¥ SATURDAY, 1 -

 the House.

10 DIVISION
- IS NOT POPULAR,

Government’s Majority Small
on Redistribution,

UNIQUE VOTE N HOUSE.

Opposition Fights Gerrymander
io Last Ditch.

Members Support the Toronto 13ill
and an Amendment Passes the
House—Liberal Leader's Stand—--
—Many Amendments to Redistri.
bution Measure Are Presented and
All Are Lost on Division

By the smallest majority which has
been registered on behalf of the Gov-
ernment during the last four years the

proposals to duplicate the representa-

tioa for "Toronto was carried in the
Legislature vesterday. The amend-
ment introduced by Mr. T. H. Pres-

toa, the member for Brant, to the ef-

SIX members, was voted down by 48
to 19 The smallness of the Govern-
ment’s majority has a particular sig-
nificance. This proves conclusively

| that in their proposals the Government

have not the unanimous support of

their rural followers, and that many
of them preferred to dodge the division
rather than support the Government’s
proj.osals. Mr. Preston in submit-
ting his amendment made out a very

strong case, and his arguments re-
mainred absolutely unanswered by the
Premier. The Opposition carried out
their expressed intention, and fought
the Whitney gcerryvmander to the last
ditch. In regard to every case of
mutilation they placed the nselves on
record and were voted down by
strei.gth of numbers, and finally the
bill was given its third reading. An-
other feature of yesterday’'s session
was the attitude adopted by the Legis-
lature with regard to the Toronto bill.
From both sides of the House, particu-
larly by the leader of the Opposition,
tne principle was affirmed that the
eity should control its own streets, and
an amendment to this effect carried,
The House adjourned at 105 this
morning, Premier Whitney announcing
that he hoped to get through with the
business by 6 o’clock this evening.

No. City Lobby.

The bill of the city of Toronto went
into committee. Mr. McNaught, who
fathered the bill, denied that the city
of Toronto had put up a lobby for the
bill. He did not think the vote of the
committee represented the opinion of

- - - el U

- Was not exactly the same as

-when

, elty’s rights.

Mr. McNaught briefly re-
viewed the history of the company. In
the original agreement between the
city and the company he thought the
city’s right to protect its own streets
was clearly set out. He pointed out
that the act passed by the Legislature
the agree-
Mr. McNaught also «aid that
R. J. Fleming was Mayor Mr,
S. H. Blake, K.(C., was consulted re-
garding the street railway and the
It was peculiar, he add-
ed, that both these gentlemen appeared
against the bill in committee a few.days
a30. During three times the case had
come up in court, he said, nine Judges
had heard the evidence, and eight
Judges were favorable to the city. The

ment.

Privy Council had based their decision,
he tLkought, on the Legislature's act,
- which inadvertently had been made dif-
ferent from what was provided in the

agreement. In placing Toronto in the

ition it formerly had, Mr. McNaught
‘not think

fect that Toronto should only return :

1908

| be castin
| cision of thp_*-ﬁ ’rivy Council.

Mr. McNaught's ' Amendments.
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the Legislature would _

By the said act, but

sflection upon the de-

He submitted the following :—

“Notwithstanding anything contained
in the act passed in the 55th yvear of the
reign of her late Majesty Queen Vie-
toria, and chaptered 99, and intituled
‘An act to incorporate the Toronto
Railway Company and to confirm the

agreement between the corporation of '

city of Toronto and George W.
i?ii]y, }rWilliam Mﬂckenzie,'Henry A
Everett and Chauncy C. “-nn_dv.'nrth:
and notwithstanding any judicial dt:—t--
cigion interpreting the effect nt: the said
act in conjunction with the said agree-
ment, it is hereby declared thﬂt‘ it is
and always has been the true intent

and meaning . of the “aid

rights retained DY and zeenred
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and are as set oyt in the said

act th:':l the
te the

corporation of the city of Toronto by

*he said agreement Lo o
age the streets of the
establish and lay
railway and to extend the
service upon the streets of
City, have not Deen and are
ed by the said act,
main and are as got out in the
asreement scheduled to the =aid act.”

Hon. Mr. Floy =aid t

down new lines

the

ontrol and man-
sald city, and to
ot
street car
=aid
not affect-
hut =aid rights re-
=1id

ne rights of the

l’.zl'}.' h-*l*'l never 1l1'1'+;'| y!‘lﬂ;éii'!t'l"t‘!t’l until
very lately, Al that was required was
that the ‘“‘agreement should be the
agreement, and continue 1o he the
agreement,” and that the act did no:
take away any of the rights. There

weoere precedents for any action of the

Legislnture, he claimed,
The Opposition Leader Speaks.

