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they bave ta salI. It is estimated-I bave
sean this iii the prass-that a thirty par cent
increasa in freight rates might amount ta a
suma of $85,0C0,000. Surely that is a large sum
ti money, and the burdan of supplying that
maney will bear mast haavily on the people
of western Canada, and will mean a consider-
able raductian in their standards of living.

I bave hare some figures on tbe financial
position of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany. Its reserve in 1937 was $91,000,000. In
1916 the reserve had increasad ta $350,000,000,
or an increase of soma $259,000,000 in that
period of time. The funded dcbt of the C.P.R.
in 1939 was $228 million; in 1946 tbat dabt bad
been dacreased ta $83 million. Moreovar, the
average rate of funded debt paid by the
C.P.R. in 1939 amounted ta 4-1 per cent,
whereas the average rate on their fundad debt
still held in 1945 was only 2-84 per cent. It
is estimated that tbis decrease in the C.P.R.
funded debt and the dacrease in the carry-ing
charge will amount ta an annual saving ta the
C.P.R. of $7,018,000.

Surely thase figures do nat in any way sug-
gest that the C.P.R. is in financial straits.
Cartainly it is nat a poor company tbat naeds
greater consideratian from the people of this
country.

The C.P.R. tao, I notice, is asking for
additions and batterments ta railway property
amounting ta $15,235.000; asking for $15
million out af the fraight rates of this country
ta provide for additions and bettermenýts.
Surely additions and battarments are capital
extensions and capital investmnents, and the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company should
nat wish ta ask the people of Canada ta pro-
vide maney for this purpose througb freigbt
charges, whather incraased or otberwise.

Mr. Walker raferred-

Mr. CHEVRIER: Mr. Speaker, I do not
wish ta interrupt the hion, gentleman. Ha
bias been spaaking about freight rates for same
time, but tbe moment hae starts ta discusa evi-
dence hefore the hearing I think hae is antircly
out of order.

_Mr. ARGUE: I wilI accapt the correction.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: When -the hion.
member commencad bis speech I refarrad ta
the fact that discussion in this bouse of the
application for an increase in freight rates
was out of ordar. I read a lengthy memoran-
dum which Mr. Speaker had prepared, and I
belie-ve ail hion. members agreed that it was
not in order ta discuss at the present time an
increasa in fraight rates. It was bowavar, I
toak it, the consensus of al hion. members
that the hion. membar for Wood Mountain
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might make a brief statement because other
hion. members bad done Sa. I do not think
it was the feeling of the house that an extended
argument an freight rates should be allawed
at this time.

MNr. KNOWLES: On a point of order,
Mr. Speaker, inay I ask you ta consider the
portion of the memorandum which yeu read
in which reference was made to the freedom
of the press. It was pointed out that that
freedorn was flot denied by the understanding
that the press cannot discuss matters that
are sub .iudicc. I would cali your attention
ta the fact that the press is discussing this
matter quite freely, which would seemn ta
suggest that it is not .sib judice, and I would
press the view that members of parliament
should have as much freedom to discuss these
matters here as is accarded the press.

Mr. CHEVRIER: Mr. Speaker, I amn
sorry I was not here when yau read the
ruling, and I knew nothing about it until
rny colleague the Minister of National
Revenue (Mr. McCanni) drew it ta my
attention. I do nat think it wvas the intention
of the ruling that there should be no ds
cussion at ail an generalities, sa far as the
application was concerned. But the monient
thore is discussion concerning the ex idence
beo re the board, which is a court of recoid,
then that is tantamount ta discussing a cenýc
which is before a court, and I arn sure h
lion. mamber for Wood Mountain lial nio
such intention. Last niight anc hion. member
referrcd ta a rate iii general and wént on to
say that it had heen reduced. I do not think
there can ha objection ta that particultir
discussion; but when there is reference ta
the evidence which is bafora a court, on a
baaring upon wlîiah thare has been no deeiýýion.
sîîrely that is clearly out of order.

Mr. KNOXVLES: I would point oatt
equally tbat thera lias been no definita ruling
an the matter. A memorandum bias bree
roqc] and a suggestion made.

Mr. SMITHI (Calgary West): The minister
says it is a court of record. I assume that
must be a provision of the Railway Act.
I do not ramember it.

Mr. CHEVRIER: Yes.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: It is a pro-
vision of the Railway Act. I think I have
allowed the hon. gentleman wide latitude
and I suggest ta him that ha refrain from
any further discussion of the application for
an iticrease.

Mr. ARGUTE: Thank yau, Mr. Speaker.
I do nat wish ta discuss the application, but
there ara twa or three points ta which I wish


