
10439 ~COMMONS104

lends itself to that kind of thing. Surely
hie can understand that. I have pointed ont
that the department has been paying alto-
gether too much to the Informers and the
men wbo made the seizures. Will the hon.
minister deny that? 1 understand that hie
Is talking of ljnreasing the salaries of these
men and flot allowing the thing 1 complaiij
of, namely, the holding up of any man. A
respectable and responsible business iman
mlght prefer to pay $5,000 in the case of an
Infraction of the customns laws, which wouid
Invelve only a fine of $500. rather than have
his name branded as defrauding the cus-
toms. There were about $250.000 of fines
Impesed according to this report and on that
amount ne less than $105,305 has gone to
the men making the seizures and the la-
formers. Will the minster dispute that?

Mr. PATERSON. Certainly not.

Mr. COCKSHUTT. Is not that an im-
mense amount to pýay for înaking seizures,
not one of which weuld take more than a
few hours? Fancy a man getting $2,000 or
$3,000 for a couple of heurs'. work. Ia the
special branch alene nearly $44,000 werc
paid te the men making the seizures and
the informers. In the preventive branch
$13.595 were paid to the officers making the
seizure and $11,094 te the informants, or
in ail $56,017 -were paid te the officers mak-
lng the seizures and $48.674 te the men giv-
lng the information, being a total -of $105,-
391 paid eut of these fines to men who are
supposed te be getting their salaries eut of
this government.

The minister la his statement the other
nîglit said nothing about these mea receiv-
ing this large amouat fer fines. The
amount they realized from fines would ap-
pear te be much greater than the ameant
thev realized from salaries. This bas been
going on fer many years until this work
has become a science and we have to-day
more than 50 pages of these seizures up and
down the country, showlag fines aIl the
way up te $25,000 and the amounts of these
fines have beea divided largely between
the informants and the men *makiag the
seizures. Ia seme instances $2,000 or $3,-
000 have gene te a single officer for a single
attachment ef goods. Surely that is eut of
ail reasen, and if this is te be on a percent-
age basis it should lie on a graded basis.
When the seizure is for thousands of dol-
lars sarely the miaister should net pay the
samie proportion as if it was only $5 or $10.
Lt weuld net bie unreasonable in the case
er a $10 seizure te pay 50 per cent but that
seems an anreasonable proportion when
the seizure ruas up inte hundreds of thoas-
ands of dollars. The tlime occapied in work-
ing ap one case might be as great as la the
other. The preserlt method leads te a sys-
tem ef spying around, it Is a kind of in-
former business and It is a question whe-
ther the department are parsuing the rlghit

Mr. COCKSHUTT.

course in geing inte wareheuses and pry-
ing int matters ia that way. In cases of
undervaluation, seizures might be made
where the merchants were net guilty at al].
The inveices are macle eut Ia foreiga coun-
tries, the importer may net be aware that
there is andervaluation, hie may have bought
the goeds la geed faith, thiaking hie was
paying the full price. and the castoms offi-
cer inay make a seizure for theusaads of
dollars befere the importer knows there is
anything w-long, and in order te prevent
the story geing abroad. hie has te put up
a certain amounit of meney. I am told that
in M'%ontreal there are seuie of these cases
i1ow in progress. The 'Minister of Customs
m1îows of theim. I tlîînk that Mr. Aines
the ether iniglit nîentieued te the minister
oue or 1w-o cases andi gave hlm naines as
well, se lie cannot say lie Is net aware that
any of these infractions have takzea place,
or hy ýwhomi they have heen cemmitted.
The manner in which the seizures are imide
anti the cases setteci w-ill net cemmenfi it-
self te the judamient ef geed business men,
and the fact that suceli large aineunts ef
fines are paid to the mea who get the la-
ormnation andi Iake the seliures dees net

coîniniend itself te nie upon the face of it.
1 m-euld lik1e te see simply the salary paid
te the man whe cees his work and expect
hlm te do lis dtity, the samne as any ether
officiaI, -whatever amouat Is realized frein
fines goîng te the gevernment, as I think it
should. There are scores ef cases where
the fines ire frein $100 te $500 for what
mnust have been a very small amount of
werk. The basis of remaneratien should be
value received. I de net believe that in the
past the minister bas taken the best course,
and 1 helieve lie ýweuld do well te revise
that course in the near future.

I wish aise te refer te the manner ia
which the statistics of the experts and luii-
ports of the ceunitrv are givea in the re-
ports. Let it be understeod that the pre-
sent Miaister ef Customs has inaagurated
a new system ef statistics. My contention,
ils I have pointed eut on previeus occasions,
is that the change is net te the advantage
of the country ;whether 1h is te the ad-
vantage of the departînent or net, the min-
isteî is the best judge. The present sys-
tenu is net fair. The tewn or city la whichi
geods are înanufactured, that Is the real
p)ort of enigin, dees net receive credit for its
exvorts but the credit is givea te the little
btorder tewn through which these goods
pass te a foreign country. Let me refer the
ininister te the Trade and Navigation re-
tarus at page 18. Let us there tftke my
ewn city ef Brantford, whlch Is aIse the
huome of the Minister of Cnstoms. You will
fiud in colama 1, for the year ending Jane
30, 1905, that the experts are put down ns
absolately nil, net a dollar. The «ninister
kinews that this is misleading, that It is net
a correct stateinent, that 1h Is net doing
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