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DRURY’S 4-UNIT PLAN
' DISCARDS ‘REP.BY POP.’

DECLARES FERGUSON
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offul, the Government had to accept |

' . Te sihility.
lComervatwe Leader At responsibility

Prime Ministers suggestion.

tacks Prime Minister" of four unit classifications, with To-

ronto having the highest unit, Mr,

Proposal as Abandoning I'creuson sald. was ‘nol hased on

the fundamental principle on which

“Fundamental Principle our system  of representation i

based. and that 118 the svstemm or|

on thch Our System of principle of representation by popu-

- lation,
l entation ’3: “T think.” he said, *‘that the Prime
RGPI’GS "} Minister in his suggestion goes a

long way further than any discus-
sion I have been able to find or any
view expressed by any eminent pub-
lic man I have been able to run
across in dealing with that phase of
the subject.”

Advanors Toronto's Claim,

Toronto, sald Mr. Ferguson. was
not the Washington of the north
that the Premlier appeared to think
{t. Toronto, with one-fifth the pop-
" ulation of Ontario, and bearing more
than that fraction of the taxation,
' was entitled to have her citizens on
speaking, and indications point- a basis of equal voting strength with
ed to an all-night session.  Mr, citizens of any other centre. Mr.

!
Ferguson said that if it were a ! F'erguson went on to refer to To-

ronto’s municipal problems, her
question of an endurance test, judicial system, and complexity of

Based,” and Violating
Spirit of B.N.A. Act

’ .'

TIME INSUFFICIENT
TO EFFECT REFORMS,

e e —————

At 2 o'clock this (Tuesday)
morning J. A. Currie, Conserva-
tive. Southeast Toronto, was still

“we’'ll have to accept the chal- interests, all of which demanded
lenge.” ' adequate representation.

— “For these reasons,’”' Mr. Fergu-
Characterizing as ‘‘vicious and son went on, ‘'l say there cannot be

erroneous” Premier Drurv's redis- very strong or cogent reason why
: : . s . the citizen of Toronto should not
tribution suggestion for a differentia- have the same voice in legislative
tion in units of representation be- matters and public questions as the
tween urban, rural and newer On- citizens of Kemptville, {f yvou like.”
tario, Hon. G. H. Ferguson, Conser- fio far &A the conmasaiions of

| . transportation and communication
vative Leader, in the Legislature last in urban and rural communities

night delivered a fair intimation that werae concerned., the Conservative
[‘ the Conservatives would fight to the | Leader reminded that conditions to-
last ditech anyv redistribution along day were 'entirel:}' dif}'erﬁnt from |
l 4 ' ¢ the Prime Mi o those prevailing 15 or 20 years ago.
the lines of the Frime A-IniSier's pro- | Telephones, highway improvements
| posals, " : eleas hiefta; and rural mall dellveries, he said,
!aT*E::; -[h;ni,{;:\ﬂ;:xiir-{;nf if}‘nﬂ ?;E had utterly changed the situation
C S s 211 4 aCCe ¢
'; \ in rural Ontario.

a reasonable allowance for compact- “I venture to sav.” he added
ness of population in Ontario cities, “hat '
but professed to be utterly unable to
[ sece why Toronto should be discrim-
inated against with a unit of rep-
resentation higher than all other
cities. If the Premier argued “met-
ropolitan Press” Mr. Ferguson was
willing to take him to other cities—
Ottawa, Hamilton and London—with
Press facilities comparable to those
nfs??:?tgl; special consideration of pm!.'erfllll fmetgmgmlitm: Press were
c ; ' ! 0 :
newer Ontario’s claims to repre- mF‘IFiiiemu?s o e s athes AN
| ﬁ?:ﬁ;i;‘;u:;iﬂ W;n;:;;:fﬁ?i‘ 12:??{‘;;{;:, should be only one broad distinciion
should Rave &' Jower unit of repea- | ] Sf_SHEVERRGY ot e o
sentation than the rest of the Prov- SURPIAL 1 : re y i :
._ end if you are going to put Toronto

the people in the village in
which I live are quite as well In-
formed and as closely in touch with
what ig going 'on in the city of To-
ronto as are citizens of Toronto.
Arguing that the Premier's as-
sumptions and suggestions were
“vicious and erroneous,’” Hon. Mr.
Ferguson went on to say that tie
Premier’'s declarations as to an ali-

ince. : . a
Along with W. B. N. Sinclair, i.c., | [[PY Beraeti

L.iberal, South Ontario, and A. C, Motive in Proposal?

l.ewis, Conservative, Northeast To- The Conservative L.eader went on
ronto, Mr. Ferguson argued the to attribute motives to the Premier
principle of ‘representation by popu- for his suggestion to cut down Toron-
lation,” which, he declared, was the to's representation. In any event, he
fundamental principle underlying |said, the effect would be to cut
representative institutions. jown representation in a community

which would not “accord my honor-

Must Start at Right knd. able friend very much comiort oOT

The Redistribution Committee gatisfaction when election comes
must start out on the broad basia of along.”
securing equalization of units of rep- Every Redistribution Committee
regsentation, and from there work that ever sat, proceeded Mr, Fer-
tovrard a reasonable allowance for guson, started out on the hasis of |
older Ontario, rather than start at principle that “the unit of popula-
the other end, as the Fremier Sug- {ion should be equalized in all con-|
gested, argued the Opposition. stituencies.”” On the contrary, he:

Mr, Sinclair, and, indeed, Mr. Fer- said. this Government would start
guson and Mr. Lewis, were frank In out iin the opposite direction — of
expressing the opinion that redistri- deliberate differentiation in nnits of |

bution, along with other electoral
reforms, could not pass the House
in the three weelks allotted, and upon
the Government's shoulders they
threw all the responsibility. Each
Oppositionists agreed that the Gov-
ernment was remiss in leaving intro-

lrﬂprmentatinn {in not only urban andi
rural constituencies, but belween
urban centres.

The Conservative Leader &x-|
pressed his entira accord, however,
with the Premier's proposal to Bive

duction of the measures to the SpeotN redogmMian G0 BT (;::
twelfth week of the session, tario’s claims to representat ot |

cause there wide distances had to be |
Forsakes “Rep by Pop.” . |taken into consideration. |

In opening the discussion at 10.30 Upsetting Precedents.

p.m. Hon. G. H. Ferguson, accepting | After reading extensiveiy Irom the |
Premier Drury's statement that his| Hansard statements Sir WwWilfrid Lau- |
suggestions on Friday were "mere! |rier, 8ir Robert Borden and other|
suggestions, declared that the Gov- Federal authorities had made on the |
ernment's views were usually ac-, |principle of redistribution, Mr. Ter-.
cepted with some weight by the Re- | guson noted that every a.ut.hnrlt’fl
dm”t.ribu_tiun Committee. In that|] “1aid down that the committee starts
connection he reminded that, al- out with a basis of equality of pap*l
though the committee was all pow- ulation for all constituencies.” |
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