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But tbey are a speciai case. I repeat that
the June 30 date was taken because that wau
the latest date for which figures were available
when the restrictions were put into force.

Mr. GREEN. That might have been ail right
at the time; but now that wo have the
legisiation before us, wouid it flot be wiso ta
foliow the suggestion 1 have made?

Mr. ABBOTT: The difficuity is that quotas
are set. They have been operating since
November 17. We are now in February,
discussing the legisiation. So that it wouid
be pretty difficuit ýta adopt literaiiy my hon.
friend's suggestion. I do flot think the basis
of performance up to June 30 is an unfair one,
be.cause the volume of imports, duriog the
year which ended June 30, 1947, was at an
ail-time high for this country. I do not
helieve there is anything wrong in that basis.

Mr. GREEN: It scems ta me that that is
looking at the prohlema from the point of view
of the officiais who are administering the plan
rather than from the point af view ai the man
out in the country wbo is being hit. Sureiy
bis quota shouid be based upon the goods he
importcd in the year immediately preceding
the time thcse restrictions went. into effeet.

Mr. ABBOTT: One reason why I personaliy
would abject te using that basis is that during
the last rnonth or two, before these restrictions
were imposed, there was a, terrifie acceleration
of imports from the United States. Many
people thought the restrictions wvere coming
on, and there was a rush ta bring stuif into
the country. I believe that the iast month or
two befare the restrictions were put on would.
represent a comnpletýely distorted picture of the
normal imports inta this country; and I tbink
it would he wrong ta use as a basis the period
just before these restrictions hecame effective.
1 beliex e that is a pretty compelling reason
for using June 30 as the date.

Mr. GREEN: That may 'be ail right for
the big feiiaw, the fellow wbo was smart and
perhaps got a bint from somewbere that this
plan was coming into effet-

Mr. ABBOTT: Nobody gat a hint, fromn
anywbere. Na innuendoes af that kind, please.

Mr. GREEN: If the minister is putting the
quota on its prescrit basis for that reason,
then I say it is punitive; it is not fair at au.,
I am referring ta the case of the smali man
in business in Vancouver or Halifax who had
not the remotest idea that this plan was ta
be brougbt down. H1e carried on bis business
in the regular and ordinary fashion. Thon ho
suddenly found, that a quota was put on and
that, instead of its appiying up ta November
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17 or the end of October, ho is eut off at the
cnd of June. I know of several cases in
wbich there bas been the utmast unfairness
as a resuit. Those mon can get no considera-
tio from the department. If ini a bona fide
case they can ho given consideration, aIl rigbt;
but 1 suggcst that thore is hardsbip at the
present time and that, because of the way
in xxbicb these quotas are being administcred,
these mon can get na heip.

Mr. ABPOTT: I am informed by the
assistant deputy minister, who is head of the
emergeney import contrai division, that we
bave Lad aimost fia compiaints as ta the
fairness oi the June 30 date. There bave
been questions raised hy veterans whio bave
gone ino business at a later date and, as I
bave aiready said, special provision bas been
made ta take care oi them. But in respect
oi tbe ordinary importer I can sc no unfair-
ness in using that date. It is just as fair for
one as for another. I think, myseif, that the
period ended June 30, 1947, represents a, higb
level ai import, s0 far as this country is con-
cerned, and I believe that any nttempt ta use
&nother date wouid croate mare unfairness
than 'tbe date now used. As I bave said,
veterans are treated as speciai cases; but I
repeat I have been toid that we bave had
aimost fia complaints as ta the fairness oi
using that date.

The CHAIR'MAN: May I draw the atten-
tion of the committee ta the faet that wve are
niow considering section 1, short titI0. It scems
ta roc that the committee would make more
progress if it abided by the rules ai the lieuse
and con-idered matters as tbey appear in the
clauses. For instance, the question whicli w-e
have been discussing could properiy lie dis-
cusseci under section 5 (1) (b), the latter part
of which reads:

...and the method oi calculating the quotas,
or, prescribing the circumstances in which per-
mnits may be issxred ta applicants therefor.

I ask lion. members ta discuss the bil]
clause by clause.

Mr. SKEY: I think, Mr. Chairman, you will
find that the references wbich I bave ta make
are in arder beeause they are general in
nature. I should like ta refer back ta the
time wben I spoke on this bill wben I had
an exehiange with the minister, in part bumor-
ous and in part serious. Tbe minister bas
donc me the honaur ai deaiing with -one ai the
recommendations that I made ta hima when
hoe repiied, as reparted on page 735 of Han.sard.
Huwever, hae did not deal with ane other
recommendation which I made at that time
and I should like to give him. an opportunity


