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PREFACE 

THE purpose of this monograph is to present a descrip
tion of the tax systems of the Canadian Provinces, with 
an outline of the development of the more prominent 
features and comments on the working of each. The 
various Provincial statutes dealing with tax matters have 
been made the framework, and commission reports and 
other government publications have been utilized. Out
side of these, however, the field is barren of material, a 
handicap which makes itself evident throughout the 
study. The chief value of the work lies thus in the fact 
that it breaks new ground. At a future date the author 
hopes to be able to give to some of the phases of taxa
tion taken up herein a much fuller treatment than is pos
sible in a monograph of this nature. 

The subject was suggested by Professor Seligman, to 
whom the author is also greatly indebted for much val
uable advice. The many courtesies extended by Mr. C. 
H. Gould, Librarian of McGill University, have made 
possible a thorough examination of the tax laws, and the 
Provincial and municipal officials throughout the country 
have aided greatly by furnishing reports and general in
formation. The author also wishes to express his thanks 
to Professor H. R. Seager for his kindness in reading the 
proof. 

NEw YoRK, April, 1912. 

5) 

S. V. 
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CHAPTER I 

THE GRowTH oF THE CANADIAN CoNSTITUTION 

THE development of the systems of taxation of the 
Canadian Provinces is so bound up with the political 
growth of the country that an examination of the latter 
becomes necessary before passing on to the subject 
matter of this monograph. More than a mere outline, 
however, will not be possible. 

£yen the smallest degree of self-government \vas un
known in Canada under French rule. In 1663, when the 
charter of the "Hundred Associates" was abandoned, 
the country became a royal province under the rule of 
the king, who administered the law through a governor 
and an intendant. These officials controlled all the affairs 
of the country, the people having a voice only in church 
matters of minor importance. Bet\veen the years 1647 
and 1663, efforts were made to institute a small degree 
of local self-government,' but even this was forced to give 
way before the jealousy of the Crown. 

\Vith these facts before us, we can readily see how the 
inexperience of the French-Canadians in political affairs 
prevented the British from establishing parliamentary in
stitutions until thirty years after the conquest. The 
country was under military rule for three years, 1760-
1763. G pon the cession of Canada to the English in 
I 763, a royal proclamation provided for the government 

t Vide also infra, p. 22. 

ll] II 



12 TAXATION IN CANADA [12 

of the Province by a governor and council, both ap
pointed. It was not until eleven years later that the 
British Parliament took a hand in Canadian affairs. In 
1774 it passed the Quebec Act granting important con
cessions to the French-Canadians, but not changing the 
form of government. It was these concessions as well 
as the attitude of the priests toward the Puritans of New 
England, which caused the refusal of the terms of the 
American Congress by the French.' 

The Quebec Act remained in force until 1791 when it 
was amended as far as it concerned the form of govern
ment. The whole Province was divided into Upper and 
Lower Canada and provision was made for a popular 
assembly in each division. This is Canada's first liberal 
constitution.• The year 1784 had seen the influx of 
thousands of Loyalists from the new republic to the 
south. These at once joined the older British settlers in 
their clamors for parliamentary government and other 
English institutions, with the result that a partial separa
tion between the French and the English was effected 
and English civil law was instituted in the upper Prov
ince, leaving French civil law, as provided for by the 
Quebec Act, in the lower. In addition to the elective 
assembly established in each Province, provision was 
made for a governor and a legislative council, the mem
bers of which were to be appointed by the king for life. 
The regulation of navigation and commerce, with the 
accompanying right of levying duties, was still retained 
by the Imperial Government, subject, however, to the 

1 Vide Bradshaw, Self-Govemment in Canada, p. 30. 
~The Maritime Provinces had already received constitutions, Nova 

Scotia in 1758, Prince Edward Island, 1773, and New Brunswick in 
1784. Vide Todd, Parliamentary Government in the British Colo11ies, 
p. 73· 
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Declaratory Act of Ii78, by which England had re
nounced the right of taxing her dependencies for reHnue 
purposes and retained control of certain sources with the 
pro\'iso that the returns were to be expended where 
collected. 

The political history of Canada under the Act of 1791 
is an account of the struggle by the assemblies of 
both Prm·inces for complete self-goYernment through 
the control of the revenues. In the early days, Britain 
looked upon Canada as a military colony and met deficits 
in the local budgets by drawing on the military chest. 
Lord Dorchester, in opening the second session of the 
Parliament of Lower Canada in 1793. spoke of the neces
sity of considering means of increasing the ProYincial 
revenue, and went on to say that he was sure that "Great 
Britain would continue generously to furnish the surplus 
necessary for the prosperity of the colony.''' In 1810, 
the Assembly of Lmver Canada sent an address to the 
King in which they stated that the prosperous condition 
of the country \\·ould enable them to take charge of the 
civil expenditure of the Pro\'ince, until that time, met, 
in large part, by His ~Iajesty." Although many in Eng
land thought they saw an ulterior motive, namely, the 
control of the revenue, in this address, the supplying of 
deficits by Britain was discontinued after 1812.3 Jhe 
Crm,·n revenues, derived from duties imposed under an 
Imperial .\ct of Ii74 and from certain casual and terri
torial revenues. were insufficient to meet the civil ex
penses of the GoYernment, and the gO\·ernor, with the 
ad\'ice of the executin~ council, ustd PrO\·incial funds, 

I B:t>aud, Iiisll ;,, c;; C..li:Jd<l, vol. ii, 1.:!::1. 

'!bid., pp. l.l7 et seq. 

• };:inf!sford, H ist,Jry "f Canada, vol. ix, p. 91. 
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raised from duties established by the Legislature, to 
meet the deficits. In 1819 a sum of £120,000 was due 
the Province from the Government.' 

The report of a committee of the Imperial Parliament 
in 1828 recommended that the House of Assembly be 
given control of all Provincial revenues in return for the 
voting of a Civil List. This advice was partially followed 
when, four years later, the Home Government gave 
Canada full control of the customs revenues.• In 1813, 
a large part of the Crown revenues was surrendered to 
the Assembly of Upper Canada where the surplus from 
sources under the Royal control had given the Govern
ment a large degree of independence.3 The struggle for 
full responsible government continued in both Provinces, 
culminating with the rebellion of 1837-8, the report of 
Lord Durham and the Act of Union. 

Lord Durham declared himself in favor of the " full 
establishment of responsible government," which, he de
clared could be made secure only by a union of the two 
Provinces.4 The union was effected by the Act of 1840 
which made provision for the surrender to the united 
Legislature of all Provincial revenues, after the payment 
of £75,ooo for a Civil List and other expenses.s It was 
not, however, until 1846, that the Assembly gained com
plete control of all the revenues, thus ending the struggle 
for responsible government. The Act of Union, itself a 
result of Durham's investigation, marks an epoch in 
Britain's policy toward her North American colonies, for, 

1 Bradshaw, Self-Government in Canada, p. 64. 
Ibid., pp. 77-79· 

s Ibid., pp. u8-9. 
• Durham's Report (Dutton & Co., 1902), p. 225. 

Bradshaw, op. cit., p. 354. 
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from that date, every possible measure has been taken 
to enlarge the sphere of selfcgovernment.1 

The period from r84o to r864 is marked by various 
measures tending to more popular government. The 
year 1854 is made prominent by the abolition of the sei
gniorial tenure, a relic of French-Canadian feudalism, 
and by the disposal of the Clergy Reserves question, 
thus avoiding an established church in Canada. A dis
pute as to the distribution of representatives, which had 
begun soon after the Union, resulted in a deadlock in 
r864, and it was seen that some new provision for the 
government of the country was necessary. 

Colonial statesmen were now forced to consider steps 
toward a union of all Britain's North American Prov
inces under one central government, a move which had 
been suggested as early as 1814! At a conference of 
the representatives of the five Provinces 3 at Quebec in 
1864, there was drawn up a series of seventy-two resolu
tions, which, with slight changes, became the British 
North America Act of r867. This Act divided the Prov
ince of Canada into Ontario and Quebec and united 
these with New Brunswick and Nova Scotia to form a 
federation, to be known as the Dominion of Canada, 
with its central government at Ottawa. The vast areas 
of the northwest territories were granted to the Fed
eral Government in r868, and Manitoba and British 
Columbia entered the Union as Provinces in 1870 and 
1871, respectively. Prince Edward Island joined the 
Dominion in 1873. All territory outside of the seven 
Provinces remained unorganized until 1905, when the 

1 Bourinot, Manrral of Constitutio11al History of Canada, p. 28. 
' Vide Bradshaw, op. cit., pp. 18-19. 

• Canada (Gpper and Lower), New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Prince 
Edward Island and Newfoundland. 
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increase in population justified the Central Government 
in forming two western Provinces, Saskatchewan and 
Alberta. The Dominion of Canada now consists of the 
above nine Provinces and the more sparsely settled dis
tricts to the north, comprising in all an area somewhat 
larger than that of the United States.· 

The organs of government are the Governor-General, 
appointed by the Crown for four years, the Senate, ap
pointed by the Governor-General for life, and the House 
of Commons, elected for a maximum term of five years. 
The system is modeled largely on that of Great Britain 
in that there is a responsible Cabinet working on lines 
similar to that of the mother country. Thus the Gover
nor-General bears the same relation to the Cabinet and 
the two Houses as the King does to those of England; 
the real head of the Government is the Premier. The 
Provincial governments are also models of the British 
system. Each Province has a Lieutenant-Governor, ap
pointed by the Federal Government, and a legislative 
body consisting (with the exception of Quebec and 
Nova Scotia) of only one house, the Assembly. 

A comparison of the Canadian system of government 
with that of the United States reveals a number of points 
of contrast, one of the prominent differences being in 
regard to the seat of sovereignty. In the United States, 
the supreme power rests with the citizens, while in 
Canada the will of the people and Parliament of Great 
Britain is supreme. This authority is seen, however, 
only in the appointment of the Governor-General by the 
Crown; in the application of certain Imperial· Acts to 
Canada;' and in the limitations placed upon the right of 

Such as patent and copyright, merchant and shipping, extradition 
and other acts of a general character. Vide Munro, Constil11tion of 
Canada, p. 268. 
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the Dominion to alter its constitution.' The remaining 
differences between the governmental systems are chiefly 
respecting the distribution of powers between the cen
tral and local governments. The aim of the fathers of 
the Canadian Union was the establishment of a constitu- 'l 

tion which would secure greater centrj.lization and 
greater uniformity than that which existed in the United 
State!>.• This they have accomplished by the following 
provisions : 

I. The "residual powers " of government, which in the 
United States rest with the several states, are in Canada ex
pressly retained for the central authority, thus throwing the 
burden of proof in case of dispute upon the Provinces.3 

II. Concurrent powers of legislation can exist over no sub
ject matter except agriculture and immigration. Should there 
be conflict even on these matters the authority of the Central 
Government is supreme! " By the construction put by the 
Supreme Court of the United States upon the Constitution, 
concurrent jurisdiction has been found to exist in relation to 
several subjects; and legislation by the states has been de
creed to be ' intra vires ' in many cases, until Congress legis
lated on the same subject." 5 

III. The Lieutenant-Governor of each Province is appointed 
by the Governor-General, that is, by the Dominion Cabinet. 
He does not represent the British Crown; on the contrary, he 

t Changes have been made by the British Parliament upon the peti
tion of the Canadian Government. Cf. infra, chapter on " Separation 
of Sources." 

2 Vide Debates on Co11federation, Quebec, r865, p. 33· 

• B. N. A. Act, article 91; also Lefroy, The Law of the Legislative 
Power in Canada, pp. 347 and 710. 

' B. N. A. Act, article 95; vide also Lefroy, op. cit., p. 347, prop. 28. 

6 3 S. C. R., 547, in ii Cartwright, Cases on the B. N. A. Act of 1867, 

pp. 43-4· 
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is a representative of the Dominion Government to which he 
is directly responsible.1 

IV. The Federal Government appoints, for "good be
havior," all the superior, district and county court judges 
throughout the Dominion.• 

V. The Dominion Executive has the power of vetoing Prov
inciallegislatifitl. This right has seldom been exercised, and 
only when a Legislature clearly has exceeded its jurisdiction. 
In cases where the competency of the local government to pass 
an act is doubtful, the question is left to the courts, as is the 
practice in the United States! 

VI. In Canada, the Central Government has jurisdiction 
over criminal law and the law of marriage and divorce (ex
cept the solemnization of marriage within a Province).' 

In the distribution of the taxing powers, the chief 
point of contrast is the absence of constitutional limita
tions upon the Central and local Governments within 
their respective jurisdictions. American economists and 
officials have come to a point where they are forced to 
recognize that the much-needed reform in state taxation 
cannot be effected until the constitutional restrictions 
have been removed.s The British North America Act 
has four provisions dealing directly with the taxing 
power. Under article 91, Parliament is authorized to 
legislate upon : 

1 Munro, Constitution of Canada, p. 8o; also ibid., pp. 262-3, and 3 S. 
C. R., 575, in i Cartwright, 488. 

1 B. N. A. Act, article g6. Judges of Courts of Probate in N. 13. and 
N. S. are exceptions. 

8 Munro, op. cit., pp. 260 et seq.; cf. also Lefroy, op. cit., pp. 185 et seq. 
'B. N. A. Act, article 92 (12) and article 91 (26 and 27). 
5 Vide article by Prof. Loeb in Proceedings of First National Confer

ence (Columbus, 0., 1907) on State and Local Ta.s-ation, p. 75, and 
also "Resolutions," p. xviii. 



19] GROWTH OF THE CASADIA.V COSSTITUTION 19 

(a) The Regulation of Trade and Commerce. 
(b) The Raising of 1foney by any mode or system of 

Taxation. 

Article 92 grants to the Legislatures exclusive authority 
in respect to: 

(c) Direct Taxation within the Province in order to the 
raisin~; of a Revenue for Provincial purposes. 

(b) Shop, Saloon, Tavern, Auctioneer, and other Licenses, 
in orJer to the raising of a Revenue for Provincial, Local or 
:\I unicipal purposes. 

By the first of these provisions the Dominion was 
granted the exclusive right to levy and collect customs 
and excise duties and the Provinces were deprived of 
their chief source of revenue. In return for this loss, the 
latter were relie\·ed of their debts, and arrangements 
were made by which they receive annual subsidies, the 
amount of which is based on a specific sum and a rate 
per capita.' 

There appears to be a conflict between the second and 
third of the above provisions. To ob\·iate this the Eng
lish Pri\·y Council has decided that direct taxation within 
the Province to raise revenue for a Provincial purpose 
lies wholly within the jurisdiction of the Provincial Leg
islature. • Reierring to subsection 3 of Article 91, their , 
Lordships said: 

Though the description is sufficiently large and general to in
clude direct taxation within the Province in order to the rais-

J B. X. A. Act, articles III to 120, incl. For details, vide infra, chap
ter xi. 

2 Citizens Ins. Co. t's. Parsons, 7 A. C. Iog, in i Cartr., p. 265. Fol
!O'Ind in Lambe t·s. Bank of Toronto, 12 A C. 575, in iv Cartr., 7. 
Vide al;o Clerr.ent, The Law of the Canadian Constitution, p. 377. 
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ing of a revenue for Provincial purposes, ... it obviously could 
not have been intended that . . . the general power should 
.over-ride the particular. · 

The limitation placed upon the power of the Dominion 
to levy direct taxes is therefore expressed in the words 
"within the Province" and "for Provincial purposes." 

It has also been decided' that a Provincial tax on 
banks is z'ntra vz'res and not in conflict with the sole 
right of the Dominion in regard to bank legislation. 
Until a very recent date various courts • in the Dominion 
have held that Provincial . taxation levied on the .income 
of Federal officials is ultra vz'res, since it interferes with 
the power to fix: the salaries of such officials. These de
cisions have been reversed in the case of Abbott vs. City 
of St. John 3 by the Supreme Court of Canada, following 
a decision of the Judicial Committee of the English Privy 
Council in an Australian case." At present, an official of 
the Dominion Government may be taxed. on his income 
by the municipality in which he resides. 

In the case of Severn vs. the Queens it was held that 
the imposition by Ontario of a license tax on brewers 
was an interference with the "paramount authority of 
the Dominion Parliament in matters of trade and com
merce and indirect taxation." This decision has been 
overturned by the Privy Council in the Brewers and 
Matters Association vs. Attorney-General for Ontario,6 

1 Lambe 'IJS. Bank of Toronto, 12 A C. 575, in iv Cartr. 7· 
1 Leprohon 'IJS. City of Ottawa, 2 App. Rep. (Ont.), 522, in i Cartr., 

592; e~ parte Owen, 20 N. B. R., 483, and others. 
8 40 S. C. R., 597 (Oct. 1908). 
'Webb 'IJs. Outrim, 1907 A. C. 81. 
5 2 Can. s.· C. 74. in i Car-tr., 414; vide also Doutre, Constitution of 

Canada, p. 125. 

6 1897 A. c. 2JI. 
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when their Lordships held that a license fee upon brewers 
and distillers to sell wholesale within the Province was 
direct taxation within the meaning of subsection 2 of 
Article 92. In this and other cases,' the Privy Council, 
in deciding whether or not a tax is direct, follow Mill's 
definition,• and attempt to ascertain the intention of the 
Legislature. 

The decision rendered in Dow vs. Black 3 declared that 
the imposition of direct taxation by a Provincial govern
ment need not be general throughout the Province, but 
that power is given by the Act of Confederation to 
"enable the Provincial Legislature ... to impose direct 
taxation for a local purpose upon a particular locality 
within the Province. This includes the right of delega
tion of such authority to any local jurisdiction within the 
Province." 

1 10 A. C. 141, in iii Cartr., 190; 12 A. C. 575, in iv Cartr., 7· 
• :\fill, Prin. of Pol. Econ. (ed. Laughlin, 1888), p. 550: "A direct 

tax is one which is demanded from the very persons who, it is in
tended, or desired, should pay it." 

• L. R., 6 P. C. 272, in i Cartr., 95· 



CHAPTER II 

THE DEVELOPMENT oF MuNICIPAL INsTITUTIONS 1 

CANADA owes as little to the French Regime for its 
municipal institutions as for its political system. Front~ 

enac attempted to introduce a small degree of local self
government in 1663, when 'he provided for the election 
of a board of aldermen in the city of Quebec. It was 
his intention to have this board meet semi-annually to 
consider matters of public welfare, but a rebuke from 
Colbert stopped all growth in this direction. The alder
men resigned two months after the election, and, soon 
after, the syndic d' habitation appeared. This official 
had charge of certain local affairs and represented the 
community in its dealings with the governor. There 
are records of the election of syndics in Quebec, Mon
treal and Three Rivers. Here again, however, the jeal
ousy of the Home Government blocked development, 
and Colbert instructed Frontenac gradually to suppress 
the office. 

The Intendant, who was at the head of the civil ad~ 
ministration throughout the colony, conducted local af
fairs in person, assisted by the grand voyer. The latter 
official was an inspector of highways whose special duty 
it was to oversee roads, bridges and similar matters. 

1 Much of the description of the old regime is taken from "Muni
cipal Institutions in Canada," by R. S. Weir, in Hopkins' Encyclopedia 
of Canada, v, 452. · 

22 [22 
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This office is found in the legislation of r 796 r and was 
not abolished until r8..p." 

In 1722 the whole of New France was di\'ided into 
eighty-four parishes. But these were primarily ecclesias
tical parishes and many had existed before that date. 
~lany of these in later times formed the limits of the 
ci vii parishes. 

General nl urray, the first Governor of Canada under 
British rule, administered the local affairs of the colony 
with the assistance of an executive council composed of 
the local go\·ernors of Montreal and Three Rivers, the 
Chief Justice, the Surveyor of Customs and eight leading 
residents. This council performed for the towns the 
duties now discharged by the local councils. The Legis
lative Council of twenty-three members, appointed under 
the Quebec Act of 1774, also enacted municipal ordi
nances. The assemblies of the two PrO\•inces into which 
Canada was di,·ided in 1791 continued to oversee local 
affairs, but the magistrates were entrusted with the admin
istering of the legislation of these bodies. Toward the 
end of the year r827 3 citizens of Quebec and 1lontreal held 
meetings to urge the Legislature to grant them charters 
of incorporation by which they might carry on the city 
government under a mayor and aldermen. They wished 
to free themselves from the domination of magistrates ap
pointed by the Crown. It was not, however, before 
1832, that these cities were incorporated and then only 
by temporary charters for four years. Toronto and five 
or six other towns of Upper Canada also received acts 
of incorporation from the Legislature during this decade, 
but, outside of these, local affairs were still administered 

1 36 Geo. III, c. 9. '4 Victoria, c. 4· 
1 Kingsford, History of Caii<J.lla, ix, 329. 
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by the justices in quarter session. Turnpike trusts and 
bridge companies were formed during about the same 
period and some measure of improvement of communi
cation was thus obtained. 

It was not until after the rebellion and the report of 
Lord Durham that general provision was made for mu
nicipal self-government. This report gave the want of 
municipal institutions as one of the "main causes of 
failure of representative government and of the bad ad
ministration of the country." There was a complete ab
sence of a regular administration in the rural districts of 
the lower Province, which Durham attributed to the 
character of the French population, which had been made 
dependent on the central authority for its government. 
The only institution in Lower Canada having the nature 
.of local self-government was the fabrique, by which pro
vision was made for the repair of Catholic churches. 
The need of local self-government was seen by contrast
ing the condition of the Eastern Townships with that of 
Vermont, where the municipal system had received con
siderable development. 

"The inhabitants of Lower Canada," said Durham, 
"were unhappily initiated into self-government at exactly 
the wrong end, and those who were not trusted with the 
management of a parish were enabled by their votes to 
influence the destinies of the state." • He also referred 
to the disgraceful state of the streets and the absence of 
lighting in Quebec and Montreal, whose charters had not 
been renewed in 1836.• Following his recommendation,3 
the Special Council, which had been appointed after the 
suspension of the Constitution, upon the outbreak of re-

1 Durham's Report (Dutton, 1!)02), p. 79· 
1 Idem, p. 81. 1 Idem, p. 2n. 



25] DEVELOPMENT OF MUNICIPAL INSTITUTIONS 25 

hellion in Lower Canada, passed, in 1840,' an ordinance 
providing for the internal government of the Province by 
the establishment of local institutions under the control 
of the central authority. This ordinance did not apply 
to Quebec and Montreal, provision for the government 
of which was made by the granting of new charters. 
The Province was divided into districts, each of which 
was a body corporate to be governed by an appointed 
warden and elected councillors. 

The majority of the inhabitants of the Province Yiewed 
with suspicion this granting of local self-government and 
soon there arose a party called Les Eteignoirs ( extin
guishers), whose aim was to render the act inoperative 
by electing councillors pledged to do nothing to put it 
in operation. Their policy killed the measure,• and it 
was not until five years later,3 when more liberal pro
visions were made, that Lower Canada had any system 
of municipal government. Every township and parish 
was made a municipal corporation represented by an 
elected council and mayor. Even this measure, liberal as 
it was, met with the opposition of the French-Canadian 
members of the Legislature, who felt that municipal in
stitutions would render local taxation a necessity.4 

The localities of Upper Canada had been forced to 
shift for themselves to a greater extent than those of 
the lower Province where the Government revenue was 
larger. Here Lord Durham, however, also called atten
tion to the bad state of the roads and to the need of 

I 4 Victoria, c. 4· 

1 Weir, Mu•ticipal Institutions in the Province of Quebec, p. 52, in 
Toronto Univ. Studies. 

•s Victoria, c. 40 (1845). 
1 Dent, Ca11ada Since 1841, i, 147. 
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other local improvements.'" The limited funds which 
had been voted by the Assembly for these purposes had 
been spent in the interest of the more settled districts 
in order to strengthen the influence of the members in 
their constituencies. The want of good municipal insti
tutions in this Province was so great that it received the 
attention of Parliament immediately after the union. In 
1841,' the District Municipal Act gave to the inhab
itants of each district such corporate powers as were 
"absolutely necessary." Each district was to have a 
council composed of a warden, appointed by the gover
nor, and one or two other councillors for each township 
in the district, according to population, to be elected 
annually. The old powers of the justices of the peace in 
quarter sessions were, by this act, transferred to the 
newly created district councils.3 

An amending act4 later permitted the councillors to 
elect their own wardens, and, in 1849,5 the Province re
ceived its first general municipal act. The Baldwin Act, 
as this measure is called, made provision " by one gen
eral law, for the erection of municipal corporations ... 
in and for the several counties, cities, towns, townships 
and villages in Upper Canada." The system introduced 
by this act has remained, with various changes in details, 
to the present/ and has served as a model for municipal 
organization in Manitoba. 

In 1847,' parish and township municipalities were 

1 Report, pp. 131-8. 2 4 and 5 Victoria, c. to. 

• Vide Shortt, Municipal Government in Ontario, pp. 24-5, in Toronto 
Univ. Studies. 

• 9 Victoria, c. 40 (1846). 0 12 Victoria, c. So. 

o Vide 3 Edward VII, c. 19 and amendments. 

' to and n Victoria, c. 7. 
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abolished in Lower Canada and county municipalities 
with elective councillors and mayors were substituted. 
Provisions for the incorporation of towns and villages 
were also made. The municipal system of this Province 
was again amended by the Lower Canada ~Iunicipal and 
Roads Act in 1855·' This act is the basis of the muni
cipal system at present in operation in the Province of 
Quebec. Here the Legislature has provided a general 
act for the incorporation of cities and towns; but most 
of these municipalities have obtained their charters by 
special acts. The municipal code applies to all the terri
tory of the Pro\'ince except the cities and towns incor
porated by special statute and divides this territory into 
county municipalities which may include city, town or 
village municipalities. The county council is composed 
of the mayors in office in all the local municipalities of 
the county. 

:Municipal organization came late in the Maritime 
Pro,·inces.3 It was not until the year 1879 that Nova 
Scotia passed its compulsory County and Township Act 
to provide for local self-government,• and there were no 
general provisions for the incorporation of towns until 
1888. Before this, however, several towns had been in
corporated by special acts. The Province of New Bruns
wick passed a permissive County Councils Act in 1852 
and a compulsory act in 1877· The city of St. John re
ceived its first charter as early as I 785, and, between the 
years I8-t8 and 1888, many towns were incorporated 

1 r8 Yictoria, c. roo. 

• 40 \'ictoria, c. 29 (1876); 3 Edward VII, c. 38 (1903) . 

• r'ide :\!urray. Local GO'Iiti'IIIIICIII in the Jiaritime Provillce.r, in 
Toronto l'niv. Studies, History and Econ., vol. ii. 

• Permissive acts pdssed in r855-6. 
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under special statutes. The Towns Incorporation Act 
was passed in 1890. 

In Prince Edward Island, Charlottetown and Summer
side are the only incorporated towns, and were so con
stituted by special acts of the Legislature. The Provin
cial Goverment levies land, income and road taxes on the 
whole Province, the above two cities excepted. The 
land-tax act of 1894' placed a specific rate of from one 
to six cents per acre on land. Three years later • this 
was changed to a percentage tax of one-fifth of one per 
cent on the value of the land, to be determined by a 
"solemn declaration" of the owner. The income tax 
does not apply to farms subject to the land tax, nor to 
wages under $350; the rate is now one and one-half per 
cent.3 For the maintenance of the roads,• a poll tax of 
$r.oo on men residing in the road districts and a tax on 
horses are collected. The revenue derived by the 
Provincial Government from this local taxation is ex
pended in local improvements and in support of edu
cation. 

The Province of Alberta has an acts providing for the 
incorporation of villages, but has effected the organiza
tion of its cities and towns by special legislation. Since 
1908,6 Saskatchewan has general acts for the incorpora
tion of cities, towns and villages.7 Both of these Prov
inces have inherited the Local Improvement Districts 
from the Ordinances of the Northwest Territories.8 

157 Victoria, c. I. • 6o Victoria, c. 3· 
8 Vtde infra, chapter on "Income Taxes," pp. 72-3. 

'2 Edward VII, c. 2. 6 1907, chap. IO. 

• 1908, chaps. 16, I7 and IB. 

' Amendment of N. W. T. Ordinance, I9QI, c. 25. 
1 Ordinances of 1903, session 2, chap. 24. 
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These are loose organizations in districts lying outside 
of the city, town or village municipalities, which have 
been granted a small degree of self-government, chiefly 
for the purpose of levying taxes to effect necessary im
provements. In Alberta,' the councils of these districts 
are authorized to levy from one and three-fourth cents to 
five cents per acre on lands within their respective juris
dictions, while, in Saskatchewan," the minimum rate is 
one and one-fourth cents per acre. Both Provinces also 
levy a tax on land for educational purposes. In the 
former 3 the rate is one and three-fourth cents per acre 
and is levied on all lands lying outside of organized 
school districts, w bile the latter 4 levies one cent per acre 
on all land not lying within a town or village school 
district. 

The cities and towns of British Columbia have been in
corporated by special charters. This Province, in 1906,s 
made a move in the direction of uniformity by applying 
the :Municipal Clauses Act, which had been applicable 
only to smaller municipalities, to all municipal organiza
tions in so far as it is in accordance with their acts of in
corporation. There are now about fifty municipalities in 
British Columbia, but by far the greater extent of terri
tory lies outside of their jurisdiction. The Provincial 
Legislature levies taxes on the lands in these outlying 
districts, and expends the revenue thus obtained in public 
improvements, such as roads and bridges, in assisting 
and maintaining schools and in the administration of jus
tice. The rates 6 on such lands are four per cent for wild, 

I 1907, C. II. 

I 1907, C. 18. 
1 6 Edward VII, c. J2. 

1 1go6, C. J6. 

• 1907. c. J. 

1 5 Edward VII, c. 50; 7 Edward VII, c. 43, and 10 Edward VII, 
c. 47· 
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one per cent and .two per cent on coal and two per cent 
on timber lands, and one-half of one per cent on all other 
realty. The Province also taxes all personal property 
and income,' including that within the municipalities, 
which are restricted to the taxation of real estate. 

1 Vide infra, chapter on "Income Tax," pp. 73 et seq., and chap. iv, 
p. 45· 



CHAPTER III 

EARLY TAXATIO::-l 

CxoER the French Regime there was no general 
system of taxation. Temporary and local assessments 
were, in a few instances, levied for special purposes, but 
even these were imposed by the King himself. About 
the year Iji6, Louis XIV imposed a tax of 6ooo livres 
on the inhabitants of :\lontreal to defray part of the cost 
of fortiiying that city.' In Ij42, Louis XV issued an 
order reminding the go\·ernor and intendant that they 
had no power to impose taxes. "That is a sovereign 
right," said the order, "which His ~Iajesty delegates to 
none; the inhabitants of the colonies are not eyen per
mitted to tax themseh·es without authorization." • 

A revenue of about roo,ooo hrires was derived in nor
mal years from the customs.3 These duties consisted of 
a tax of ro per cent on liquors and tobacco and 3 per 
cent on general merchandise imported or exported. 4 A 
large revenue was also derived from the fur trade, a con
siderable royalty being exacted on all pelts taken.5 

All roads and bridges were under the supervision of 
the grand z:oyer, upon whose report that work was re-

1 Garneau, Histoire du Canada, 4"" edition, 1882, i, 181. 

! Petit, Gou;:enll.'lntllt d<'s colot1ies franraises, in Garneau, op. cit., 181. 
1 Garneau, op_ cit., ii, r6o. 

• Ibid., and R. S. \\'eir, Administration of the Old Rigime in Canada, 
p. 74· 

• \\' eir, loc. cit. 
,u] 
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quired on an old road or that a new one was needed, the 
intendant issued an ordinance compelling all residents in 
the district affected to carry out the work desired. It 
was the cm,-vee transplanted from France.' 

These were the conditions in 1760, when the English 
came into possession, and very little change took place 
until after 1791. The council formed by General Murray 
in 1763 had no power to levy taxes," and the Quebec 
Act (1774) forbade the laying of any new taxes by the 
Legislative Council, except in so far as the inhabitants 
of any town or district be "authorized to assess, levy or 
apply, within the said town or district," taxes or duties 
for purely local purposes. That even this limited power 
was not taken advantage of was due to the lack of a 
representative form of government3 and to the opposi
tion of the Frerich-Canadians. 4 In 1777, we find an 
ordinance providing for the repair and maintenance of 
roads and bridges under the direction of the grand voyer. 
All lands used in the construction of roads were paid for 
by the proprietors of the parish, who. were also com
pelled to perform statute labor. It is not until the 
period following the establishment of a popular assembly 
in 1791 that we find any general provisions for assess
ment for local purposes. 

Upper Canada passed the first assessment act in 1793.5 

This provided for the division of all householders into 
eight groups, according to the value of their property, 
with a lump-sum tax for each individual within the 
groups. All property owners whose holdings did not 

1 Vide Weir, op. cit., pp. 76-7. 
1 Garneau, op. cit., ii, 397. 
s Canadian Archives, Constitutional Documents, foot-note, p. 502. 

' Idem., p. 513, and pp. sx6 el seq. 
0 33 George III, c. 3· 
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exceed £so in value were exempt and the highest class 
was made up of those owning property to the value of 
£400 or over. The maximum rate was 2s. 6d. per £so. 
Much was left to the discretion of the assessors, since 
the kinds of property taxable were not specified. In 
the same year,' the office of grand voyer was established 
in the upper Pro\'ince, and it was enacted that the justices 
of the peace in quarter sessions should act as commis
sioners of highways, with overseers in charge of the 
actual work. 

