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Mr. DUNNING: The contract for the
second section was let by the Borden govern-
ment ini 1912.

Mr. MANION: How much was t.he first
section?

Mr. CARAN: A contract of 185 miles.

Mr. DUNNING: I think that is right. In
August, 1912, Port Nelson and Fort Churchill
were visited by the then Minister of Rail-
ways, the late Hon. Frank Cochrane, and
Port Nelson was selected as the terminus
of the Hudson Bay raîlway. In December,
1912, the contract was let for the final section
of the railway. In 1913 work was actively
in progress on the terminais at Nelson. In
the autuman of 1917 the work on the harbour
terminais was closed down. In MaTch, 1918,
the pre-emption and homestead provisions of
the Dominion Lands Act were suspended by
order in coundil anti subsequently deleted
from the act by the amendment of 1918,
chapter 19, section 28. In Octoher, 1918, work
on the rai.lway was suspendeti with tracs
laid to mile 332 including the bridge over the
Nelson river, and the road was then turned
over 4to .the Canadian Northern board for
operation. I mentioneti that the most that
was ever expended on railway construction
in any one year during the whole perioti of
construction was 63,256,000.

Some .questions were raiseti this afternoon
by the hion. member for -East Algoma (Mr.
Nicholson) regarding -the praciicahility of the
route. I offer as evidence in that connection
the report of the Senate committee of 1920.
I do not think it can be saiti that the commit-
tee in question was geographically packed i
favour of the west. It consisteti of six Con-
servatives and five Liherals, the names of the
gentlemen being as follows: Senator Fowler,
New Brunskick, Chairman; Senator Daniel,
New Brunswick; Senator Lougheed, Alberta;
Senator Michener, Alberta; Senator Sohaffner,
Manitoba; Senator Willoughby, Saskatche-
wan; Senator Bostock, British Columbila;
Senator Casgrain, Quebec; Senator Dandu-
rand, Quebec; Senator De Veber, Alberta and
Senator Watson, Manitoba. There was only
one meniher (rom Saskatchewan, andi there
were two from Manitoba, three from Alberta,
one from British Columb>ia, two from Quebec
andi two from New Brunswick. Neither
British Columxbia nor Quebec nor New Brn,-.
wick coulti be regardeti as partial to the
Hudson Bay projeet anti I believe the atti-
tude of Alberta even at that date might be
described -as strictly judicial. The committee
matie a unaiiimous report to -which I woulti

refer the hion, gentleman for an answer. This
was one of its findings:

Your eommnttee makes tbe followaig findings:
(i) That thie Hudson Bay route is feeble and wiII

probably in timie be profitable.

A commit.ee such as this and appointed by
such a body surely coulti not be aocused of
being wildly visionary or radical; surely it
would weigh carefully aIl the evidence suh-
mitteti, extracts from which may be founti
in the pages of the report. It is of course
impossible to estimate the cost of such a pro-
ject as this as accurately as one could in
planning a branch line i known iterritory.,
There are many unknown or little known fac-
tors in this case, but it is worthy of note that

acommite appointed by the Senate cf
Canada as recently as 1920 should reach unani-
mously, on a question of this nature, such a
report as bas been submitted.

Mr. McGIBBON: Will the minister reati
the third findjing.

Mr. DUNNING: I. will read them ail.

Mr. CJARAN: Reati the whole report.

Mr. DUNNUNG: The report itself covers
three or four pages and most of it would not
be to the liking of my hion. friend from St.
Lawrence-St. George (Mr. Cahan).

Mr. CARAN: 1 have read it.

Mr. DUNNING: These are the findings
of the committee:

Your cwmmittee makes the foflersiin findiags upon
the evidence adduced before tliein*

(1) That the Hudson Bay route in lemïibe enid will
proboUly in tàmi be profitable.

(2) That the sesson of navigation under present coni-
ditions is et est four snontbsq in length anid may
by ressont of improvements in aids Vo rîavigaijon be
censîdemably icresaed.

I here caîl the attention of hon, gentlemen
to the fact that this afternoon 1 presenteti
figures based only on two and a half months
of navigation.

(3) That in the opinion of this conmittee sufficient
care wus cot taken in the selection of Nelsoni s
the terminus of the raiinay, and that the govern-
nient should noV qnïake further imiportent empenditures
upoai tihis port widheut filst onaking a new aud
thorough exeinsntion imlo the relatve soorits of
Churchill and Nelson s a termainus foir tihe milroad.

(4) Thet -the waters of the stm&it and rivse
tributary to the bey teemn with fish and valuable
mari.ne anirrais, and we bolieve abat Vhs bay la equally
well stocked but there -bas not yet been sufficient
data collected se to the exteçit of t.he fisheries of the
ba.y Vo emald an suthoni"Utve statemnent Vo be moade
sa tai their value.

(5) That the mines already diseovered in the Hudson
Bay district ame of sufiaient numiber snd dniewe <a
indicate the existence of great potentiel minerai
weslth.

(6) Your conmrittee f eel that they canno-t toc
atrongly endeesae thse valuelile suggestion cf Mr.