Hon. Mr. MicKay
MeNaught nueant

sa1d that if

Mur.
by & 0bby that no

I'érs=on repre: @.ting the city  =poke to
th. members of the Legislature, he
Was mistaken. Mr., MacKay said
that when he was a member of the
Private Bills Committee he aiways de-
sired to get as much light on any
question as possibie. The observa-

Lions in the newspapers regarding
CIebby™ he thought ruather
on the Lexislature.

"One can hardls
city of Toronto
It*t'.tl'l‘l!‘lH”}' -1V E
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understand how the
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Streets in this wav, T think the amoend-
ment is about right,” said Mr. Mac-

Kay.
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As They Were.

Finally Mr. Gamey
concarrence of Mr.

“Notwiths
in the act Passed in the
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"An act to ineo
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city, and as to es-

d as to extending the
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time recommended by the City En-
gineer and approved by the City Coun-
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Amendment Carried,

Mr, Lennox {North York) said the
pogition he took in the Private Billx
Committee would be the same as he
would take in the House. He claim-
ed some newspapers of the city had
beéeen unfair with and dishonest to-
wards the members of the Private
Eills Committee,

Mr. Lucas, vho was Chairman
the Private Bills Committee,
that the amendment gave
ncthing more than was offered
Jected in the Private Bille
tee

Mr. Clarke (Northumberland) =3 i
he could nct see how he Couid Ye
censistent and vote ‘or the amend-
1ment.

The amendment of Mr.
ried without a division.

A Change in Lanark,
When

of
Almed
*he city

and re-
C*'l;ﬂ]]]it-

Ganmey care

the redistribution

1.1
iﬂ-ll

Cdlne
ny for o third reading Mr. \“a'hitnﬁ;,-
had it =sent back to committes in order |

to have a paragraph added th
4 villige is ircorporated and divided
between two ridings, the entire vil-
lage shall vete in the riding ae hefoy e

Al where

ncorporation, Another clause Pro-
i vides that thoe bill come ito eflect
- himmediately afrer dissolution. Mr.

! Whitney alsco suggested a change i

, the  Lanarks.  Sherbrooke towinship
i 15 taken {from the North  riding
and added to the South, and Deck-
- With township taken from the Soutp
'and placed in the North The name
o West Nipissing was changed o
¢ Sturgeon Falls.

Toronto Constituencies,

Before the bill was read
Mr. Bowman (Nort! Bruce
amendment in the shape of 2 minor-
ity report, and this was iost on divi-
fion. Then Mr. Preston (South Brant)
moved his amendment in tavor of giv-
Ing Toronto six constituencies amnd six
nembers. In supperting this he COn -
i teinded that when the special commit-
 tee first met there was no intimation
Of what was coming. There were
twenty-two electoral divisions aftect-
ed, and Governments had been created
in fewer constituepcies than that. He
thiought the Government had miszed
. @n opportunity in connection with

matter of setting a precedent in On-
- tarvio for all time to come. Mr. Pres-
Lo quoted from authorities to show
that rural constituencies should have
nicre proportionate represeptation
than urhan constituencies, Applyving

a third time
) moved an

i —
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these, he said all eities should have
smaller renresentation. but this  an-
plied especially to capital cities. He
tontended thers were many thous-
ands of foreigners in Toronto who
could not rightly be  considered £]-

titled to vote, In Toronto there was
the civil service, a student body act-
irig as emissaries of the city through-
ot the T‘rnvim:-e.-, as well as a metro-
politan preszs,

Thousands Disfranchised.

On the basis of the 1901 census To-
rento was to bhe given even a larger
representationn than other cities. In

the same proportion as wa:= now pro- |
sending |
tweive members to the Quebec Legis- |
sent |
pointed |
cither, |
practi-
he contended, the distranchise-
The pecu-
liar division in Toronto seemed to hear -

pesed  Montreal would be

whereas that city only
SIX members, Moatreal, he
cut, was not a capital city
The redistribution bill meant
cally,
went of 100,000

lature,

Liberale.

the stamp of the members for the city.
The working out of the two-member

plan, claimed Mr. Preston, was hit-

ting the Labor man “under the belt.”

In a brief reply Mr. Whitney
prated that no snggestion had come
from the Liberal members of the spe-
c1al committee. He claimed - there
was no argument to be drawn froia
a comparizon with Montreal.

“It is not the desire of this side of
the House to provide for minority re-
presentation. It is magjority represen-
Lation we are to have and it is ma-
jerity representation we believe in.
We believe in the good old common-
sense  principle that the
skould rule, execept for the
terian and Methodist Churches,
the licensing system of
ince™

Mr. Studholme urged the Govern-
ment to withdraw its fad bil It
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Presby-
and

tor nobody could give it a name. e

- wanted to know who was sponsor for
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the hill,

Hon. Mr. MacKay also asked the
fame question.  Who wanted to give
one man two votes ?

Mr. Whitney—It only gives.one man
one vote, - | M ,
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