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idid ocpaoUy la the fatttr«. tt was a
Bpeeoh that had given him more informa-
tum than any other on this subject. He
certainly thought that as far as this dis-

cussion had gone, it had given to the
H'< !r-i« clear impression of the several
re .. and hon. gentlemen would be dis-

EC ed to believe that the arguments of

is hon. friends were very cogent reasons
in favonr of the Fraser River route.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said he thought the
disousaion they bad heard would satisfy

the House that there were a great many
routes in British Cohunbia that were open
to discussion, as to which they should
ultimately accept in the interest of the

Dominion. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Cornwall) had spoken with the greatest

possible favour of the route by the Fraaer

Elver. The hon. gentleman spoke from
this stand-point in a broad and general

sense, but it wotdd be remembered that

the hon. gentleman desired that the line

ahould pau in the vicinity of his own
property.
Bixu Mr. CORNWALL disclaimed any

sectional motives in advocating a survey
of the Eraser River route.

Hon. Mr. 8C0TT said he did not tax

the hon . gentleman with any such motive,

but it waa only human natiu« that an
hon. gentleman in advocating aline which
passed hia own residence, must speak of

it with some partiality. The hon. gentle-

man had selected that portion of British

Columbia, believing it to be the best for

business and agricultural purposes, and
naturally he would also select it as the

best for railway purp<>ies. The remarks
they had Just heara,l4Kl proved that this

whole question w'v. surrounded with a

multiplicity of embarrassments, that the

engineering difficulties were much greater

thui the people were disposed to imag
ine. Hon. gentlemen who were inclined

to censure tue Government for not com-
mencing the expenditure of money in

British Columbia, wolild now see it would
have been very unwise, when even the

members from British Columbia were
not in harmony on the seleotion of the

route in that Frovinoe. The hon. gentle-

man bad quoted from the report of the

Chief Engineer of 1874, but if he had
read further he would have given some
more valuable information respectiug the

impracticability of that route; that the

work would consist of a large uuaount of

bridging overdeep ravines; several miles

of proleotion works along uie river would
be required, and th« proportion of exces-

sively heavj woric «zteaaedOY«r 57 milea,

and incliided 7 to 8 milea of tahniellMig.

He did not know the chief engineer had
obtained any further information, but he
presumed he had. He found in the
rough estimate of the cost of that route
it was put down at thirty-three millions
of dollars. The number of routes sur-

veyed or partly surveyed was three,

and they might be divided into
the Northern, Central and Souths
em ; the latter terminated at Bute Inlet,

the Central terminated at Dean Channel,
and the lattar terminated at Gardener
ChanneL Tete Jeaime Cache was the
point at which all the different roads con-
verged. From that point west the road
waa located to Fort George, there crossing
the Fraser River, and then running down
to what was ori^nallyknown as route No.
4 terminating at Bute Inlet. This was
the favourite route, and it passed through
a country somewhat superior in its capa-
city fw settlement. Bute Inlet had been
spoken ofprobably before any question of
engineering difficulties had arisen. It

had generally been looked upon as a
very desinble harbour and he was not
aware until hearing tiiis debate, that any
difficulty would anse in obtainLog a har-

bour on the coast line at that point Hbe
distance and surveys were all traced out
to the coast line ; it was not intended to

stop at the extreme inland point as it was
estimated that the line would at least go
down to deep water. The route by No.
2 would be as his hon. friend would
observe 513 miles, while the distance to
Bute Inlet would be 550 milea. The cost,

however, in the rough estimate of ex-
penses that had been formed by
the engineers, of that particular

route, was placed at twenty
eight millions of dollars, as compared With
^irty-three millions of dollars by route
No. 2 by the Fraser River to fiurrard

Inlet.

Hon. Mr. CORNWALL said the cost of
Bute Inlet route had not been calculated
down to deep water, but only to the head
of the Inlet.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said there were other
lines north, which the engineers had
condemned. The Government would be
guided in the selection by the character
of the country, its soil, climate, and
general advantages. In the winter there . —yy—
was very little snow along the Bute Inlet n'(0-f,iiA4v

route^nd it was stated as a positive fact

that horses and cattle remained out all

winter.

Hon. Mr. CORNWALL said the hon.
geutlemaa must bo ignonmt of tb« ftot


