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SLUM REBULDING
NEETS fPPROVAL,
" OF GOVERNHENT
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Heighinaton Sugges's Capi-
tal to Be Invited to Take
Over Pronerty

GARDEN AREAS ViSIONED

Goverame.ut approval of t.e pvin
giple of sium aboliticn and rcbhuilding
was invoked cn the floor of the On-
tario Legislature yesierday. Moving
“that in the cpinion of this House,
the Goveram:nt should b2 authorized
in making rogulations for aistrioution
of moneys under the Uncmployment

Relief Act, to ccnsidor any  special
application frcm a muncipal core
poration of a towa cr cudy for the

wee of Government grant, toward Lhe
abolition of sium areas and the de-

velopment of those areas unaer ncw
bhousing schem:zs.” Wilirid H:ighing-
tan (Conservative, St. Dav.d's) niti-
abed a lengthy discussion almost
unanimousiy .o favoer ¢f Lis proposi
tlon. The resclution, after reeelving
the Premicr's qualificd blassing, was

carrizd unanimous'v,
Pominion Iavolvea,

After the scasion, Mo, Houy ex-
that not only the Province

but the municipality and Dominicn
were intimatelv concerned with the
principle raised by Mr, Heighington.
relief work of such a character
Federal! contribution, while

& Municipal Act amendment would
be necessary before such a proposai

became possible of enactment.
The details of the slum abolit.on

were only rketehed by Mr.
hingten. Referring to the unior-
tunate subdividing activities of Vic-
torien landlords, he charged that

there existed in Toronto, and in the
southern part of hs riding n par-
ticeular, arcas wh ch wore “unpleasant, |

unsanitary, and insecure.” Mr. Heigh.

oropesad that capital shoud

ington

be invited to take over wholz blocks
of these slum ar:as, 'ending sullicint
money or first morigages to rebu’'d
them, substituting “attractive work-
ers’ dwelling-, garden areas, wider
streets and modcrn sanftation.”

Compensation for Landlords.

Expropriat.cn with adequat> com-
vensation was suggested In cascs of

landlords’ opposition. The member
to relagate full management

and control and a remunerativ: roturn

to private captal, and to limit ac-
tivity to the Gove rinent superinten-
dence of th: scale of rents and the
rates of intersst and accompanying

details. He beleved the Government
would not be involved financinlly to a |.

in the House,” adding that such con-
- struction would make Toronto and

| West). A. B. Smith (Conservative, Es-

' House. J. A. Sangster (Liberal, Glen.
garry) advised the House not to be
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great extent, but suggest>d the Pro-
vince should by statute stand bshind
such ventures, providing for ulidmate
Lability in the event of loss in any
particular venture. :

Prefacing his appeal with praise of
the Government’'s relief work, the
member for St. David's credited the
Government with “quiet courage,” and
honesty of and administration.
Improvement in general conditions, he
contended, had not as yet been suf-
ficient to bring any extensive relief to
the ranks of labor., He asked how
much longer the distribution of unems-
ployment relief could continue, point-
ing out it was a burden to the tax-
payers, and “one ncighbor is bearing
the burden of maintaining another.”

Gains Claimed as Result,

Mr. Heighingt 'n advanced two im-
mediate gains which he claimed would
result from his motion. “Labor is en-
tirely dependent on the building in-
dustry,” he said, cenlending an crgane-
ized and extensive building boom
would end years of depression. H?e
based his secend argument on the
thesis that “wz2 have made about all
the demands that are possible on our
Covernments.” The result of “further
financial whirls” by the Governments
in private or corporate fields would
stultify business and economic growth
and endanger the stability of thz fi-
nancial structure. he claimed. He do-
plored the tendency to tie up money
in Government bonds, declaring that
until capital is released into private
channsls recovery will be indefigitely
postponed.

Public Works Detailed.

The Premier, speaking on the mo-
¢jon just before it was put to the
House, detailed Government acuvity
in the line of public works, and poini-
ed out the Government had assisted
municipalities in works designed for
municipal betterment until the spring
of 1932, when direct relief, except for
the Northern road camps, Was,
. |

Referring to the recent program of |
Dominion and Provincial subsidies for
public works, Mr. Henry stated that
proposals involving between seven and
eight million dollars had already been |
approved. It had also been agreed,!
he explained to extend the Dom nion-
Provincial agreement from the end of
March <0 the end of the year; it has
been intimated at Ottawa that any
incomplete work begun before the
w'& end would qualify for the sub-

“In Accord With Motion.”

“Outside the problem of railways, 1
don't think there is anything of grea.-
er importance than something that
would stabilize the building trade,”
the Prime Minister said. He declared |
that the stabilization of construction |
would prove one of the biggest steps
in general advance. “I am quite in
accord with the motion, and, if the |
municipalities are interested, I think
some provision should be made s0 they
can function,” the Premier said, in

closing.
Members’ Commentis.

Half a dozen members also added
their comments to Mr. Heighingion’'s
suggestion. T. P. Murray (Liberal,
Renfrew South), said it was “the first
move to aid lumber since I have been

other cities, “healthier and more re-
spectable places to live in.” Willlam
Morrison (Conservative, Hamilton
East). Harry Price (Conservative, York

sex South), F. W. Wilson (Conserva-
tive, Windsor East), and T. A. Blake-
lock (Liberal, Halton), were also
heard, approving the motion.

Criticism of the measure developed
from three different sections of the

“ovorzealous,” George Sheelds (Con-
servative, Woodbine), although prom-
ising support to any scheme of indirect
relief, pointed out obstacles. The ire
of Willlam Baird (Conservative, High
Park), said: “We have always regarded
Toronto as a city of homes,” he con-
tended, submitting that slums were
non-existent and suggesting construc.
tion on vacant property. ,