The roads and bridges, however, continued to be built 
chiefly by statute labor, which, after Ii98,• was propor
tioned to the amount of assessment. Five years later,3 a 
more equitable system of assessment was introduced by 
the abolition of the classification of 1793 and by the 
definition of ta..xable property. This was declared to be 
both real and personal, the ratable objects in the latter 
class being specified with a fixed valuation for each. The 
rate of taxation was determined by the justices of the 
peace according to the amount of revenue required. 

Various amending statutes were passed by the As
sembly in its efforts to arrive at a fair valuation of prop
erty. That of the year 1819 4 will serve to indicate the 
method followed. Specific values per acre were given to 
arable or pasture lands, uncultivated lands and town lots; 
the values of houses varied according to whether they 
were built of square timber, boards, brick or stone, and 
according to the number of stories and th~ number of 
fireplaces; specific values were given for mills, shops, 
store houses, horses, cattle and carriages kept for pleas
ure. The maximum rate was I d. on the pound. This 

1 33 George III, c. 4· 
1 43 George III, c. 12. 

1 38 George III, c. 7. 

• 59 George III, c. 7. 
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system prevailed· until the end of the forties, when the 
Parliament of Canada provided for uniform municipal 
organization. 

The first assessment act in Lower Canada was not 
passed until 1796,' when the French system was con
tinued for the whole Province except Quebec and Mont
real, where statute labor and composition money pro
vided for by the law were supplemented by an annual 
assessment upon the occupiers of lands and houses in 
proportion to the value thereof. The justices of the 
peace in quarter sessions were to fix the rate of assess
ment. The persistent opposition of the French-Canadians 
to direct taxation in any form was so successful that just 
previous to the union of I 841 we find the crude system 
of the Old Regime still holding sway.• Lord Durham, 
in his report following the troubles of 1837-8, said: 3 

There is hardly the semblance of direct taxation in Lower 
Canada for general or local purposes. This immunity from 
taxfition has been sometimes spoken of as a great privilege of 
the people of Lower Canada, and a great proof of the justice 
and benevolence of their government .... A people can hardly 
be congratulated on having had at little cost a rude and im
perfect administration of justice, hardly the semblance of 
police, no public provision for education, no lighting and bad 
pavements in the cities, and means of communication so im
perfect that the loss of time and the wear and tear caused in 
taking any article to market may probably be estimated at 
ten times the expense of good roads. 

From this it may be seen that the opponents of a sys-

1 36 George III, c. 9· 
1 Vide Can. Archives, Documents on Constitutional History, pp. 513 

and sx6. 
1 Edition of 1902 (Dutton & Co.), p. 102. 
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tem of taxation could not have founded their arguments 
upon the needlessness of any such scheme. Opposition 
was based chiefly on the claim that the Province was too 
impoverished to admit of an increased burden. 

The collection of the customs duties by the lower 
Province and the retaining of the lion's share for its 
own treasury enabled the Legislature to undertake 
many local works which in later times would have been 
left to the municipalities. In Upper Canada, because of 
a deficiency in revenue brought about by careless ex
penditure as well as by the smallness of its share of the 
customs duties, the GoYernment had, "fortunately for 
itself, been compelled to establish a system of local 
assessments and to leave local works, in a great meas
ure, to the energy and means of the localities them
seh·es."' Favoritism had played such a large part in 
both Provinces that many localities were left to shift for 
themselves while those with greater political influence 
enjoyed extensi\'e local works constructed at the ex
pense of the Provincial Governments. 

Lower Canada's first effective municipal act • author
ized the council of each local corporation to assess the 
sum required for any purpose upon the value of immov
able property, the rate not to exceed 3 d. in the pound 
per annum. Thus the lower Province restricted its 
localities to a tax on real property, which system, sup
plemented later, in certain instances, by business taxes, 
has remained to the present time. 

C nder the District ~I unicipal Act of 1841 3 the local 
councils of t.: pper Canada were empowered to raise 
money by tolls or by assessments on real or personal 

t Durhum's Report, p. rog. 

' 4 and 5 Victoria, c. 10. 

2 8 Victoria, c. 40 (1845). 
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property or both. In other words, the system of taxa
tion was to follow the assessment laws previously in 
force, the chief change effected by the act being the 
transfer of the tax powers of the magistrates to the newly 
created district councils. An assessment act was passed 
in is so' providing for the taxation of real and personal 
property, and the latter was defined so as to include 
only the more tangible classes of personalty.• This 
measure was really supplementary to the Baldwin Act 
(I 849) in that its aim was " to provide a more equal and 
just assessment for municipal and local objects and pur
poses" in the various newly created municipalities. All 
taxes were to be levied on the whole taxable real and 
personal property of the locality, in proportion to the 
assessed value thereof, and not upon any one kind of 
property in particular. The assessors were to estimate 
all property at its actual value, " as they would appraise 
the same in payment of a just debt due from a solvent 
debtor." In townships and counties the rate was to be 
ascertained by dividing the amount required by the total 
assessment value, while, in cities and towns, the council 
was to impose the taxes by by-laws declaring the yearly 
rate in the pound to be levied on the annual value of all 
taxable property. The annual value of personal prop
erty was declared to be six per cent of the assessed act
ual value and that of realty was to be the actual rack
rent, to be ascertained for each separate holding. 

This limited taxation. of personal property lasted only 
until 1853,3 when the first general property tax of Upper 
Canada was instituted. The assessment act of that year 

1 13 and X4 Victoria, <:. 67. 
~ Horses and cattle, 3 years old and over ; carriages for pleasure or 

hire; average stocks of merchants ; shares in ships, etc. 
• x6 Victoria, c. x82. 
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provided that all land and personal property should be 
taxed, and included in the latter category all property 
except land and the improvements thereon. This act 
with various amendments has served as the basis of local 
assessment in the upper Province until recent years. 

In both Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, where, as 
late as the seventies, the Courts of Sessions had power 
to raise money for local purposes/ the definition of tax
able property includes personalty. As early as 1763 we 
find an assessment act in Nova Scotia providing for the 
taxation of real and personal property, "in just and equal 
proportion." An act of 1856 defined personalty so as 
to include personal chattels, stock-in-trade, money and 
ships (to one-half value), thus removing from the juris
diction of the assessors the definition of taxable prop
erty. In 1849 a general property tax was introduced in 
the city of Halifax, when taxable personalty was defined 
as furniture, moneys, merchandise, ships, debts, securities 
and stocks. 

A New Brunswick act of 1786 authorized the assess
ors to levy the amounts required as they thought "just 
and reasonable." The act of 1822 provided that one
half the sum required be levied as a poll tax and the re
mainder on property. Nine years later the proportion 
to be collected as a poll tax was reduced to one-eighth, 
and taxable property was defined as all "visible " pro
perty and income. In I 850, the assessors were directed 
to assess real and personal property at one-fifth their full 
value and income at its full value. This provision was 
repealed in 1875· 

Quebec stands out prominently as the only Province 

1 Bourinot, Local Got•enwwzt in Canada, p. 22r; Murray, Local Gov
enzmelll in J!ariti111e Provi11ces, pp. so el seq., in Toronto Univ. Studies, 
vol. 2. See :\!urray, note pp. 65-7, for early legislation. 
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which has not had recourse to a tax on personal pro
perty. The French-Canadian majority has always been 
opposed to direct taxation in any form and has regarded 
with disfavor any move toward an extension of the system 
so as to include all classes of property. In the eighties, 
when the growth of trade and commerce had increased 
the amount of personalty in the cities, an effort was 
made to reach this form of wealth which had hitherto 
escaped taxation. The experience of Ontario and of the 
American states, as well as the opposition of the French
Canadian agricultural class, prevented the introduction 
of the ·personal property tax. A substitute, suggested 
by the system in vogue in France,' was found in the 
special business taxes for Montreal and Quebec.• 

Ontario and the Maritime Provinces had fairly well 
developed systems of taxation of general property before 
the institution of any organized scheme of taxes on 
realty alone in Quebec. This early development was 
due to the experience of the inhabitants of these Prov
inces in the colonies to the south. The large majority 
of the United Empire Loyalists, who came to Canada in 
1784, settled in the upper Province (Ontario) and in 
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. Families and groups 
of families migrated together and settled in the same 
district, bringing with them their political customs and 
ideals. Nova Scotia's relations with the New England 
colonies had always been close and we find the personal 
property tax introduced here as early as 1763. The 
rapid development of the system in Ontario was due, 
as we have seen, to the financial straits of the Central 
Government. 

1 Vide Leroy-Beaulieu, Traite de .la science des finances, 6me ed., pp. 
449-48o. • 

2 Vide infra, p. 48. 



CHAPTER IV 

THE FAILrRE oF THE PERSOX.-\L PROPERTY TAX 

\\.E have seen how the Province of Quebec has avoided 
a tax on personal property and has introduced in its 
stead the taxation of business.' Ontario has had a more 
varied experience. Ko serious complaints arose for 
almost a generation after the inception of the general 
property tax in 1853· But, with the rapid development 
of trade and comr:1erce in the eighties, it was not long 
before the inequalities of the system became apparent. 
The Ontario Commission on ~I unicipal Institutions of 
18SS declared that "the valuation of personal property 
varies so much as almost to prove prima facie that this 
cannot be an equitable basis of taxation." 

It was not, howenr, until a few years ago that final 
steps were taken to remm·e the evils in the ta.x system. 
A special commission, appointed in September, rgoo, to 
enquire into the operation of the assessment laws then 
in force and to suggest improvements, has published two 
reports • dealing with the various questions connected 
with taxation. The Commissioners condemn the personal 
property tax in the following words : "One conclusion 
which can unhesitatingly be drawn is that the tax on 
personal property is a failure, and that it is a hopeless 
task to attempt to perfect it by further legislation. It 
should, therefore, be abolished." 3 

1 l'iJ,· s:.f'ru, pp. ,J;.S and a:so iu/ru, chap. 5· 
1 1901 and 1902. s Report of 1902, p. 2-1. 

~ E 
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An examination of the working of the Ontario system 
shows the utter failure to reach all classes of personal 
property and the consequent overburdening of wealth in 
other forms. The defects of the personal property tax, 
familiar to students of American local taxation,' were all 
to be found in Ontario, with the exception of that arising 
from the apportionment of the state tax on the localities. 
The Consolidated Assessment Act of 1866• defined per
sonal property as " all goods, chattels, interest on mort
gages, dividends from bank stock, dividends on shares or 
stocks of other incorporated companies, moneys, notes, 
accounts and debts at their actual value, income," and all 
property, except real estate and property expressly ex
empted. From time to time exemptions had been intro
duced with a view to the prevention of double taxation 
and for purposes of public policy. These, instead of re
moving the inequalities, had accentuated them. The 
principal exemptions were as follows: 3 

I. Dominion, Provincial and municipal debentures. 
2. Stock in toll roads and income derived therefrom. 
3· Personal property invested in mortgages on land, or due 

as purchase money for land. (The interest on mortgages was 
assessable). 

4· Stocks in a company whose personal estate is liable to 
assessment in the Province. 

S· Bank stocks. (Dividends assessed against shareholders). 
6. Stocks in railway companies. (Dividends assessed 

against shareholders). 
7· So much of the personal property of any person as is 

1 Cf. Seligman, Esswys in Taxation, pp. 23-61; Ely, Taxation in 
American Cities and States, pp. 131 et seq.; Lawson Purdy, The Taxa
tion of Personal Property (New York Tax Reform Assn., 1907). 

~ 29-30 Victoria,' c. 53· 
s Rev. Stat. of Ontario 1897, c. 224. s. 7· 
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equal to the just debts owed by him on account of such 
property. 

The result of the lack of any definite principle which 
can be seen from this survey, was to make the tax pay
able on a sum of money vary according to the character 
of the investment ·made. The table below, printed in 
the Commission's report of 1902: gives the amounts 
payable for a few of the possible modes of employing 
money. 

Assuming the tax rate to be 2 per cent, 

(a) $HX>,OOO in the bank (interest at 3 per cent) should pay ......... f,z,coo 
(b) $100,000 invested in Dominion, Provincial or municipal bonds...... Nil. 
(c) $100,000 invested in mortgages on land (interest 5 per cent) . ... •• 100 

(d) $100,000 invested in business by cash purchase of goods.. • • • . • . • • • 2,000 

(e) $Ioo,ooo invested in purchase of land.... • .. • .. • • • • • • • • .. • • .. • 2,000 

(f) $100,000 invested in bank stock (net returns 5 per cent) • • • • • • • • • • 100 

(g) $100,000 invested in stock of toll roads.......................... Nil. 
(h) $1oo,ooo lent on notes (interest at 7 per cent) • • • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2,000 

or.... 140 

as the assessor chooses, but more probably pays • • • • • • • • • • Nil. 
(i) $100,000 invested in foreign securities • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . Nil. 

This was the result of the tinkering done by the Leg
islature. In actual practice, the personal property tax 
had become a tax on the stocks-in-trade of merchants, 
except in the few cases where income was reached. The 
inequalities and the uncertainty of the system placed the 
merchants at a decided disadvantage as compared with 
those of the large cities of the neighboring Provinces, 
and there were instances of large firms having migrated 
to :Montreal and \\'innipeg, neither of which taxed per
sonalty. On the whole. it may be said that any attempt 
to enforce the personal property tax proved unfavorable 
to the growth of distributing centres. 

1 Page 14-
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The exemption of debts due on personal property 
placed a premium on dishonesty by encouraging the cre
ation of fictitious debts. Thus an additional burden was 
placed on real property, from the value of which no ex
emption was made for debt, except where it could be 
shown that such was due as part of the original purchase 
money. The evidence taken by the Commission • shows 
numerous instances where, on account of debts due, 
either real or fictitious, no tax was paid by firms which 
were in competition with others conducted on a cash basis 
and, therefore, paying large taxes. 

Not only did the much greater part of personalty 
escape taxation, but the evasion increased from year to 
year. The following statistics of the five largest cities of 
Ontario show the proportion of the taxes borne by real 
and personal property : • 

Name of City ! Year. , Real Property. Personal Property. 

{ 

1886 ................ : 
Hamilton .. • . . 18<)6 ................ :. 

lll<)g ................ ! 

{

'1886 ................ : 
Kingston...... 118g6 .............. ••i 

:rll<)g ................ . 

!1886 ............... 1 

London ••.•••• { ~ 18<)6 ............... . 
,,ll<)g ................ 1 

{
1•886 ................ 1 

Ottawa........ lrr8<)6 .••••• •• ........ ' 
lll<)g ............... . 

{ 
J886 .............. .. 

Toronto .. .. .. j18<)6 .. • ........... •• 
IIll<)g .............. .. 

• Report of I!)OI, passim. 

' From Report of I!)QZ. pp. 39-40-

.216 

·'34 ·'44 

.:213 

.l<j2 

.145 
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The above figures show that in 1899, the year before 
the work of the Commission began, personalty in these 
cities paid only from se,·en and fn·e-tenths per cent to 
fourteen and fin-tenths per cent of the total amount of 
the taxes, in spite of the fact that, in every modern city, 
the actual ,·alue of personal property greatly exceeds that 
of realty. In every instance the proportion of the burden 
borne by personalty shows a decrease. The Commis
sioners, in their recommendation for the abolition of 
the tax on all personal property except income, were in
fluenced both by the inequality as between realty and 
personalty and by the apparent dri,·ing-out of capital by 
pressure on commercial and industrial concerns. They 
were of the opinion that the substitute offered by them 
would yield at least as much as the tax on personal 
property and at the same time would distribute the 
amount of taxation more equally.' Their suggestions for 
the imprO\·ement of the system of assessment may be 
summarized as follows: • 

I. \\"here a person's income is deri,·ed from trade, manu
facture, or financial or commercial business (private bankers 
and brokers excepted) in cities, towns, and villages, tax the 
person by reference to the rental value of the premises occu
pied for the purpose of his business or occupation, instead of 
directly upon income. 

II. In the case of persons following other callings (includ
ing private bankers and brokers), exempt income up to 
$1,000; where income is more than $1,000, but not more than 
$..t..ooo, tax the person by reference to the rental value of the 
premises occupi~d for the purpose of his business or occupa
tion, instead of directly upon income. 

III. \\"here the income of such person exceeds $..t.,ooo, he 

' Report of 1<)02, p. 24. 

' Report of 1902, pp. 35 and 8-9. 
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shall be assessed by reference to the rental value up to $4,000 
and directly upon the amount in excess of $4,000. 

IV .. Tax income directly of persons having no calling. 
V. Impose, in cities, towns and villages, as a supplement-

ary tax, a tax on all owners and occupiers of houses ..... . 
by assessing them for the rental value of the houses, subject 
to a deduction by way of exemption. 

While this system is based ostensibly on income, no 
effort is made to arrive at uniformity, income being taxed 
directly in some cases at the same rate as rental in others. 
The Assessment Act adopted in 1904' abolished the per
sonal property tax, and, in its place, instituted a system 
of business assessments based on the. value of the real 
estate occupied.• It contains no provision for a habita
tion tax such as was recommended by the Commission. 

This act was soon followed by a measure a of the Man
itoba Legislature providing for the abolition of the per
sonal property tax in all the towns and villages of that 
Province, and for the substitution of a tax of twelve and 
one-half per cent on the rental of the premises occupied 
for business purposes. As early as 1893 the city of Win
nipeg had abandoned the personal property tax and had 
substituted a tax on businesses, thereby helping to build 
up the city as a distributing centre for the West. In the 
city of Portage la Prairie the tax on personalty was 
abolished in 1907.4 Here, between the years 1890 and 
1900, the assessed value of realty increased by forty-six 
and four-tenths per cent, while that of personal pro
perty increased only one and seven one-hundredths 
per cent. Manitoba as a whole has followed Ontario in 
its efforts to establish an equitable and uniform system 
of taxation. 

1 4 Edward VII, c. 23. 1 Vide infra, chapter v. 

• 5 and 6 Edward VII, c. 53· ' 6 and 7 Edward VII, c. 53· 
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In all the Provinces, which have the personal property 
tax, a decided movement can be seen in favor of its aboli
tion. Edmonton and Strathcona, in the Province of Al
berta, have adopted the business assessment, and the tax 
on personalty is found only in the other cities and towns 
and in some of the villages of the Province. In Saskat
chewan, the report of the Municipal Commission of 1907 
recommends the application of the Edmonton system of 
business assessments, which at that time was in use in 
Regina and Saskatoon, to all the cities, towns and vill
ages of the Province. It was provided by the Cities and 
Towns Acts of 1908,• that these municipalities should 
levy their taxes upon lands, businesses, incomes and 
special franchises. 

British Columbia has come to the conclusion that 
under the personal property tax a fair share of the bur
den of taxation is not borne by those businesses in which 
it is not necessary to carry large stocks but which have 
large annual returns. The Assessment Commission of 
1905 considers it desirable "that, inasmuch as it seems 
impossible to formulate a plan for taxing personal prop
erty in a way that will bear equitably on all classes, the 
system of taxation should be directed with the ultimate 
object of substituting an income tax for any impost on 
personal property." • It is highly probable, therefore, that 
the next few years will see the abandonment of the per
sonal property tax by the Province of British Columbia. 

In Nova Scotia and New Brunswick also there are evi
dences of general dissatisfaction with the system of taxa
tion. The present method of municipal assessment is 
acting as a check on the commercial development of the 

t 8 Edward VII, cc. 16 and 17. 
1 Report of February 16, 1905· 
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cities of both Provinces, and merchants and manufac
turers are growing restive under a system which gives an 
advantage to their competitors in Quebec and Ontario.' 
The city of St. John, Canada's winter port, by the ap
pointment of a commission to investigate the working of 
the tax, has taken a step in the direction of removing 
this handicap upon its industrial and commercial expan
sion. The commissioners found that, although personal 
property was paying about forty-six per cent of the total 
taxes, the larger part of the holdings of the wealthier 
residents was escaping taxation. Considering the abso
lute abandonment of the personal property tax inad
visable on account of the large proportion of the assess
ment borne by that class of property, they recommended 
that merchandise and movable machinery be assessed at 
fifty per cent of their values and that all other forms of 
personalty be taxed upon the value of the income de
rived therefrom capitalized at five per cent. In addition, 
they advised the imposition of a business tax similar to 
that instituted in Ontario and a tax on residences, the 
whole to be supplemented by various other special taxes. • 
While the scheme of taxation suggested is unnecessarily 
complicated and devoid of any theoretical justification, 
the report of the commission, in setting forth the weak
nesses of the old system, has made a beginning in the 
direction of reform. 

In contrast with the meagre results in the way of re
form produced by the complaints raised against the per
sonal property tax in the various states of the American 
Union and by the many declarations against the system 
by state commissioners and others, Ontario and the 

1 Vide Murray, Loc. Govt. in Mar. Provs., p. 65, in Tor. Univ. Studies. 
~Vide Report of the Assessment Law Commissioners, November, 

I!)O(), 
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western Provinces have not been slow in their recogni
tion of the disadvantages of this system. The chief factor 
in bringing to a head the agitation for abolition was the 
disadvantageous position of Ontario's merchants as com
pared with their competitors in Quebec and :Manitoba. 
The business element in Ontario has ah\·ays been polit
ically strong, and its influence is seen, not only in the 
abolition of the old system, but in the provisions for a 
substitute. Another important point to be noted here 
is that the legislators of the Canadian Provinces are not 
hampered by constitutional restrictions, the removal of 
which must be the first step in reform in most of the 
American states. 



CHAPTER V 

THE BusiNEss AssESSMENT : 

A SUBSTITUTE FOR THE PERSONAL PROPERTY TAX 

ONE of the great obstacles to the improvement of 
local taxation is the difficulty encountered in providing 
a suitable substitute for the tax on personalty. To show 
that such a substitute, desirable from the viewpoint both 
of the administrator and of the taxpayer, may be found 
in a system of business taxes is the purpose of this 
chapter. 

Provisions for special taxes on business are now in 
force in five out of the nine Canadian Provinces. As 
early as 1866,' we find the city of Quebec authorized to 
levy specific rates on business. But it was not until the 
commercial development of the eighties that any system
atic attempt was made to levy taxes of this nature. 
In 1887,0 provision was made for a proportional rate on 
trade and commerce in the city of Quebec, and the 
municipal council fixed this rate at 12.5 per cent on the 
rental value of the premises occupied, where it still re
mains. Two years earlier,3 Montreal had been authorized 
to levy a similar tax. This city• now imposes a rate of 
seven and one-half per cent on the rental of all mer
chants, manufacturers and financial or commercial insti
tutions, with a special tax on brewers and distillers, 

1 29-JO Victoria, c. 57· 
s 48 Victoda, c. 67. 

48 

• so Victoria, c. 57· 

' Civic by-law no. :236. 

[48 
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banks, insurance companies, and brokers and agents. 
This method, while it has given rise to no serious com
plaints, lacks uniformity in failing to discriminate between 
classes of business where there is great variation in the 
ratio of rental to income. 

The Provincial Government of Quebec also has a sys
tem of "licenses" on trades and professions. 1 Persons 
having their principal place of business in Montreal or 
Quehec are required to take out licenses, the fee con
nected with which is five per cent of the rental of the 
premises occupied; in other municipalities, unincorpor
ated manufacturers and wholesale merchants must pay 
$50 or $30, according to population, and retail dealers 
$20 or $ro. Professional men in Montreal and Quebec 
pay five per cent of their rent, in other cities and towns 
the sum of $6.oo, and in other municipalities $3.00. 

The city of Winnipeg in 1893 • abandoned the per
sonal property tax and substituted a system of business 
assessments based on a capitalization of rental value at 
rates varying from three anrl. one-third to five for certain 
classes of business and professions, and on the amount 
of floor space occupied where the rental value exceeded 
seventy-five cents per square foot. This system, instit
uted only as a temporary measure, was changed in 
1907 3 by the substitution of a flat rate of eight and one
third per cent on all business rentals. But, owing to diffi
culties which arose in regard to the assessment of hotels, 
the old system was restored temporarily a year later.4 
In the session of 1909 5 the Legislature enacted that the 
business taxes should be at the rate of six and two-thirds 

1 57 Victoria, c. II (1894). • 56 Victoria, c. 24. 

• 6 and 7 Edward VII, c. 48. • 7 and 8 Edward VII, c. 66. 
6 9 Edward VII, c. 78, sections 20 and 21. 
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per cent on the annual rental of premises occupied for 
business purposes, certain classes of business which are 
subject to municipal license being excepted. This rate 
is levied in the case of hotels only on the annual rental 
value of the ground floor of the hotel building. 

In 1900,' the city council of Brandon was authorized 
to levy a business tax of 12.5 per cent on the rental of 
the premises occupied, as well as special taxes on banks, 
telegraph and telephone companies and electric plants. 
The Manitoba Assessment Act of 1906," which comes 
into force in any particular town or village upon pro
clamation of the Lieutenant-Governor to that effect, 
provides for the abolition of the tax on all personal 
property in the incorporated towns and villages of the 
Province and for the substitution of a business tax not 
to exceed 12.5 per cent of the rental of the premises 
occupied. 

In 1906,3 the Legislature of Saskatchewan amended 
the assessment laws affecting the cities of Regina and 
Saskatoon by abolishing the personal property tax and 
basing the system on the assessment of lands, businesses, 
income and special franchises.+ Businesses are defined 
so as to include any trade, profession, calling, occupation 
or employment; and the method followed is that of 
ascertaining the business assessment by means of a rate 
per square foot of floor space occupied, a plan which had 
already been put into operation in Edmonton, Alberta.5 

The Saskatchewan Cities and Towns Acts of rgo8 6 ex-

1 63-4 Victoria, c. 55· ' 5 and 6 Edward VII, c. 53. 
8 6 Edward VII, cc. 46 and 47· 
'The Assessment on " Special Franchises" is one on the actual cost 

of plant and apparatus in addition to that on real estate. 

L6 Vide Edmonton Charter, N. W. T. Ordinances, 1904. e. 19. 
~ e xgoS, ce. 16 and 17. 
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tended the above system to all cities and towns in the 
Province, amending the business assessment so as to 
include brick and lumber yards and other trades in 
which no buildings are used. 

Under the Edmonton method of assessing businesses, 
the assessors are required to "fix a rate per square foot 
of the floor space ... of each building or part thereof 
used for business purposes," and, as far as they deem 
practicable, "to classify the various businesses and ... 
to fix a different rate for each."' This rate must not 
exceed $5.00 per square foot, except in the case of banks 
and other financial institutions, when $ro.oo is to be the 
maximum. The 1908 rate varied from $0.25 per square 
{(lot for factories and florists to $7.50 for banks. The 
most common rate is $4.00 (retail stores and offices), 
and that for retail and wholesale stores requiring large 
floor space varies from $r.so to $3.00. After making 
an estimate of the amount required to be raised by taxa
tion, a uniform tax rate is struck for all classes of taxable 
property. 

There is much to be said both in favor of and against 
this method of business assessment. It is convenient 
for administrator and for taxpayer, since the amount of 
taxes payable is easily ascertained, and the differential 
rate, though arbitrary, tends to greater equality between 
the various classes of business. But the floor-space
measurement system is crude, since space occupied bears 
no fixed ratio to the amount of capital invested nor to 
the returns from the business. The chief argument 
against the system of assessment taken as a whole is the 
lack of uniformity, no effort being made to arrive at the 
just proportion which each class of taxable property 

1 Edmonton Charter, title xxxii, section J. 
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should bear. Even this plan of business assessment, 
however, is a decided move toward a more equitable 
basis of taxation than the old personal property tax. 

We may now turn to that Province in which the as
sessment of businesses has reached its highest develop
ment in Canada. The Ontario Assessment Act of 1904,' 
by which, as we have seen, the Legislature relinquished 
the attempt to tax personalty, introduced a system of 
business assessments based on the value of the real 
estate occupied. This act provides that every person 
occupying real estate for business or professional pur
poses shall be assessed for a sum equal to the following 
proportions of the assessed value of the real estate so 
occ~pied: 

(a) Distillers .......... • ••••.•• · · •• • · • · ••••••• , •• • ......... 150 per cent 
(b) Brewers ............ •• •• ·· •• • · ·• •• .. •• .... •• •• , .. •· ··•· 75 

(On portion of land used as maltirg bcuse) .. ., •• .. .. •• • 6o 
(c) Wholesale merchants, insurance, loan and trust, express and 

land companies, banks and other financial institutions..... 75 
(d) Manufacturers' ........................................ 50 
(e) Departmental stores (where the assessed value of the premises 

exceeds $2o,coo), coal or wood dealers, litbrgraphers and 
printers.................................... .. .. .. .. • 50 

(f) Professional men, financial and commercial agents 9 • • • • • • • • 50 
(g) Newspaper publishers, in cities .......... •• .. •• ........ •• • 35 

in other municipalities •••••.•••••• • • 25 
(h) Retail merchants: 

(I) In cities with population over so,coo... ....... ...... 25 
( 2) In other cities and towns with a pofulalion of xo,ooo 

or over •••••• •• •• .......... •• •• ·· •• •• •• •• ... •• ••. •• 30 
(3) In all other municipalities......................... 35 

1 4 Edward VII, c. 23. 

.. 

1 Flour mills producing on an average less than so bbls. per day, 35 
per cent ( xo Edward VII, c. 88, s. 6). 

8 Where such persons use land partly for business and partly for
residential purposes, 25 per cent of the assessed value is taken for 
business assessment. 
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(i) Photographers, theatres, concert halls, boarding and livery 

stables, restaurants, tic. • • • • • • • • • .. .. .. .. • • • • • .. • • .. • 25 per cent 
(j) Telegraph, telephone, s:reet railway, gas and electric com· 

panics.............................................. 25 1 " 

(k) Clubs' ............................................... 25 

No person may be assessed in respect of the same 
premises for more than one class of business. Should 
more than one kind of business be conducted on the 
same premises, the assessment is made under that clause 
which includes the "chief or preponderating business" 
so carried on. 3 \Vhere the amount of the business 
assessment of any one person under these provisions is 
less than $250, it is fixed at $roo. As in Alberta and 
Saskatchewan, the rate of taxation is uniform on all 
classes of ratable property and income. 

A glance at the method by which the Legislature 
arrives at the above percentages will serve to show that 
the reform is not so revolutionary in character as one 
might at first conclude. 

The business assessment ... has been so graded and the 
persons subject to it so classified that the assessments under 
it, when made, will, it is hoped, relatively, if not actually, re
present amounts which might be assessed against each person 
if they had been arrived at by an actual inspection and valu · 
ation of the personal property of the person, and "business 
assessment" may, therefore, be regarded as a satisfactory 
substitute for the assessment of personal property! 

In other words, the classification is based on the per-

1 1\ ot to include assessment on wires, rails, plants, etc. 
1 Amendment of 10 Edward VII, c. 88, s. 4 (2). 

1 Section 10(2). 

• Report of the Special Committee in the 1 ourna/s of the Legislativ~ 
Asu>~d>ly. vol. xxxviii, 1904, pp. IJ7-9· 
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sonal property assessment as it stood at the time of the 
framing of the act, the chief aims of the Legislature being 
the realization of some degree of uniformity within the 
business assessment itself and the removal of all incen
tives to dishonesty without causing a falling-off in the 
local revenues. 

This method of assessment is superior to the taxation 
of personalty, since it prevents any decrease in the pro
portion of total taxes payable by business. But it is evi
dent that the scheme of business assessments, being based 
on the old system, is inequitable to the extent that per
sonal property was evading taxation at the time of calcu
lating the percentages. The chief arguments, therefore, 
which may be brought to bear against the system are 
that it is still a property tax, and that, owing to the more 
or less arbitrary method of assessment, it fails to secure 
equality of taxation. In the main, however, there have' 
been no complaints, and the municipalities have increased 
their reYenue by bringing all merchants, manufacturers 
and professional men under assessment. 

The advantages of the system may be summed up as 
follows: 

(a) It is convenient to both assessor and taxpayer since 
the amount of tax payable is easily ascertained. It is no 
longer necessary for the asseswr to "make a guess," as an 
Ontario assessment commissioner expressed it, at the amount 
for which an individual is to be assessed, nor is the taxpayer 
required to submit to any investigation of his private affairs. 

(b) The differentiation between the classes of industry is 
an improvement on the Quebec and Manitoba system of levy
ing a flat rate on rentals. But divisions should also be made 
within some of the present classes to allow for the differences 
between the various kinds of trades. 

(c) The system tends to bring about greater equality with-
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in the field of comrr.erce and industry since all are liable to 
taxatio:-1 reg-ardless of the amount of debts due. 

(d) By chan~ing the basis of assessment from the value of 
the stock carried to that of the real estate occupied, a check 
upon commercial development has been removed. 

Viewing the Ontario system of local taxation as a 
whole. we see at once the absence of any scientific basis. 
Real e3tJte is taxed at its fell value and businesses and 
professions upon fictitious values. The revenue from 
these sources is supplemented by a tax on incomes. and, 
,.,ithin the business assessment itself, income is levied 
on, in cert::tin cases, when it exceeds the amount ascer
tained by taking the percentage of the real estate assess
ment.' \\'e, therefore, ha\·e two bases of taxation, 
property and income. K o system of taxation can be 
equitab:e under such conditions. The whole scheme 
should be based on property or on income, on capital or 
on earning power. 

