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that no less than 200 million bushels of
United States grain wiil be transported
through the seaway. If that survey is accu-
rate, then it means that this grain wiil corne
down in lake carriers, both United States and
Canadian, and provision wiil have to be made
for the development of port facilities not
only at Montreal but at ports beyond
Montreal 'for trans-shipment overseas. These
ports are places such as Seven Islands, Ri-
mouski, Three Rivers, Quebec, Sorel, ail the
ports on the lower St. Lawrence.

What provision is 'being made by the De-
partment of Public Works for port facilities
at Seven Islands, for instance? I see in
the estimates srnall arnounts for piers and
wharves but in view of the survey on the
movement of grain made by the University
of Indiana in conjunction with the Chicago
board of trade I think the minister should give
careful consideration to whether or not addi-
tional elevator space should not be built at
these ports and whether additional facilities
should not be built at the port of Rimnouski,
for instance.

Mr. Green: We do not; build elevators, as
the hon. member knows.

Mr. Chevrier: It rnay be that the minister
does not buiid elevators but if there is ta
be titis additional grain movement additional
facilities will have to be built over and above
elevator facilities and related to elevator
facilities are piers and harbours which corne
under the jurisdiction of the Minister of
Public Works. That confirms my suggestion
earlier that an economic survey should be
made of the effect of the St. Lawrence seaway
on these areas.

Mr. Green: 0f course that should have been
done by your government long ago.

Mr. Chevrier: I thank the minister for
that interjection. It was begun by aur gov-
ernment. If the minister wiil look at what
was done by the St. Lawrence seaway
authority at the time he will find that a sur-
vey was started and, as I indicated in an
earlier debate, the only reason it was inter-
rupted was that the person who had charge
of it was placed on the tolîs committee. My
suggestion made several months ago was that
that survey be continued.

Another survey was started by certain
economists at McGill University. They re-
ceived funds from a United States founda-
tion. Their survey had ta, do with the effect
the seaway would have on the Montreal
area within a radius of 100 miles. I do flot
know where that survey stands at the mo-
ment but nonetheless I believe that a survey
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such as was started by the former adm.inis-
tration should be continued by titis admin-
istration. If it were the minister would then
have before him a uniform plan to indicate
where these rnoneys should be spent.

Mr. Green: May I ask the hon. member a
question? Is he trying to make out that the
former government started such a survey?

Mr. Chevrier: 1 arn not trying to make it
out. I said that an economjc survey of the
effeet of the seaway on the various regions
of Canada had already been started, that al
the material for the survey was gathered
at that time and that the person responsible
for the conduct of the survey was appointed
to the tolls committee and his work was
interrupted.

Mr. Green: What department of the former
government started the survey?

Mr. Chevrier: The St. Lawrence seaway
authority.

Mr. Green: Again titis has nothing what-
ever to do with the Departrnent of Public
Works.

Mr. Chevrier: 0f course it has. I arn trying
to indicate now that there is no plan in the
Departrnent of Public Works for the devel-
opment of harbours along the seaway route.
That is what I arn trying to indicate. What
1 said was that I have no objection s0 far
as what has been done is concerned. On the
contrary, I have supported it because I
believe that the seaway will bring tremen-
dous developrnent to the ports of Ontario
including Hamnilton and Toronto. But I arn
saying that the amount of expenditure by
the governrnent should also take into con-
sideration ports along the lower St. Law-
rence and what is in the estimates now is
flot sufficient. It does flot take into con-
sideration the development of seaway trafflc
because if the seaway is going to be com-
pleted next year and if there is to be the
volume of traffic that the economists say
there will be, namely 30 to 35 million tons,
there should be development of port facilities
flot only with respect to the harbours under
the national harbours board but also the
harbours that fali within the jurisdiction of
the minister. That is why I was saying earlier
and repeat 110W that in order ta spend the
money profitably and econornically there
should, in my opinion, be a survey made of
these ports.

Mr. Crouse: Would the hon. member per-
mit a question?

Mr. Chevrier: Yes.


