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ride by legislation from this parliament the I say we are only doing our duty as mem-obligations, the duties, the conditions which bers of this opposition in raising our voices,the legislature of the province of On- however feebly and ineffectively, in favourtario imposed upon them and which the of maintaining municipal and provincial
municipalities have imposed 'upon them. rights and against this parliament bengThis is our position. It is a sound position, made the means of incorporating a purelyand we are not going to recede from if. local concern and declaring it to be for theHon. gentlemen opposite may think that we general advantage of Canada. My bon.are wrong. They bave a right to their opin- friend from West York (Mr. Campbell) saidion. But it is surely our bounden duty, at that the municipalities about Toronto wereevery stage when an opportunity offers, to in favour of the entrance of the Toronto andprotest against the invasion of municipal Hamilton Railway.
rights, when we believe that that invasion
is not in the public interest. The bon. min- Mr. COWAN. That is not law yet.
ister very courteously amended this clause, Mr. CLARKE. I only refer to it as tbe
No. 184, when it was before us ten or bon, gentleman referrod to it. I only want
twelve days ago. The amendment the hon. to say that the city of Toronto lis fot in-
gentleman agreed to did not go so far as terfered, that it bas left tho suburban
that I suggested to him. I desired that the municipalities free to mako any hrrange-
aiunicipalities-all the municipalities rural ments tbey tlought good, and I thiik the
or urban-should bave their rights protected. îeast tbe city of Toronto bas a right to ex-
The bon. gentleman confined it to the exclus- pect is tbat tbe suburban municipalities wil
ion of tramroads from incorporated towns allow tbe city to make its own agreement.
and cities. So far so good. But I say that Tbe principal value of this franchise is in
the rights of ail should be protected, that the right of acces8 to the city of Toronto
rural municipalities had rights that ought not sud if that is a valuable franchise the city
to be disregarded, and that the object of this of Toronto is tho best judge as to wbat
parliament sbould be to protect those rights value to place upon it aud what teris f0
as against the claims of railway and tram- exact from tboso to whom it is conceled.
road promoters. One word more before Iresume my seat with regard to tbe position Mr. COWAN. I do not propose to followtbe city of Toronto occupies. I bave already the bon. member for West Toronfo (Mr.
said that the franchise of tbe street rail- Clarke) il tbe long diatribe-T
way belongs to the city of Toronto, but it
bas been ltased for a period of yiars. The Ms CLARiE. Diatribe
eltizens ea Toronto bave not objected to Mr. COWAN. Yes, diatribe. I havethe entrauce of suburban trams. In fact, chosen the word advisedly. f do niot pro-
we have been tryiffg to get tbern in. We pose to follow the bion, gentleman lu theae building a market at an expense tf long diatribe wiceh e has chosen to ronto ;more than a quarter of a million dollars upon us hre to-nigbt coucerning the streetto store country produce, to facilitate the raîlways of Toronto. bse jas doue so not-business they are oxpectd to do. But, witbstanding that boe kuows that that mat-wbile 'e want tbe suburban tram-car ines ter will come up to-morrow eveniug. Butto corne l, we want them to enter upon I may go eue step furtber auJ tell the bon.
the Unes of railwny already existing, and gentleman that be neyer discovered the Billwe want them to core lu upon conditions known as tho Torouto and pamilton Rail-imposed by th e city o f Toront. Tho di- hvay was so methi g tat was going to in-f orenc that bas existed between the promo- terfere with the rights of Toronto until itters of tho Toronto auJ Hamilton railroad bad its second readiug, and after it bdand the corporation 0f Toronto bas been passed the Railway irnitte. Tho heu.that, vle th citizens of Toron eto desire member for Torouto was suient as a
that w-batever agreement thoy make la its sheli whîle that was goiug ou uiniilfor the ntry of he suburban roads the press drew the matter te bis attention.sheuld terminate wit tho e the in We Wben the question of the tramways in
Toonto franchise, the propriotors of electric railways of T oronto corne bforo ns.these suburban roads had tho audacity we shand n pleased to lsten to what thehi ask that they should bave the bton, gentleman bas to say upon the sub-right in perpetuity to mn their hues inte jet. But now we are discussing a generaI
the ciny f Toronto. Was tbat a fair pro- railway commission Bita. yet oe wishes teposition ? And, not being able to obtain discuss ths question of provincial elc-from thoe provincial logislature. or fron the fric railways, something ntirly byond tnmunicipaity o the city 0f Torento, these jurisdiction of tbis parliament, sonetingprivilegs, theso infair aad unjust privi- whil I hope, a d whic bion. mhers onloges, tbey core bore and ask this parlia- this sido of the fouse hope will not homent to incerperato them as a work for the deait wit her but will h left to the juris-
genoral advantage wf Canada a seoek te diction of the province.
overridoe nt only tho municipal, but pro-
vincial rigfts. That is a statoment of factir M. LANCASTER. Why, ete ihe twfoaum I challenge contradiction of it fa us doals with thin laif a dozen sethions.
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