Before attempting to construct an equitable system, it 
is requisite to inquire into sorr.e of the fundamental prin
ciples of taxation. That Adam Smith's first maxim of 
taxation, equality, is of prime importance is generally 
agreed, but there is considerable difference of opinion as 
to the definition of this equality. The principle accord
ing to which taxation should be levied if equality is to 
be secured will reveal itself in an examination of the 
character of a tax. 

Among the theories that have been formulated are the 
closely related "benefit" and "purchase" theories of 
taxation, beth of which have long since been abandoned 
by economists, but are still referred to by tax officials 

1 !"ide Assessment Act, section 11. 
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and tax payers.• Professor Seligman • defines a tax as 
"a compulsory contribution from the person to the 
government to defray the expenses incurred in the com
mon interest of all, without reference to special benefits 
conferred." A tax is thus "a part of a common burden" 
and its benefit to the individual, which is merely inciden
tal, "is not susceptible of direct measurement." 3 Pro
fessor Adams, in speaking of the" purchase" theory, says, 

It implies ... that the state is something separate from the 
body of the citizens, and does not fit itself easily to the con
ception that the state is the body of the people organized for 
governmental purposes. It implies, in the second place, that 
the citizen is at liberty to refuse the services offered by the 
government, and by refusing is able to escape the necessity of 
making p'ayments. It implies, in the third place, that the 
relative duty of citizens to make payment for the support of 
the government is in proportion to the expense which they 
occasion.• 

A tax, therefore, is not a price, but a "contribution from 
the citizens for the support of the state." s 

Following the benefit theory of taxation to its logical 
conclusion, the state, the chief result of the organization 
of which is that "might" is no longer "right," should 
demand from the poor and the weak a larger amount 
than from those more advantageously situated. This is 
manifestly unjust. We must conclude, therefore, that a 
tax is a contribution, demanded by the state from the in~ 

1 Vide Ontario Assessment Commission Report, 1901, passim. 
1 Essays in Taxation, p. 304-

s Ibid., p. 275. 

'Science of Finance, p. 299; cf. also Mill, Prin. of Pol. Econ., bk. 5, 
cb. ii, s. 2, and Bastable, Public Finance, pp. 252-3. 

6 Adams, op. cit., p. 301. 
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ci,·iduals within its jurisdiction, according to the ability 
Gf eJ.ch. ior the maintenance of a fund to be expended in 
t!:e general interest. TLe modern state does not consist 
oi t:1e governnJer:t ;:li:d t!1e goYerned between whom bar
gai:1s are d:-i\·en. but is an organization of indiYiduals ior 
tle common good wit;1 the goHrnment as its agent. 
The contriLm:ion of ezch indiYidual to the expenses of 
t~·,e gO\·ernment should be on the same p:-inciple as th::.t 
f,)::o\YeJ in tbe Lo.mily organization 2nd in nrious relig
i.)t:S ar.J other simi:ar \"Oluntary societies, namely, in 
accJrbnce with t:1e abi:ity of each member. 

The qt:e,;tion wh:ch at once arises is. "How shall we 
r .• e:1sure abiiity to pz!y?.. Is property or expenciture or 
inc0:11e a just mea~ure of abi:ity? The l.'nited States 
hJ.'.e long t:1ken property as an index, while Eng:ar:d. 
fr:1:1ce. Germany and other European countries haYe 
l:liJ more :::tress on ir.come. France taking expenditure in 
the fcpn of rent as representatiYe of incon:e. 

The aim d a;J governments. in deYising schemes of 
taxation. should be to aYoid trenching on capital. The 
contributions for the Stlj:'port of the st;ote should be made 
i~om income ii carital neeced for further production is to 
Le kept int.1ct. Since the ratio of income to the prop
erty iror:1 which it is deriYed is not the same in all cases, 
it is e\ iJent that, under a system of taxation based on 
wca:th. tl1ere will be gre2.t danger of encroachment on 
C:ltJital in those ca,;es where the rate of returns is low . 
. \n inJividual"s annual expenditure must depend upon 
bis annual income: his ability to st:pply himself with the 
luxuries and the necessaries of life must be measured by 
his reYenue. It is therefore apparent that. if taxes are to 
be p::tiJ out of income. the amount of such income must 
be t:1ken as the measure of ability to pay. Only by so 
doing wi;I it be possible to attain any degree of equality. 
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Owing, however, to the inquisitorial character of an 
income tax, it is difficult of administration. There are 
times in the careers of most merchants and manufac
turers when the success or failure of their businesses de
pends upon the maintenance of secrecy. An inquisitorial 
system would make it impossible to conceal a lean year, 
and one dependent upon returns from the taxpayer inev
itably leads to such perjury and evasion as to render the 
tax farcical. A direct income tax is always accompanied 
by fraud.' We must, therefore, devise some means by 
which we may be able to tax income indirectly. In an 
ideal static state all property would yield the same rate 
of returns and a property tax would fall equally upon all 
incomes. We have seen, however, that the conditions 
which prevail under the complications of modern in
dustry render inequitable a system of taxation based on 
the ownership of property as an indication of the amount 
of income. Nor is expenditure for consumption, in any 
of its forms, more reasonable as a measure of income. 
Consumption bears no fixed ratio to revenue. An indi
vidual living alone in a few rooms may have a much 
greater income than the man whose large family compels 
him to expend his total earnings. 

We must, therefore, base our indirect income tax, not 
on property, nor on expenditure, but on some better in
dex of earning power. This may be found in a system 
of business assessments constructed so as to make earn
ings from this source bear their share of the burden of 
taxation. Our aim must be the devising of a scheme 
that will enable the tax-collecting authorities to take 
the same proportion of the earnings of individuals re
gardless of whether these earnings are derived from real 
or from personal property. 

1 For objections against income tax, see Report of Special Tax Com
mission of New York State, 1907, pp. 46-sx. 
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The first step is to ascertain as nearly as possible the 
amount of income derived from every business and pro
fession the pursuit of which is dependent upon the occu
pation of real estate. Next we fix for each individual 
business or profession a tentative assessment by capital
izing this income at a rate such that its ratio to the 
tentative business assessment will be the same as the 
ratio of the gross rental of the premises occupied to the 
assessment of such premises. In other words, the ten
tative business assessment \Vill be such that if the same 
tax tate \Vere levied on it and on the real estate assess
ment, the same proportion of the income from each 
source would be taken. The third step is to find the 
ratio, in each case, of this tentative business assessment 
to the rental of the premises occupied, and to anrage 
the ratios thus obtained for each class of business or 
profession, making the class division as narrow as pos
sible. In this manner, we may derive for each class of 
business an index number, the product of which by the 
rental of any individual business in a class gives us the 
amount of assessment of that business. The index num
bers for all the classes, ascertained in this manner, will 
give us a schedule for all businesses and professions. 

It may be argued that difficulty will be encountered 
in the first step, the ascertainment of income. But, 
when we remember that England, Prussia, Switzerland 
and several other countries have an income tax system 
under which the amount of income received is ascer
tained annually, this loses much of its weight. What is 
practical in these countries annually is surely so in 
Canada or the United States for the purpose of working 
out a schedule which would render further investigation 
of a similar character unnecessary, at least, for a number 
of years. Legislation could be introduced authorizing 
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the investigators to demand statements from all individ~ 
uals who would be liable to the tax. The statements 
thus obtained need not be binding on the investigators, 
who could be given authority to alter the amounts 
therein stated according to evidence obtainable. . The 
dishonest tax payer would obtain no advantage over 
others in the same class, since the ratio found for his 
particular case would be averaged with those for all other 
members of the same class. The collection of the 
material necessary for the working~out of the schedule 
would require no little effort and expense, but, once 
completed, the cost of assessing businesses and profes
sions would be negligible. 

It will be noticed that gross rental is used in estimat
ing the tentative business assessment, thus making the 
result lower than if net rent' were made the basis of the 
calculation. Net rent is difficult to ascertain, and it is 
desirable that income derived from real estate should 
bear a proportionately higher levy than that from personal 
effort. 

Incomes derived from sources which would not be 
reached by this business assessment could be assessed 
separately, after having been capitalized at such rates 
as might be deemed equitable in comparison with the 
assessment on real estate and businesses. Upon these 
three classes of taxable property, the same rate of taxa~ 
tion should be levied, as is now done in Ontario and 
some of the other Provinces. The variation of this rate 
in any municipality according to the annual expenditure 
will attract the attention of the taxpayers to any ex~ 
travagance on the part of the local authorities. 

The system as a whole is revolutionary only in the 
sense that it makes income rather than property the basis 

1 After deducting for repairs, etc. 
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of assessment. The assessment of real estate remains 
unaltered, that of the other two classes being changed so 
as to obtain an approximate uniformity as between the 
three classes and between the individuals taxable under 
the business assessment. Shot1ld the taxation of busi
nesses to the full amount ascertained by the above 
method be considered ir:advisable, a proportionate reduc
tion could be made throughout the schedule of business 
assessment rates. This would reduce the burden on 
businesses as a whole without affecting the relations be
tween the classes of business. 

The size of the classes would depend upon the result 
of the calculation, since it would be possible to combine 
different kinds of business having the same index num
ber. It might also be expedient to subdivide the classes 
according to the population of the municipality in which 
the businesses are situated. This also would be deter
mined, in drawing up the schedule, in accordance with 
the results obtained. 

It is possible that this system may be criticised on the 
grounds that returns from business bear no fixed ratio 
to the rental of the premises occupied and that a tax on 
rental is, therefore, inequitable. This is undoubtedly 
true when stated thus generally, but the argument is 
weakened when we recall that differentiation is to be 
made between the various classes of business. Within 
each class in any community there does tend to be a 
fixed ratio between income from business and the rental 
of the premises occupied, and, since the rates finally ob
tained for individuals would be averaged for each class, 
no injustice would be done, especially since the incomes 
on which the whole calculation would be based are likely 
to be lower than the real returns from the businesses. 

Assuming· that none of the taxes is shifted, we must 
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agree that this system is a decided improvement on the 
present Ontario scheme of taxation, which, as we have 
seen, is far more equitable than one which includes a tax 
on personalty. Every individual who earns an income 
from any source will be taxed directly or indirectly on 
that income. Should the real estate tax be shifted to the 
occupier, the effect would be a decrease in the burden on 
the occupiers of real estate for residential purposes, and 
herice a reduction in the tax on consumption, since the 
burden on all real estate would be lightened by the in
crease in the business assessment. 

The proposed system is not perfect. We must re
member that "La recherche de la complete justz'ce en 
cette matiere ressemble au probleme de la quadrature du 
cercle."' Comparative, not absolute, merit is all that is 
claimed for it. Probably its greatest advantage lies in 
the facility with which it can be administered. Any mer
chant or professional man could at any time ascertain the 
amount of his assessment merely by finding the product 
of his rental by the rate for his class as set forth in the 
schedule. The assessors would have little difficulty in 
discovering the amount of rental paid in each case, and, 
by basing the system on rentals rather than on real 
estate values, as is the practice in Ontario at present, we 
should remove the community of interest on the part of 
land owner and occupier to reduce the real estate assess
ment. It would be to the interest of each class of tax
payers to have the assessment of the other as high as 
possible. 

The system which has been outlined above includes 
all the advantages of the present Ontario system and at 
the same time is free from the objectionable features of 
that system. 

1Leroy-Beaulieu, Traite de Ia science des finances, 6me ed., i, 459· 
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I:\CO:llE TAXES 

Ix none of the seven Provinces which atterrpt to 
reach income directly does this tax form the most im
rortant part of the system. It is everywhere a small 
portion of the general scheme of taxation, a minor cliYis
ion oi the t1xes on property. T,,.o Provinces, Quebec 
and ::.Ianitoba, make no effort to reach income directly; 
0:1tario. Saskatchewan and Alberta levy a tax on inc0rne 
as a supplement to the taxation of lands and businesses; 
::\on Scotia and Xew Brunswick still attempt to reach 
income under the general prO\·isions for the taxation 
of property; and Prince Ell ward Island and British 
Columbia have a Provincial tax on incomes. 

Beiore the year 1905, the municipalities of Ontario as
sessed as personal property the incomes derived from all 
sources except real estate and personalty. The result 
was far from satisfactory. The assessors were seldom 
able to discover the true amount of such income, except 
in the case of salaried person:::, who were thus made to 
bear almost the whole weight of the tax.' Statistics 
published in the Commission Report of 1902 • show that, 
in practically all cases, there was either a constant ab
solute decrease in the amount of income assessment or 
the ratio of income to total assessment was steadily di
minishing. 

1 Commission Report, 1902. p. IJ. 
6J) 

1 Pp. 35-6. 
63 
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The Assessment Act of 1904 continued the provisions 
for the taxing of incomes, but madt the liberal profess
ions and all callings, the pursuit of which is dependent 
upon the occupation of real estate, taxable under the 
business assessment.' This furnished a fixed basis on 
which to assess that large class of incomes, the ascer
taining of which had hitherto depended on self-assess
ment. Under the present system, all engaged in the 
above callings must pay their contribution to the muni
cipality. Furthermore, the assessor is not limited to an 
assessment of fifty per cent of the value of the real estate 
occupied by professional men, but he is empowered to 
assess for a greater amount whenever the actual income 
exceeds the amount of the business assessment. 

Income is defined • in the act of 1904 as, 

The annual profit or gain or gratuity (whether ascertained 
and capable of computation as being wages, salary, or other 
fixed amount, or unascertained as being fees or emoluments, 
or as being profits from a trade or commercial or financial or 
other business or calling) directly or indirectly received by a 
person from any office or employment, or from any profession 
or calling, or from any trade, manufacture or business, as the 
case may be; and shall include the interest, dividends or profits 
directly or indirectly received from money at interest upon 
any .security or without security, or from stocks, or from any 
other investment, and also profit or gain from any other source 
whatever. 

All such income is to be taxed, subject to the follow
ing exemptions : 3 

(a) Incomes derived from farms and from real estate gen
erally, except interest on mortgages. 

1 Vide supra, p. sa. 2 Section a (8). 8 SectionS· 
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(b) Dividends from tl1e stock of a corporation, the income of 
which is liable to assessment in the Province. 

(c) Dividends from shares in toll road companies. 
(d) Incomes from personal earnings, pensions, de. _.1 

(I) to the amount of $1200, where the recipient resides 
in a city or town, and $goo in any other munici
pality, where such recipient is a householder in 
the municipality where he is assessed; 

(2) to the amount of $6oo in a city or town and $4oo 
in other municipalities when the recipient is not 
a householder; 

(3) to the amount of $300 derived from any invest
ment, moneys or deposits, loans, etc., where the 
recipient is a householder or head of a family and 
is not in receipt of income from all sources ex
ceeding the sum of $300.J 

(e) Persons liable to business assessment, except in cases 
where such persons derive an income from sources 
other than the business for which they are assessed, 
and, in the case of professional men, when the income 
derived from such calling exceeds the amount of the 
business assessment. In the latter instance, income 
only is assessed.' 

The act also provides the machinery by which the 
assessors can ascertain the amount of income. All em
ployers are required to gi,·e information as to the wages or 
salaries paid to employees, and corporations must fur
nish to the officials of any municipality returns showing 
the amount of dividends and bonuses paid to any share-

1 6 Edward VII, c. 36, s. 1 ; 8 Edward VII, c. so, s. 4; 10 Edward 
VII, c. 88, s. 2. 

• None are allowed to vote by virtue of their income assessment 
when such assessment is less than $400. 3 Edward VII, c. 19. s. 86. 

1 Assessment Act, s. II. 
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holder who may be taxable in that municipality.' Any 
person who fails to furnish the information called for by 
the assessor incurs a penalty not to exceed $roo, and an 
additional amount of $ro for each day during which the 
default continues.• The extent to which recourse to self
assessment is necessary is limited by these provisions to 
the amount of income received from loans and similar in
vestments and from revenues received from sources out
side the Province. 

That this section of the. Ontario tax system has met 
with some degree of success may be seen from the fol
lowing statistics 3 showing the ratio of income assess
ment to total assessment and the amount of taxable in
come per capita in the five leading cities of the Province. 

RATIO OF INCOME TO TOTAL ASSESSMENT 

1906, 

---
Per cent 

Hamilton ••••.• 4·7 

Kingston ....... 3·1 

London ........ 4·2 

Ottawa. ......... 4·5 

Toronto ........ 5·2 

1 Sections 17 and 19. 

s Section ;u. 

1907, 

---
Per cent 

3·6 

3o7 

4·4 

4-7 

4·3 

1908. 1909. 1910. 

--- --- -
Per cent Per cent Per cent 

34 3-4 3-4 

3·6 4·0 4·1 

4·1 4·2 4·2 

s.o 6.6' 6.7' 

4-7 4·9 4·3 

1911. 

--·· .. ~ 
Per cent 

3·1 

3-9 

3·9 

3·7 

4·0 

• Compiled from figures furnished by the assessment commissioners 
of these cities. The figures used for population are those of the 
municipal censuses. 

' Omitting civil-service incomes which were not taxed previous to 
1909 and which were exempted in I9ll, ;the figures for 1909 and 1910, re
lipectively, are 4.4% and 4.8%. 
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TAXABLE IXCO:llE PER CAPITA 

•906· 1'JOi· 1<fCS. 1909. 1910. 
: 

19II. 

HHr.:::on ..... ~ .. $1•.So fzc.jS ' $1c.cS $::!0.54 $19-96 $19.89 

K:.:C.;;st:n ••••••• I6.SS I5·i3 15-i9 1S.1S 1S.53 xs.a. 
uncon ........ 2J.U 22.91 21.17 21.62 22.63 2J.JO 

0:uwa ........ ::!5.23 ::!5.6i 26.67 39·94 1 42·iS 1 26.36 

T.:,rw:::to .••••••. .3+&4 2944 33·50 33-51 3-1·3::! 3-1·83 

The exemption of the personal e2rnings of non-house
holders in cities was increased from $-too to $6oo in 
19Q6," and, two years Iater,3 the exemption of incomes 
irom sources other than personal earnings when the 
gross amount does not exceed $300 was introduced. In 
spite of these increased exemptions, we do not find that 
t!1e proportion of the total burden of taxation borne by 
income has greatly decreased. The ayerage for 1906 is 
fo'.lr and three-tenths per cent, while that for 191 I is 
three and seYen-tenths per cent. In only two cases, 
Hami:ton and Toronto in 1907, do we see any substan
tial decrease, while in many cases there is a..• increase in 
the ratio of income to total assessment, eYen in years of 
increased exemption. The figures for 1911 show a slight 
fa:ling-off, due to the further extension of exemptions in 
1910 • by the raising of the free amount of personal earn
ings of householders in cities from $IOco to $1200. 

1 $_":>--15 a!1d SJO-SI ivr 1909 and 1910, respecti>ely. omitticg cidl
~en·i.:e i::ccmes. 

' 6 Edward YII, c. .36, s. I. 

• 8 Edward YII, c. so, s. 4-

• 10 Edward \'II, c. 8.3, s. 2. 
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Owing to the fact that an increase in population does 
not always mean an increase in wealth, we must not lay 
too much stress on the amounts of taxable income per 
head. The figures given serve to show, however, that 
income assessment has not failed. Toronto in 191 I had 
as high an assessment per capita as in 1906, in spite 
of the increases in exemption, while, of the other four 
cities, Hamilton stands alone in not showing a decided 

. 'increase for these five years. 
The augmentation in the Ottawa returns of 1909 was 

due to a decision of the Supreme Com:t of Canada on 
October 6th, 1908, 1 which declared that a civil or other 
officer of the Government of Canada may be lawfully 
taxed in respect to his income in the municipality in 
which he resides. Previous to this judgment, the in
comes of Government officials had not been taxed, it 
having been held that such taxation was in conflict with 
the section of the British North America Act which 
gives to the Central Parliament exclusive legislative 
authority over the fixing of the salaries of its officers. 
Many objections were raised to the taxing of civil service 
incomes, with the result that, in 1910, the Government 
came to an agreement with the city of Ottawa by which 
this class of incomes is exempted in return for an in
crease in the annual Federal grant to the city. Salaries 
of Dominion officials are still taxable in all other munici
palities which attempt to reach income. 

The figures below, giving the ratio of income assess
ment to that on realty and the amount of taxable income 
per capita for all the cities of Ontario, show the increase 
which took place under the new system in spite of the 
transfer of certain classes to the category of businesses. 

140 S. C. R., 597· Follows decision of Privy Council in 1907 A. C. 
Bx, Webb vs. Outrim (Australia). 
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The returns for 1905 are about the same as those of the 
previous year owing to the time required to put the new 
machinery into operation. The falling-off in 1904 was 
due to the exemption of personal earnings having been 
increased from $700 to $1000, and the increased exemp
tion of 1906 1 is responsible for the decline in 1907. 

TAXABLE INCOME IN CITIES OF ONTARIO 

Year. 

1903 ................... . 
1904 •••.•.••••..•....•.• 
1905 • ••·•· ..••••••..•••. 
1906 •••••••••••.••••.• 
1907 .................. .. 

Ratio to realty, 

3· 51 per cent 
2.88 " 
2.94 
5·04 
4·37 " 

Per capita. 

$r6.7o 
•3·59 
13.85 
24·29 
21.44 

It is generally acknowledged that some evasion of the 
income tax provisions does occur. But the extension of 
the requirement placed upon corporations and employers 
to furnish information, so as to compel banks to give to 
the assessors full returns of interest paid on deposits and 
registrars of all mor.tgages to report names of mortgag~ 
ors and mortgagees and all other particulars, would 
reduce this evasion to a minimum.• If, after having 
given this plan sufficient trial, the authorities should still 
have difficulty in reaching the interest paid on mort
gages, they might profit from the experience of New 
York and other states with the mortgage recording tax.3 

In the cities and towns of Saskatchewan and in the 

1 6 Edward VII, c. 36, s. I. Cf. also supra, p. 67. 
1 !:uggestion of Mr. ]as. C. Forman, Assessment Commissioner of 

Toronto. 
8 Vide Robinson, C. F., "The Mortgage Recording Tax" in Political 

Science Quarterly for December, 1910. 
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cities of Alberta we also find the income tax supple
menting the taxation of lands and businesses. But these 
new western municipalities, with an industrial develop
ment far below that of the Ontario cities and with more 
or less shifting populations, are gradually relegatin-g the 
taxation of incomes to a position of smaller and smaller 
importance. A tax, which has become necessary in the 
industrial cities of the east in order that all individuals 
who should contribute to the support of the municipality 
may be reached, can be omitted in the western cities 
without any great loss or inequality. 

The provisions for the taxation of incomes in these 
Provinces are similar in most respects to those of On
tario, but, as is natural in communities in agricultural 
sections, the tax is extremely unpopular and is difficult 
to collect. In Regina, the income assessment has 
dwindled from $14.79 per capita in 1906 to $3.59 in 
1910. Lethbridge had, in 1905, a per capita income as
sessment of $15.09, which fell to $5.57 by 1909, when, 
owing to the difficulty of collection, the taxation of in
comes was abolished. Calgary, the largest city of Al
berta, began in 1911 to exempt incomes. Edmonton is 
moving in the same direction, and, in Regina, Moose 
Jaw and Saskatoon, there are indications that similar 
steps will soon be taken. This movement away from 
the direct taxation of income is partly the result of the 
tendency in these Provinces to concentrate on the taxa
tion of land.' 

Income is taxed in Nova Scotia • and New Brunswick 
under the provisions for the general property tax. In 
the former Province, an exemption of $6oo in towns and 

t Vide illfra, chapter vii. 
• Halifax does not talt income. 
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$400 in smaller municipalities is allowed,' while in the 
latter the general exemption is only $2oo,• with $300 in 
the case of certain cities.3 ::.Ierchants, in New Bruns
wick. are taxable for the income deri\·ed from business, 
after being permitted to deduct an amount equal to the 
interest upon the value of the stock which is taxed as 
personal property. 
~ ew Brunswick • has made an unsuccessful experiment 

with the capitalization of income for the purpose of assess
ment. Toward the year 1850, the Legislature directed 
that incomes be capitalized at five per cent. This was 
done until 1875, although many municipalities had al
ready gone back to the level rate, the city of St. John 
having abandoned the capitalization method as early as 
1859. ·Fredericton retained the differential rate until 
1907.5 when it was abolished by an almost unanimous 
Legislature. ~!any persons receiving fixed incomes 
were being forced to leave the city because of the tax 
burden, while practically all those whose incomes were 
less easily ascertained were escaping taxation. 

Owing to the fact that neither of these Provinces has 
reached that stage of industrial development that is to be 
found in Ontario, the ascertainment of the amounts of 
taxable income is far less difficult than was the case 
under the old law in that Province. The figures below, 
showing the ratio of income assessment to that on real 
estate and the ta..xable income per capita for the city of 

1 R.-~·. Slut. of X. S., 1900, c. 73-

~ CDttso/. Stat. of .\'. B., 1903, c. 170. 

' Fredericton (7 Edw. VII. c. 8.t) and Dalhousie (3 Edw. VII, c. 73) · 

• See ~Iurray, Local Go•·t. in J!aritimt Prodnces, in Toronto Uni-
versity Studies, vol. 2. 

1 i Edward VII, c. 8..;. 
• Compiled from statistics furnished by H. E. Wardroper, city clerk. 
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St. John, indicate how much greater a proportion of 
taxation is borne by income in this city than in the cities 
of Ontario. The decrease of I909 is due to the exemption 
of incomes under $300 and of $200 of the incomes of all 
persons receiving more than $300 and less than $1000. 
The absence of any provision for exemption before this 
year and the low exemption now granted, as well as the 
inclusion under income of the revenue received by pro
fessional men and others, explain to a large degree the 
great difference in the amounts shown for this city and 
for the Ontario municipalities.' 

TAXABLE INCOME IN ST. JOHN 

Year 

1906 •.•••••••••••. 
1907 ............... •• 
1908 .............. .. 
1909 ............ •• 
1910 ............... . 

Ratio to realty. 

30.98 per cent 
34.16 '' 
35·69 
23-02 " 
24·37 

Income per capita. 

$78.12 
87·56 
93·73 
6J.27 
6!1.12 

The Provincial Government of Prince Edward Is
land taxes income at the rate of one and one-half per 
cent' after freeing from taxation all incomes not exceed
ing $350 and allowing a similar exemption on wages. 
This tax, which was first levied in 1894 at the rate of 
one per cent,3 applies to all incomes received by resi
dents of the Province, regardless of source. Revenue 
received from farms which are subject to the land tax is 
not, however, liable to taxation as income. In a Prov
ince such as Prince Edward Island, with its three small 
counties having a total population slightly under xoo,ooo, 

1 Vide S'UPra, p. 69. 
1 57 Victoria, c. 2. 

2 2 Edward VII, c. S· 
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and a total revenue, exclusive of the Dominion subsidy, 
of about $103.000( the tax is not difficult of administra
tion. The yield was $10,631 in 1909, or ten and three
tenths per cent of the total revenue collected in the 
Province; in 1910 the returns were $II,Ji2, or eleven and 
four one-hundredths per cent of the total revenue less the 
Federal subsidy. The ratio of income ta.x returns to the 
total of Provincial revenue, including the subsidy, for 
these two years was two and eighty-three one-hun
dredths per cent and three and three one-hundredths 
per cent, respecth·ely. The total collected per capita 
in 1910 amounted to only 10.8 cents. 

It is to British Columbia that we must turn for the 
Province in which the direct taxation of income has 
reached its greatest importance. From the year 1899, 
when less than $10,000 was collected, to 1910, when the 
yield was nearly $191,000, this tax has been gradually 
gammg in prominence. In 1897; all persons receiving 
incomes o\·er $1000 were taxed at a rate varying from 
one and one-fourth per cent to one and three-fourths per 
cent, according to amount. Four years later,3 the Leg
islature took a decided step in favor of progressive tax
ation by imposing the following rates on all incomes, 
after allowing an exemption of $1000: 

Class A: Incomes of $1,000 to $1o,ooo, l}f pet cent up to ls,ooo and 2U per 
cent on the remainder. 

Gass B: Incomes of $1o,oco to $20,coo, 2U pet cent up to $1o,ooo and 3 per 
cent on the remainder. 

Oa.ss C: Incomes of $20,oco to t.o,ooo, 3 per cent up to $2c,ooo and 3~ per 
cent on the remainder. 

Gass D: Incomes of over J4o,coo, 3M per cent up to 140,CCO and 4 pet cent 
on the remainder. 

1 Year ending Sept. ,30th, 1910. 

s Rr.:.;.St'd Stat .. trs, c. Ii9-

16..t Yictor.a. c. .38 (1901). 
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A reduction of one-half of one per cent throughout the 
schedule was granted if the tax was paid before June 
30th of each year. In 1903' these rates were changed 
by the removal of Class D, and by causing Class C to 
embrace all incomes over $2o,ooo. It was also provided 
that the discount for prompt payment should be ten per 
cent of the amount of the tax. 

In rgos: following the, report of a special assessment 
commission which recommended the substitution of an 
income tax for the tax on personal property, the rates were 
raised, and it was provided that where an income is de
rived from personal property the taxes on both person
alty and income are not to be paid but only that tax 
which is the greater. Thus an important step has been 
taken in the direction recommended by the commission. 
The rates fixed in 1905 were as follows : 

Class A: On all taxable income up to and including $:z,ooo.. • • • • 13!l per cent 
Class B: On all taxable income when the income exceeds $2,000 

but is less than $J,OOO ......................... 1% 
Class C: On all taxable income when the income exceeds $J,ooo 

but is Jess than $4,ooo • • .. • . .. .. .. • . .. .. • • .. .. • • 2 

Class D: On all taxable income when the income exceeds $4.000 
but is less than $7,000 ..... • .... • .......... • .... 3 

Class E: On all taxable income over $7,000 .................... 4 

The exemption of $woo and the discount of ro per 
cent for prompt payment were continued in this act. 
These rates were reduced in H)I0.3 Class A now pays 
one per cent, B one and one-fourth per cent, C one and 
one-half per cent, D two per cent and E two and one
half per cent. This reduction, along with that in the 
rates on realty and personalty, is due to the surplus in 
the Provincial finances. 

1 3 and 4 Edward VII, c. 53· 
• 5 Edward VII, c. so. 
1 IO Edward VII, c. 47, s. 4· 
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As a revenue producer, the British Columbia income 

tax has proYed quite satisfactory. The yield per capita 
in 1900-1901 was S.rsS, while the figures for 1909-10 

show a return of $.521 per capita. This amount, how
eyer, includes the taxes on banks and other corporations 
which were introduced in 1901.' \Yhen we compare the 
returns from the income tax with the total revenue of 
the Pro,·ince for the year 1910, we see that only two 
and sixteen-hundredths per cent of the reYenue is pro
duced from this source, or about two and three-tenths 
per cent of the revenue exclush·e of the amount received 
from the Dominion. The income tax ranks ninth on the 
list if we range the sources of revenue for 1910 ( exclud
ing the Federal subsidy) according to the amount 
yielded. and fifth among the sources which properly may 
be called taxes. 

In the matter of the prevention of double taxation of 
income by the seYeral authorities, there is room for great 
improvement. This condition of affairs is all the more 
surprising when we see the care taken to aYoid the 
double taxation of property and income, or of income 
receiYed from corporation stock and that of the corpora
tion itself. Section 12 of the Ontario Assessment Act • 
provides that every person assessable for income shall 
be so assessed in the municipality in which he resides. 
The section following declares that income in the con
trol of an agent of a person residing out of the PrO\·ince 
is assessable against the agent. Here we have the prin
ciples of residence and situs in direct conflict. Another 
example of such lack of scientific division may be taken 

• 1 Edward VII. c. 56. Cf. 3-4 Edward VII. c. 53. and i11jra chapter 
on Corporation Taxes. 

'4 Edward VII. c. 23 and amendment; 7 Edward 'v'1I, c. 46, • 2. 
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from the British Columbia Assessment Act,• where it is 
provided that income derived from a source outside the 
Province is to be taxed if it is used in the Province. It 
then proceeds to state that no deduction is to be made 
from income for any interest on borrowed capital from 
which the income is derived, when such interest is paid 
to a lender who does not transact . business in the Prov
ince and who does not pay taxes thereon in the Province. 
Here again we have a conflict between the principle of 
taxing all income at the residence of the recipient and 
that of reaching it at its source. 

It is true that the second provision mentioned in the 
case of British Columbia tends to prevent the creation of 
fictitious debts for the purpose of evading taxation. 
But, if the principle of situs were followed throughout, 
such preventive legislation would not be necessary, since 
the interest on loans would be taxable where the capital 
is invested by the borrower. This principle should be 
generally adopted, not only because it is extremely 
difficult to reach the incomes of residents which have 
been earned outside the jurisdiction of the taxing author
ity, but also because that authority in whose jurisdiction 
the income is earned has first claim on it for the purpose 
of taxation. 

It has been said that we cannot abandon altogether 
the benefit theory of taxation, that the individual owes 
something to the community in which he resides. But 
he pays this debt in his real estate tax, if he is a land
holder, or in enabling others to pay this realty tax if he 
is a tenant. In following the principle of situs we 
combine the ability theory and the benefit theory of tax
ation. Both the ability of the individual to contribute to 

1 3-4 Edward VII, c. 53· 
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the support of a community and the benefit he receives 
from the community may be measured by the amount of 
revenue he receives within its jurisdiction. Let benefit 
enter in to designate the authority to which the tax is to 
be paid, while ability shall determine the amount pay
able. There is no good reason for taxing a person for 
the privilege of spending his income. All public author
ities shotild welcome persons whose expenditures will 
increase the prosperity of the community, even when 
they will pay no taxes directly. 

