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It is hereby provided that the Gowvernor in
Council shall grant no permission to construct
any part of the proposed road south of the in-
ternational boundary unless it be shown to be
necessary in order to overcome engineering
difficulties, nor until satisfactory guarantees are

" given that the line from Cloverdale to Prince-
ton will be completed on Canadian territory
within a reasonable time.

It may be suggested that a part of this
amendment is covered by the amendment
of Mr. Macpherson, which is as follows:

The company shall within two years from the
passing of this Act, commence the construction
of the western portion of its main line from a
point at or near Cloverdale, and continuously
brosecute construction in an easterly direction
to Princeton, along the route as laid down in
the original charter of the company, being
chapter 75 of 60 Victoria of the statutes of Brit-
ish Columbia.

That, however, I do not think has any
great virtue in it. There is no penalty; so
far as I can see, which will be incurred pro-
vided that it is not carried out by the com-
pany, except that if the company does not
carry out its work as laid down in the Act,
its charter powers at a certain time will
lapse unless they are again renewed. What
I wanted to do was to make sure that if
that road could be built on Canadian terri-
tory, it should be built on Canadian terri-
tory. I also wanted to make sure that if
it had to be diverted—and there could be no
reason for the diversion other than engine-
ering difficulties—to the south of the line,
that diversion should be limited and tem-
borary, and should not include the possi-
bility of running south of the line for a
longer or a shorter distance, as the company
itself might think would be best in its own
interests, but that the road should come into
Canadian territory again after that engin-
eering difficulty had been overcome, and
that it should be ecarried through to the
coast, opening up and developing Canadian
territory and connecting it with the cities
on the coast. Now, it has been rather as-
siduously circulated that my opposition and
the opposition of others with me in this re-
spect was due not so much to good and
patriotic reasons as to a desire to burk the
eonstruction of this road and to preserve the
monopoly of the Canadian Pacific Railway.
‘I am quite willing that any pecson shall
form whatever idea he chooses as to my
motives. That conclusion will vary, I sup-
pose, according to the amount of charity and
the like of that in the person who forms it
but I rest my case entirely upon the reasons
which I give and on the policy which I
think is the correct policy. I do not think
any good ‘Canadian will contravene the
statement that, other things being equal,
it is to the advantage of Canada that those
roads which are meant for the development
of Canadian raw resources and the open-
ing up of Canadian territory should be con-
structed on Canadian soil. A trunk line
running through that country and termin-
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ating on the Pacific coast, making a connec-
tion between those, as I hope very rich un-
developed resources in the Similkameen val-
ley and the country adjoining, and the sea
coast, and the large cities and the trading
centres on the sea coast, would keep up that
connection and make it quick and constant.
There is no doubt that a road of that kind
would promote the development of that
country and inure to-the best interests of
Canada as a whole, better than would a
system of branch or tapping lines from the
United States, drawing off the undeveloped
resources of our country for the purpose of
working them up and developing them with
the enterprise and ecapital and labour of
another country.

It would be much better to have a trunk
line along there in that way than branch
lines running up from the roads in the Unit-
ed States, tapping our country at certain
points and drawing off our resources in
the way I have stated. If we do agree
that that is the better plan, what is the
reason why it should not be adopted ? The
only reason is that there are engineering
difficulties and that a part of the Canadian
country north of the International boundary
line between certain limits, not very long
as it is theoretically stated, in extent, ex-
tending some thirty of thirty-five miles,
which will make it, if not next to impos-
sible, very expensive to build the road, and
which will make it a road less easily oper-
ated commercially, because of the height
it has to ascend and descend again. I do
not think it is anything too much to say
that in the committee we were not treated
to any information regarding these engineer-
ing difficulties which would be considered
as adequate and satisfactory. The state-
ment was made that there were engineer-
ing difficulties, that there would be heights
running up to thousands of feet, and that
the grades would have to be, if not very
largely distanced out, pretty steep. But
as regards engineering reports or engineer-
ing evidence, there was nothing satisfac-
tory submitted to the committee. There
were statements of lay men which may
have been well enpugh so far as they went,
but there was no testimony of engineers
given. What objection then can be taken
to the course that we suggest? If it be
not considered well to make it a provision
in the Act, at least make somebody res-
ponsible that these engineering difficulties
shall be shown to exist before the line shall
be allowed to diverge to the south of the
international boundary. For customs and
other reasons, it would be better to run north
of the international boundary line. But if
it is shown impossible to get a commercial
line north of that, I would not take it upon
myself personally to object to tpe diver-
gence, provided that that diversion were
limited in extent, and that as soon as the
engineering difficulties were overcome, the
line should go back to Canadian territory



