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Transportation

The procedural point is clear and plain.
That which we ruled on last week we certain-
ly do not have to rule on again this week. If
this amendinent is to be allowed at ail it
should contain something very specific, some-
thing wh>ch any layman can understand, stat-
ing that our prerogatives under the Crowsnest
pass rates are defended.

The Chairman: If there are no further com-
monts maybo the committee would allow me
te make a short statement new. I want to
thank memnbors of the committee wo have
taken part in the discussion on this point of
order. Itlibas been an cxtremely interesting
oe.

May I read from Beauchesne citation 163 at
pL.îge 137, \Vhich bas been referred te by dif-
feî ont miemxbers of the curîînîittee but which
for my ewn purposos I would liko te read
flo\.

A mnere alteration of the words of a question,
without any substantial change in its object will
net be sufn'cient te evade the rule that ne question
shall be offered which is substantiaiiy the same
as one which has aiready been expressed in the
current session.

Then the final sentence et that citation
states:

It is possible, however. so far te vary the
character of a motien as te withdraw il fremn the
operation of the rule.

The question beo re the Chair is te decide
whether or net, if the presenit amendment
were passod, it weuld ho in contradiction te
the docision made by the bouse last
Wednesday or, putting it anether way, weuld
the amendment ho incensistent witb the deci-
sien that the cemmittee made on now section
329 in clause 50 last Wednesday?

I tbink that the peint wbicb the Chair has
te deciclo is this: is the arndment preposed
by the Minister of Fisheries sufficiontly
different from new section 329 as te constitute
a different question? This is net an easy ques-
tion t e cieo. Your Chaîrman bas been in the
committee for most of the time wben the
transport b'l1 bas been tinder discussion, and
while I de net proess te know anytbing
about transportation I have followed lien.
members' arguments very carefully, par-
ticularly on section 329 last \veek.

I consider the question that is before me an
extremely important one net only se far as
this particular bill is concerned but aise se far
as our procedure in this chamber is con-
cerned. I would therefore crave the indul-
gence of the committce te allow me some
time te consider this matter and te bring

[Mr. Bigg.]

back a decision te the committee wben I have
nmade one that satisfies me in my own mmnd.

Somne hon. Members: Agreed.

The Chairman: It new romains for the cern
mittee te decide what furthor action it prefers
te take this afternoon.

Mr. Pickersgill: It would ho profitless te go
on discussing the amendment before we know
wbethor it is in order, se in the circumstances
rnay I ask whether we can agree te take clause
16 and dispose of it?

The Chairman: Dees the cemmittce agree
te stand clause 74 until tho Chair is able te
prescrnt a decision on the question of order
and te proceed with d;scussien of clause 16 as
amended?

Somne hon. Members: Agreed.

Clause 74 stands.

On clause 16-

Mr. Horner (Acadia): Clause 16 deals with
the discriminatory aspects of the legisiation.
If a persen can prove hoe is being discriminat-
cd against by any means of transportation ho
can appeal ta the new commission. One bas te
study carefully the minister's suggested
amendment te this clause te understand its
actual mean'ng in relation te shippers wbe
mnay ho discriminated against by the railways.

Earl'or I suggested that in line 32 following
the words "may prejudicially affect the public
intercst" there sbould ho inserted the words
"or the business" or "a persen's business."
Under the clause as it now stands a person
must prove that bis business is large enough
te affect the community in wbich hoe lives, or
part ef the province in wbich hoe lives, or
possibly the wbole of the country.

e (5.50 p.m.)

Mr. Pickersgill: I wonder wbetber the bon.
gentleman would allow me te ask him wheth-
or hoe bas a copy of clause 16 as it bas been
twice amended. It was amended a few days
age and again yesterday. It seems te me we
ought te ho discusslng it as amended. I do not
seemn te bave an extra copy at the moment
but I ceuld send my own copy over te the
hon. gentleman.

Mr. Horner -(Acadia): I would appreciate
that.

Mr. Bell (Saint John-Albert): I thougbt the
minister said last evening that there would be
copies for ail of us.
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