The principle of situs in the taxing of income removes 
a great deal of the difficulty of collection by making pos
sible taxation at the source. It is true that we can not 
have progressive taxation under such a system because 
income is not entered against the recipient in a lump sum. 
But progressive income taxes have never been highly 
successful in democratic countries. The problem is 
rather one of finding means of reaching income. 



CHAPTER VII 

TAXES ON REAL ESTATE 

THE EXEMPTION OF IMPROVEMENTS 

AN important phase of land taxation in Canada is the 
exemption of improvements in the western Provinces. 
In this section of the country, where land is the chief 
form of wealth, we find the nearest approach in Canada 
to the single tax. The rapid development of the Canadian 
west during the last decade or two has attracted land 
speculators and it is felt that a concentration upon the 
taxation of land without regard to improvements will 
tend to force owners to build or to sell to those who 
will. 

In British Columbia the council of any municipality 
was authorized as early as 1891 ' to exempt fifty per cent 
or all of the value of improvements on land. The Mu
nicipal Act of 1892 • expressly stated that improvements 
should not be assessed at more than fifty per cent of 
their actual value and permitted the exemption of a still 
greater percentage or of the full value. These provisions 
are still in force,3 having been reenacted in the Municipal 
Clauses Act of 1906. 

Vancouver, which had been organized under special 
charter and which was not, therefore, included in the 

1 See article by L. S. Dickey, in Single Tas Review, May-June, 19II, 

p. 59· There is in this number a description of Vancouver's system as 
seen by those who favor the single tax on land. 

' Ibid., p. 6o. 
1 Vide 6 Edward VII, c. 32, s. 129: 

~ ~ 
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~Iunicipal Act of r8s2. began to exempt fifty per cent 
of the value of improvements in 1895. After an experi
ment of ten years with a fifty per cent exemption, the 
council of this city decided, in 1906, to decrease the tax
able proportion of impro,·ements, making it only twenty
fi\·e per cent. Early in 1910 it was decided to exempt 
all irnpro\·ements from taxation. 

\"ancouver no"· receh·es the larger part of its revenue 
from a two and two-tenths per cent tax on the unim
proved nlue of land. \Ye can not, however, apply the 
term "single tax" to this system, for, in addition to 
the municipal license taxes on business places and the 
poll tax, there are collected, "·ithin the city, the PrO\·in
cial taxes on personal property and on income. That 
these two sources of reve;1ue are resen·ed for the use of 
the PrO\·incial Government does not affect the taxpayer, 
who is compelled to pay a tax on his personalty or on 
his income or both, as well as on his land, in addition to 
the indirect taxes paid to the Federal Government. 

The ''single tax'' was one of the planks in the plat
form of ~Iayor L. D. Taylor in the election of 1910 and 
again in 191 I. That this platform, which meant nothing 
more than the total exemption of improvements which, 
from 19o6 to 1910. had been assessed at only twenty-fi\·e 
per cent of their value, was favorably received by the 
voters was due to the fact that the phenomenal increase 
in land ,·alues made it possible to effect the change with
out altering the tax rate. In 1905,' the last year of the 
fifty per cent exemption, the assessed value of lands in
creased fifty per cent; in 1906, fifty-two per cent. 
The gain for the three years, 19o6-o7-o8, totaled about 
ninety-two per cent. In 1909 the gain was nearly sixty 

t For statistics, tide Single Tax Rn:ie-..t•, May-June, 19II, p. J. 
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per cent, and in 1910, the first year of the complete ex
emption, twenty-eight per cent. These increases have 
enabled the· city to derive a greater revenue from the 
real estate tax, in spite of the increased exemptions and 
the unchanged tax rate. 

According to Mayor Taylor,' the assessed value of 
improvements in the city has increased from about $200 
per capita in 1895 to $284 in 1905 and $308 in 1909, and 
more substantial buildings have been erected since 1906. 
Figures given in the "Vancouver Number" of the 
Single Tax Review• show that the assessed value of 
land decreased during the three years preceding 1895, 
when the fifty per cent exemption began, while that of 
improvements increased. The same is true of the six 
years immediately following the change in the system, 
and for the three years 1902-03-04, the increase in land 
values and improvement values was about equal. 

The figures below, giving the values of real property 
(exclusive of improvements) and of improvements, and 
the ratio of the latter to the former, show a gradual in
crease in the proportionate value of improvements until 
the year 1904, when the rapid increase in- population 
caused a sudden advance in real estate values which 
brought about a decline in this ratio. Improvement 
values have not, therefore, kept pace with land values, 
nor do the changes in the ratios bear any ascertainable 
relation to the changes in the tax system. 

The population of Vancouver has been trebled during 
the past five or six years, and there is everything to in
dicate that this city will continue to grow both in num
bers and in prosperity. But it is difficult to find any 

1 Vide article in Single Tax Review, May-June, 1911, p. 12. 

' Ibid., p. 3· 
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LAND AND IMPROVEMENT VALUES IN VANCOUVER 

