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Peace River-R ailway OutLet

An outiet would then exist for-grain which,
as the hion. member for New Westminster
(Mr. Reid) hias remarked, caxiot find its way
out through th 'e laktes, because of the late
maturity of the grain in that -district. There-
fore it must find its way through a Pacific
port. It has that direct outiet.

In addition, grain from the Peace River
country would have ready access to the rest
of the interior of British Columbia, particu-
Iarly the Cariboo and Kamloops ranching
district which, at the present time, hias to
import its feed grain for winter purposes.
Some of that cornes from the Peace River, and
it must go east to Edmonton, and then ail the
way back, covering that extra thousand miles.

So that we would have a two-fold advan-
tage in the outiet. First, there is the outiet to
the port, and, second, the outiet to, feed the
ranch animais of t1he interior of British Colum-
bia. In addition to that, you would have a
road crossing the main line of the Canadian
National Railways and Canadian Pacifie rail-
way in the vicinity of Asherof t and Savona
-that is theeast and west line-you would
have the north-south line from the Okanagan,
and from the interior part of Washington and
Oregon, up through Kamloops and along the
main Une to Savona, joined by the new con-
struction te the Pacifie Great.Eastern, and s0
right up to the Peace River.

So that you have there, with those two
short branches only needed te be constructed,
a whole new network of communication serv-
ing the lower part of central British Columbia
and Alberta, and serving the northern part of
Alberta andBritish Columbia in the Peace
River.

So much for specific benefits which would
accrue from the adoption by the bouse -and
governmexpt of the policy outlined in the reso-
lution. I have suggested the Canadian
National Railways, flot because I believe this
matter shou]d be decided on a basis of public
ownership as against private ownership, but
simply because that railway happens to be
there already. It hias a Uine running through
Prince George. Then on the north side of the
river running down te Vancouver, the first
line you would strike would be the Canadian
National. Therefore it seema logièal te use it.

I suggest that this be done new, because
funderstand that surveys have been made.

It is said that the surveys show that the line
would flot be profitable in the immediate
future. Nevertheless, as I have said, history
hias shown that the construction of railways
in this country lias always preceded develop-
ment.

There is in existence, I believe, a report of
a recent survey conducted as to the future of
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the Pacifie Great Eastern Railway system.
The dominion government was represented 'on
that survey. I have flot seen the report. It
may be that there are arguments in it which
could be used te refute the present suggestion'
Nevertheless I take the risk of advocating
thîs policy now, although I bAve net read the
report. 1 do that because if we have faith in
the country we must be willig to take a
certain amount of risk to build railways which
inevitably must Iead te a development of a
vast and hitherto undeveloped part of the
country. No doubt hion. members can think
of many dangers and obstacles which would
be encountered if this construction were under-
taken. But I think I amn safe in arriving at
this conclusion: that there have been dangers
and obstacles in the way of every develop-
ment which lias been carried on in this country
and perhaps no more so than in connection
with the Canadian Pacifie railway. We admit
that there are obstacles and dangers, but we
say that our resource, our industry and our
courage should be ne less than those of the
fathers of confederation who united this coun-
try by means of a great railway system.

Mr. M-AX CAMPBELL (The Battlefords):
Mr. Speaker, the first point I wish to make
is that of need. Does this country or this
district need this railway? I think that has
been amply proved by those speakers who
have already spoken in favorur of this resolu-
tion. I wish to draw the attention of the
bouse to the fact that as far back as 1910
settlers went into this area. In 1918 the gev-
ernment of the day put out a lot of propa-
ganda to coax people to go into the district.
a.nd a lot cf people did go in. Promises were
made te these people by different govern-
men ts in the past and by different members
of governmnent. I think it is high time some-
thing was donc to fufil the promises that
were made to these people.

There are certain principles involved. The
history of aur railways is not something that
many cf us are very proud cf. As I said,
promises have been made by members cf
different - governments and by different
gov'ernments. Rai]ways have been started
and left haîf finished. Sometimes they
were started at one end and sometimes
they were started at two ends. As one hion.
memiber said last session, semetimes they
are started in the middle and, do not get
anywhere at either end. Lait year we had
a debate urging the completion cf the gap
remaining in our railway system. The promises
which were made te these people should be
carried out.
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