out the saloons. Why should women |

not have a vote with reference to

more than one vice which was toler- |

ated ?
Against the Vole,

Mr. A. E. Donovan (Brockville)
declared that women's suffrage pre-
vailed in only about eight States n
the Union, and it was strange that
Mormonism obtained in some of
these. 1In one State only 27 per
cent. of the women had voted when
given the franchise. He did not be-
lieve thare was any place In the
world where the laws were hetter

q

than in the Province of Ontario. *If |
the time comes,” he declaved, *T1|
hope we shall have manly, whole- |
hearted courage. Instead of dealing |
out in piecemeal, if we are going to |

give the women the vote, give It so
that all shall have the franchise.”

The Opposition Leader,

Mr. Rowell thought the member
for South Wellington very mildly

characterized the Attorneyv-General's:

- View by saying it was a Conservative
view, lie (Mr. Rowell) would de-
scribe it as the good old Tory view
of the situation., Decaling with Mr.

Lucas’ assertion that property had |
'nothing to do with the vote, the Op- |
, position lecader drew attention to the|
- bill which haa given corporations a !

Vote on money by-laws, Married

|
women had the school board 1'ntc.l

and unmarried women and widows
had the municipal vote, and would
anybody say anything but good had
come from it?

“If the municipal franchise
were extended to married wo-
men local option would be car-
ried in municipalities where it
was now defeated by only g
small ma jority. Then there
would be something done to the
shops which the Attornev-Gen-
eral opposes wheu he talks and |
is in favor of when he votes."
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PALITIES HAVE

¥

MUNICE

Rights Pertaining to Highway
Bill in Legislature

Municipal rights have suddenly

RIGHT TO OBJECT:

Further Debate Over Municipal

1
i

|

. —— e =

loomed large in the lL.cgislature since |

the Toronto-Hamilton highway bill
was first introduced into the House.
For the third time the select commit-
tee appointed to consider the nieasure
met yesterday morning, and for a
third time representatives of the
municipalities argued over traffic 'eg-
ulation, apportionment of cost and
maintenance, and now the bill has to
stand over until Iriday, without any
chance of being passed this week.
The power to be given to the Com-
.mission to regulate traffic seemed to
'be the most scrious obstacle. Coun-
cillor Waldbrook of Trafalgar, spealk-
ing as such, did not intend that the
Tr*ightﬁ of the municipality should be
ital{_en away,
1 "The act does not take away the
-'rightﬂ of the municipalities,” said Mr.

Gooderham. “It gives the Commis- |

sion power to construct the highway

‘and maintain it in a proper way.”

I “If I wanted to take a traction en-

'F!_-;ina over the road 1 could not do it
‘without the consent of the Commis-
sion,”” Mr. Waldbrook replied.

To Apply Throueh Local Council,

. Hon. T. W, MecGarry endeavored to
‘make clear the intention of the traffic
ciauses, and said application in this
lustance would be made through the
local Council to the Commission.
Reeve Pugsley, representing the
York County Highway Boards, found
municipal rights again invaded by
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‘Permitting thie Conimission to take

over the bridges and pay the pro-
portion towards making them strong
enough to stand heavy traffic,

A Halt Called by Mr. McGarry.

Here Mr. McGarry stopped tit&?
discussion. ““There has been coOns ”
erable discussion abou. the rightHFgr
municipalities being taken away. i
the past fifty years the Governm d'
has taken over these bridges %nu
maintained them, and not a word tﬁe
been said, You cannot expect -
Government to contribute to a high-
way of this kind, invﬂlvling.' such :;n
expenditure, unless it I8 ablei litl
clothe its Commission with H}lﬁﬁc en
powers to administer the roaaq.

Opportunity to Object.

; - rate-

Mr. T. Herbert LennoXx, as a
paver, raised the point of thf’e caqnt)t'
having to pay for the rebuilding of
a bridge that had been up only @&

few vears.
It was finally decided that before a

bridge could be rebuilt {he munici-
palities would have an mjm?rt-unity
to object to the Ontario Rallwa} and
Municipal Board.

irault was found with other sec-
tiong. The restriction of cattle driv-
ing raised another protest, but Mr.
MeGarry again assured the rural re-
presentatives that prooper regulations
only would be invoked.

Proyvincial Treasurer Gets Mad,

Reeve Porter of Trafalgar drew
AMr. MceGarry's ire when he insinuat-
od that that township did not con-
sent to pay $4,000 per nile towards
the cost of the road.

“You say that you did not agree to
pay the %£4,000 per mile,” queried the
Provirecial Treasurer, “‘and that you
were only willing to pay the lump
sum of $18,0007 XNow, why did you
allow the pians to get this far before
vou said anvthing? It is because you
;\'ELIHDﬂ to get Mr. Morden on the
Commission and failed?” You passed
a resolution ir favor of the $4,000
per mile. You also mentioned in that
resolution that you would like Mr,
Morden to be a member of the High-

way Commission. Now that you have |

found that Mr. Morden was not given
a place o the Commission you come
Lere and raisc objection to the $4,000
per mile.”

“No: that isn't the reason. We
were never willing to pay $4,000 as
provided by the act.”

The point was also raised that the
cities of Toronto and Hamilton should
bear a portion of the cost, if any,

above $600.000, and the entire eXCess |
should not be assessed back upon the

land along the highway. )
The committee will meet again on

IFriday morning.
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