Year. Land assessment. 
~~~~_, _________ _ 

1&15···· ........... . 
15?6 .............. .. 
1897·· ..•••••••.... 
H•48 ............... . 
1809 .............. . 
19'JO ............... . 
19QJ .. , "'""''"' 
1902 ................ . 
1903··········""" 
1904- ............ . 
190; .............. . 
1906 ............... . 
1907•oooooooo•oooooo 
1908 .............. .. 
ICO<) ................ ; 

1910 .............. .. 
191J .............. .. 

$1J,829,724 
IJ,I0':/,394 
IJ,000,86<) 
12,672,649 
12,705,099 
12,826,905 
12,792·530 
12,842,150 
IJ,845·565 
14--440·935 
16,739.640 
25 1 101176o 
38,J46>335 
41,641,8]0 
48.281,330 
76.92],]20 
98·777>785 

Improvement values. I Ratio. 

----- ----------------- --- r--~----

J4,317,66o 
.j.,2]8,68o 
4.441,490 
4.55'·740 
5101I,I90 
6,726,]40 
7.440,6oo 
8,22J,220 
9·091,270 

10,247.920 
II,8o4,250 
14,087,640 
16,381.475 
20,127,035 
24,405,210 
29,004,755 
37.&45,z6o 

1 

Per cent 
31.2 
32.6 
,34-1 

35·9 
394 
52·4 
5s., 
64.0 
65.6 
70-9 
70-5 
56., 
42·7 
48·3 
5°·5 
384 
38·3 

connection between the so-called single tax system and 
Vancouver's growth.' The Canadian west has developed 
most rapidly during the last decade and Vancouver is 
not alone in its sudden rise from a small city to one of 
some importance. Vancouver is advantageously situated, 
and, with the opening-up of the west and the entry of 
new railways into the city, growth is to be expected. 
A sudden increase in building operations, and especially 
the construction of modern apartment and office build
ings, is quite natural in a city which has rapidly reached 
and passed the xoo,ooo mark. It is this abnormal grmvth 
which makes it impossible to estimate the effect of the 
exemption of improvements. 

The city of ~anaimo also exempts improvements, and 
) 
\ 

1 See F. C. \Vade, The Single Tax Humbug in Vancou;::er, Van-
com·er, 1912, who compares Vancouver with the non "single tax" 
cities, showing that they have increased ;till fa.ster. 



TAXATION IN CANADA [82 

the voters of Victoria and New Westminster in January, 
19II, and April, 19II, respectively, decided to change 
from the taxation of fifty per cent of improvements to 
complete exeinption. Land values in Victoria have more 
than doubled in the four years 1907 to 1910, but th'e as
sessed value of improvements has not increased in equal 
proportion. In the former year, improvement values 
equaled fifty-nine and nine-tenths per cent of the assessed 
value of land, while the ratio for 1910 is only forty-four 
and one-tenth per cent. New \Vestminster• has a popu
lation of about xs,ooo. Its land assessment for 1910 
was $8.496,575 and the assessed value of improvements 
$2,402,7&:>, or twenty-eight and two-tenths per cent of 
the land value. 

British Columbia has about fifty municipalities, none 
of which tax more than fifty per cent of the assessed 
value of improvements and many of which exempt im
provements. This is true of all the important cities, as 
we have seen, and of a large number of the rural muni
cipalities. In the latter, improvements form a very small 
part of the assessed property and the exemption is not 
felt by the landowners. South Vancouver,• a suburb of 
the city of Vancouver, had, in 1909, an assessed value of 
improvements which was only fifteen and eight-tenths 
per cent of that of land. This ratio decreased in 1910 to 
twelve and three-tenths per cent, and in I9II to eight 
and two-tenths. This municipality has exempted im
provements since 1903. Burnaby,3 which also adjoins 
Vancouver, has never taxed improvements.• The land 
assessment in 1910 totaled $10,324,610, while that on 

1 Single Tax Review, op. cit., p. n. 
'Ibid., p. 6. • Ibid., pp. 9-IO. 

• Organized 189;!. 



improvements was only $744.905. or seven and two
tenths per cent of the former. The ratios of improve
ment nines to land nines in rural municipalities siW.::. 
ated farther from the cities are probably still lower. 

The Municipal Clauses Act of 19Q6• authorizes the 
taxation of •• wild lands"' up to four per cent of their 
nlue. This is the rate imposed by the Provincial Gov
ernment • on wild lands lying outside the municipalities. 
and it thus becomes possible for the councils of rural 
corporations to continue to discriminate in &.l-or of im
proved lands upon the organization of such munici
paliti~s from t!te districts subject to the Provincial tax. 
Al~m and Sasl.-atchewan are the other two Pro'\-i.nces 

which the single-taxers claim for their own. In the 
former. Edmonton bas not taxed improvements since 
19041 and Strathcona began to exempt this class of 
property in 1907.• Calgary taxes improvements on land 
at their full nine. but bas just applied to the Legislature 
for permission to tax buildings at fifty per cent of their 
assessment.' In the city of Lethbridge only twenty pa 
cent of the value of improvements is exempted.• but all 
vacant lands in the business section of the city are 
super-assessed fifty per cent. The principle here fol.., 
lowed is to strike directly at the speculators without in
creasing the tax burden of the landowners generally. 

16 EAhnrcl vu. c. 32-

• t"i.U ntna. P. ~ 
1 Chapter 19. Ord. of N. W. T. 1904-

• 7 Edwud VII. c. 34-
1Ia Feb. J9U. the CIIGDCil of CaJgary reduced the asses • wmt GQ 

llaildiap to ~ of their actual nJae. 
1 la 1912. l...ethllrid&c wi!l a.aupt Jl!i~ of the nJue of improwe
-a 
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The cities and towns of Saskatchewan' tax improve~ 
ments at sixty per cent of their value. At the 191 I ses
sion of the Legislature, however, a measure• was passed 
retaining this percentage as the maximum amount tax
able, but permitting a gradual reduction at a rate not to 
exceed fifteen per cent of the value of improvements per 
annum. There is every likelihood that in 1915 most of . 
the cities and towns of this Province will have adopted 
the "Edmonton system." 

The table below shows the ratios of improvement 
values to the values of real estate so far as these could be 
ascertained from correspondence with the officials of the 
cities of these two Provinces. Edmonton and Strath
cona have no records of the value of improvements. Cal
gary, with its taxation of buildings at full value, has not 
only maintained its ratio, but actually shows a slight in
crease. In Lethbridge, which imposes the fifty per cent 
super-assessment, there is a considerable increase in the 
proportionate value of improvements. Too much stress, 
however, should not be laid on the tax system in exam
ining the reasons for the growth of the cities of these 
Provinces, for they are situated in the heart of the Cana
dian wheat country and are advancing rapidly because of 
their commercial relations with the surrounding ter
ritory. 

The cities of both Provinces are limited to a maximum 
tax rate of two per cent, the towns of Saskatchewan to 
one per cent, exclusive of the school and local improve
ment rates. In 1906, Edmonton's general rate was only 
seven and one-fourth mills. 

Both Alberta and Saskatchewan, in their respective 

1 8 Edward VII, cc. I6 and I7. 
' I George V, c. IS, s. IS, and c. 19, s. 17. 
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RATIOS OF.IMPROVEMENTS TO LAND VALUES 

1910 1911 

·--,-----

Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Calgary •••••.••• , ••.•••• 33·3 JI.g 33-3 34·7 34.2 

Lethbridge •••••••••••••• 54·8 51.2 5!.6 64,0 74-4 

Regina .................. 34·9 36.o 

Moose Jaw •••••••••••••• 52-3 57-2 

Saskatoon ............... 25.0 23-7 

village a<;:ts,' reenacted the clauses in the Village Ordi
nance of the Northwest Territories, which provided for 
local option in the exemption of improvements and of 
all taxable property except land. In the former Prov
ince, upon presentation of a resolution passed by the 
council of the village and a petition signed by two-thirds 
of the total number of ratepayers, the Minister of Public 
Works may order that the assessment in the village be 
limited to one based upon the actual value of all lands 
exclusive of improvements. Should any village desire to 
return to the taxation of improvements, it must again 
apply· to the Minister of Public Works. In Saskatch
ewan, the village council may limit the assessment to 
lands upon presentation of a petition signed by two
thirds of the total number of resident electors and with
out application to the Provincial authorities. The council 
of any village which has exempted improvements may 
repeal a by-law providing for such exemption upon peti
tion of a like number of electors. The assessment will 

1 Alberta, IfiP7, c. 10, s. 52; Sask., 19()6, c. 35, s. 4. and 1go8, c. 18, 

s. J8I. 
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then be on all the real and personal property and income 
in the village. 

Alberta' now has sixteen out of about fifty villages 
which have gone over to the " single tax" system. 
Saskatchewan/ with a total of 185 villages, has only 
about twenty which have exempted all property other 
than land. No village which has adopted this "single 
tax" has returned to the taxation of property in other 
forms, except in those cases where villages have been 
created towns. In both Provinces, new villages are 
continually being established and villages are growing 
into towns. 

Mr. J. W. Bayne, Deputy Minister of Municipal 
Affairs for Saskatchewan, in his report for the financial 
year 1909-IO,' states that for two years there had been 
"practically no application" for the adoption of the 
system by the villages of the Province. " Some villages," 
he says, "object to the system ... since it exempts 
from taxation elevators erected on certain railway 
grounds." Since the date of the above report, however, 
nine villages have chosen the so-called single tax system. 

Generally speaking, those villages which have concen
trated on the taxation of land are well satisfied with the 
new system, and its adoption would be more rapid were 
it not that most of the villages have a large number of 
residents who are holding lands for speculation. In 
many of the villages the "town sites" are owned by the 
railways and others, and the residents eagerly grasp the 
opportunity to make these large holders contribute as 
large a share as possible toward the village expenses. 
No great check, however, is placed upon speculation by 

1 June, I9n. 
2 Feb. 28, 1910 ; there were then only II villages using this system. 
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this system, since the expenditure of the villages is small 
and the rates low. The total annual receipts in the 
several villages of the two Provinces range as low as .from 
$rooo to $2ooo. The value of improvements and of 
taxable personal property and income is very small in 
proportion to that of lands, and the increased burden 
under the new system is felt only by the largest holders. 
The maximum rate in villages which tax all property is 
one per cent. The maximum in Alberta for "single 
tax'' villages is two per cent, and in Saskatchewan it 
has just been raised from two and one-half to four per 
cent.' 

In the 19Io-I I session of the Saskatchewan Legislature, 
the Rural :\Iunicipality Act and the Local Improyement 
Act were amended so as to permit the local councils to 
levy a percentage rate on the value of lands exclusive of 
improvements. instead of a flat rate per acre! The 
change may be introduced either by a two-thirds vote of 
the council or by a petition signed by one-half the resi
dent ratepayers of the municipality. The ne\Y system 
will become permanent after such a petition has been 
presented for two successi,·e years, and the council can 
then revert to the old method only upon presentation of 
a similar petition demanding the change. The maximum 
rate on the adoption of this ad valorem system is to be 
four per cent as in the case of the "single tax" villages.3 

These provisions make it possible for a local improve
ment district or a rural municipality to become a village 
without changing its tax system. As a move in the 
direction of the single tax they are unimportant, since im-

1 1 George V, c. 20. 

• Vide 1 George V, c. 21, s. 25, and c. 22, s. 8. _ 
1 Section 7 of c. 22 increases the rate for Local Improvement Dis

tricts from ~~~c. to sc. per acre to 2)/,c. to 6)4c. per acre. 
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provements have never been taxed in these local organi
zations. 

Single tax propagandists are making a great deal of 
the exemption of improvements in ·the Canadian west 
and are crediting themselves with the " success" of the 
experiment. Their doctrines have had some influence 
on the inception and growth of the movement, 1 but ab
sentee ownership has been, and still is, the great stimulus 
toward the concentration of taxation on land values. 
The above survey shows that land is the sole taxable 
class of property only in the rural districts of Alberta 
and Saskatchewan. The urban municipalities of all three 
Provinces have other forms of taxation, such as the 
business and income tax or the personal property tax."' 
The term " single tax" as applied to these is, therefore, 
a misnomer. 

The exemption of improvements affects agricultural 
districts only in the villages, rural municipalities and 
local improvement districts of the two prairie Provinces 
and· in the rural municipalities of British Columbia. We 
have seen. that the ratio of· the value of improvements, 
which term is interpreted so as to apply only to build
ings, to that of land is very small in these rural districts. 
The partial or complete exemption of the former can, 
therefore, have little effect. 

The general conclusion regarding the exemption of 
improvements in the cities and towns of the three Pro
vinces is that, while the construction of a better class of 
buildings has been encouraged, the rate of taxation is 
too low effectively to prevent speculation. It is also 
this low rate of taxation that has kept the taxpayers fav-

1 Vide Single Tall> Review, May-June, I91I, p. s6. 
1 This is Provincial in British Coliunbia. 
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orable to the system. A considerable increase i11 the 
tax rate would undoubtedly lead to a reversion to the 
taxation of improvements. Such an increase, however, 
is not likely to occur so long as the "boom" period, 
which now prevails throughout the Canadian west, con
tinues. But, as soon as the cities of this section have 
settled down to a normal expansion and speculation has 
disappeared, land values will return to normal. The 
taxpayers will then have to choose between a high rate 
on land alone and a moderate one on land and improve
ments. 



CHAPTER VII I 

TAxEs ON REAL EsTATE 

A.-ASSESSORS AND VALUATION 

In the main, Canadian municipalities have kept their 
local affairs free from party politics, thus tending to 
bring about good government by preventing a crystalli-· 
zation of votes on issues which have little relation to 
local needs and, to a large extent, by eliminating parti
sanship. The absence of the latter may be seen in the 
work of the tax assessors. Favoritism shown by assess
ors to their political partisans, an evil which has become 
familiar to Americans, is not found in the Canadian as
sessments. The assessors owe their appointments to no 
political party and are under obligations to no section of 
the community in which they perform their duties. 
They are completely outside of politics. In the United 
States, both election and appointment of assessors have 
been tried, with little difference in result. Tightly 
drawn party lines and the "spoils system" have not 
been conducive to impartial valuations. The assess
ments in Canada are not absolutely free from abuse, but 
the contrast with those in the American states is strong. 

No great divergence in methods of appraising real 
estate for taxation purposes is to be found in the 
Canadian Provinces. Upper Canada (Ontario) followed 
the English custom of levying the rate on the rental 
value until the year 1866, when the capital value was 
made the basis of assessment, the latter method con-

~ [~ 
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forming more closely to local conditions. At present, 
the only example of the old method is found in the city 
of Quebec, where a rate of seventeen and one-half per 
cent is levied on the rental value of real estate. 

The Ontario Act of 1866' enacted that real property 
should be assessed at its " actual cash value" as it 
"would be appraised in payment of a just debt from a 
solvent debtor." Evidence taken by the special com
mission of 1900 showed that the latter part of this clause 
is unnecessary and introduces confusion in the work of 
th~ assessors. It was repealed in 1904," and the ascer
tainment of the "actual cash value" is now left to the 
assessors. This is also the practice in the other Prov
inces, with the exception of Alberta and Saskatchewan, 
which, in some instances, endeavor to instruct their 
assessors in the methods to be followed. In the cities 
of these Provinces,3 the assessors, in estimating the 
value of real estate, are required to have regard to 
its situation and the purpose for which it is used, or, 
if sold by the present owner, it could and probably 
would be used in the next succeeding twelve months. 

In 18664 the Upper Canada Assessment Act provided 
that, 

in assessing vacant ground or ground used as a farm, garden 
or nursery, and not in immediate demand for building pur
poses in cities, towns or villages, whether incorporated or 
not, the value of such vacant or other ground shalJ be that at 
which sales of it can be freely made, and, where no sales 

1 29-30 Victoria, c. 53, s. 40. 

'4 Edward VII, c. 23, s. 36. 
a Alberta, r907, c. 34; Saskatchewan, I9Q8, c. r6, s. 20. 

4 29-30 Victoria, c. 53· 
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can be reasonably expected during the current year, the 
assessors shall value such land as though it was held for 
farming or gardening purposes, with such percentage added 
thereto as the situation of the land may reasonably call for. 

This clause remained in force until 188o.' Between this 
year and 189s,• the assessors were permitted to value 
vacant lands as farm lands only when the local council 
so directed. At present this is done only when the ex
tent of such lands exceeds fifty acres s in cities and ten 
acres in towns and villages. The Legislature, by thus 
prescribing a minimum area, has removed the aid to 
land speculators which was furnished under the older 
provisions. 

The Ontario Legislature, following the Manitoba and 
British Columbia prattice,4 provided in 1904 5 for the 
separate valuation of lands and buildings, in the hope 
that this would aid the assessors in arriving at an 
equitable assessment. That this method has tended to 
bring about greater accuracy in the work of the assess
ors is the general opinion of the local tax commissioners 
of Ontario as well as of the tax officials of Manitoba and 
British Columbia. It makes possible a close comparison 
of land values, which can not be reached when the whole 
property, land and improvements, is valued as a unit. 

Before the passage of the Ontario Assessment Amend
ing Act of 1901,6 the assessors in the cities and towns of 

1 43 Victoria, c. 27, s. 7. 
• 58 Victoria, c. 47, s. 2. 
8 Raised from 2 acres by 7 Edward VII, c. 41, s. 6. 
· • Manitoba Revised Statutes, 1902, c. II7, s. 13; British Columbia 

Statutes, 6 Edward VII, c. 32, s. II4 

• 4 Edward VII, c. 23, s. 36 (2). 
8 l Edward VII, c. 29. 
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that Province were required to assess all real property 
in the ward in which it lay. The courts held' that, 
under this provision, the rails, poles and wires of the 
Toronto Street Railway Company must be assessed in 
the ward in which they were situated and must be treated 
as so much dead material and not as necessary portions 
of a going concern. This decision led to the "scrap 
iron assessment." A partial remedy was introduced in 
1901 when such real property was made assessable in any 
one ward of a city or town. But no authority was given 
for the valuation of the property in connection with a 
franchise • until 1902,3 when provision was made for the 
assessment of " lands" 4 of heat, light, power and other 
companies using the streets of a municipality in the ward 
in which the head office 5 of such company is situated 
and as part of a " going concern." 

In all the Provinces, the assessors may require rate
payers to furnish statements of taxable property, which, 
however, are not binding on the former. There is 
usually a penalty imposed for the rendering of a false 
statement, and appeal may be had by the taxpayer first 
to the local council or board of revision, and then to the 
county courts. 

B.-EXEMPTIONS 

The Canadian Provinces make the customary provisions 
for the exemption of property used for educational, 
charitable and religious purposes, The three western 

'25 A. R., 351 (1900); cf. also 27 S. C. R., 453 (1897). 

'Ontario L. R., 62 (1902). 
3 2 Edward VII, c. 31. 
' 27 S. C. R., 453, held that gas pipes, electric poles, etc., are realty for 

the purpose of assessment. 
5 If the head office is not in the municipality, the assessment may be 

in any ward thereof. 
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Provinces, British Columbia, Alberta and Saskatchewan, 
place certain limitations upon the amounts of property 
which may be so exempted from taxation. In the first 
of these, the Municipal Clauses Act' provides that the 
maximum exemption for hospitals shall be 20 acres when 
public and 3 acres when private, and for orphan asylums, 
5 acres of land actually surrounding the buildings of the 
institution. 

Alberta and Saskatchewan, following the policy of the 
Northwest Territories,• go a step farther in limiting 
these exemptions by applying the limitations to schools, 
churches and cemeteries. The Alberta Educational Tax 
Act 3 exempts church lands to the extent of one acre 
when such land is occupied by the church building ; the 
maximum exemption of land used for cemeteries is 25 
acres. The "Local Improvement Districts" in both 
Provinces 4 also exempt up to these maxima and add a 
maximum of two acres for land belonging to any public 
or separate school. The villages of these Provinces 
exempt only one-half acre of church lands, except such 
lands as may have other church buildings erected 
thereon.5 Similar limitations are to be found in the 
cities of both Provinces and full liability for special 
assessment for local improvements is added to the limited 
exemption. 

It would be well for the Province of Quebec if such 
limitations could be introduced within its borders. 
There are throughout the Province well-preserved 

1 19<)6, c. J2. 

'Vide Northwest Territory Canso/. Ord. (r8g8), c. 70, and Ol·di-
nances of 1901, c 25. 

8 1907. c. 18. 

' Alberta, 1907, c. II ; Saskatchewan, xgo6, c. 36. 
6 Alberta, 1907, c. 10, s. 38; Saskatchewan, 1908, c. 18, s. 179· 
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relics of the French Regime in the form of vast areas of 
land held by the Roman Catholic Church or by its mon
astic orders. Wi~hin the city limits of Montreal, there 
are acres upon acres of land, utilized as orchards and 
gardens or lying idle, npon which no taxes are paid. 
One order, in particular, has derived, and is still receiv 
ing, vast revenues from the lands granted by the French 
king, revenues in which the public authorities have no 
share. 

Mr. William Robb, City Treasurer of Montreal, in 
October, 1904, made a special report in which he recom
mended, among other things, that exemptions be cur
tailed tu three times the area occupied by buildings, and 
that, if any exempt land be sold, a sum should be paid to 
the city equal to the full amount of the taxes for the 
time held. No action was taken on these recommenda
tions. Nor is it probable that these abuses will be 
remedied in the near future, for the strength of the 
Roman Catholic Church in Canada is greater now than 
at any time since the British occupation. 

In 1908, the Legislature limited the exemption of par
sonages in Montreal, when not attached to the church 
property, to $rs,ooo. This change was made because of 
the passing of a valuable property on the city's finest 
residential street to a clergyman. Under the old law, 
the whole property became exempt and the city lost 
considerable revenue. The Catholic clergy, however, 
are not affected, since the priests' residences are always 
connected with the churches. 

The only excuse for the exemption of the property of 
educational, charitable and religious institutions is that 
a large number of them never would be organized were 
they to be made subject to taxation. But this exemp
tion should be limited to the amount actually needed for 
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the carrying-on of the work of such organizations.' No 
body of persons, whether religious, philanthropic or 
educational, should be permitted to hold lands for spec
ulation without making any contribution to the com
munity. Mr. Robb's recommendation regarding the 
payment of back taxes upon the sale of exempted lands 
would attain the desired end. 

C.-SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS FOR LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS 

Upper Canada's first complete municipal act• made 
provision for special assessments for local improvements. 
The councils of cities and towns 3 were empowered to as
sess 

the proprietors of such real property . . . as may be immedi
ately benefited by such improvements, for such sum or sums 
as may at any time be necessary to defray the expense of 
making or repairing any common sewer, drain, flagging, posts 
or pavements in any public highway, street, square or place 
immediately opposite or near to such real property. 

It is important to note that the whole expense of the 
improvement could be ass<:!ssed on the landowners and 
that the assessment applied to repairs as well as to new 
construction. Upon the petition of at least two-thirds 
of the freeholders or householders in any ·street, lane or 
other public highway, the councils were also permitted 
to defray the expense of sweeping and watering such 
public highway or square " by means of a special rate to 

1 Two Baptist congregations in Toronto annua1ly send in their taxes 
to the city tr !asurer, it being their opinion that all lands should con
tribute. 

2 12 Victoria, c. 8t ; the Baldwin Act. 
8 Sections Sx and 107. 
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be assessed equally on the whole rateable property in 
such street, square, alley or lane." 

An act passed in 1853' authorized township and county 
councils to tax particular sections for special purposes 
upon application of two-thirds of the freeholders of such 
section representing one-half the property value, such 
tax to be sufficient to defray the cost of the public im
provement. Cities and towns • were also given permis
sion to levy a special rate for lighting on property in 
any particular district upon petition of a similar pro
portion of the residents. Five years later,3 townships 
were authorized to make special assessments for drainage 
when requested by a majority of resident owners.4 

In 1859,5 general provision was made for the carrying 
out of local improvements in cities by special assessment 
upon petition of two-thirds of the freeholders represent
ing one-half the property value. In case the contem
plated improvement was the construction of a common 
sewer having a sectional area of more than four feet, 
one-third of the cost was to be provided for by the 
council of the city. The improvement once made was 
to be kept in repair at the ~xpense of the city generally. 

Municipal councils were authorized in 1885 6 to assume 
part of the cost of a special improvement whenever it 
should appear that inequality would result from the levy
ing of the total cost of such improvement, and also to tax 

1 r6 Victoria, c. r8r, s. 9· 
1 Ibid., section 15. 
s 22 Victoria, c. 99 (r8s8). 
• In cities and towns, the councils were empowered to fix an annual 

rent for drainage, the payment of which was to continue during the 
time the property was drained into any common sewer. 

& 22 Victoria, c. 40. 

• 48 Victoria, c. 39. ss. 33 and 34· 
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other than the abutting property whenever such prop
erty has been benefited by the improvement. Two years 
later, • provision was made by which a municipal council 
could assume part of the cost of the construction of 
bridges and culverts, the corporation's share not to 
exceed one-half, whenever such improvement benefited 
the municipality at large. The act of 1894 • permitted 
councils to provide forty per cent of the cost of perma
nent sidewalks, and that of 1895 3 exempted the property 
liable for the other sixty per cent from the general rate 
levied for the same purpose. An amendment of 1899-4-
authorized the local councils to alter this percentage by 
a three-fourths vote. 

The Ontario Municipal Act now in forces provides 
that the council of every township, city, town or incor
porated village may pass by-laws for the purpose of 
effecting local improvements, the whole or a part of the 
cost of which it proposes to assess upon the real property 
especially benefited. These local improvements may 
include the construction of pavements, sidewalks, sewers 
and bridges, the laying-out of parks and boulevards, and 
the construction or extension of water, gas or electric 
light works when the system is owned by the municipal
ity. To the local council is left the determining of the 
real property benefited by the improvement, the propor
tion of the total cost to be borne by such property, the 
distribution of this proportion among the various parcels 
of real estate benefited, and the number of annual special 

1 so Victoria, c. 29, s. 43· 
s 57 Victoria, c. so, s. 16. 
8 58 Victoria, c. 42, s. 33· 

' 62 Victoria, c. 26, s. 43· 
6 3 Edward VII, c. 19, ss. 664 to 694 and amendments. 
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assessments which will be imposed. It is also empow
ered to make provision for the commutation of the 
annual assessment by a cash payment. These provisions 
do not apply to any work of ordinary repair or main
tenance, it being expressly stipulated that all improve
ments constructed by special assessment must be kept 
in repair at the general expense during the estimated life
time of such improvements. 

Three modes of initiating local improvement works are 
provided for. First, the council may carry out the im
provement upon receiving a petition from at least two
thirds of the owners of the property to be benefited, 
representing at least one-half the value of such real prop
erty. Second, the council, by a two-thirds vote, may 
construct drains or sewers as a local improvement when 
considered necessary on sanitary grounds. Third, the 
council of a municipality may undertake any improve
ment provided for under the local improvement clauses, 
and may assess the cost thereof on the properties bene
fited, unless' the majority of the owners of such real 
property, representing at least one-half the value thereof, 
petition the council against the same within one month 
after the last publication of a notice of the intention of 
the council to undertake the work. In case such peti
tion be presented to the council, no second notice for 
the same improvement may be given by the council 
within two years after such presentation.• 

Section 682 of the Municipal Act provides that the 

1 This does not apply to parks and boulevards; section 673, para

graph 7 (a). 
1 Except when, in the case of paving, certain changes have been made 

in the proposed work (Sec. 669, par. 2). By section 675, municipalities 
may construct certain works, such as paving dangerous places, notwith
standing the petition of ratepayers. 
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cou~cil of any city, town, village or township, by by-law 
passed with the assent of the electors, may direct that all 
future expenditure for local improvement shall be by 
special assessment on the property benefited. The assent 
of the electors is also required for the repeal of such a 
by-law. After the adoption of this system the council 
may further extend it so as to make it apply to the re
pairing, cleaning, watering and lighting of the streets, 
and also to the cutting of grass and trimming of trees. 

Most of these general provisions are also found in the 
othet Provinces of the Dominion, among which the four 
western Provinces follow the Ontario system quite closely.' 
This similarity in policy exists also in connection with 
the method of ascertaining the proportion to be paid by 
each landowner benefited. The Baldwin Act (1849) in 
Ontario left to the local council the manner in which this 
special assessment was to be levied. The act of 1859 
provided that the council might assess the property ben
efited either by (I) an annual ad valorem rate, including 
improvements; (2) a similar rate exclusive of improve
ments; (3) a rate according to frontage; (4) a rate ac
cording to benefit; or by (5) a combination of any or 
all of these. The Municipal Act of 1866 • restricted the 
localities to a special rate on the actual value of the prop
erty exclusive of improvements, and, in r883,3 the method 
was again changed by the substitution of a clause re
quiring the levying of a rate according to the frontage 
of the abutting property. The localities were allowed to 
"provide an equitable mode of assessment" in the case 
of corner or irregularly-shaped lots. The Municipal Act 

1 Manitoba Rev. Stats., 1902, c. n6; Scisk. Stats., 1908, cc. 16 and 17; 
Alberta City Charters; B. C. Stats., 6 Edward VII, c. 32, and 1!)08, c. 36. 

' 29-30 Victoria, c. 51. 
8 46 Victoria, c. 18, ss. 612-3. 
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of Ontario still provides that the rate shall be levied ac
cording to frontage, except in certain cases in townships 
where the local council may declare that the rate shall 
be one on the lands benefited and shall be levied "ac
cording to the proportion of benefit received."% 

In most of the Provinces provision is made for the 
adoption of some other method of fixing the rate when 
that levied according to frontage appears inequitable. 
For example, cities in British Columbia • may levy the 
cost of the improvement, or part thereof, by any of the 
following methods, by a combination of the frontage rate 
with any of these, or by a combination of any two or 
more: according to (1) relative assessed value; (2) the 
number of lots; (3) the proportionate amount of benefit; 
( 4) the relative area of the lots benefited. The cities and 
towns of Alberta and Saskatchewan are permitted to 
make use of either the "Special Frontage Assessment" 
or the "Special Local Benefit Assessment." 

The Province of Quebec has not as yet fully accepted 
the principle underlying special assessment for local im
provement. Montreal, for instance, has paid for the con
struction of practically all of its permanent pavements 
out of general revenue, although it has had recourse to 
special assessment for certain purposes, such as the wid
ening and extension of streets, where the expropriation 
of land is necessary. This tardiness in adopting a sys
tem so well adapted to the general economic conditions 
can be attributed to the same causes as were responsible 
for the absence of a general municipal system in the 
early part of the last century, namely, the opposition of 
a large portion of the population to any system which 

1 Section 674 (3). 
1 6 Edward VII, c. 32, 11. 256. 
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will increase the taxes on land. To this must be added 
the desire to keep church property free from taxation, 
for under the local improvement system such real estate 
naturally would pay its share of the expenditure. 

. The Legislature has just passed' an amendment of 
Montreal's charter providing that the total cost of pave
ments of permanent materials other than wood or macad
am shall be met by the owners of the realty bordering 
on the street or other public place where such improve
ment is made. This cost is to be apportioned according 
to frontage, and proprietors may pay their share by an
nual installments sufficient to pay the amount called for 
in forty years at five per cent interest. When any per
manent pavements laid before March 14th, 19II, the 
date on which these provisions went into effect, are 
wholly or partly reconstructed, the cost of this recon
struction must be levied on the abutting owners in the 
manner above described. The city bears no part of the 
cost of permanent paving, except in the case of a public 
street or place having a width exceeding fifty feet, when 
the total cost of paving the excess is payable out of the 
general funds. All pavements constructed or repaired 
under the above provisions must be "maintained, re
paired or renewed in future by the city forever." 

We have seen that in Ontario the benefit to the whole 
community from the construction of local improvements 
was at first disregarded and that the cost of such works 
was borne entirely by the abutting owners. Gradually, 
however, the principle of dividing the cost between the 
owners immediately interested and the taxpayers of the 
municipality has been introduced, and we now find it 
firmly established in the laws of the Province. Quebec 

1 1 George V, c. 6o ( I9ll), s. :25. 
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has started at the other extreme. The municipalities of 
this Province have been meeting the cost of local im
provements out of the general funds, except in cases 
where payments are made to the abutting owners for 
lands used in the carrying-out of the work. In Mont
real the cost of widening and extending streets has 
usually been shared equally between the municipality 
and the owners of abutting property. To this extent 
has the principle of special assessment for local improve
ments been recognized. The change in Montreal's 
system described above does not conform to this prin
ciple as established in the other Provinces, since no 
allowance is made for the benefit conferred on the com
munity at large by the construction of these local works. 
In amending the provisions for pavement construction 
in Montreal, the Legislature has passed from one extreme 
to the other. 

D.-STATUTE LABOR AND POLL TAXES 

Provisions for the performance of statute labor, or for 
the payment of poll taxes, or both, are found in all the 
Canadian Provinces. Ontario has a special "Act Re
specting Statute Labor,"' which provides that, in cities, 
towns and villages, all male residents between the ages 
of 21 and 6o, whose names have not been placed on the 
assessment roll, shall pay a yearly rate of $r.oo instead 
of performing statute labor. In townships, such res
idents are liable to one day of statute labor on the 
roads of the township in which they reside, and all resi
dents who are assessed upon the roll of the township are 
required to perform statute labor in proportion to the 
amount of their assessment, the rate being approximately 

I 4 Edward VII, c. 25. 
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one day for each $200. Any township council may 
direct that this statute labor be commuted at a rate not 
exceeding $r.oo for each day of labor. The council of 
any municipality has authority to reduce or to abolish 
the amount of statute labor to be performed or the 
amount of payment in lieu of statute labor. 

Provision is also made for the performance of statute 
labor in townships which have not been incorporated. 
Twenty resident landholders of any such township may 
hold a public meeting for the purpose of electing a road 
commissioner, who shall have authority to require the 
performance of statute labor by landholders in proportion 
to the number of acres held. 

The Province of Manitoba 1 has similar provisions re
garding both the performance of statute labor in rural 
municipalities and the payment of a poll tax in cities, 
towns and villages. In the latter case, the annual pay
ment is $2.oo. All male residents of a township or dis
trict municipality in British Columbia, whose names are 
not on the assessment roll, are required to perform two 
days statute labor. Those who are assessed must per
form an amount of labor graded according to their as
sessment. No such labor is required, however, in 
municipalities which levy a road tax.• The Provincial 
Government of British Columbia levies an additional tax 
of $3.00, called the "Revenue Tax", 3 on all males over 
18 years of age, except militiamen and men over sixty 
whose incomes do not exceed $700. This tax may be 
collected from employers. 

1 Rev. Stat. Mal~. (1902), c. II7, ss. 100 to II7 • 
• $2.00. 
8 Rev. Stat. B. C. (1897), c. 167. Vide also 62 Victoria, c. 66, and 

I EC:ward VII, c. 46. 
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Before the organization of the Provinces of Alberta 
and Saskatchewan, the Northwest Territories had pro
visions for statute labor similar to those of Ontario, and, 
in addition, demanded a payment of $2.oo from all males 
over twenty-one years of age who had been resident in a 
municipality for two months or more and whose names 
were not on the assessment roll.X The villages of these 
two Provinces now levy a poll tax of $z.oo. The towns 
and cities • also levy a poll tax of the same amount, which 
applies to all male residents of at least three months and 
all who reside within two miles of the municipality and 
are employed within it. This, however, does not apply 
to "householders," 3 who pay $s.oo. 

Statute labor has practically disappeared from the Mari
time Provinces, but in all three the poll tax still holds 
forth. Prince Edward Island levies a road tax of $Lao• 
on all males betv,reen the ages of twenty-one and seventy 
residing in road districts, and its two cities, Charlotte
town and Summerside, collect a poll tax of $2.00.5 The 
rural districts of Nova Scotia are authorized to collect a 
poll tax of not more than thirty cents, with a like sum 
for a poor rate, and the cities and towns may fix this tax 
at a sum from $z.oo to $s.oo for all male residents be
tween the ages of eighteen and sixty, who are not rated 
in the municipalityfor an amount exceeding $200. New 
Brunswick gives especial prominence to the poll tax by 
requiring that one-sixth of the amount to be raised by a 

1 Consolidated 01·dillauces of Northwest Territories (1898), c. 70. 
In the cities of Saskatchewan and some of those of Alberta the tax 
is $J.OO. 

'This poll tax was in addition to the one day's labor required. 

• Owners or tenants paying at least $roo annual rental. 

• 2 Edward VII, c. 2. 

'3 Edward VII, c. 16 (71): 3 Edward VII, c. r8 (86). 
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municipality shall be levied by an equal rate on all male 
residents over twenty-one years of age, the remaining 
five-sixths to be levied on all assessable property.' 

E.-TAXATION OF MORTGAGES 

Mortgages on real estate are taxed in none of the 
Provinces, except New Brunswick, which still attempts 
to reach them under the provisions for the taxation of 
personal property.• The Ontario assessment laws as far 
back as the act of 1853 3 provide that personal property 
secured by mortgage shall be exempt from taxation. 
The interest received from mortgage investments, how
ever, was, and still is, subject to taxation as income. 
British Columbia, Alberta, Saskatchewan and Nova 
Scotia follow the Ontario method. Manitoba has no tax 
on income and makes no attempt to reach mortgages. 
In Quebec, which has never had either the personal 
property tax nor the income tax, this form of invest
ment is not taxed. 

In none of the Provinces which attempt to tax the 
revenue derived from mortgage investments can it be 
said that any large proportion of such income is actually 
reached. Tax officials in Ontario are recommending a 
closer watch over the recording of mortgages, while 
Saskatchewan and Alberta, as we have seen, are moving 
toward the abolition of any direct tax on income. 

1 Consolidated Stats. (1903), c. 170, s. 7. By 7 Edward VII, c. 84, 
Fredericton levies a flat rate of $5.00. 

• Consolidated Stats. (1903), c. 170, s. 2 (3). 
1 16 Victoria, c. 182. 



CH.·\PTER IX 

PRO\TXCL\L TAXATION-CORPORATION TAXES 

THE Canadian ProYinces have not yet reached a high 
state of de,·elopment in the field of corporate taxation. 
Xot only are corporations taxed differently by the several 
jurisdictions. but. within the Provinces themselves, the 
same principle is not applied to all classes of companies. 
::\Iost of the Provinces are still trying to reach the mercan
tile and manufacturing corporations under the provisions 
for local taxation. after le,·ying a FrO\·incial tax on finan
cial and transportation companies. In only t\vo. Quebec 
and British Columbia. do we find a general tax le\·ied on all 
incorporated companies in addition to those which have 
been made the objects of special taxes. XoYa Scotia stands 
alone as having no special provisions for the taxation of 
corporations. Here the attempt is still made to reach this 
class of wealth under the general property tax provisions. 

:\. preliminary sun·ey will sen·e to give the reader an 
idea of the systems found in the respective Provinces: 

Banks are taxed according to the amount of paid up capi
tal. with an additional specific tax according to the num
ber of branches. in Quebec, Ontario and Xew Bruns
wick. while ::\Ianitoba. Saskatche,van. .\Jberta. British 
Columbia and Prince Edward Island make their levy ac
cordin<T to the number of branches in the PrO\·ince. 

Loan and Tr11st Companies are taxed according to paid up 
capital in Quebec. Ontario. ::\Ianitoba and .-\lberta: a 
lump sum in ?\ew Bnmswick and Prince Edward Island; 

1~) W7 
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and according to money invested in the Province in 
Saskatchewan. 

Insurance Companies are taxed on the gross premiums re
ceived within their respective jurisdictions by the Prov
inces of Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta and Sas
katchewan. New Brunswick levies a· rate on the net 
premiums of fire insurance companies, a lump sum on 
life companies, and a combination of the two on acci
dent and guarantee companies. Prince Edward Island 
collects specific amounts varying according to the kind 
of insurance and with domestic and foreign companies. 
British Columbia, under its general provisions for the 
taxation of all corporations other than banks, levies taxes 
on the income of insurance companies, which it assumes 
to be the same proportion of gross premiums received in 
the Province as is the total net income in the Dominion 
of the total gross premiums, but in no case less than 
ten per cent. 

Railways are still subject to local taxation on their prop
erty in Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince 
Edward Island. The Provincial tax in Quebec and On
tario is a specific rate per mile of track; Manitoba and 
Saskatchewan base the amount they collect from rail
ways on the gross earnings; Alberta and British Colum
bia tax railway companies on their " real estate; " and 
the three Maritime Provinces levy no Provincial rate on 
railways. 

Sleeping mtd Parlor Carl Compatties are taxed in Ontario 
and Quebec in proportion to the amount of capital used 
within the Province. 

Street Railways. All the five Provinces, Quebec, Ontario, 
Manitoba, Alberta, and New Brunswick, which levy a 
special tax on street railways, do so according to mileage. 

Steamship Companies. Only two Provinces, Quebec and 
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Prince Edward Island, lay a special tax on this class of 
cor~orati~n. The ~~rmer levies a rate on the paid up 
capttal w1th an addJt10nal amount for each office in the 
Province, while the latter levies a flat rate. 

Fxprcss Companies are taxed in Quebec on paid up capi
tal; in Ontario and New Brunswick according to the 
mileage of railway operated over; in the three prairie 
Provinces according to the number of offices in their 
respective jurisdictions; and in Prince Edward Island at 
a specific sum for each company. . 

Telephone Companies are taxed in Ontario on their capi
talization: Quebec combines capitalization and gross 
earnings; and New Brunswick takes the number of in
struments in use as the index of amount payable. The 
three prairie Provinces own their telephone systems and, 
of course, levy no tax. 

Gas a11d Electric Light Compa11ies are taxed in Ontario on 
paid up capital; while 11anitoba, Alberta and Prince Ed
ward Island, the only other Provinces which single out 
this class of corporation, levy a lump sum. 

General. British Columbia taxes upon gross revenue within 
the Province all corporations other than banks. These 
corporations are also liable for the tax on real property 
in the district where it is situated. Quebec taxes all cor
porations not otherwise provided for by a rate on the 
paid up capital and an additional sum for each place of 
business in the Province. 

The Province of Quebec was the first to single out cor
porations as objects of special taxation. This Province, 
having no personal property tax, was allowing wealth in 
this form to escape taxation, and the Provincial authorities, 
in looking about for a means of increasing the revenues, 
naturally turned to this source, which became especially 
prominent after the industrial development which followed 
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the institution of the" National Policy" in 1878. Quebec's 
first law for the taxing of corporations was passed in 
r882,' two years after that of the State of New York, the 
passage of which, no doubt, had its influence with the Que
bec legislators. This first act imposed direct taxes on 
banks, insurance companies, incorporated companies in 
general, incorporated loan companies, navigation com
panies, telegraph, telephone, city passenger railway and 
railway companies. Generally speaking, the tax was levied 
according to capitalization and the number of offices in the 
Province, except in the case of the last two classes, in con
nection with which mileage was made the basis of taxation. 

Banks were to pay a tax of $500 when their paid up 
capital was $soo,ooo or less, and $r,ooo if more than 
$soo,ooo but less than $r,ooo,ooo; for each million or frac· 
tion of a million dollars of capital over $r,ooo,ooo a tax 
of $200 was to be added up to a capitalization of $3,000,
ooo; the rate per million or fraction in excess of this 
amount became $roo. Thus a bank having a total paid up 
capital of $s,ooo,ooo was required to pay a tax of $r,6oo 
on its capitalization. An additional payment of $roo for 
each place of business in Montreal and Quebec and $20 in 
other places was also imposed. 

The rates on the capitalization were amended in r889 2 

by the substitution of the following: 

$roo on every $roo,ooo of paid up capital up to $r.
ooo,ooo. 

$50 on every $roo,ooo of paid up capital over $r,ooo,
ooo, but less than $3,ooo,ooo. 

$25 on every $roo,ooo of paid up capital over $3,000,
ooo, but less than $6,ooo,ooo. 

1 45 Victoria, c. 22. 

• 51-2 Victoria, c. n. 
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$I 5 on eyery $100.000 of paid up capital over $6,ooo.
ooo. 

Cnder these rates a bank with a paid up capital of $5.
ooo,ooo was required to pay $2,500 as a tax on its capitali
zation. Special rates were levied in 1896 1 on banks or
ganized outside of the Province. Such banks having a 
capital of $r,ooo.ooo or less pay a tax of one-tenth of one 
per cent on the amount of capital; when the capital exceeds 
$I.ooo,ooo but falls below $2,ooo,ooo, a lump sum of 
$r ,ooo is paid; and \Yhen in excess of $2.ooo,ooo, a total 
payment of $r,soo is demanded. This discrimination in 
fa\·or of foreign banks was made in order to allow for 
the taxes paid in the ProYince in \Yhich they originate. 

The act of 1906 2 increased the rate on banks with large 
capitalization by removing the last two clauses of the 
schedule. leaving it at $roo for every $roo,ooo up to $r,
ooo.ooo, and $50 for eYery $roo,ooo over $r,ooo,ooo. 
The specific rate per office \Yas increased to $200 for the 
head otlice in ~Iontreal and Quebec, $150 for each other 
office in these cities, and $30 for each offlce in other places 
in the Pro\·ince. These increases are due to the great de
Yelopment of the banking business throughout the Domin
ion and the feeling prevalent that this class of business 
was not bearing its fair share of taxation. That the rate 
is not too high is evident to all who are familiar with the 
increase in the number of branches in all the cities of the 
Province during the last few years. 

Vnder the first act imposing taxes on corporations, life 
insurance companies \Yere required to pay a flat rate of 
$~oo. and companies engaged in any other form of insur
a~ce $-too. Those carrying on more than one kind of in-

1 59 Victoria, c. 15. 
1 6 Edward VII, c. 10. 



II2 TAXATION IN CANADA 

surance were required to pay $50 additional for each. 
There was also imposed a tax of $roo for each office in 
Montreal and Quebec and $5 for each office in other places 
in the Province. These rates were amended in r88g/ by 
making the $soo rate general for all companies doing one 
class of business and by levying a tax of one-tenth of one 
per cent on the paid up capital of plate-glass insurance com
panies. The act of r8g6 2 added live-stock insurance com
panies to the latter class, and imposed on marine insur
ance companies a tax of $200, with an additional $50 for 
each office in the Province. 

In rgoo,S the basis of the tax was changed by the intro
duction of one levied according to the gross premiums re
ceived or become due. Life insurance companies were 
taxed one per cent and others two-thirds of one per cent 
on the amount of such premiums. An exception to the 
general rate is made in the case of mutual fire insurance 
companies which pay the tax only on the gross premiums 
received in cash. The minimum tax, under this act, was 
to be $250. The act of rgo6' increased the rates to one 
and three-fourths per cent and one per cent and the mini
mum tax to $400 for life insurance companies and $250 
for others. There was also added a retaliatory clause re
garding discrimination by other Provinces against com
panies incorporated in Quebec. 

Loan companies were at first taxed $400, and $50 for 
each million, or fraction of a million dollars, in excess 
of $r,ooo,ooo, with an additional $roo for each office in 
Montreal and Quebec and $20 in other places. All com
panies without fixed capital are required to pay $roo as a 

1 51-2 Victoria, c. II. 

' 59 Victoria, c. 15. 
s 63 Victoria, c. 13. 
' 6 Edward VII, c. xo. 
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tax. The amending act of 1889 introduced a schedule 1 

for loan companies having a fixed capital less than $soo,
ooo. thus removing the pressure on the smaller companies. 
It also provided that the tax for each office shall be $roo 
in :Montreal and Quebec and $so in other places when the 
fixed capital of the company exceeds $roo,ooo, and $50 
