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early reports, but the latest we have had i
are the reports of Capt. Anderson who ha. t
been in Hudson bay, season after sea-
son, and he probably knows the bay
and straits better than any man living.-
His report practically deolares ths4 the i
navigation of Hudson straits 15 isnprac-i
tîcable. He gives the period of navigation
as not more than six weeks at best, and 1
thifnk that that is a report which deserves
smre censideration. Hewever, the ques-
tion -bas been settled practically. Both
Governments have decided that a railway
shall be 'built te a harbour on Hudson bay.
The point as te 'wihich I appeal te the hon.
leader e! th.e Goveruiment and te this House'
i. thîs: I understand that the Hudson Bay
railroad bas net yet geV se far that thse
Governmeint could net, if they chose, de-
flect the road from Nelson te Port Churchll,
and my only suggestion is that the Govern-
ment should net be in a .hurry completing
the road te Port Nelson until tihey have
first ascertained whether it I. practicable
at any reasonable cost te ineke s port at
Nelson; Churchillisl a port, lihere 1. ne
question about that, and the Government
will save a great deal of money by golng
te Churchill. It is flot unreasonable, con-
sidering the efforts of economy we are al
supposed te mrake"now, that having spent
smre ten millions on this undertaking, we
should net spend any more until we "feel
sure we are going te get somewhere when
thse expenditure is ended.

Hon. Mr..LOUGHEED--This is a motion
for bringing down papers dealing with thse
expenditure of public money at Port Nel-
son, etc. The duty o! the Goverment,
broadly speaking, is te ascertain what
p'ublic opinion le upon any public
question, and as far as possible to give
effect te iV. There is ne doubt
as te what public opinion, particularly in
Western Canada, has been for a great num-
ber of years upen this particular subject.
I do net propose, at the present moment,
te enter inte a discussion as te the merits
or demerîts o! 'this question. It is needless
te say that there le a very great diversity
ef opinion upen it. The duty which faced
the late Government of ceming te a conclu-
sion on this subject was net a light one. It
was a very serious oe. Likewise the samne
duty ha. f allen upon -the present Govern-
ment. Botis tise late Government and the
present Government have investigated this
question te the greatest possible extent.
'Iney have exhausted eveiy public source of

nquiry, commissions have been held, inves-
igations have been made, inquiries have
been pursued, and for years observers have
been placed-that. le iu boats and otherwise
-in the straits for the purpose of furnishing
nformation as to whether the straits are
navigable or net. The resuit of ail that
effort on the part of the Governrnent of
Canada has been a determination to pro-
ceed wstn this public work. I need not gay
to hon. gentlemen that scarcely has any
,reat public work eeen undertaken, net

only in Canada but in America--one might
say in the world-that the same difficulty
Lias not faced those who have assumed the
responsibihity of entering upen and carrying
out the undertaking. There wvas a time in
m5e history of Canada when the criticismn
as to Luie navigation of the St. Lawrence
wvas juat as serious 'as the criticisms being
miade to-day as te the navigation of the
Hudson Straits, and had attention been
given to those who he.d adverse opinions
at that time, and whose judgment was
relied on, that the St. Lawrence was net

really navigable, I doubt if any great ex-
penditure and effort would have been made
to improve the navigation of that stream.
Criticism of the building of the Canadian
Pacific railway when it was first promul-
gated was quite as serlous as it is against
the navigation o! Hudson Straits. Borne o!
our public men, on whose judgment we
placed great reliance in pre-confederation
daya, as well as after, veiced their best
judgment when they said that the carrying
out cf such an undertaking was impractic-
able; and that the iailway if built woiild

not only involve the country in ruin, but
the road itsel! would not make enough te
pay for the grease for the wheels. One
might refer to some critîcisms as to the
building o! the Panama canal, and in fact
any great work that has been constructed,
but 1 doubt if any one can to-day mention
a physical difficulty that bas rot been over-
corne by human ingenuity. I say advisedly
that nature has not yet plaoed a physîcal
difficulty that cannot ba overcorne by the
ingenuity of the human. mind, -and I believe
in this case that, ewing to the ingenuity
of mankipd, ewing to the progress o! the
present age, and particularly the progres
which is yearly being made la navigation,
the time Will corne when wve wvi1l express
the utmost surprise at the criticism which
has been directed against the Hudson bay
route. It seems to me if, in a primitive wvay,
the Hudson Bay Company bas been navîgat-
ing those straits for 300 years without


