
GOMMONS
Oceait Shipping Rates

Mr. SPEAKMAN: I arn very giad indeed
to receive the Prime Minister's promise, and
I appreciate it the more in the light of certain
evidence wbich was piaced befere this House
Ly the Minister of Trade and Commerce (Mr.
Luw) in discussing the costs of transportation
incurred by vessels of the type proposed by
Sir William Peterseýn, and in stating what
profits were to be expected under existing
rates--becatuse 1 wish te point eut to lion.
g etiemen on my right that w'hen they discuss
the enormeus profits to be made by the
Petersen Company under the coetract they
negleet to, take into aceount that the profit
of £3,000 per voyage is based on existing rates,
the very rates that must Le lowered when the
agreement cernes into effect-in stating those
profits the miinister quotcd a letter frem Mr.
R. B. Teakie, apparently an expert connected
w'ith the Canadian Governinent Mercbiant
Marine, endorsing Sir William Petersen's
statements as to costs. I would peint eut that
Mr. Teakie was careful te observe that as te
wages te be paid the crew, insurance on the
vesseis, and the manner je w'hich redemption
and depreciation are te be taken care of, and
aise the oil censuiniptien, le couid net check
these peints without going sa closely inte the
proposition as rnîght necessitate inquiries te
býe made, but le had ne reasen te think that
the figures were rnaterially eut of line; and
that aise as Sir William Petersen had fure-
isbed ne plan of the proposed vessels le
had liad te work on tbe generai details given
by that gentleman. In other werds, le n'as
net. able te verify the four main items of
expenditure and the specifications of the ships,
Se it Eecms te nie that this endorsation is
ýworth about as much as the paper it is written
on.

Mr. LOW: But Le also said that Le did
not doubt the figures of Sir William at ail.

Mr. SPEAKMAN: 11e aise stated that as
far as aceurate knowledge went hie was depen-
dent upon tLe statement issued by Sir Wil-
liam Petersen himself. That is one reason
why I certainly would be glad te see Sir
William Petersen appear before the commit-
tee te verify the statements and figures fur-
nished*to Mr. Teakle.

I think, Mr. Speaker, I have taken up suffi-
cient timýe of1 the House. My few remarks
have net heen in vain, as now we understand
perhaps better than we did before the atti-
tude of the government and what its policy
is in this case.

Mr. MEIGIIEN: Could the hion. member
define it in Lis own words?

tMr. Mackenzie K<ing.]

Mr. SPEARMAIN: For tLe present I
shail defer my judgment on the amendment
because I have net yet Lad time to consider
it. On the resolutien itself I shall aiseo defer
my .iudgment, because I wish te make it
absuiutely clear that nu matter what method
is adopted of Lringing this subjeet before the
comrnittee, ne vote of mine sLall be inter-
preted as comraitting me te support this
method of dealing with the situation. I base
that statemeet, upon the Prime Minister's
explanatien of the circumstances of the case.
Furtber, I wculd state tbat in voting for
this I arn veting- in accordance witb the ex-
pressed intentions of the gevernment te reduce
or centrol ocean transportation rates, nothing
more and nothing less, and when any method
cernes before tLis House for final ratification
I shahl deem myself free te vote in support of
or against it as at the time rny judgment
sLail dictate when je possession of aiýl the
facts.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Hear, Lear.

Hon. W. R. MOTHERWELL (Minister
of Agriculture) : Mr. Speaker, although tbis
debate Las only continued into the evening
of the second day, it Las clearcd the air con-
siderabiy compared with the first day. On
tbat occasion the officiai opposition Liad grave
rnisgiviogs as te whether there n'as any
grievance at ail in respect of ocean frcight
rates. The lion. member for Vancouver
Centre (Mr. Stev ens) intirnated tbat if tbere
n'as a combine it was a vcry Larrnless eone,
it waýý net vicieus at ail, it n'as somewbat
dome,,ticated and tame. The hon. member
fer Centre Toronto (Mr. Bristol) Lad very
mueb cioubt whetber there n'as anything
,reng at ail or net, se far as 1 ceuld gather

froma Lis remarks. To-night the geverement
believes, as it did tben, that there is a com-
bine, a vicieus combine, and tbat the way
te' remedy it is embodied je tbis resolution
and Liii. The officiai opposition aise tbink
there is a difficuity or tLey xvould net Lave
rnoved tbeir arndment. TLey believe
there is a diffieulty, Lut tLey tLink it can Le
rerneved je the way set eut in their amend-
ment. TLe iast speaker, I think, is equaiiy
satisfied that tLere is a combine and an oL-
.iectienabie one. WLiie 1 n'as just wonder-
ing at the Leginning ho' Lie proposed te
remedy it, I noticed before Lie got through
that hie n'as net satisfied with the amend-
ment; therefore 1 assume that witL certain
reservatiens Le is prepared te support some
such ferma of remedy as is propesed by the
gevernment se long as Lie gets results. Well
non', you cannot tell that until we get