and $25, respectively, when it is less than $roo.ooo or when 
there is no fixed capital. 

An act of 1905 2 introduced a special tax on trust com
panies. These pay one-fifth of one per cent on their capi
talization up to $r,ooo,ooo and $25 for each $roo,ooo over 
this amount, with an additional tax of $so for each place 
of business in :tiiontreal and Quebec and $20 in other places 
The Lieutenant-Governor is authorized to reduce the 
amount of this tax when the company operates outside of 
the Province, but the total tax must not fall below one-fifth 
of one per cent on the total capital employed in the 
Province. 

l.~nder the act of r882, incorporated navigation com
panies were required to pay a tax of $roo when the paid up 
capital was $roo,ooo or less, $200 when the amount of this 
capital was between $roo,ooo and $500,000, with an addi
tional $roo for each $soo,ooo or fraction thereof over this 
amount. The maximum tax was to be $r.ooo. In r889, 
these rates were amended by the substitution of the fol
lowing which are still in force. All navigation companies 
are required to pay one-tenth of one per cent on their capi
tal up to $soo,ooo and $so for each $roo.ooo exceeding 
this amount. There is also a tax of $50 and $20 for each 
office in Montreal and Quebec and in other places, re-

spectively. 

t $100,000 or less-one-tenth of one per cent; $100,000 to $2oo,ooo
$rso; $200,000 to $3oo,ooo-$2oo; $Joo,ooo to $-.1oo,ooo-$250; $4oo.ooo 

to $soo,ooo-tJoo. 
1 5 Edward VII, c. 14 
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Telegraph companies were at first required to pay a 
tax of $r,ooo, with an additional $5 for ~ach office in the 
Province. The act of r889 introduced a rate of one-tenth 
of one per cent on the capitalization of all companies hav
ing a capital of $5o,ooo or less, and $2,000 for all having a 
capitalization over this amount. The present tax of $1,000 
for all companies operating telegraph lines for public use 
was re-introduced in 1905.1 

The act of r882 imposed on telephone companies a tax 
of $soo, and $roo and $50 for the principal station in Mont
real and Quebec and in other places, respectively. In 
r889, the tax was made proportionate, one-tenth of one 
per cent on the capitalization, for all companies having a 
capital less than $so,ooo, and a tax of $1,500 was required 
from all companies having a capital in excess of $5o,ooo. 
The act of 1895 2 introduced a schedule of rates 8 for all 
companies with a capital exceeding $so,ooo, so as to make 
the amount of tax payable more nearly proportionate to 
the capitalization. These rates are still in force, except 
that, in 1906/ a tax of one-half of one per cent on the 
gross earnings of all companies having a capital exceeding 
$300,000 was introduced, the total amount of tax not to be 
less than $2,000 nor more than $3,000. 

An act passed in 1903 5 imposed on all express companies 
foreign to the Province a tax of one-tenth of one per cent 
on the amount of capital up to $1,ooo,ooo and $25 for each 
$1oo,ooo over this amount, with an additional tax of $so 

1 5 Edward VII, c. 14-

1 59 Victoria, c. 15. 
8 $so,ooo to $Ioo,ooe>--lzso; $Ioo,ooo to $200,()()1)--$5oo; $200,000 to 

$3oo,()()I)--$I,OOO; all over $Joo,ooe>--li,SOO. 
' 6 Edward VII, c. 10. 
6 3 Edward VII, c. 19. 
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for each office in :Montreal and Quebec and $20 in other 
pbces in the Province. In 1906, the rate on the capital 
,,-as changed to a tax of one-half of one per cent on the 
gross earnings, the total amount to be paid not to fall below 
$500. There was also introduced a tax of one-fifth of 
one per cent on the capital of express companies foreign 
to the Dominion. 

Railways. whether horse, electric or steam, have always 
been taxed according to mileage. L"nder the act of 1882, 
city passenger railways were required to pay a tax of $so 
for each mile operated, and the act of 1889 made the rate 
$100 per mile for double-track systems. These rates are 
still in force. 

In I 882. certain raihYays. specified in the act, were taxed 
at the rate of $20 per mile while others paid $3 per mile. 
The first amendment came in 1889. when the former rate 
was reduced to $ro. The act of 1895 added to the list of 
raihYays to pay the higher rate all those which had received 
Go\"ernment aid. .\ new schedule of rates was drawn up 
in 1907/ when the following were imposed on all railways, 
steam or electric: On the main line, $30 per mile of single 
track and $I 5 per mile for each additional track; on branch 
lines, $20 per mile single and $ro per mile for each addi
tional track. The assessment and taxation locally of real 
estate belonging to railways, including the roadway, is re
sponsible for these low rates. The same act brought 
under taxation sleeping and parlor car companies by im
posing on them a tax of one-third of one per cent on the 
amount of capital used in the Province and an additional 
tax of $50 and $20 for each office in ~Iontreal and Quebec 
and in other places, respectiYely. 

The general tax on incorporated companies was placed, 

1 7 Edward VII, c. 13. 
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in r882, at $roo, with an additional payment of $so for 
each quarter million dollars or fraction thereof in excess 
of the first $250,000 of paid up capital. The tax for each 
place of business was $so or $2o according to location. 
The act of r889 amended these provisions by introducing 
a proportionate rate of one-tenth of one per cent on the 
capital up to $r,ooo,ooo, and $2S for each $roo,ooo or 
fraction over this amount. In I89S/ the Lieutenant-Gov
ernor was authorized to reduce the rate when the company 
operates outside of the Province, but not lower than one
tenth of one per cent of the capital employed within the 
Province. The rate was changed in 1906 2 to one-eighth 
of one per cent up to $r,ooo,ooo, and $so for every $roo.
ooo or fraction in excess. 

The chief point to be noted in the development of the 
Quebec method of taxing corporations is the tendency 
toward proportionate rates. In the act of 1882, there were 
no percentage rates. All were lump sum taxes, graduated, 
in some cases, according to the amount of capital. The 
act of r889 introduced percentage rates in the case of plate
glass insurance companies, navigation, telegraph and tele
phone companies and incorporated companies in general. 
In r8gS, this was extended to extra-Provincial banks with 
a capital less than $r ,ooo,ooo and to loan companies, and, 
in 1906, to insurance companies, extra-Provincial express 
companies, parlor car companies, trust companies and cor
porations with their chief place of business outside of 
Canada.3 The percentage tax of 1906 on the insurance and 
express companies and corporations foreign to Canada is 
on gross receipts rather than on capitalization, thus indi-

1 59 Victoria, c. 15. 
2 6 Edward VII, c. IO. 

8 One-half of one per cent on gross earnings; also $So and $20 for 
each office. 
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eating a further step in the direction of a more scientific 
system. 

From the viewpoint of fiscal returns, these special taxes 
on corporations have been quite successful. The revenue 
from this source in 1895 "·as $160,756 or six and seven
tenths per cent of the total Provincial revenue from sources 
other than the Dominion grant and Crown lands. In 
1905, it was. $303,882 or twelve and one-tenth per cent of 
revenue. and in 1911, $712,II8 or eighteen and three-tenths 
per cent of revenue after making deductions as for 1895· 
This increase is due to higher rates and to the broadening 
of the scope of the act taxing corporations as well as to 
the growth in the number and magnitude of the corpora
tions themselves. 

Before the year 1899, the taxing of corporations in the 
Province of Ontario was left entirely to the various local 
authorities, who were trying to reach corporate wealth 
under the general property tax by assessing the shares 
against the holders. Some part, at least, of the personal 
property invested in corporate securities was reached 
locally, and, for this reason, we find no Provincial tax 
until 1899, when the agitation against the personal prop
erty tax was at its height. Even then the " Supplementary 
Revenue Act " 1 did not attempt to reach mercantile and 
manufacturing corporations, but merely added to the tax 
already levied on corporate shares by the municipalities a 
Provincial tax on corporations of a semi-public character. 
The act expressly states that the companies which are re
quired to pay taxes to the Province " shall continue to be 
assessable and taxable for municipal purposes as hereto

fore." 
Banks are taxed on their paid up capital at the rate oi 

J62 Victoria, c. 8. 
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one-tenth of one per cent up to $2,ooo,ooo, and $25 for 
every $10o,ooo or fraction in excess of this amount and 
not exceeding $6,ooo,ooo. There is an additional tax of 
$100 for the head office in Ontario and $25 for each addi
tional branch or agency. Banks, having their head office 
out of the Province and not more than five branches within 
Ontario, may have the amount of tax payable reduced by 
the Lieutenant-Governor, but not below one-tenth of one 
per cent on one-half of the total paid up capital. 1 

Loan companies with fixed or permanent capital must pay 
a tax of $65 when their paid up capital is $roo,ooo or less, 
and of 65 cents on every $r,ooo exceeding this amount. 
In the case of a company with terminating capital only, the 
rate is 65 cents per $r,ooo after the first $roo,ooo of capi
tal. The Lieutenant-Governor may direct that the tax shall 
be calculated on the amount of capital used in the Province, 
when a loan company is incorporated out of Ontario. 

Trust companies are taxed $250 on their paid up capital 
up to $roo,ooo, and $65 for every $10o,oooor fraction in 
excess of this amount. Where the gross profits are $25,000 
or more per annum, the company must pay a further sum 
of $500. The income from paid up capital which may be 
invested is not to be reckoned as gross profits. 

Life insurance companies pay one per cent on the gross 
premiums received in the Province, other insurance com
panies two-thirds of one per cent. Mutual fire insurance 
companies are taxed only on the business done on the cash 
plan. Where an extra-Provincial life insurance company 
has an annual income of less than $20,000 from premiums 
in Ontario, and lends money on the security of real estate 
in the Province, a tax of one-fourth of one per cent on the 
gross income from such investments and from loans on 

1 8 Edward VII, c. I4-
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policies must be paid in addition to the one per cent on 
gross premiums. :\s in Quebec. the Lieutenant-Governor 
~s empowered. to levy a retaliatory surtax on any company 
IErorporated m another Province or other jurisdiction in 
"hich Ontario companies are discriminated against by the 
imposition of a higher ta.x than that demanded from home 
companies. 

Telegraph companies pay a tax of one-tenth of one per 
cent on the capital invested in Ontario. while telephone 
companies must pay one-eighth of one per cent of the total 
paid up capital. Privately-owned gas and electric light 
companies in any city in the Province pay a tax of one
tenth of one per cent on their capital. 

The Provincial Go\·ernment of Ontario collected no 
taxes from railway companies before 1899. They were 
taxed by the municipalities and on their real estate only. 
Each locality assessed. according to the average value of 
the neighboring lands. that part of the roadbed lying in its 
jurisdiction. and also all other real estate of the company 
in the municipality. The act of 1899 levied a tax of $5 
per mile on the main line. which rate, it was expressly 
stated. was to be in addition to the municipal taxes then in 
force. The Assessment .-\ct of I90-J..1 makes liable to muni
cipal taxation the rails. ties. poles and other superstruc
tures of railwaYS \vhen such structures are situated upon a 
public highwa;. The rate of the Provincial mileage tax 
was increased in this year 2 to $30 per mile for one track 
and Sro per mile for ;ach additional track in the organized 
districts of the PrO\·ince and $20 and $5 in unorganized 
territory. Independent companies having a line of track 
not exceeding 150 miles were required to pay $rs per 
mile single track and $5 per mile for each additional track. 

1 4 Edward VII, c. 23. 1 4 Edward VII, c. 5· 
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As a result of the problems disclosed in the hearings 
before the Assessment Commission of rgoo, a Commission 
on Railway Taxation was appointed in 1904 to inquire 
into and report upon the various phases of railway tax 
legislation in the United States, Great Britain and Canada. 
The report of this Commission appeared in 1905, and con
tains much valuable information on both municipal and 
Provincial taxation. The recommendations arc, in brief, 
as follows: 

(a) A gross earnings tax of about three per cent on rail
road and similar corporations, such as telegraph, express 
and sleeping car companies. 

(b) The restriction of the municipal authorities to the 
taxation of the real property of railways exclusive of the 
roadbed, the amounts paid to the municipalities on real es
tate to be deducted from the total tax on gross earnings 
levied by the Province. 

(c) The establishment of a Provincial Board of Taxa
tion to administer the corporation tax laws and to prevent 
double taxation. 

The Legislature followed the second of these recom
mendations in rgo6,1 when the roadbed was removed from 
the list of railway property locally taxable. As compen
sation to the municipalities for the loss resulting from this 
limitation in their taxing powers, it was also provided in 
this year 2 that one-half the Provincial revenue from rail
way taxation, less $3o,ooo, shall be distributed annually 
among the municipalities of the Province; according to 
population. Against the amounts so to be paid to any 
municipality, however, there is charged the sum of ten 
cents per day for each patient, belonging to that munici-

1 6 Edward VII, c:. 36. t 6 Edward VII, c:: g. 
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pality, maintained in any lunatic or other asylum of On
tario, on account of whose maintenance the Province is not 
in receipt of $1.50 per week. 

In 1908/ the Legislature increased the rates on railways. 
and again in 1911,2 for double-track systems. Companies 
operating in any organized municipality now pay $6o per 
mile for one track and $40 per mile for each additional 
track. In unorganized districts the rate is $40 per mile single 
and $20 for each additional track. Railways not exceed
ing r so miles in length still pay the same rates, $r 5 and $5, 
and companies whose lines do not exceed 30 miles now pay 
$10 and $5 on the first and other tracks, respectively. 
Sleeping and parlor car companies are taxed at the rate of 
one-third of one per cent on the capital invested in rolling 
stock used in the Province. 

Street railway companies are taxed in proportion to the 
number of miles of line within the limits of any city. The· 
rates are $20, $35, $45 and $6o per n1t1e, according to the 
length of the system, the minimum being for companies 
whose totalmi1eage does not exceed 20 miles and the maxi
mum for those having a mileage in excess of 50 miles. One 
mile of double track is counted as two miles single, but the 
measurement is not to include switches, spurs and sidings 
not in general use for passenger traffic. 

Under the act of 1899, express companies were required 
to pay a tax of $8oo when they operated over 400 miles 
of railway or less and $125 for each additional 400 miles 
or fraction. These rates were increased in 191 I 8 to $500 
for each roo miles or fraction, with a resulting increase 
in revenue from $6,500 in 1910 to $4i,ooo in 1911. 

1 8 Edward VII, c. I4 
1 I George V, c. 5, s. I. 

• I George V, c. 5, s. 1. 
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The amending act of I9II/ also introduced a license tax 
on associations conducting race-meetings and a tax on the 
transfer of corporate securities. The amounts payable 
under the former are $200 or $ro for each day of a meet, 
according to its character. 2 The second is a rate of two 
cents for every $roo, or fraction thereof, of the par value 
upon the transfer of shares or debenture stock effected in 
the Province .. This tax is similar to that levied in Quebec, 
where the transfer of bonds is also included. 8 

The revenue from the taxes imposed under the Supple
mentary Revenue Act was $217,059 in 1899, or thirteen 
and five-tenths per cent of the total receipts of Ontario, 
less the amounts received from Crown lands and the Do
minion Government. In 1910, the yield was $752,338, or 
twenty-two and one-tenth per cent of all revenue, less that 
received from the above two sources and from the T. & 
N. 0. Railway, which is owned by the Ontario Govern
ment. This was increased in I9II to $854,659, or twenty
one and nine-tenths per cent of all revenue after making 
deductions as for 1910. The greatest increase took place 
in 1906, when the returns from this source rose by nearly 
$2oo,ooo, due mostly to the change in the taxation of 
railways. This class of corporations now contributes more 
than one-half the revenue derived under the act. 4 

In 1900, the Province of Manitoba followed Ontario 
with a Corporations Taxation Act 5 and a Railway Taxa
tion Act. 6 The former provided for the payment of taxes 
by banks, insurance companies, loan and trust companies, 

1 I George V, c. s. 2 Section 4 
s Vide Que. Stats., S Edward VII, c. IS and 6 Edward VII, c. 12. 

4 Vide Public Accounts, 1910, pp. a39-a45 and I9II, pp. Q42·a48. 
6 63-4 Victoria, c. 55· • 63-4 Victoria, c. 57. 
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street railway, telegraph, telephone, gas, electric light and 
express companies, while the latter applies to steam rail
ways only. These acts removed these corporations from 
the tax jurisdiction of the municipalities, except as regards 
real estate. 

Banks are required to pay $8oo for the head office, and 
~200 for each branch when there are not more than four 
and $roo each when there are more than this number, only 
une such tax to be paid in any municipality. Private banks 
pay $200 or $zoo. according to whether the population of 
the place where they are situated exceeds or falls below 
sao, and $25 for each branch in the Province. 

Insurance companies pay a tax of one per cent on their 
gross premiums. \Vhere the annual receipts of a company 
from premiums are less than $2o,ooo and the company has 
$roo,ooo invested in the Province, three-fourths of one 
per cent is levied on the receipts and one-half of one per 
cent on the income received from investments in the 
Province. 

Loan and trust companies are taxed on the amount of 
capital after being allowed an exemption equal to the 
amount of taxable land held by them. The latter class 
pay an additional amount when the gross annual profits 

exceed $25.000. 
Street railway companies having a mileage of twenty 

miles or less pay $500, and those whose mileage exceed~ 
twenty add $ro for each mile in excess. 

Telegraph companies were at first required to pay $r.oo 
per mile of line operated and telephone companies 50 cents 
per instrument in cities having a population ov~r Io,ooo 
and 25 cents in other municipalities. An amendmg act of 
1906,1 however, changed these rates by the substitution of 

I s-6 Edward VII, c. 87. 
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a tax on gross receipts, the rate to be fixed by the Lieuten
ant-Governor, but not to exceed two per cent. This tax, 
as applied to telephone companies, has been inoperative, 
except in one or two minor cases, since the acquisition of 
the telephone system of Manitoba by the Provindal Gov
ernment. 

Privately-owned gas companies in cities pay $soo, and 
electric light companies an equal amount in cities with a 
population of ro,ooo or more, $100 when in cities with a 
population under ro,ooo, and $25 in other municipalities.1 

Express companies pay $250, $soo or $r,ooo, according 
to whether they have less than 50, 50 to roo, or more than 
roo offices in the Province. 

Since 1906, every corporation or joint stock company 
which receives money on deposit at interest must pay an
nually, in addition to other taxes, the sum of $200 when 
such deposits do not exceed $wo,ooo, and one-tenth of one 
per cent on each additional $roo,ooo or part thereof up to 
$r,ooo,ooo. 

Manitoba's system of railway taxation is quite simple 
in form. Provision is made for a tax on gross earnings, 
the rate to be determined by the Lieutenant-Governor, but 
not to exceed three per cent. Railway companies are ex
empt from all other taxes, except those imposed on the land 
subsidy from the Dominion, or on land held for sale,2 and 
the frontage tax for local improvements. No basis for 
ascertaining the proportion of the total earnings of the 
railroad taxable in the Province is provided in the act, but 

1 9 Edward VII, c. 72 introduced a new schedule for electric light 
companies. The rates range from $25 in towns with populations under 
3,000 to $soo in cities of 75,000 to I25,ooo and $Ioo for each so,ooo in 
excess. 

' By 9 Edward VII, c. 73, the property of a railway. company not in 
actual use in the operation of the railway is taxable locally. 
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each company is required to deliver to the Provincial Treas
urer "a statement showing fully and completely the gross 
earnings of the line or lines ... or parts of lines of rail
ways in the Province owned or operated during the year." 
The Treasurer is authorized to examine under oath the offi
cers and employees of the company making such statement 
and is given full power to require the production of docu
ments and to enforce the attendance of witnesses. Should 
he be of the opinion that the amount of gross earnings given 
in the statement of the company is too low, he may appoint, 
with the approval of the Lieutenant-Governor, a committee 
to determine the true gross earnings. The report of this 
committee is final. 

The rapid railway development in western Canada dur
ing the last few years has increased Manitoba's revenue 
from this source from about $6s,ooo in 1903 to $139,374 
in 1910. In the latter year $228,01 I, or eighteen and one
tenth per cent of total revenue (less amounts received 
from the Dominion, from public lands and from the tele
phone system), was furnished by the Railway and the Cor
porations Taxation Acts. 

In the acts providing for the taxation of certain corpor
ations passed by the Legislatures of Saskatchewan 1 and 
Alberta 2 in 1907, the influence of Manitoba's legislation 
can be seen. The former Province taxes banks $400 for 
the head office, $roo for each branch up to and including 
four, $50 for each branch over four and up to eight, in
clusiYe, and $25 for each branch over eight. Alberta has 
the same rate on the head office of banks, but levies $200 
for each branch up to and including four, and $100 for 
each branch over four. In both Provinces, private banks 
pay $200 for the head office when situated in a city or 

I 1907, C. 22. ' 1907. c. 19. 
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town and $roo when in a village, with $25 additional for 
each branch in the Province. 

Life insurance companies in Saskatchewan pay one per 
cent, other kinds two-thirds of one per cent, on the gross 
premiums received in the Province. In Alberta all insur
ance companies are taxed one per cent on gross premiums. 
In both Provinces, it is provided that a foreign insurance 
company, which lends money on security and which has 
$roo,ooo invested in the Province, must pay a tax of three
fourths of one per cent on the gross premiums received in 
the Province and one-half of one per cent on its income 
from investments in the Province. Saskatchewan makes 
this provision apply only to such companies the gross 
premiums of which are less than $2o,ooo, as in the case of 
Manitoba. 

Loan and trust companies in Saskatchewan pay 40 cents 
for every $I ,ooo used in investments. Alberta levies on 
these companies specific sums roughly proportionate to the 
amount of paid up capital, its provisions for these taxes 
being practically the same in all features as those of Mani
toba.1 

The Saskatchewan act provides that telegraph and tele
phone companies shall pay one per cent on their gross re
ceipts, while that of Alberta has the same rates as were 
levied under Manitoba's first act, namely, $r.oo per mile 
of line for the former, and so cents or 25 cents per instru
ment on the latter. Neither Province, however, collects 
taxes from the telephone systems, since they have been 
acquired and are operated by the Provincial Governments 
and the municipalities. 

Saskatchewan taxes express companies $IOO and $3.00 
additional for each branch in excess of 25. Alberta has 

1 Vide supra, p. 123. 
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~fanitoba's rate of $250, $500 or $r,ooo, according to the 
number of offices. This Province also levies the same rates 
as ~fanitoba on gas and electric light companies/ and on 
street railways, with the exception that Alberta's initial 
rate when the mileage is twenty or less is $200 instead of 
$joo.2 

.\.lberta and Saskatchewan are in a unique position as 
regards the taxation of railways. The ordinances of the 
~orthwest Territories, which were in force before the 
formation of these Provinces, provided that all railway 
property, including the right of \Vay, was taxable by the 
localities. But these provisions were rendered practically 
inoperative by a clause in the charter granted the Canadian 
Pacific Railway by the Dominion Government in 1881, 
which exempted the property of the company from all tax
ation, whether Dominion, Provincial or local. When the 
two Provinces were organized in 1905, it "'as enacted that 
the property and capital stock of the Canadian Pacific 
should continue to be free from taxation. This deprives the 
two Provinces of one of the largest sources of revenue, 
and unless it \vill be possible to devise a method of con
forming to the letter of the law and at the same time com
pelling the company to contribute to the support of the 
Provinces, it is not likely that this railway will be taxed. 

The Legislature of Saskatchewan provided in its Rail
wav Taxation Act of rgo8 3 that all railway companies 
op;rating lines or parts of lines in the Province must pay 
such portion of the gross earnings as shall be determined 
by the Lieutenant-Governor-in-Council, the rate not to ex
ceed three per cent for railways which have been in opera-

1 :\Ianitoba's rate was amended in 1909. Vide note p. 124. 

1 $zoo was the tax first imposed in Manitoba; increased to $500. 

I 19()8, C. JZ. 



128 TAXATION IN CANADA [128 

tion for seven years or more, and one and one-half per 
·cent when in operation more than five years but less than 
seven. No railway which has been in operation for less 
than five years is to be taxed. Each railway company in 
the Province is required to furnish to the Provincial Treas·· 
urer a statement of its finances, the penalty for failure to 
do so being a fine of $25 a day during which default is 
made and liability to double taxation. The Lieutenant
Governor may appoint a committee to examine into the 
truth of this stateme;1t, and, if the amount of gross revemte 
stated therein is found to be too low, the company must pay 
not only the costs of the examination but also an increase 
of fifty per cent in the amount of the tax (except when the 
original statement has been rendered in good faith). Rail
way companies are exempt from all other taxation, with the 
exception of a frontage tax for local improvements in the 
cities of the Province. 

The Government of Saskatchewan has endeavored to 
tax the Canadian Pacific Railway under the above provi
sions on the grounds that the Dominion statutes provide 
for an exemption of real and personal property only. No 
legal decision has yet been rendered on this point. The 

• company, however, without admitting its liability, has 
agreed to pay the Government a sum corresponding to the · 
amount which might be imposed on it under the act. For 
the four years 1907 to 1910, inclusive, there has been paid ' 
under this agreement the sum of $179,000 out of a total of 
$208,664 collected, the remaining $2g,664 having been 
paid by the Canadian Northern Railway Company. 

Alberta 1 taxes railways on their property at the rate of 
one per cent on a valuation of $20,000 per mile. An act 
of 1908,2 exempted all railways which have been in opera-

1 I 906, c. 30. • 19()8, c. 20. 
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tion for less than seven years, and, in 1909/ $30 per mile 
within the Province was declared to be the maximum 
amount of taxes for railways which have been aided by a 
Provincial guarantee of their securities, such maximum 
rate to apply during the currency of the guarantee but not 
for a period exceeding thirty years in all. In 1909, Al
berta collected $68.490 from this source. This amount 
includes taxes levied on branches of the Canadian Pacific 
which are not exempt from taxation. 

Saskatchewan collected $II5,083 from railways and cor
porations in 1910-1 I out of a total revenue of $5,576,626. 
which includes the Dominion subsidy of $r,276,85o, pro
reeds from loans to the amount of $2,920,000 and $214,-
245 revenue from the telephone department. Alberta's 
revenue from these sources in 1909 was $109,357 out of a 
total of $2,6os,6o1 of which amount the Dominion fur
nished $I,340,195· 

The Legislature of the Province of British Columbia, 
in providing for the taxation of all personal property and 
income in the Province and of all realty lying outside the 
municipalities, has also made provision for the taxation of 
certain classes of corporations. The Assessment Act of 
1901,2 declares that banks and other corporations are to, 
be taxed on the income derived from business transacted 
in the Province, and that, in case such income is derived 
from taxable personal property, the corporation is to pay 
only that tax which is greater in amount. The Minister of 
Finance was to depend on the statements of the corpora
tions as to the amounts of personal property and of income 
earned within the Province, except in the case of life insur
ance companies, where the net income was ascertained by 
a comparison with the net income for the whole Dominion, 

1 19(19, c. 5, s. 10. 
1 1 Edward VII, c. 56. 
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it being assumed that the same ratio of net to gross in
come existed in the Province and in the whole Dominion. 

The Assessment Act of 1903/ makes provision for the 
taxation of banks on their net income within the Province 
at the following rates : 

(a) When the net income is less than $ro,ooo-two and 
one-half per cent. 

-(b) When the net income .is from $ro,ooo to $20,000 
-three per cent. 

(c) When the net income is over $2o,ooo-three and 
one-half per cent. 

These were in addition to the Provincial tax on real prop-. 
erty and non-revenue-bearing personal property levied in 
the assessment districts where such were situated. 

Certain specified corporations 2 were· also singled out 
for a special tax of one per cent on the gross revenue de
rived within the Province, such corporations to be at the 
same time liable to the tax on real property. In 1905,' 
these provisions were extended so as to include other cor
porations and provision was made for the furnishing of 
statements by the companies with penalties for default and 
for false statements. 

The Assessment Act' now in force makes the income of 
banks taxable at the same rates as that of private individ
uals. Income up to and including $2,ooo pays a rate of 
one and one-half per cent, this rate increasing with the 
amount of income up to four per cent on incomes over 

1 3-4 Edward VII, c. 53· 
• Telegraph, telephone and express companies; electric light com

panies; electric power and street railway companies. 
1 s Edward VII, c. ~o; certain insurance companies, guarantee, loan 

and trust companies, and gas and water works companies were added. 
' 6 Edward VII, c. I. 
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$7.000. In 1907/ the minimum tax on banks was fixed at 
$r,ooo. 2 This act also made special provisions for the tax
ation of canneries. These are required to pay, in addition 
to the tax on real and personal property and income, a tax 
of two cents on every case of salmon and one per cent on 
the gross returns from all salmon other than canned. The 
assessment Yalue of the personal property of canneries is 
also fixed by this act according to the number of "lines " 
in the establishment. 

British Columbia taxes raihYays under the general _-\s
sessment Act but has a special act 3 providing for the 
assessment of all railway property, including the right of 
way, personal property and income, as real estate at a 
nluation of $ro,ooo per mile and $3,000 per mile for 
switches, spurs and sidings. The tax rate under the As
sessment Act of 1910 is one-half of one per cent! The 
provisions for railway assessment do not apply to prop
erty situated "·ithin the limits of any municipality in the 
Province nor to any electric railway within a municipality. 
Log, coal and ore railways are expressly exempted. 
~ ew Brunswick also levies special taxes on certain cor

porations.5 Fire insurance companies are required to pay 
a tax of one per cent on their "net premiums " 0 and an 
additional $roo, 7 when the chief place of business is not in 

1 7 Edward VII, c. 43· 
1 In 1910 ( 10 Edward VII, c. 4i) the tax on banks was changed to a 

sped1c tax of $1.000 where there is only one office in the Province, 
and $125 for each additional office. 

1 7 Edward VII, c. 42· ' 10 Edward VII, c. 47· 

' C onsol. Slats., 1903, c. r8. 
• Gross premiums less amount paid for re-insurance and cancellation 

of policies. 
T r George V, c. 23 doubles this tax for companies foreign to the 

Province and not having Dominion license. 



TAXATION IN CANADA [132 

the Province. Life insurance companies having their prin
cipal organization and office within the Province pay $IOo, 
others $2 so. Accident and guarantee companies pay $2 5 
and one-half of one per cent on the premiums received in 
the Province.. Trust, loan and building companies pay a 
tax fixed by the Lieutenant-Governor-in-Council, but not 
to exceed $250. 1 

The amount payable by banks varies not only with the 
capitalization and the number of branches but also with 
the location of the head office. Domestic banks, having 
their head office in St. John and with a capital of $soo,ooo 
or more, pay $r,ooo and $roo for each office in the Prov
ince. This is reduced to $200 and $IOo per branch when 
the head office is not in St. John and the capital is less than 
$2oo,ooo. Banks, which are foreign to the Province and 
have an office in St. John, pay $r,ooo or $750, with an ad
ditional $roo per office, according to whether their capital 
is $r,ooo,ooo or $soo,ooo. Those without a St. John office 
and with a capital between $soo,ooo and $r,ooo,ooo pay 
$soo and $roo per branch. 

Express companies pay $so, $r2S or $soo according to 
mileage of railway operated over. Telephone companies 
are taxed at the rate of twenty-five cents for each instru
ment rented, and telegraph companies pay $soo, except for 
lines of less than roo miles, when the tax is $roo. Street 
railway companies may be taxed from $50 to $roo per 
mile of line at the discretion of the Lieutenant-Governor
in-Council. All extra-Provincial companies not taxed 
under the above provisions are required to have a " li
cense," the fee for which is $so or $roo according to 
whether the capitalization is below or above $roo,ooo. 
Railways are taxed by the municipalities and on their real 

1 Trust and loan companies paid $5o in 1910. 
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estate only, the rolling stock and personal property being 
exempt. 

New Brunswick received $36,949 in 1910 from taxes on 
incorporated companies out of a total revenue of $1,324,-
4-tO. The returns from the extra-Provincial corporations' 
license fees were $5,853· The two sources together fur
nished twenty and five-tenths per cent of the revenue after 
deducting $1,II5,852 for grants from the Dominion and 
for territorial revenue. 

Prince Edward Island levied its first act for the taxing 
of certain " companies and associations " as early as 1894/ 
when fiat rates were imposed on insurance companies, 
banks, telegraph companies and trust, loan and building 
assoc1atwns. Other classes of corporations were added in 
1899 and 1900/ but the principle of levying fiat rates for 
each kind of company has not been departed from. 

The detailed account of corporation taxes in Canada 
given in the above pages show that this form of taxation is 
still in the early stages of development. Few attempts are 
made to arrive at any basis of taxation that will distribute 
the burden equally among the various corporations of any 
one class or among the different classes of corporations. 
The primary purpose, generally speaking, is to raise a 
revenue, and all principles of equality are relegated to the 
background to make room for bases of taxation which 
scarcely even approximate justice. In a few instances, we 
find a tendency toward the adoption of gross or net income 
as a measure of the amount of tax to be demanded. This 
is especially true in the western Provinces, among which 
British Columbia, with its one per cent tax on gross re
turns, stands out most prominently. Manitoba and Sas-

1 57 Victoria, c. J. 

• 62 Victoria, c. 18; 63 Victoria, c. 16. 
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katchewan, by the imposition of taxes on the gross earn~ 
ings of railway and telegraph companies, have also made 
a move toward the establishment of a more equitable 
system. 

Insurance companies are taxed on premiums in practi
cally all of the Provinces. British Columbia taxes net 
premiums of all insurance companies, the amount of which 
it arrives at by assuming that the ratio of operating ex
penses to gross revenue is the same for the Province as for 
the whole Dominion. The taxation of insurance companies 
is further evidence of the regrettable tendency on the part 
of legislators to tax objects which will yield a revenue with 
the least exertion on the part of the officials. There is no 
more reason for the taxing of insurance companies on 
premiums than for the taxation of banks on deposits.1 

Insurance is a form of saving, a grouping of individuals 
for their mutual protection. There is no excuse for the 
taxation of purely mutual insurance companies, and stock 
companies should be taxed only on the net income or the 
amount distributed to the stockholders as dividends. 

The taxation of corporations on net income is the only 
method which will be equitable to all. If we are to levy 
any tax on corporations, we must regard them as legal 
persons, not as associations of individuals, and tax them 
on the income earned. This tax on corporation in~ 

comes should be collected by that authority in whose juris
diction it is earned. The time for a tax on the net income 
of corporations, however, is not yet ripe, because it is dif
ficult to ascertain the amount of such income. Gross in~ 
come, therefore, should be made the measure of the amount 
payable until it becomes possible to resort to the truer index 
of ability to pay. Taxes on capital are inequitable be-

1 Vide articles in Proceedings of Second International Conference 
on State and Local Taxation, Toronto, 1908, pp. 343 and 363. 
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cause of the varying rate of returns. Administrative dif
ficulties prevent resort to the taxation of net income. 
There remains only gross income as a basis for corporate 
taxation. 

The Canadian Provinces, as we have seen, have laid 
most stress on the taxation of corporate capital. This in 
itself is inequitable. The Provinces, however, tax not 
only the capital used within their respective jurisdictions 
but the total capitalization of the company. It is true that 
the rates are low and that this double taxation does not 
impose any great burden on the corporations affected. But 
the system is unscientific and inequality must follow as 
more emphasis is laid on this source of revenue. Each 
Province should tax corporations on the gross income 
earned within its jurisdiction. The proportion of the total 
gross earnings of a corporation taxable by each authority 
can be ascertained according to some index, such as mileage 
in the case of railways, or by co-operation on the part of 
the several jurisdictions under which the company operates. 
Such co-operation will make possible, not only the proper 
division of earnings, but also the devising of methods of 
ascertaining the total amount of earnings. The Provinces 
are now in a stage of industrial development which calls 
for the immediate institution of a proper system of tax 
regulation through centralization 1 within each Province 
and co-operation between the several Provinces. Canada's 
problems are now forming and regulation cannot begin 
too soon. 

1 Vide infra, ch. xii. 



CHAPTER X 

PROVINCIAL TAXATION-SUCCESSION DUTIES 

ALL seven of the older Provinces adopted their first acts 
providing for the taxation of inheritances during the three 
years 1892-4. Ontario led by the passage of an act on 
April 14, 1892, and was followed in the same year by Que
bec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. Manitoba came 
next in 1893, closely followed by Prince Edward Island 
and British Columbia in 1894. Inheritance taxes were pro
vided for in 1903 in an ordinance of the Northwest Ter
ritories, the provisions of which are still in force in the 
two new Provinces, Saskatchewan and Alberta. 

Ontario's first act 1 was passed for the purpose of pro
viding a special fund for the support of insane asylums 
and other charitable institutions, and all revenues derived 
from the "succession duties" were used for this purpose. It 
was applicable only to amounts in excess of $wo,ooo when 
bequeathed in a direct line and in excess of $ro,ooo when 
passing to collateral relatives or to strangers. Bequests 
to one person not exceeding $200 in value were made ex
empt as well as those made for religious, charitable and 
educational purposes. The rates on direct heirs were two 
and one-half per cent on amounts between $roo,ooo and 
$200,000 and five per cent when the amount passing ex
ceeded $2oo,ooo. Collateral relatives paid five per cent and 
strangers ten per cent on all bequests in exc~ss of the ex
emption of $ro,ooo. These rates were applicable to real 

1 55 Victoria, c. 6. 
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and personal property of every description and to " every 
estate or interest therein capable of being devised or be-. 
queathed by will or of passing on the death of the owner 
to his heirs or personal representatives." 

This Succession Duty Act has been amended from time 
to time, the chief amendments being added in 1905,1 when 
the exemption of property passing in the direct line wa5 
reduced to $5o,ooo and a more elaborate scale of rates 
graduated from one per cent to five per cent was provided 
for all exceeding this amount. This measure also intro
duced an additional tax on large amounts passing to one 
person. 

In 1907,2 the various amendments were consolidated in 
one act and several changes were made. Life insurance, 
when not exceeding $5,000 and when passing to a direct 
heir, is not subject to taxation; the exemption of property 
passing to one person was increased from $200 to $300; 
and that of bequests for religious, charitable and educa
tional purposes was limited to those made to associations 
or persons within the Province. Estates not exceeding 
$so,ooo when bequeathed to direct heirs and $IO,ooo to 
others are still exempt. The revenue derived from succes
sion duties is no longer turned over to the support of char
itable institutions but becomes a part of the general Pro

vincial fund. 
The rates on bequests to direct heirs 3 are as follows: 

Where the estate exceeds Sso,oco and does not exceed $75,ooo-I % 
75,oco " " " " Ioo,ooo-2 % 

II " IOO,OCO " I 50,000-3 % 
I 50,000 " 200,000-4 % 
200,000 ......................... 5% 

• 7 Edward VII, c. 10. 1 5 Edward VII, c. 5· 
• Grandparents, parents, husband, wife, children, sons-in-law and 

daughters-in-law. 
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When the amount passing to one person is in excess of 
$roo,ooo, the following additional rates are levied: 

When the amount exceeds $xco,coo and does not exceed $2oo,ooo-1 % 
U (l (C II 200,000 ,. 400,000-1]6 ~ 

4oo,ooo " 6oo,coo--:~ 9'o 
6oo,ooo " 8oo,ooo--z~ 9'o 
8oo,ooo " " r,ooo,coc-3 % 

I,OCO,OOO 1 " n 112C0,000-4 9' 
102000000

1 
"• •• •" • • • "•• •• •• '"''' 5 % 

When the aggregate value of an estate is in excess of 
$ro,ooo a tax of five per cent is imposed on the amount 
passing to lineal ancestors more remote than parent or 
grandparent, or to. brothers or sisters, uncles or aunts, or 
to any descendant of such. An additional rate varying 
from one per cent to five per cent is imposed when the 
amount bequeathed to any one of these persons exceed.; 
$5o,ooo. The minimum of one per cent is for amounts be
tween $5o,ooo and $roo,ooo, the maximum of five per 
cent for amounts over $450,ooo, the percentage increasing 
at the rate of one-half of one per cent per $50,000. 

Amounts passing to distant relatives or to strangers in 
blood are taxed ten per cent when the aggregate value of 
the estate exceeds $ro,ooo. 

The Nova Scotia act imposing succession duties was 
passed on April 30, r8g2," and, with ~ertain minor amend
ments, is still in force. The terms of the act are almost 
identical with those of the Ontario act adopted a few 
weeks previously, the chief difference being in the matter 
of exemption. The tax was levied in Nova Scotia on all 
estates exceeding $25,000 passing to direct heirs and ex
ceeding $5,000 for others. The similarity in the acts is 

1 Before 1909 (9 Edward VII, c. 12) three per ce~t was levied on 
amounts in excess of $8oo,ooo. 

1 55 Victoria, c. 6. 
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also seen in the purpose for which the tax was levied, the 
proceeds in Nova Scotia being devoted, as in Ontario, to 
the support of Provincial asylums and hospitals. 

The rates are the same as those first imposed in Ontario, 
except that they apply to estates of smaller value. Direct 
heirs pay two and one-half per cent when the value of the 
estate is greater than $25,000 but less than $roo,ooo, and 
five per cent when the value of the estate exceeds $roo,ooo. 
Collateral relatives pay five per cent and strangers in blood 
ten per cent. The exemption of property passing to one 
person was $200 in the original act. This has since been 
raised to $soo.1 

The Quebec Legislature, on June 24, 1892,2 adopted 
" an act respecting duties on successions and on transfers 
of real estate." The transfer tax was at the rate of one 
and one-half per cent on the sale or transfer of immove
ables, except in the case of donations in the direct line not 
exceeding $5,000 in value. This was reduced to one per 
cent in r894 and abolished in 1897.3 

Property bequeathed in direct line was required to pay 
a tax of one per cent when the total value of the estate, 
after the payment of all debts and expenses, exceeded the 
sum of $ ro,ooo. Collateral relatives paid three per cent, 
six per cent or eight per cent, according to the degree of 
relationship, and strangers in blood paid ten per cent. Two 
years later,4 these rates were amended by the introduction 
of a (Traduated scale for direct heirs and the amount of the 
exem~tion was reduced. Estates the net value of which 
did not exceed $J.OOO were exempt and those of greater 

1 Rev. Slats., N. S. (1900), c. 14-

, ss-6 Victoria, c. 17. 
a 57 Victoria, c. 16 and 6o Victoria, c. 12. 

• 57 Victoria, c. 16. 
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value were taxed at rates rising from one-half of one per 
cent for amounts between $3,000 and $5,000 to three per 
cent for amounts in excess of $2oo,ooo. The rates on col
lateral relatives were also amended by the introduction of 
a new class with a five per cent tax. 

The act of rgo6 1 with amendments is now in force. It 
has not only increased the rates materially but has also 
introduced an elaborate scale graduated according to the 
degree of relationship, the total" value of the estate and 
the amount passing to one person. Direct heirs are allowed 
an exemption of $s,ooo and the following rates are im
posed on amounts in excess of this. 2 When the value of 
the estate is 

From $s,ooo to $ro,ooo on all over $s,ooo-r% 
ro,ooo to sotooo " " ;, --... 1,%.% 
50,000 to 75,000 " " -rV.% 
75,000 to 1oo,ooo " " -2% 

100,000 to 150,000 -3'fo 
150,000 to 200,000 " " -5% 

Over 200,ooo. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . s% 

When the amount passing to any one person in the direct 
line exceeds $roo,ooo, additional duties must be paid ac
cording to the following scale : 

On amounts from $roo,ooo to $200,ooo-1% 
" " 200,000 to 400,~1!/,% 

400,000 to 6oo,ooo-2',7o 
6oo,ooo to Soo,ooo-2!/,o/o 

over 8oo,ooo........... 3% 

16 Edward VII, c. II. The amending acts are 7 Edward VII, c. 14. 

9 Edward VII, c. 21, and I George V, c. 12. 
• There is now (March, 1912) a bill before the Legislature for the 

exemption of estates passing in direct line which do not exceed $15,000 
in value. Should this pass, the one per cent rate will disappear and 
one and one-fourth per cent will be levied on estates between $rs,ooo 
and $so,ooo in value, after deducting $s,ooo. 
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The rates on amounts passing to collateral relatives are 
fi,·e per cent for brothers or sisters or their descendants, 
six per cent for uncles or aunts or descendants, seven per 
cent for great uncles or great aunts or their descendants, 
and eight per cent for any other collateral relatives. These 
rates apply when the amount passing does not exceed 
$ro,ooo, one-half of one per cent being added when in 
excess of $ro.ooo in each case. except the last, where the 
rate becomes nine per cent. 

Amounts passing to strangers in blood are taxed at the 
rate of ten per cent, and additional rates. varying from 
one per cent on amounts between $5o,ooo and $10o,ooo to 
tlw per cent on amounts in excess of $450,000, are imposed 
when the total bequest to a collateral relative or a stranger 
exceeds $50,000. 

The amending act of 1907 imposed an additional duty 
of five per cent on all property devolving to a person domi
ciled outside of the British Empire or to an association 
having its head office outside of the Empire. This surtax. 
however, has been repealed. 1 

New Brunswick is the fourth of the Provinces which 
imposed a duty on successions in 1892. Its act. which is 
still in force, 2 bears a close resemblance to the first Succes
sion Duty Act of the Ontario Legislature. Amounts pass
ing to one person and not exceeding $zoo are exempt and 
there is the usual exemption of property bequeathed for 
religious, charitable and educational purposes. Estates, the 
value of which does not exceed $so.ooo. $ro,ooo and 
$5.ooo, and passing to direct heirs, to near collateral rela
tives and to distant collateral relatives or strangers, re
spectively, are free from taxation. \Vhen the aggregate 

1 1 George V ( I91l), c. 12, s. I. 

1 C onsol. Stats. ( 1903), c. 17. 
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value of a property passing to direct heirs exceeds $5o,ooo, 
the rate is one and one-fourth per cent up to $5o,ooo and 
two and one-half per cent on the amount in excess. Should 
the aggregate value exceed $2oo,ooo, five per cent on the 
whole value is paid. Properties exceeding $ro,ooo in value 
and passing to near collateral relatives pay five per cent, 
and those with a value in excess of $5,000 passing to dis
tant collateral relatives or to strangers, ten per cent of the 
whole value. When the beneficiary resides outside of the 
Province the rate is doubled. 

Manitoba's first act 1 for the imposition of succession 
duties made no attempt to graduate the rates according to 
degree of relationship. Relationship, was considered only 
when estates of a value not exceeding $25,000 were ex
empted when passing in a direct line, while other heirs were 
required to pay a tax on estates of a value exceeding $4,000, 
and in the exemption of property not in excess of $7,000 
passing in a direct line to one person. The rate of duty 
was graduated from one per cent on amounts under $25,
ooo to ten per cent on bequests of $r,ooo,ooo or more. 
An amendment of 1905 2 has increased these rates by re
ducing the amounts to which they are applicable. 

Prince Edward Island's act of 1894 s. is still in force. 
The exemptions are estates passing to direct heirs and not 
exceeding $ro,ooo in value, those passing to other heirs 
and not exceeding $3,000 in value and bequests for re
ligious, charitable, and educational purposes. Direct heirs 
pay one and one-half per cent on the whole value of the 
estate when it exceeds $ro,ooo but is less than $so,ooo, 
and two and one-half per cent when it exceeds $5o,ooo. 

1 s6 Victoria, c. 31. 
1 57 Victoria, c. s. 

• 4-5 Edward VII, c. 45. 
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Collateral relatives pay two and one-half per cent and dis
tant relatives or strangers pay seven and one-half per cent 
on estates of a value exceeding $3,000. 

British Columbia's Succession Duty Act of 1894 1 

levied a rate graduated from one per cent on amounts up 
to $roo,ooo to five per cent on amounts in excess of $1,
ooo,ooo. Property passing in direct line, however, wa3 
required to pay only one-half of these rates. The exemp
tions were estates of $25,000 passing to direct heirs and 
$j,ooo to others. The rates, which have been amended 
from time to time,2 are now as follows: 

\\'here the aggregate value of the bequest in direct line 
exceeds $2j,OOO, 

r0')o of the whole value, up to and including $roo,ooo. 
2Y2% of the whole value, when between $roo,ooo and $200,000. 

s% of the whole value, when in excess of $200,000. 

Where the aggregate value of the property exceeds $5,000 
and it passes to collateral relatives, 

5'70 of the whole value of the property so passing. 

Where the aggregate value of the property exceeds $5,000 
and it passes to distant relatives or to strangers, 

ro% of the whole value of the property so passing. 

The :Northwest Territories made provision in 1903 for 
the taxation of inheritances in an ordinance 3 which im
posed rates closely following those of B.ritis~ Col~tmbia.• 
The exemptions were estates of $25,000 m d1rect lme and 

1 57 Victoria, c. 47· 
1 62 Yictoria, c. 68 ( r899) ; 64 Victoria, c. 35 ( 1901) ; 7 Edward VII, 

c. 39 (1907); 8 Edward VII, c. 46 (r9Q8). 
1 1903, session 2, c. 5· 
'Act of 1899 (62 Victoria, c. 68). 
