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ment. That is hardly possible with the esti-
mates as they are now subrnitted.

Two years have elapsed and not as much
progress bas been made in that direction as I
anticipated would have been made. I tbink
that in two years the departrnental officiais
sbould have been able to subrnit a complete
inancial staternent to, the commrittee. The
Post Office Departrnent is a public ýutility and
it sbould stand entirely on its own feet. I
sbould like to be able to get bold, of a state-
ment of the Post Office Departrnent just the
same as I arn able to get a staternent of otber
financial institutions. I want to see a profit
and Ioss account. It rnay be difficult at first
to prepare a statement of this kind, but I bad
hopes that by this tirne it would have been
available. Could the acting minister give us
sorne idea of what progress bas been mnade
along these lines?

Mr. EULER: I do not know what commit-
ments were made by the Postmnaster General
in connection with the matter raised by the
hion. member for Winnipeg North. However,
I would say to hirn that the estimates are
prepared in the formi in wbich the treasu-ry
board says tbey shall be presented. So long as
no change is made, the estimates of the Post
Office Departrnent or of any other depart-
ment will be presented in the way which is
ordered. I arn inclined to agree with wbat
rny hion. frîend says about every departinent
standing on its own feet. I tbink hie is quite
rigbt wben bie says that there are certain
charges wbicb migbt be made against the
department and whicb might affect the surplus.
I believe hie mentioned the matter of interest
on buildings occupied as post offices and
matters of that sort.

Mr. HEAPS: Tbe question is more involved
than that. I would point out that a charge
is made by the Depaxtrnent of Public Works
to the Post Office Department for the use of
buildings. The question of interest on build-
ings would hardly be a factor in the estirnates
of the departrnent.

Mr. EULER: I thougbt my bion. friend had
suggested tbat a rental sbould be paid to the
Departrnent of Public Works for the buildings
occupied by the Post Office Department, but
apparently that was not in bis mmnd. I should
tbink that would be a perfectly fair cbarge
frorn a strictly business etandpoint. As hon.
members know, the estirnates of the Depart-
rnent of Trade and Commerce contain cer-
tain subsid ies to cover the cost of the trans-
portation of rnails. I bave suggested to my
colleague that bie should pay over to the De-
partment of Trade and Commerce the cost of

this mail transportation, but that has neyer
been doue. On the other hand, the Post Office
Departrnent dlaim that they should be allowed
something for the franking privilege exercised
by the different departments and by the miern-
bers of the flouse of Commons and the
Senate. I think that is a reasonable reply
to make. In order to give the committee
some idea of what is represented hy that
franking privilege, I may say that it represents
a possible credit of $1,122,676. There is also
another possible credit for the operation of
the savings bank amounting to $80,000. If
those two amounts were credited, and a num-
ber of the charges such as those to which my
hon. friand bas referred to were made, the
surplus would corne down to $40,298.

Mr. HEAPS: This matter was not discussed
at any great length, but it was claimed that
if those charges were made there might be
a deficit in the annual operations of the Post
Office Department. There rnight be other
charges made against that department which
really should not be made. For example,
the stamps used on cheques must amount to
an enormous sum each year, and there are
other charges which, at the moment, I cannot
recali. I would say that ail these should
appear in proper form, and I do not see
why this cannot be doue. For the minister
merely to say that the treasury board wish
the statement to appear the way it does is
not a proper answer to the question wbich bas
been subrnitted. Is there any reason why,
when accounts are submitted showing the
revenue for the year, they should not show
on the opposite side the expenditures for the
sarne year? That would give us sornetbing
approximating a financial statement.

I know I can get some of the expenditures
for myself by going through the auditor
general's report, but I do not thinlc we should
have to look through that volurninous report
before we can get anything approacbing a
correct staternent of the department's affairs.
I would prefer-and I stili press the point-
that the Post Office Departrnent should, so
far as it possibly can, give us next year a
proper staternent showing its incorne and
its expenditures. If it is providing, as the
minister says, free services to other depart-
ments or to members of the bouse, those
services sbould be cbarged up sornewhere, or
at ahl events credit should be given to the
department for the service it renders. The
arnount of $1,000,000 odd seerns to me fairly
high, although it rnay be approximately
correct. I would still like to know if there is
any reasgon why we cannot have submitted to
the bouse and the country a correct state-


