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put that to the CTC. So it seems to me that the protection
about which the hon. member asks lies in the fact that the
applicant is the municipality, in this case the city of
Winnipeg. That is the first general area of protection. I am
not referring at this point to specific sections, although
this would be clear as we go through this bill clause by
clause.

The other point is that the CTC will deal with the
application, and on any major ones, as I made clear this
afternoon, they will undoubtedly hold hearings. So if there
is an objection to what the municipality has done, they
will have the right to be heard and will have protection in
that way. So the fact, that the municipality prepares the
application and is the initiator of the railway relocation
proposals is the first line of protection.
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The second line of protection is the public hearings. The
third, of course, is the CTC itself. If some part of the plan
was clearly not in the public interest in terms of the urban
area, the commission would not go along with the plan.
The railroad simply cannot put in a facility wherever it
wants without the approval of the commission. Those
three areas are the protection which the hon. member
asked for.

Mr. McKenzie: Mr. Chairman, it would appear that the
railways are being presumptuous in acquiring land
already, so you can understand our concern. My second
question is another quotation from the Damas Smith letter
to the city of Winnipeg. At page 8, it says:

The railway reception areas or impact corridors were studied in some
depth in the railway study. It was concluded that these corridors
should be designed so that the "community remains whole", that is to
say the adverse effects of the railway should be designed out. This
means that the cost of railway relocation will automatically include
the cost of environmental protection.

When I see a map in the Damas Smith report showing a
new rail line going through an area like Assiniboia Park, I
wonder how the environmental protection cost would be
covered for the largest environmental park in Winnipeg.

Mr. Basford: Mr. Chairman, what the hon. member is
reading from is a set of proposals which set out a series of
options for railroad relocation in Winnipeg, none of which
has the approval of the municipality, the province or the
federal government. They are just a set of proposals. If
there is one proposal about the use of Assiniboia Park
which is environmentally damaging to the municipality
involved, I presume it would not be part of the urban plan.

Mr. Frank: Mr. Chairman, I will try not to take too long.
I appreciate the opportunity to ask the minister or the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Transport for
clarification on the funding of a specific relocation project
which I feel should be a tremendous urban renewal step
forward for the city of London, part of which represents
an important part of my riding. The part of the bill that I
am not too clear about is the percentage of funding that
could be expected for such a project. In order to give the
minister a picture of what I am speaking about, I should
like to outline what is there now and the tremendous
improvement that could be made by its relocation.

[Mr. Basford.]

First of all, we have both main lines operating through
the city of London. Both CPR and CNR are there, they
operate as separate entities, but the facilities are some-
what different. The CNR has a relatively new station and
the facilities are in reasonably good shape. The CPR sta-
tion is somewhat antiquated and I doubt very enticing to
passengers. The two railways operate about a mile apart,
through the main core of the city. The CPR has only two
crossings that are not open through the whole area, which
is approximately four miles long. You can imagine the
number of level crossings that people have to contend
with, particularly in the mornings and evenings. Even
though it is a single line track that the CPR operates on, it
is hard to estimate how many hundreds of man hours are
lost by people each day waiting on train switching or for a
freight train of over 100 cars passing through. The yard
area is on the east side of the city.

The CNR right of way is a double line track and, as I
said before, is in reasonably good shape. The CPR right of
way is located in such a position that it could fill a very
desperate need for an east-west, in-city traffic route for
rapid transit, automobiles, or whatever would best serve
future in-city traffic flow.

I feel the possibility of dualing these two main lines
through the city of London is unique. Some six miles from
the present CNR station and less than two miles from the
city limits to the west of London the two lines are literally
side by side, separated only by a telegraph line. I know
this area well because the two main lines go through
property where I have lived all my life. The side by side
area I speak of is immediately east of my property. It
would be a natural thing to route these two traffic poten-
tials to the two-track CNR line, and would be almost
equally convenient to separate them to go their separate
ways east of the city by way of a spur CNR line that
already heads north east and presently crosses the CPR
line. It would be quite easy to reroute them. After they
have progressed through the city on the dual line, they
could go their separate ways again.

No doubt the proposed in-city relocation would present
some technical and manpower problems, but the many
advantages would far outweigh the disadvantages. One
problem, of course, that would have to be overcome would
be the relocation of some employees in the yards in the
existing facilities that operate within the city on the CPR
line. However, I am sure that would not be a major
problem.

This is a very brief explanation of the present situation
and the possible future of the railroads in London. My
question to the minister is for some clarification of the
percentage of funding that would be possible. If I have
made myself clear I would like an answer to that.

Mr. Basford: Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the remarks
made by the hon. member for Middlesex. They point out a
wonderful example of what happens in cities. He has
chosen the city of London to demonstrate the need for this
legislation. It is just such situations that are to be dealt
with, and that is why I think the legislation should be
passed as soon as possible.

With reference to the city of London scheme, I under-
stand that they have consultants working on this. We have
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