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$s,ooo. 1j> others, and individual shares not in excess of 
$s,ooo passing to direct heirs and $200 to others. The 
tax levied by this ordinance was to be paid only on the 
amount in excess of the exemption.1 These provisions are 
now in force. in the two new Provinces, Alberta and Sas
katchewan, with the exception that the rates apply to the 
full value of estates the aggregate value of which exceeds 
$2s,ooo and $s,ooo when passing to direct heirs, or to 
others, respectively. 

The Provinces of Ontario and Quebec stand out as those 
having the most elaborate systems. Here we find gradua
tion pot only according to the total value of the property 

· and the degree of relationship, but also according to the 
amounts bequeathed to one person. British Columbia. 
Saskatchewan, Alberta and the three Maritime Provinces 
provide for very simple progressive rates according to the 
degree of relationship, and in the case of direct heirs, ac
cording to the amount passing, while Manitoba stands alone 
in graduating the rates only according to the amount pass
ing. The table below will enable the reader to make a 
rough comparison of the rates in force in the Provinces. 

Probate fees,Z the amounts of which vary in the several 
Provinces, must be paid in addition to the succession duties. 
In Ontario, the rate is about $r.so for each $1,ooo of the 
estate, two-thirds of which amount goes to the Provincial 
Treasury, the remaining one-third being a fee for the pro
bate court judges. Nova Scotia s has a schedule of fees, 
payable to probate judges and registrars, which imposes 
uniform rates for all estates of a value above $4,000. New 

1 This is true also of the British Columbia tax imposed by 62 Vic
toria, c. 68, which was amended in this respect by 64 Victoria, c. 35 
(I!JOI). 

2 Vide West, The Inheritance Ta.r, pp. 81 et seq. 
8 Rev. Stats. of N. S., c. x8s (p. 844). 
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• Life insurance up to $ s,ooo is exempt when beneficiary is in direct line. 
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Brunswick 1 has established a " Probate Fee Fund," out of 
which are paid the salaries of probate judges and regis
trars. This fund is formed out of the revenue derived 
from· a system of fees which are progressive for estates 
up to $r,ooo but regressive for all estates having a value 
exceeding this amount. There are also various court and 
proctors' fees. In Manitoba 2 provision is made for var
ious clerk's and registrar's fees, and for a judge's fee 
slightly regressive up to $4,000 and proportionate for all 
estates in excess of this. British Columbia 8 imposes the 
highest probate fees. These are one per cent on the value 
of an estate passing to father, mother, brother or sister, 
and five per cent to all others, except wife and child, from 
whom no payment is exacted. 

The Canadian Provinces have had to grapple with the 
usual problems caused by conflict of jurisdiction. On
tario's first Succession Duty Act made taxable all prop
erty situated within the Province where the deceased was 
domiciled in the Province or had been so domiciled within 
five years previous to decease. In 1895,' the rates were 
also applied to all property situated within the Province 
regardless of the domicile of the deceased. It was also 
enacted by this measure that property brought into the 
Province for distribution was liable to taxation whether the 
deceased had been a resident or not, but only when such 
property had not already been subject to duty equal to or 
greater than that imposed by the Ontario act. This pro
viso was due to the provisions of England's Finance Act 
of 1894, under which the amount paid as succession duties 
in the colonies by estates of residents of the United King
dom is deducted from the sum payable to the English Gov-

1 6I Victoria, c. 35· • Rev. Slats. Man., c. 37· 

a Vide 7 Edward VII, c. 31. • 58 Victoria, c. 7· 
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ernment only when British property is similarly treated by 
the colonial Governments.1 The act of 1905 2 made tax
able all property in the Province regardless of the domicile 
of the deceased &nd all personal property where the de
ceased was domiciled in Ontario at time of death. A re
ciprocal clause was added whereby allowance was made 
for duty paid on personal property situated in "any coun
try, state or British possession " which makes similar pro
visions for property situated in Ontario. This clause dif
fers from that introduced in 1895, in that the allowance is 
made to depend on reciprocity on the part of other juris
dictions. Allowance is now made for duty paid in the 
United Kingdom and in five of the Canadian Provinces.8 

The Succession Duty Act of 1909 • makes subject to duty 
all property situated in Ontario passing on the dea.th of any 
person, whether the deceased was at the time of his death 
domiciled in Ontario or elsewhere. This omission of per
sonal property situated outside of the Province where the 
deceased was domiciled in Ontario at the time of his death 
was due to a decision of the Privy Council in 1908 declar
ing ultra vires a tax levied on property locally situate out
side of the Province. 5 

The Quebec act 0 applies to all property situated within 
the Province and to all personal property of a person who 
was domiciled in the Province at the time of his death, 
whether or not such property is situated in Quebec. In 
N"ova Scotia the Succession Duty Act 7 applies to all 
property situated in the Province regardless of the resi
dence of the deceased. Property brought into the Province 

1 Vide \>Vest, op. cit., p. 85. 

• B. C., 1\fan., N. B., N. S., Sask. 

'9 Edward VII, c. 12, s. I. 

a 6 Edward VII, c. xr. 

2 5 Edward VII, c. 6. 

~Vide infra, pp. ISO-I. 

T Rev. Slats. (1900), c. 14 
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for distribution on which duty has already been paid is 
liable only for the difference if such duty is less than that 
of Nova Scotia. All property in the United Kingdom is 
free from duty when it is there subject to taxation. This 
provision is also found in the New Brunswick act, 1 which 
applies, in general, to all property situated in the Provip.ce 
and to all personalty outside of the Province where the de
ceased was a resident of New Brunswick at the time of 
his death, as well as to property outside of the Province 
owned at the time of his death by a non-resident, if such 
property is transferred or devised to a person or persons 
residing in New Brunswick. An Order-in-Council of June 
14th, 1907, reciprocating the provisions of the Ontario Act, 
has somewhat modified these clauses. Prince Edward 
Island, iq 1908, 2 also introduced the reciprocal provision 
for property situated outside of the Province. 

British Columbia's act 1 is declared to apply to all prop
erty situated in the Province whether or not the deceased 
was there domiciled at the time of his death, and to " all 
stocks, bonds, shares, debentures and other securities for 
money no matter where the corporation or other body issu
ing the same may be located belonging to the estate of a 
person " domiciled in the Province at the time of his death. 
It also has a reciprocal provision allowing for the amount 
of duty paid elsewhere. The Ordinance of the Northwest 
Territories, 4 the provisions of which are still in force in 
Saskatchewan and Alberta, applies the duty on successions 
to all property within the Territories and to all personal 
property belonging to the deceased if domiciled therein. 
It also provides that, where duty has been paid elsewhere, 
the difference only shall be paid when such duty is less 
than that imposed in the Territories. 

1 Cot1sol. Stats. (1903), c. 17. 
1 7 Edward VII, c. 39. 

18 Edward VII, c. 12. 

• 1903, session 2, c. 5· 
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Manitoba's first act for the imposition of duties on suc
cessions applied the tax to all property situated in the 
Province and to all personal property of a deceased resi
dent brought into the Province for distribution, except 
when duty has been paid on such property where situated, 
in which case only the difference is. to be paid if the duty 
elsewhere is less than that imposed in Manitoba. The 
Legislature of the Province amended these provisions in 
I 909 1 so as to define the limitations on the right to tax 
corporate securities and for the purpose of avoiding double 
taxation of personal property of a deceased resident which 
is situated outside of Manitoba. These clauses, however, 
were repealed in 1910, 2 when the act was declared not to 
apply to " movable property locally situate out of this 
Province, and any interest therein and income therefrom, 
where the owner was domiciled in this Province at the time 
of his death." 

The principle of mobilia sequuntur personam has been 
upheld in several decisions of the Canadian courts, follow
ing those of the English Privy Council regarding Austra
lian cases. 3 The first decision on the question of situs vs. 
domicile was rendered in 1898,4 when it was declared that, 
where the deceased resided outside of Ontario and the 
property within the Province falls below the amount ex
empted, no succession duty is to be paid. This principle 
was again maintained in Lambe vs. Manuel, 5 where the 
courts decided that the taxes imposed by the Quebec Suc
cession Duty Act can have no application to that part of a 
succession devolving under the Jaw of Ontario, although 

t9 Edward VII, c. 69. ' 10 Edward VII, c. 70. 

• Blackwood vs. Regina, 8 A. C. 94; Henty vs. Regina, r8g6 A. C. 567. 

• 29 Ont. Rev., 565. 
a 18 Que. S. C. 184, and 1903 A C. 68. 
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the property ,in question consisted of bank shares registered 
in Montreal and a loan to a person domiciled in Quebec. 

Money on deposit in a bank of any Province and be
longing to a person domiciled outside of the Province has 
been declared dutiable in several cases. The first decision 
on this point was ren~ered in Ontario in 1900,1 when it 
was declared that succession duty was payable on non
negotiable deposit receipts held by a foreigner at the time 
of his death in a foreign country and payable after notice 
at branches of a Canadian bank in Ontario. The payment 
of these deposit receipts could be enforced, it was held, 
only by a personal representative in Ontario and duty was 
payable on property which properly could be administered 
only in Ontario. A British Columbia decision in 1902 2 

follows the same reasoning, as did also the New Brunswick 
courts in The King vs. Lovitt, 8 declaring dutiable in that 
Province deposit receipts payable in St. John and belonging 
to a person domiciled in Nova Scotia. The latter case, 
however, was reversed upon appeal to the Supreme Court 
of Canada, where the property, a debt due from the bank 
to the deceased, was declared to have its situs in Nova 
Scotia and to be dutiable in that Province. 4 The court, in 
rendering decision, questioned that given in the Ontario 
case cited above. It remains to be seen whether the higher 
Canadian courts will uphold a tax on bank deposit receipts 
payable to a person domiciled in a foreign country, as were 
those in the Ontario and British Columbia cases. 

One of the most important decisions in connection with 
Canadian succession duties was rendered by the English 
Privy Council in 1908. 5 The property in question consisted 

1 31 0. R., 340 (Att'y·Gen'l. of Ont. vs. Newman). 
• In t'e Estate of Scott McDonald, 9 B. C. R., 174-
1 37 N. B. R., 558. '43 S. C. R., 1o6 (March, 1910). 

& Woodruff vs. Att'y.-Gen'l. for Ont., 1go8 A. C. 5o8. 
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of bonds and debentures of various municipalities in 
the L'nited States deposited in trust in the city of 
:l\ ew York for the sons of the deceased at two differ
ent periods, ten years and tw'o years before his death 
in 1904. Upon the death of the depositor these se
curities were to be delivered to his sons, to whom the 
interest was also payable as it became due. The Court 
held that the property was locally situate outside the 
Province of Ontario, where the deceased was domiciled 
at the time of his death, and that the delivery under which 
the transferees took title was made in the State of New 
York. " The powers of the Provincial Legislatures being 
strictly limited to 'direct taxation within the Province.' 
any attempt to levy a tax on property locally situate out
side the Province is beyond their competence." The securi
ties were, therefore, not taxable by Ontario. 

Personal property of an individual domiciled at the time 
of his death in any Province is still subject to the payment 
of succession duty, regardless of the location of such prop
erty, the principle of mobilia sequuntur personam being 
followed to determine situs in cases where the property 
must be brought into the Province for administration. The 
Ontario courts recently declared dutiable certain mortgages 
on real estate in Michigan which were in the custody of the 
owner in Ontario at the time of his death and which were 
in the list of properties held by the executors upon applica
tion for probate in Ontario. 1 The Court gave as its opinion 
that the rule laid down in 1908 by the Privy Council prob
ably would have prevailed if the instruments had not been 
located in Ontario. 

The law at present, therefore, seems to be that only prop
erty situated within a Province can be taxed by that Prov
ince, and that property is so situated when it must be 

• Treasurer of Prov. of Ont. vs. Pattin, 220 0. L IR., 184. 
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brought into the Province for probate. There is, however, 
no question as to the right of the Provinces to require that 
all property of the deceased wherever situated should be 
taken into consideration in order to estimate the " aggre· 

· gate value" of the estate. This provision is made in the 
succession duty acts of all the Provinces, the aggregate 
value being ascertained for the purpose of deciding whether 
or not an estate is dutiable, and to determine the rate of 
duty, if the estate is subject to the act. 



CHAPTER XI 

THE SEPARATION OF SOURCES OF REVENUE 

ONE of the most striking features of Provincial and 
local taxation in Canada is the separation of sources of 
revenue which exists in all nine of the Provinces. This di
vision of the field of taxation, with the resulting mutual 
independence of the Provincial and municipal authqrities, 
has enabled Canada to avoid one of the evils which has 
long beset the tax reformers of the American states, 
namely, the apportionment of taxes to the lodiities by the 
central authorities. This apportionment is undesirable be
cause of the difficulty of providing a basis of division which 
will not result in a manipulation of assessment values or 
in other abuses. Several of the American states/ for want 
of such a basis of apportionment, have abolished state taxes 
on general property and have confined the central authori
ties to such sources as corporation and inheritance taxes 
and licenses. The direct imposition of taxes on property 
locally assessed has not been attempted. the danger of un
just double taxation being too great and the necessary 
machinery too expensive. The natural course to follow, 
therefore, is to abandon completely any attempt to raise 
state revenues from sources recognized as falling within 
the scope of local taxation. 

This separation of sources, which is very slowly taking 
place in the United States, has been effected in Canada by 
a process of historical development. The majority of the 

1 Notably New York; others are Penn., N.J., Conn., and Del. 
I~) I~ 
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people of Lower Canada were opposed, as we have seen,• 
to all forms of direct taxation, preferring to derive the 
Provincial revenues from indirect taxes bearing most 
heavily on the commercial element, which was largely 
British. Whatever local improvements were carried out 
were paid for by the central governmental body, there 
being no provision for general local taxation before 1845. 
Upper Canada 2 instituted a system of local assessments as 
early as I793· The United Empire Loyalists, who had 
settled in this Province, were somewhat familiar with local 
self-government through the beginnings which had been 
made in this direction before the American revolution, and 
there was so little surplus in the revenues of the central 
body that a system of local assessments was forced upon 
the localities as the only means of providing the various im
provements so urgently required. 

The revenues in both Upper and Lower Canada were de
rived from three sources: Imperial duties, Provincial 
duties and certain casual and territorial revenues. The 
customs duties were collected in Lower Canada and the 
upper Province experienced considerable difficulty in ob
taining a just division. The latter received only one-eighth 
of the duties collected during the years preceding r824, 
when the proportion was increased to one-fifth.8 The re
sult was that with a growing population there was a con
tinued deficit, which could not be met by a levy on the 
localities because of their difficulty in raising sufficient 
revenue to effect necessary improvements. The Provincial 
Assembly, on the contrary, often was forced to vote funds 

• Vide supra, p. 25. 
a Vide supra, p. 32. 

1 Bradshaw, Self-Government in Canada, p. 59. The proportion was 
gradually increased and in 184<> was two-fifths (ibid., p. 270). 
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in aid of the localities. In the earlier years,1 both Provinces 
looked to the Imperial Government for aid, rather than to 
direct taxation. 

Lord Durham, in 1840,2 speaking of Upper Canada, 
states that " it will soon be obliged to have recourse to 
direct taxation to meet its ordinary civil expenditure." 
This, however, was avoided by the reorganization of the 
governmental system of Canada by the Act of Union in 
1840, and by the institution of systems of municipal gov
ernment in both Provinces, thereby relieving the central 
bodies of large items of expenditure. There was little 
danger of resort to direct taxation by the Provincial au
thorities after the union, because of the sufficiency of reve
nue from other sources. 

The British North America Act of l867 gave to the 
Federal Government the two great sources of revenue, the 
customs and the excise, and limited the Provincial Govern
ments to licenses and direct taxation within the Province. 
The latter source of revenue being at that time wholly in 
the hands of the municipalities, and the revenue from the 
former being comparatively small, it was felt by the fram
ers of the Act that some provision should be made to fill the 
gap in the Provincial budgets caused by the withdrawal of 
the right of indirect taxation. Another point which had 
to be considered was that the four Provinces, which en
tered Confederation in r867, had contracted debts by ex
penditures on canals and other necessary works of a public 
nature, many of which would fall within the jurisdiction 
of the Federal Government under the proposed arrange
ment. It was therefore provided that the Central Govern
ment should assume the debts of the Provinces and should 
pay to each an annual subsidy to meet expenses. 

1 Vide supra, p. IJ. 

z Report, pp. 135-6. 



TAXATION IN CANADA [rs6 

The debt assumption 1 in r867 was $62,soo,ooo for Que
bec and Ontario, $8,ooo,ooo for Nova Scotia and $7,000,
ooo for New Brunswick. The debt of the Province of 
Canada, divided by the Act into Quebec and Ontario, was 
in excess of the amount of debt allowance, while that of 
the two lower Provjnces was smaller. It was, however, 
thought advisable to assume the above sums, calculated on 
a population basis, and to effect an arrangement by which 
the first two Provinces w!:!re together required to pay in
terest at the rate of five per cent on the amount by which 
the debt of the Province of Canada exceeded the amount 
allowed, and New Brunswick and Nova Scotia were to 
receive interest at the same rate on the amount by which 
their debts fell short of $7,ooo,ooo and $8,ooo,ooo, re
spectively. 

This an."angement for debt assumption has been amended 
several times, the changes being made for three reasons, 
the desirability of removing inequalities, the admission of 
new Provinces to Confederation and the necessity of grant
ing further aid to the ProVincial finances. It was found 
necessary, in 1869, to increase Nova Scotia's debt allow
ance to $9,r86,756, in order to reconcile her to the Union. 
Manitoba entered Confederation in 1870,2 with a debt al
lowance of $472,090, all of which amount was an assumed 
indebtedness on which the Dominion Government was re
quired to pay interest at five per cent. British Columbia 
entered in r871,8 with a debt of $r,666,200, and Prince 

1 Much of the information given in the pages on debt assumption 
were obtained from an article, entitled " Sketch of Canadian Finan
cial History,'' by the Hon. Geo. E. Foster, late Minister of Finance of 
the Dominion, in Hopkins' EncyclolmlitJ of Ca,nada, v, 301. 

• 33 Victoria, c. 3· 
a Order-in-Council, May 16, 1871. 
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Edward Island in 1873/ with $4,927,060. The Federal 
Government in 1873 assumed the excess of the debts of 
Quebec and Ontario, amounting to $IO,so6,o89 and, in 
order that there should be no disturbance of the balance 
established in r867, proportional increases were allowed to 
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Manitoba, and British Co
lumbia. 

The needs of the Provinces, especially of Quebec, led to 
another readjustment in 1884,2 ':"hereby the local Govern
ments were placed in the same position as if the arrange
ment of 1873 had been made in r867.3 Two years later, 
an increase in the assumed debt of lVIanitoba was granted. 
bringing the total debt allowance of this Province up to 
$3,775,606. The only change made in the arrangements 
for debt assumption since r886 is the addition of $16.-
215,ooo for Alberta and Saskatchewan in 1905. 4 ·The total 
amount assumed by the Dominion is $I25,645,148, which 
is distributed among the various Provinces as follows: 

Ontario and Quebec ........................ $78,403,590 
Nova Scotia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . II,330,324 
New Brunswick . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,781,199 
Manitoba . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,775,6o6 
British Columbia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,029,391 
Prince Edward Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . S,II0,033 
Alberta ................................ · · · · · 8,107,500 
Saskatchewan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,107,500 

The Federal Government, in addition to the relief granted 
the local bodies by debt assumption, pays annual subsidies 

1 Order-in-Council, June 26, r873. 
1 47 Victoria, c. 4-
s Vide Debates of Dom. Hmue of Coms., r884, pp. 1584-5· 

• Dom. Slats., 4-5 Ed~ard VII, cc. 3 and 42· The amount of ~ebt 
allowed was calculated on a basis of $32.43 per head of populat10n. 
( C oms. Deb., 1905, p. 1438) · 



TAXATION IN CANADA 

to each of the Provinces, the amount of which was fixed 
according to the expenditures. of the several Provinces 
entering Confederation. These subsidies are of two 
kinds, a specific sum to meet the expenses of the Govern
ment and Legislature, and a grant of 8o cents per head of 
population. Under the provisions for the payment of the 
first, the following sums were granted to the original four 
Provinces and to those later entering the Union. 

Ontario . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $8o,ooo 
Quebec . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70,000 

Nova Scotia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6o,ooo 
New Brunswick . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50,000 
Manitoba . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30,0001 

British Columbia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35,0002 
Prince Edward Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3o,ooos 
Alberta . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . so,ooo• 
Saskatchewan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . so,ooo5 

The annual grant per capita was based, in the case of 
Ontario and Quebec, on the population as ascertained by 
the census of 1861, while in Nova Scotia and New Bruns
wick it was calculated on the population as ascertained 
" by each .subsequent decennial census until the population 
of each of those two Provinces amounts to 400,ooo souls, 
at which rate such grant shall thereafter remain." 6 New 
Brunswick was given an additional annual allowance of 
$63,000 for a period of ten years. Manitoba, in 1870, was 
granted an annual subsidy of 8o cents per capita on an 
estimated population of I7,ooo. This was increased in 
1882,~ by taking the estimated population as rso,ooo. 

1 Increased to $so,ooo in 1882 (45 Victoria, c. S). 
• Order-in-Council, May x6, x87I. 
s Order-in-Council, ] une 26, I873· 
' Dom. Slats., 4-5 Edward VII, c. 3. 6 4-5 Edward VII, c. 42· 
0 B. N. A. Act, article uS. 7 45 Victoria, c. s. 
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British Columbia was allowed a like rate per capita on an 
assumed population of 6o,ooo, and Prince Edward Island's 
grant in 1873 was based on a population of 94,021, as 
shown by the census of 1871. In all three of these new 
Provinces, the per capita grant was to increase with the 
growth of population, as shown by each subsequent decen
nial census, until 400,000 was reached, after which the grant 
was to become fixed. New Brunswick's subsidy received 
an increase of $1 so,ooo in 1873 because of the aboli
tion by the Treaty of Washington of the export duty on 
lumber, the right to levy which had been granted this Prov
ince in 1867.1 The struggling Province of Prince Edward 
Island was also given an increase of $zo,ooo in 1887.2 

1887.3 

An important point in connection with the independence 
of the financial systems of the Provinces is the provision 
allowing Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Bruns
wick to retain all lands, mines, minerals and royalties, situ
ated within their respective jurisdictions. This source of 
revenue has furnished a large percentage of the income of 
these Provinces. 3 British Columbia was also permitted to 
retain its public lands, with the exceptions of those to be 
conveyed to the Dominion Government to aid in the con
struction of a railway, in consideration of which the Prov
ince receives an annual subsidy of $IOo,ooo. • The Prov
ince of Prince Edward Island had no Crown lands and was 
granted an annual payment of $45,000. 5 When Manitoba 
entered the Union in 1870,6 it was provided that all un-

'B. N. A. Act, article 124- 1 50-51 Victoria, c. 8. 

a Vide iufra, statement in "Appendix." 

'Order-iu-Council, May 16, x871. 

6 Order-in-CouiJcil, June 26, I8i3· 
1 33 Victoria, c. J, s. 26. 
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granted and waste lands in the Province should be vested 
in the Crown and administered by the Government of 
Canada. Twelve years later,1 when the specific grant and 
the per capita allowance of this Province were increased, 
an indemnity of $45,000 for the want of public lands was 
also granted. This was increased, in 1885,2 to $xoo,ooo, 
and it was also provided that all the swamp lands of Mani
toba should belong to the Province. 

This policy of placing the administration of the Crown 
lands in the hands of the Central Government and allowing 
the Provinces an indemnity was followed in establishing 
the Provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan. The Alberta 
and Saskatchewan Acts, in addition to providing for a 
specific sum and for the assumption of the Provincial debts, 
granted to each of the new Provinces a per capita rate of 
8o cents on an estimated population of 250,000 and an 
annual sum in lieu of lands which was also based on 
population. The amount of the allowance per capita was 
to have been increased when the population should have 
exceeded 250,000 until the figure 8oo,ooo was reached. 
The sum payable in lieu of public lands will be $375,000 
as long as the population is less than 40o,ooo, and a scale 
of amounts payable is provided for such time as the popu
lation shall exceed 40o,ooo, the maximum amount being 
$I,I25,000 for a population in excess of I,2oo,ooo. An 
additional annual sum of. $93,750 was granted to each 
Province for five years for·the construction of public build
ings. These terms, however, have been somewhat changed 
by the British North America Act of 1907. 

An Interprovincial Conference 3 was held at Quebec in 
December, 1902, for the purpose of petitioning for an in-

1 45 Victoria, c. s. t 48-9 Victoria, c. so. 
1 British Columbia not represented. 
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crease in the annual subsidy. This Conferen~e, as well as 
those held at Ottawa in January, 1903, and October, 1906, 
adopted a set of resolutions which were later embodied in 
an address presented to the English Parliament by the 
Senate and House of Commons of Canada. An Imperial 
statute 1 amending the British North America Act of 1867 
was the result. 

This amending act provided that there should be paid 
as subsidies to all the Provinces, which at that time were 
in the Dominion, annual amounts proportioned to popula
tion. The minimum fixed sum for the " expenses of the 
Government and the Legislature" is now $roo,ooo for all 
Provinces having a population under rso,ooo, this amount 
to be increased with the population according to the fol
lowing table: 

Where the population is between rso,ooo and zoo,ooo-$rso,ooo 
" " " " " 200,000 and 400,ooo-$I8o,ooo 

400,000 and 8oo,ooo-$I90,000 
Boo,ooo and r,soo,ooo-$22o,ooo 

Where the population exceeds z,soo,ooo. . . . . . . . . . . . . $240,000 

The per capita grant is to be at the rate of So cents until 
the population reaches 2,5oo,ooo when the rate becomes 6o 
cents per head on the number in excess of this amount. 
The amounts payable under this provision are calculated 
on the returns of each decennial census in all the Provinces 
except Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta, where the 
payments are based on the returns of each quinquennial 
census. The Dominion Government still pays to these 
three Provinces the annual allowance in lieu of lands. 
Special consideration is also shown to British Columbia and 
Prince Edward Island in the provision that the grant per 
capita shall not be less at any time than the amount of the 

I 7 Edward VII, c. n. 
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corresponding grant payable at the commencement of the 
Act, notwithstanding any decrease in population. The 
former Province was also given a special annual grant of 
$1oo,ooo for a period of ten years. 

That the Act of 1907 has materially increased the Pro
vincial subsidies may be seen from a comparison of the 
amounts paid in 1906 with those of the year 1910, both of 
which have been calculated on the same population basis. 
In the former year, Ontario received from the Dominion 
the sum of $1,339,287, and Quebec $1,o86,713, including 
subsidy payment and interest. This was increased to $2,w 
128,772 and $I,781,972, or a gain of fifty-eight and nine
tenths per cent and sixty-three and nine-tenths per cent, 
respectively. The immediate gain is greater to these two 
Provinces than to the others, since the per capita grant 
under the original terms for these Provinces was calcu
lated on the census returns of 1861, while that for the 
others was to increase with the population until it reached 
400,ooo souls.1 The only Province of this latter class to 
exceed this maximum was Manitoba, which had a popula
tion of 461,625 in 1910. The gain to the remaining six is 
in .the increased yearly allowance for the Government, and 
the future advantage in the provision for making the per 
capita grant proportionate to population.' 

It is true that the granting of these subsidies is a dew 
parture from the principle of public finance that the revenue 
should be collected and expended by the same governmental 
authority. But without these grants to the Provinces, Con
federation would not have been possible. The subsidies 
form a large percentage of the total revenues in each of 
the Provinces 2 and other sources are limited. The sitqa-

z 8oo,ooo for Sask. and Alta. 
a Vid1 tables in "Appendix." 
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tion as it existed before the passage of the Act of 1907 is 
admirably summed 'up by the Hon. George E. Foster: 1 

The instability of financial conditions as between the Federal 
and Provincial Governments is still fraught with great pos
sible danger to the success of Confederation, and there is 
need of all the prudence and firmness possible on the part 
of the former, and all the wise and accordant co-operation 
possible on the part of the latter, in order to prevent dis
astrous results. The Provinces have mostly fixed revenues, 
pretty well defined and not very elastic. For increase be
yond these they can only resort to forms of direct taxation, 
a proceeding which is unpopular and might be dangerous 
to party managers. The tendency, therefore, is constantly 
to press upon the Federal Government for adjustments and 
additional allowances. The separation of the spending from 
the providing power tends to induce recklessness in the former 
and to increase the fierceness of the demand for more. On 
more than one occasion the demand for better terms and in
creased subventions has succeeded at Ottawa, and the exi
gencies of party render such appeals less easy of resistance 
than they otherwise would be. To spend extravagantly in 
the Provinces, and for largely party reasons, with the dis
tant hope that eventually the Dominion Government can be 
persuaded or forced to come to the rescue, is not an un
known contingency in the history of our party politics, and 
this contingency constitutes an element of menace to the 
stability of the Confederation itself. 

These dangers, however, have been averted by the new 
arrangements, which can be altered only by an Imperial 
act, and which have been accepted as final by the Provinces. 
For over thirty years the subsidy question had been a bone 
of contention between the Federal and Provincial Govern
ments, the chief complaint being that these payments were 

lLoc. cit., p. 310 (1897). 
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fixed in amount, or, in the case of certain Provinces, would 
become fixed after the population had reached a maximum 
figure. The subsidies had been granted in 1867. " in con
sideration of the abandonment to the Central Government 
of the customs and excise duties theretofore collected by 
the Provinces," 1 and the latter felt that they should re
ceive amounts somewhat proportioned to the increase in 
the revenue from these two sources and to the greater ex
penditure made necessary by the growth of population. 

Since Confederation, the Province of Quebec had re
ceived annually from the Dominion the following amounts: 

1867 to 1873 ................................ :. . $959,252 
Less interest on· debt excess . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . • 2.p,364 

$717,888 
1873 to 1884 . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . • . . . . . $959,25a 
r884 to 1907 ................................... I,o86,7I3 

In the first year of Confederation, this Province had re
ceived as a subsidy based on population an amount equal 
to seven and three-fourths per cent of the customs and 
excise duties collected by the Federal Government, while 
in 1900 this ratio was only about two and one-third per 
cent. Its expenditures had increased during the same 
period from $r,183,238 to $4,707,932. The specific grant 
for the expenses of the Government and Legislature was 
insufficient even in r868 when the sum of $213,232 was 
spent.2 

Premier Ross, of Ontario, in a memorandum to the Con
ference at Quebec in 1902, also showed that the fathers of 
Confederation had not had an adequate conception of the 
demands which would be made upon the Provincial Govern-

1 Address of Hon. S. N. Parent, Premier of Quebec, at the Quebec 
Conference, Dec., 1902, printed in Ont. Sessional Papers, vol. xxxv. 

I Ibid. 
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ments by a growing population. In the first year of Con
federation, the Central Government had paid twenty-four 
per cent of its revenue from customs and excise duties to 
the four Provinces then in the Union1 while, in 1901, with 
seven Provinces, this proportion was as low as eleven per 
cent. 

The central authorities, in seven out of the nine Prov
inces, have confined themselves to taxes on corporations 
and inheritances and various licenses and fees, leaving to 
the municipalities those sources of revenue which can be 
best administered locally. British Columbia has retained 
for the Provincial Treasury the revenue from taxes on 
personal property and income, in addition to that derived 
from the above sources, and, in Prince Edward Island, the 
Province collects taxes on incomes. Both these Provinces 
collect a poll tax in the districts lying outside of the mu
nicipalities. Some of the Governments, notably those of 
British Columbia, Prince Edward Island, Alberta and Sas
katchewan, administer the land taxes in unorganized dis
tricts of their respective areas. Quebec has a "business 
license," five per cent of the rental of the premises occupied 
in Montreal and Quebec and specified amounts in other 
places, which applies to all manufacturers not incorpor
ated, retail dealers and professional men. 

There is overlapping of jurisdiction in connection with 
the business taxes of both Quebec and Ontario. The Pro
vincial Government of Quebec collects corporation taxes 
and fees for business licenses from the establishments which 
pay business taxes to the cities of Montreal and Quebec, 
and, in the Province of Ontario, public utility companies, 
banks and others are assessed for the business tax and real 
estate tax by the localities while they are also required to 
pay sums to the Province under the Supplementary Reve· 
nue Act. The low rates imposed have prevented any out-
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cry against this " double taxation." But, as more stress is 
laid on corporation taxes as a source of revenue, it will be 
necessary to require the localities to refrain from taxing 
the businesses reached by the Provincial authorities, or to 
permit the corporations to deduct from the amount pay
able to the Province the taxes which have been paid to the 
municipalities. 



CHAPTER XII 

CONCLUSION 

· WE have seen that the Canadian Provinces, unhampered 
by constitutional restrictions and political entanglements, 
have not been slow in introducing experiments aiming to 
improve the tax system. The personal property tax prov
ing unsatisfactory, recourse was immediately had to a sub
stitute in the form of business assessments, which substi
tute, though still in the experimental stage, shows un
doubted signs of success. On the whole, local taxation in 
the Canadian Provinces is in a healthful condition. 

Very little has been done in Canada in the way of grant
ing to the localities " home rule " or " local option " in 
matters of taxation. British Columbia and Saskatchewan 
permit their municipalities to vary the percentage of tax
able improvements on real estate, and Manitoba allows its 
towns and villages to choose between the personal property 
and the business taxes. Alberta and Saskatchewan villages 
have the right to limit their tax rate to one on lands exclu
sive of improvements. Ontario gives its municipalities the 
power to fix the proportion of the cost of local improve
ments to be borne by the abutting owners. But the munici
palities of all the Provinces must apply to their respective 
Legislatures for permission to effect any change not cov
ered by these limited privileges. 

We find, in the field of Provincial taxation, that, owing 
to the large percentage of expenditures which are met by 
the Dominion subsidies, other sources of revenue have not 
been sufficiently developed. The greatest need in this con-

x6~ ~7 



168 TAXATION IN CANADA (168 

nection is the organization of the taxes on corporations 
along scientific lines. This will not necessarily result in 
increased taxation but will enable the taxing authorities to 
levy the rates equitably and to avoid unjust double taxation. 
The financial relations of the Provincial Governments to 
that at Ottawa have been settled, it is to be hoped, by the 
arrangements of 1907, and it would be well for the Prov
inces graduaUy to work out a system of taxation which will 
be sufficiently elastic to enable them to meet the demands 
of an increasing population. 

The first step to be taken in this direction is the institu
tion in each Province of a tax commission, whose duty it 
will be, not only to effect improvements in the administra
tion of the tax system in vogue, but also to devise methods 
for the improvement of the system itself. It would be the 
business of such a commission to avoid double taxation by 
the Provincial and local authorities, and, by co-operation 
with the other Provinces, to prevent overlapping by the 
central taxing bodies. Conferences held at regular inter
vals would be of immense value in the way of suggestions 
for internal improvements, and relations between the sev
eral Provinces could be developed to the point where the 
administration of the corporation taxes and succession 
duties would become as efficient as if they were being im
posed and collected by one authority throughout the 
Dominion. 

Development along these lines in Provincial taxation 
and the improvement of the local systems as suggested in 
the chapter on " Business Assessments " would serve until 
such time as either a sense of public morality or the per
fection of administrative efficiency makes possible the im
position of direct taxes on income. 
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STATEMENTS OF PROVINCIAL REVENUE 

SIIOWING TilE PROPORTION OF TilE TOTAL CONTRIBUTED BY 

EACII OF TilE PRINCIPAL SOURCES 

ONTARIO 

(Year ending October 31, I9II.) 

Dominion subsidy ............................. . 
Lands, forests and mines .....•.•........••..•.• 
Licenses ......................................• 
T. & N. 0. Ry. earnings ....•..•........••••..••• 
Corporation taxes ..•......................•... 
Succession duties •.•.•........•..•.•.•..•....••• 
Miscellaneous ....••.•...•............•.••...... 

Total receipts 

QUEBEC 

(Year ending June 30, 19u.) 

$2,261,758 .... 24.1% 
2,710,243· ..• 28.9% 

656,364. . • . 7.o% 
srs,ooo .... 5.4% 
854,66o .... g.r% 
963,195 .... 10.2% 

1,409,614 .... 15,0% 

$9.370,834 

Dominion subsidy .............................. $1,761,473· ... 25.0% 
Lands, forests, mines and fisheries . . .. .. .. .. .. .. . 1,381,3So ... . 19.6% 
Licenses (hotels, shops, etc.) • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • 938,664. · · .13.3% 
Taxes on commercial corporations . . . . . • . . . . . • • • • 712,118 .... ro.r% 
Succession duties . . . . . . . . • . . . . . • . • • . . . . . . • • . . . . 1,072,027 .... 15.2% 
Miscellaneous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . .. • • .. t,167,083 .... 16.5% 

Total receipts 

NEW BRUNSWICK 
(Year ending October 31, 1911.) 

Dominion subsidy .....•...........••.•...•••. · · 
Territorial revenue •.•.••............••• · · · · · · • · 
Fees and licenses ....••..•....•••....... • • · · · • · 
Taxes on incorporated companies ••....•... • · · • · 
Succession duties ....•••..••...•.•. · · · · · · · · · · • · · 
Miscellaneous •..••••.•..•........ · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

Total receipts 
J69] 

··························· 

$7,032,745 

$621,361 .... 46.1% 
528,439 .... 39.2% 
81,479 .... 6.o% 
48,278 .... J.s% 
5,721 ..... 4% 

61,799· · · · 4-S% 

$1,347.077 
t69 
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NOVA SCOTIA 
(Year ending September 30, 19n.) 

[170 

'Dominion subsidy .. .. .. .. .. . • .. .. .. . .. .. . .. .. .. $6xo,46o ... ·37·5% 
Crown lands ............................... , • .. 13,109.... .8% 
Mines (rental) .. .... • ... • • .. • .. • . .. .... .. ... ... 647,006 .•.. 39.8% 
Fees and licenses ... ..... .... .. . .. .. .. • .. ....... 32,649 .... .2.0% 
Interest . . . . . . . . . • ... • . • • . • . .. . . ......... .... • . . x6s,573 .... xo.x% 
Succession duties .. • • .. . • • . . • • . . • . • . . .. .. • • .. • .. 41,649 •.•. 2.5% 
Miscellaneous .......... ; .. . . . • • . • .. . . • • . . • . . . • . . n4,6o7. . . . 7.0% 

Total receipts 

MANITOBA 

(Year ending December 31, l9II.) 
Dominion subsidy .............................. $1,021,794 .... 29.5% 
Provincial lands . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. • .. • .. .. 575,626 .... 16.6% 
Fees (land titles) .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. • 269,970 .... 7.8% 
Fees (liquor licenses) .. . .. . . . • .. .. .. .. .. • .. • .. . II2,427 .... 3.2% 
Profits of telephone systems .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .• 318,309 .... g.r% 
Taxes on corporations and railways • • . . • . • • • • • . • 237,724 .... 6.8% 
Succession duties .. ..... ... • .. . .. .. .. .. . .. .... .. x6s,86o .... 48% 
Miscellaneous . . .. . . . . . . .. . .. • . . . .. .. .. .. .. . .... 752,48o .. .. 2I.7o/o 

Total receipts 

BRITISH COLUMBIA 

(Year ending March 31, 1910.) 
Dominion subsidy ............................ .. 
Lands, etc . .................................. .. 
Chinese restriction (Dom., Stat., 1884) .' .....••.. 
Fees and licenses ............................. .. 
Succession duties ............................. .. 
Revenue tax (poll) ........................... .. 
Real property tax ............................. . 
Personal property tax .................. , ....••. 
Wild land tax (including coal and timber lands) .. 
Income tax (including tax on corporations) ..... . 
Mineral and coal taxes (including royalty) ..... . 
Miscellaneous ..........•.•...................... 

3.454,190 

$522,077. . . . 5·9% 
5,258,290 .... 59.6%1 

356,200 .... 4.0% 
585,364 .•.. 6.6o/o 
108,495 .... 1.2% 
200,682 .... 2.9% 
335.744·... J.8% 
t6I,6gJ.,, .. !.8% 
2$0,905· ... .2.8% 
190,984, ... 2.I% 
325,332 .... 3.6% 
462,830 .... 5.2% 

Total receipts ............................ $8,818,596 

1 Revenue from land sales alone was $2,618,r88, which exceeds the 
receipts from this source in 1909 by over two million dollars. 



APPENDIX 

SASKATCHEWAN 

(Year ending February 28, 1911.) 

Dominion subsidy .............................. . 
Fees (land titles) ............................ .. 
Fees (liquor licenses) ......................... . 
Telephone profits ......••...............•....•.• 
Dairy Department (butter and eggs) ........... . 
Corporation and railway taxes ................. . 
Succession duties ..........•................... 
11iscellaneous ............ .' .................... . 

I ,375.938 · • • • 51.7% 
267,885 .... Io.o% 
132,956 .... 5.0% 
214,245. . . . 8.o% 
128,940 .... 4-8% 
II5,083 .... 4-3% 
39,615 .... I.5'7o 

381,965 .... 14-3% 

Total receipts ............................ $2,656,627 

ALBERTA 

(Year ending December 31, 1909.) 

Dominion subsidy .............................. $1,340,195 .... 51.4% 
Fees (land titles) .. . .. .. . .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. • . .. 134,746 .... 5.1% 
Fees (liquor licenses) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76,672 .... 2.9% 
Dairy Department . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . 260,959 .... 1o.o% 
Corporation and railway taxes . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 109,357 .... 4.2% 
Succession duties .. .. .. . • .. .. . . . .. . .. .. . .. . .. .. . 10,336.... .4% 
Miscellaneous . , . , .. , . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 673.336 .... 25.8% 

Total receipt3 ............................ $z,6os,6or 

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND 

(Year ending September 30, 1910.) 

Dominion subsidy . . . .. .. . .. . .. . .. . .. . .. . . .. . .. . . $272,182 .. .. 72.5% 
Fees and licenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . II,goo ... · J.l% 
Taxes on corporations . .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. . 15.475 .... 4.1% 
Income tax . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . n,372. · · · 3.0% 
Land tax ....................•............... · · 35,785. · · · 9·5% 
Road tax . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,163. · · · 3-7% 
Succession duties ... , .......................... · 4,835 ... · 1·2% 
Miscellaneous ...... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9.439· · · · 2·5% 

Total receipts ............................ · $375,151 



(!!:.obtmbht 'i«niu.cr.sity 
in tltt (!!:tty .of ~tw !}.orh 

The University includes the following: 
Columbia College, founded in 1754, and Barnard College, founded in 

1889, offering to men and women, respectively, programmes of study 
which may be begun either in September or February and which lead 
normally in from three to four years to the degrees of Bachelor of 
Arts and Bachelor of Science. The programme of study in,Columbia 
College makes it possible for a well qualified student to satisfy the re
quirements for both the bachelor's degree in arts or science and a pro
fessional degree in law, medicine, technology or education in six, five 
and a half or five years as the case may be. 

The Faculties of Political Scienl!e, Philosophy and Pure Science, 
offering advanced programmes of study and investigation leading to the 
degrees of Master of Arts and Doctor of Philosophy. 

The professional schools of 
Law, established in 1858, offering courses of three years leading to the 

degree of Bachelor of Laws. 
Medicine. The College of Physicians and Surgeons, established in 

1807, offering four-year courses leading to the degree of Doctor 
of Medicine. 

Mines; founded in 1863, offering courses of four years leading to de· 
grees in Mining Engineering and in Metallurgy. 

Chemistry and Engineering, set apart from School of Mines in 1896, 
offering four-year courses leading to degrees in Chemistry and 
m Civil, Electrical, Mechanical and Chemical Engineering. 

reachers College foundelil. m 1888, off~:ring in its school d Ectu~.:ation 
. courses in the history and philosophy of education and the 
theory and practice of teaching, leading to appropriate diplo
mas ; and in its School of Practical Arts founded in 1912, 
courses in household and industrial arts, fine arts, music, and 
physical training leading to the degree of Bachelor of Science 
in Practical Arts. All the courses in Teachers College are 
open ta men and women. 

~e Arts, offering a programme of indeterminate length leading to a 
certificate or a degree in Architecture, and a programme in 
Music, for which suitable academic recognition will be given. 

Phannacy. The New York College of Pharmacy, founded in 18311 

offering courses of two and three years leading tct appropriate 
certificates and degrees. 1o1: 

In the Summer Session the University offers courses giving both 
general and professional training which may be taken either with or 
without regard to an academic degree or diploma. 

Through its system of Extension Teaching the University offers 
many courses of study to persons unable otherwise to receive academic 
training. 

In September, 1905, two Residence Balls were opened with accom· 
modations for five hundred men. There are also residence halls for 
women. 

9 The price of the University Catalogue is twenty-five cents post
paid. Detailed information regarding the work in any department 
will be furnished without charge upon application to the Suretary of 
Columbia Um!Jersity, New York, N.Y. 



BOOKS IN POLITICAL 
SCIENCE 

Ripley: Railway Problems .•••............ sz.25 

Ripley: Trusts, Pools, and Corporations • . , , . . . . . 1.8o 

Callender : Selections from the Economic History of the 
United States, 1765-1860. . • . . . . . . . 2.75 

Commons: Trade Unionism and Labor Problems. Reprints 
of Articles by Scientific and Practical Investigators • • • • , • 2.00 

Carver: Sociology and Social Progress. A Handbook for Stu-
dents of Sociology • • • . • • • • . . . • . • , 2.75 

Bullock: Selected Readings in Economics • , . . . . . . 2.25 

Bullock: Selected Readings in Public Finance. Relating to 
such topics as public expenditures, revenues from industries, etc. 2.25 

White: Money and Banking. Illustrated by American History. 
Fourth Revision. Revised and continued to the year 19I1 • , . 1.50 

Burgess: Political Science and Comparative Constitu-
tional Law. Two volumes. . . . . • • • • . . s.oo 

Clark: The Philosophy of Wealth. Economic Principles 
Newly Formulated • • , , • , , • • • • . . • • • • • • • 1.00 

Fees: The History of Political Theory and Party Organi
zation in the United States . . . . . . . . . . . . . r.so 

Gettell: Readings in Political Science. Introducti~li to Polit· 
ical Science • • • • . • . • • • • • . 2.00 

Gregg: Handbook of Parliamentary Law . . . . . . . . .so 
Thompson : Political Economy • . . . . . . . . . . . . . .so 
Reinsch: Readings on American Federal Government . 2. 7 5 
Retnsoh: Rea'iiugs on American State Government . 2.25 

Sumner : Folkways . . . . :;.oo 
Ward: Applied Sociology . . . . • . . . . • . • . · · · 2.50 

GINN AND COMPANY Publishers 
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NEW YORK 
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Longmans, Green & Co.'s Publications 

Day-A History of Commerce. By CLIVE DAY, Ph.D., Pro
fessor of Economic History in Yale University. With 34 Maps. 639 
pages. $2.00, 

This book contains the essenlials of commercial progress; and development with special 
attention to the relative proportion of subjects. During the nineteenth century, the appor .. 
tionment of space to the different countries has been regulated by their respective commer
cial importance. The first two chapters on Lhe United ~tates are designed to serve both as 
a .summary of colonial history and as an introduction to the commercial development of Lhe 
nanon:U period. Later chapters aim to include the essentials of our commercial progress. 

Follett-The Speaker of the House of Representa
tives. By M.P. FoU.ET'r. With an Introduction by ALliERT BusH
NELL HART, LL.D. Crown 8vo, with Appendices and Index. $1.75· 

Contents: I. Genesis of the Speaker's Power. II. Choice of the Speaker. Ill. 'l'be Per
sonal Element of the Speakership. IV. The Speaker's Parllamentary Prerogatives. V. 
The Speaker's Vote. VI. Maintenance of 01·der. Vli. Dealing with Obstruction. VIII. 
Power thr~Jugb the Committee System. IX~ Power through Rec<'gnition. X. Power as a 
Politicd Leader. XI. The Speaker"s Place in our Political System. Appendices. Index. 

uln few recent works belonging to the field of politics and history do we find so much evi 
dence of the conditions which are essential to the making of a good book........a well..chosen 

~~~dc;;e~~s:ndf :~~~e~~::;~s~e~.y th~ :~~d~:1(s pth~~i!' ~o~ii:n!~n~=~'tb!s:!ih~:~h~e~tJhbao:~ 
succeeded in exploriug so far and so wdl. The work hru; plated e\•ery student of politics 
aud political history under heavy obligations. ,.-Political Sc·ience Quarter/)'. 

Robinson-Cuba and the Intervention. By ALBEllT s. 
ROBINSON ("A. S. R."). Crown 8vo. 359 pages. $t.8o; by mail,f,r.g:a 

"A book that is destined long to figure among the most V:tuable materials for a compre
hension of Cuba~s history at a critical conjuncture, The author was an eye~witness of the 

i;:::r~~~~~~~~~~F~i:s:~:a~i~!~ou*~:~~bb~spi:s~fbie~~~iti:~~~~:~~~:~~~~l;!~:~;h: 
the volume consists entirely ofne:wly written matter • .,-The Sun, New York. 

Rowe-United States and Porto Rico. With Special Refer
ence to the Problems arising out of our contact with the Spanish American 
Civilization. By LEO S, ROWE, Ph.D., Professor of Political Science in 
the University of Pennsylvania, Chairman of the Porto Rican Commission 
(1901-1902), etc. Crown 8vo. 280 pages. $1.30 net; by mail, $1.40 

Willonghby-Poli tical Theories of the Ancient World. 
By WESTEL W. WILLOUGHBY, Ph.D., Associate Professor of l'olitical 
Science in the Johns Hopkins University. Author of "The Nature of 
the State," "Social Justice," "The Rights and Duties of American Citi 
ze:nship," etc, Crown, Svo. 308 pages. $2.00, 

LONGMANS, GREEN & CO., Publishers, 
Fourth Avenue a.Jld 3oth Street, New York, 



Longrnans, Green & Co.'s Publications 
WORKS by W.J. ASHLEY, M.A., Hon. Ph.D. Berlin 

Professor of Commerce in the Unive"ity oi Birmingham; 
formerly Professor of Political Economy in the U1.iversity of Toronto. 

BRITISH DOMINIONS 
Their Present Commercial and lni~ustri:al Condition. 

A Series of General Reviews for Business Men and Students. 
Edited by W. J. AsHLEY. Crown 8vo. $1Jlo, net. 

T!u Luturu contained in this book were ddivtnd 
before the University of Elirmi1tgl1am ;, 19ID•II. 

TH t~~\'!'1~S~c~e?~ ~~~!~~for~he'~o~~~~:. Hon. Alfred Lyttleton, M.P., 

AUSTRALIA. By the Right Hon. Sir George Reid, K.C.M.G., High Com
missiOner of the Commonwealth of Australia. 

AUSTRALIA. By Sir Albert Spicer, lhrt, M.P., Chairmon of the Congress 
of Chambers of Commerce of the Empm~ at Sydney, 1909. 

NEW ZEALAND. By the Hon. William Pember Reeves, Director of the 
Loudon School of Ec0nc•mics; late High Commissioner; of New Zealand. 

SOUTH AFRICA. By the Hon. Sir Walter Hely-Hutchinson, G.C.M.G., 
Late Governor of Cape Colony: formerly Governor of Natal. 

50~~~h ~:fr~c~ct~m::,,~,·~:_r. ~~~d'~f'¥!:d~C~mG~is~~:~:~~ ~~:!:b ~~;l~~ 
THE WEST INDIES. lly Sir D•niel Morris, K.C.M.G., D. Sc., late Im

perial Commissioner of Agriculture for the West Indies. 
CAN ADA. lly W. L. Griffith, Secretary to the High Commissioner of the 

Dominion of Canada. 

BRITISH INDUSTRIES. A Series of General Reviews for Business 
Men and Students. By various authors. Edited by W. J. AsHLEY. 
Crown 8vo., 1.80, net. 

THE ADJUSTMENT OF WAGES. A Study on the Coal and Iron 
Inrlustries of Great Britain and the United States. With Four Maps. 
8vo., $4.oo, net. 

THE SCOTTISH STAPLE AT VEERE. AStudyintheEconomic 
History of Scotland. Hy JOHN DAVIDSON, M.A., D.Phil. (Edin. ), 
and ALEXANDER GRAY, M.A. With 13 Illustrations. $4.50, net. 

THE TRUST MOVEMENT IN BRITISH INDUSTRY. A 
Study of Business Organisation. By HENRY W. MACROSTY, B.A. Svo. 

fj2.50, net. 
THE ECONOMIC HISTORY OF THE UNITED STATES. By 

ERNEST LUDLOW BoGART, Ph.D., A>sociate Profe><or of Economics in 
the University of Illinois. With 26 Maps and 95 Illustrations. Crown 

8vo., l!I-75· 

LONGMANS, GREEN & CO., Publishers, 
Fourth Avenue ann 30th Str<;>et, New York. 



Johns Hopkins University Studies 
in Historical and Political Science 

UNDER fTHE DIRECTION OF THE 
DEPARTMENTS OF HISTORY, POLITICAL ECONOMY 

AND POLITICAL 'SCIENCE. 

_Recent studies in American Trade Unionism, by members of the 
Economic Seminary of the Johns Hopkins University, have been published 
as follows: 

The Finances of American Trade Unions. By A.M. SAKOLSKI. Series 
XXIV (Igo6) Nos. 3-4. Pa_per, 75 cents. 

National Labor Federations in the United States. By WILLIAM KIRK. 
Series XXIV (1906) Nos. g-ro. Paper, 75 cents. 

Apprenticeship in American Trade Unions. By J, M. MOTLEY. Series 
XXV (1907) Nos. II-I2. Paper, ,So cents. 

Beneficiary Features of American Trade Unions. By J. B. KENNEDY. 
Series XXVI (1908) Nos. u-12. Paper, so cents. 

The Trade-Union Label. By E. R. SPEDDEN. Series XXVIII (1910) 
No. 2. Paper so cents; cloth 75 cents. 

The Closed Shop in American Trade Unions. By F. T. STOCKTON. 
Series XXIX (r9n) No. 3· Paper $r.oo; cloth $1.25, 

The Standard Rate in American Trade Unions. By D. A. McCABE. 
Series XXX (1912) No.2. (In press). 

Admission to American Trade Unions. By F. E. WoLFE. Series XXX 
(1912) No.3· (In press). 

Bibliography of American Trade-Union Publications. Edited by GEORGE 
E. BARNETT. Second edition. 1907. Paper 75 cents. 

The cost of annual subscription to the JoHNS HoPKINS UNIVERSITY 
STUDIES is $3.00. Subscriptions and orders for single monographs should 
be sent to 

THE JOHNS HOPKINS PRESS 

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 



<Coltunbia '~tniucrsity <Quarterly 
THE QuARTERLY aims to represent faithfully all the varied interests 

of the University. It publishes historical and biographical articles of 
interest to Columbia men, shows the development of the institution in 
every direction, records all official action, describes the work of teachers 
and students in the various departments, reports the more important 
incidents of undergraduate life, notes the successes of alumni in all 
fields of activity, and furnishes an opportunity for the presentation and 
discussion of University problems. 

THE QuARTERLY is issued in December, March, June and September, 
each volume beginning with the December number. Annual subscrip
tion, one dollar; single number, thirty cents. 6oo pages per volume. 

All communications should be addressed to the COLUMBIA 
UNIVERSITY QUARTERLY, at Lancaster, Pa., or at Columbia 
University, New York City. 

Nine Important Volumes 
SOCIAL EVOLUTION AND POLITICAL THEORY. By LEONARD T. HOB· 

HOUSE. P10fessor of Sociology in the Univerotty of London. Pp. ix + 218. 

CONSTITUTiONAL GOVERNMENT IN THE UNITED STATES. By 
WoODROW WILSON, LL.D., Late President of PrincetPn Unive1sity; Governor 
of New Jersey. Pp. vii+ 236. 

THE BUSINESS OF CONGRESS. By Hon. SAMUEL W. McCALL, Member of 
Congress from Massachusetts. Pp. vii+ 215. 

THE COST OF OUR NATIONAL GOVERNMENT. A Study in Political 
Pathology. By HENRY JoNES FORD, Professor of Politics in Princeton Uni
versity. Pp. xv + 147. 

POLITICAL PROBLEMS OF AMERICAN DEVELOPMENT. By ALBER.T 
SHAW, LL.D., Editor of the Rroiew of Rroiews. Pp. vti + 268. 

THE PRINCIPLES OF POLITICS FROM THE VIEWPOINT OF THE 
A·~ERICAN CITIZEN. By JEREMIAH W. JENKS, LL.D., Profes,or of Pol:t
ical Economy and Politics in Cornell Unive•sity. Pp. "viii+ 187. 

WORLD ORGANIZATION AS AFFECTED BY THE NATURE OF THE 
MODERN STATE. By DAVID JAYNE HILL, LL.D., American Ambassador 
to Germany. Pp. ix + 214. 

THE NATURE AND SOURCES OF THE LAw. By JOHN CHIPMAN GRAY, 
LL.D., Royall l'rofessor of Law in Harvard University. Pp. xii + 332, 

THE GENIUS OF THE COMMON LAW. By the Right Honorab'e Sir FRED· 
ERICK POLLOCK, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D., of Lincoln's Inn, Barrister-at-Law; 
Honorary Fellow of Corpus Christi College, Oxford. Pp. vii+ 141. 

Uniformly bound, 12mo, cloth. Each, $1.50 net. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY PRESS 
LEMCKE & BUECHNER, Agents 

30-32 West Twenty-Seventh Street, New York City 



Studies. in, History, Economics and Public Law 
Edited by the 

Faculty of Political Science of Columbia University 

VOLUME I, 1891-92. 2nd Ed., 189'1. 396 pp. (Sold only in Sets.) 
1, The Divorce Problem. A Study in Statistics. 

· By W ALTBlt A. WILLCox, Ph.D. Price, 75 cents, 
2. The History or Tariff Administration in the United States, trom Colonial 

Times to the McKinley Adm.inistt-ative Dill. 
By JoHN DEAN Goss, Ph.D, Price,~'·""' 

s. History of Municipal Land Ownership on Manhattan Island. 
By GRORG&. AsHTON BLAcK, Ph.D. Price, .x.oo. 

4, Financial History of :Massach~s~~I!S H.], DoUGLAS, Ph.D. (Not Sf)/llseparately.) 

VOI:UME II, 1892-93, (See note on page 4,)' 
1. The Econonlics of the Russian Village, By IsAAc A. Houawtca, Ph.D, (Outnfprint.) 
2. Bankruptcy. A Study in Comparative Legislation. 

By SAMuru. W. DuNscoMn, Jr., Ph. D. Price, $•.oo. 
8. Special Assessments: A Study in Municipal Finance. 

By VlCTOR RosBWATRR, Ph.D. Second Edition~ x898. Price, $I..OO. 

VOLUME III, 1893, 465 pp. (Sold only in Sets.) 
1. "'History of Elections in the American Colonies. 

. By CoRTLAND F. BISHOP, Ph.D. Price, ••·SO. 
2. The Commercial Policy of England toward the American Colonies. 

By GBORGB L. BBBR, A.M. (Not sold separately.) 

VOLUME IV, 1893-94. 438 pp. (Sold only in Sets.) · 
]., Financial History of Virginia. By WILLIAM Z. Rt•LBY, Ph.D. Price, $x.oo. 
2. *The Inheritance Tax. By MAX WBoT, Ph.D. Second Edition, 19o8. Price, $z.oo, 
8. History of Taxation in Vermont. By FRBDBtuclCA. WooD, Ph.D. (Nots•lllseparately.) 

VOLUME V, 1895-96. 498 pp. Price, cloth, $3.50. 
1. Double Tax:ation in the United States, By F'RANcts W ALKHR, Ph.D. Ptice, ''""" 
2. The Separation of Governmental Powers. 

By WILL1Al4 BoNDY, LL.B., Ph.D. Price, $x.oo. 

3, Municipa<l. Government in Miohi~~:an and 0/#'tBws F. WILcox. Ph.D, Price, l•·oo. 

VOLUME VI, 1896. 601pp. Price, cloth, $4.50; Paper covers, $4.00. 
History of Propt"ietary Government in Penns~lvania, 

By WILLIAM ROBRRT SHBPHBRD, Ph.D. 

VOLUME VII, 1896. 512 pp. Price, cloth, $3.50. 
1. Histocy of the Transition fl•om ProVincial to Commonwealth Govern• 

ment in Massachusetts. By HARRY A. CusHING, Ph.D. Price, $.a.oo. 

2. *Speculation on the Stook and Produc~:~~a~~~~n~i~~~v'?'~I!.td f',~!~~~.so, 

VOLUME VIII, 1896-98. 551 pp. Price, cloth, $4.00. 
1. The Struggle between President Johnson and Congress over Recon• 

struction. By CHARLBS ERNBST Cn:ADSBY, Ph.D. Price, Jt.oo. 
2. Recent Centralizing Tendencies in State Educational.A.dmfntstration. 

By WILLIAllll CLARBNCS. WsBs't'E.Q, Ph.D. .Price, 75 cents. 

8. The Abolition of Prtvateering and the Declaration of Paris. 
By FBANCIS R. STARK, LL.B., Ph.D. Price, ,,,...., 

4. Public Administration in Massachusetts. The Relation of Central to 
Local Activity. By R.oBBRT liAaVBY WHlTTBN, Ph.D. Price, $1""" 

VOLUME IX, 1897-98. 617 pp. Price, cloth, $4.00. 
1. *En~tllsh Local Government of To-day, A Stud:!" ot the Relations of 'cen-

tral and Local Government. By M1r.o Roy MALTWB, Ph.D. Price, $o.oo. 

Ia. German Wage Theories. A History ot thel[yl]~J:.lw.'~~~~·ph,D. Price. #r.ao. 

a. The Centralization of Adnlinistration in New York State. 
B:v JoaN ARcHIBALD FAlltLI•, Ph.D. Prico • ...,_ 



VOLUME X, 1898-99. 500 pp. Price, cloth, $3.50. 
1. Sympathetic Strikes and Sympathetic Lockouts, 

lly Fru!D S. HAt.L, Ph.D. Pri<e, .r.oo, 
2 • Rhode Island and the Formation ot the Union. 

lly FRANK GRBBNK BATBS, Ph.D. Price, .r.so. 
8. Centralized Administration of Ltq~or Laws tn the American Common-

wealths. By CLBMHNT MooRB LACEY StTss, Ph D. Price, Jt.oo, 

VOLUME XI, 1899. 495 pp. Price, cloth, $4.00; paper covers, $3.50. 
The Growth ot Cities, By ABNA FERRIN WasER, Ph. D. 

VOLUME XII, 1899-1900. 586 pp, Price, cloth, $4.00. 
1. History and Functions ot Central Labor Unions. 

By WILLIAM l\1AXWRLL BuRKB, Ph.D. Price_ $x.oo. 
~. Colonial Immigration Laws. By EowARD EMBERSON PRoPER, A.M. Price, 7s cents. 
3. History of 1\Iilitary Pension Legislation In the United States, 

By \VILLIAl\1 HENR\' GLASSON> Ph.D. Price, a;x.oo. 

4, History of the Theory ot Soverelgnttlysl~;,:i.~~'_l~S8'i'.~;!~1 , Jr., Ph.D. Price, $I.;o. 

VOLUME XIII, 1901. 570 pages. Price, cloth, $4.00, 
I. The Leanl Property Relations ot Married Parties. 

By lswoR LoEB, Ph.D. Price, -•.so. 
2. Political Nativism in New York State. By Louts Dow Scrsco, Ph.D. Price, s2.oc, 
3, The Reconstruction of Georgia, By EowtN C. WooLLEY, Ph.D. Price, ~x.oo, 

VOLUME XIV, 1901-1902. 576 pages. Price, cloth, $4.00. 
1. Loyallsm In New York during the American R.evolutlon, 

By ALEXANDER CLARBNCK FLICK, Ph.D. Price, $2.00. 

2. The Economic Theory of R.isk and Insurance. 
lly ALLAN H. W!LL!rrr, Ph.D •. Price, $r.so. 

3, '.!'he Easte1•n Question: A. Stndy In Diplomacy. · · 
By ;;TEPHRN P. H. DuGGAN, Ph.D, Price, $t.oo, 

VOLUME XV, 1902. 4Z7 pp. Price, cloth, $3.50; paper covers, $3.00. 
Cl'ime in Its Relations to Social Progress, By AnTHUR CLEVBLA"'D HALL, Ph.D. 

'VOLUME XVI, 1902-1903, 547 pp. Price, cloth, $4.00. 
1. Tho Past and Present of Commerce in Japan. 

By YnTARO KtNOSITA, Ph.D. Price, ~x.so. 

e. The Employment ot Women in the ClotiK1~.it.!l:e!';; WILLET, Ph.D Price, $x.so. 
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