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that when a new branch is, started almost
the first thing done ils to increase the
number of officiais and extend the expendi-
tures. What çwe are going to do ie, without
question, to increase the expeditures in
connection with the administration of thia
fund; that, I say, is unnecess-ary and un-
desirable.

Now, I wieh to turn to another phase cd
the question, and this, 1 think, is the moat
significant point cd ail; apparently it has
noV been within the lrnowledge of the minis-
ter. J want to ask the minister not to
argue this point away, because At is an
important one. 1 ask him to let this matter
etand over for another year until he has
had an opportunity of really acquainting
himself with the buoiness aspect of it, the
shipping side of *the question, flot merely
the administrative aide, hecause I have
ahown that that la a very simple matter.
Now, the other ph-aae to which 1 wish to
refer is this: the effect of this tax in the
past as là cents has been to work againat
the interests of our shipping, and if it is
incresed to 2 cents the eituation is aggra-
vated. l go so far, Mr. Speaker, as to, ask
the Government to consider the advisabil-
ity of entirely withdrawing the Vax and
handling the sick marinera on the same
basis as they are handled in Great, eritain.
But I1 wieh to direct the attention of the
Houae to the effect of this tax on the coat
of shipping. It noV, only means a direct
charge of là cents- two cents, if the
ameunt is now increaaed-but it meana a
retaliatory charge on the part of, say, the
United States. In thia connection I wish to
place on Haneard very briefly a statement
showing how that works out, because -the
matter is a very important one as affecting
the ceat of our shi'pping:

The United States law provides that upon
satisfactery proof being given to, the President
by any Governmnent of any foreign country,
that no discrlminatlng duties ef tonnage or
imnposte are Imposed or levied. In the ports of
sucli nation upon vessels wholly belonging to
citizen. of the United States. the President may
tenue a proclamation deolaring that -the forelgn
discriminatlng duties ef tonnage and impeat
within. the United States are suspended and dis-
contlnued, no far as respects the vessels of
sucli foreign nation.

Ncaw, this refera to a tax of 6 centis a ton
imposed by the meriocan Government
againsit our shipping and againet thesahip-
ping of other countries which impose simi-
lar charges. So that aur shipping is coin-
pelied neV anly Vo pay là cents, or the pro-
posed 2 cents, -but also 6 cents when they
go into, Ainerican ports.

To cairy the point on a littie further, I
anticipate the repiy from the iminister that

this law is net applied. to the whole af
Canada iby saying that I -admit that. I w'ant
tol give a liat oê the countries the ahipping
caf which ls now exempt upon entering
Annericau ports and ta show that we tee
can be exempt if 'we remove this particu-lar
impoët or tax, because it was the cause af
the application cf the 6 cents tonnage tax
by, the United States against Canadien ship-
ping. The countries exempt in United
States ports are the following:

Certain ports in the Dubch West Lndies;
Copenhagen; province of Ontario; Colon
and Panama; Greytown and Bboo de Toro;
Nicaagua; Montserrat, Gaudeloupe and
Grainada in the West Indies; Spain; Ger-
many.

Here we have the peculiar situation that
ships drom oe province in Canada,
namiely, Ontario, can go into ports in the
United States iree fromn t.his 6 cents tax,
while, shipping ofroin other provinces, in-
cluding Quebec, British Columbia, ani the
Maritime Provinces, must -pay a 6 cent Vax
when entering Asuerican perte, simply be-
cause of this impost of là cents on account
of sick marinera' -dues. I protest, there-
fore, againat this tax in that it is increaeing
the ceet apf shipping te Canadian producera.

I object ta the principle of this proposaI
because lit includes certain provinces and
excludes orhere. I ses, ne reason in the
worlM why it ehamild apply te aoe of the
provinces and net te others. Certaiinly if
the Goveiniment ineist upon the principle
they 8honld apply it alike to ail the pro-
vinces in which there is any shipping. 1
have already refsrred toa the inethod, eni-
ployed by the Britih Gaverniment. The
British Government, instead of ilnposing
this Vax, gives Vo ship owners, under the
terma a.nd provisions ai the Merchaints
Shipping Act, certain instructions which-
thsy muet carr eut. I will read oe or
two by way of illustration anid ta make
clear my point to whiseh I shaili .procesd
in a moment. Clause 82 cdf the Merchants
Shipping Act states:

The master sheuld pay the expenses ef re-
moval, subsistence, medical advice and medi-
cine untIl the seaman returne ta the ship, or
until the officer enderses the agreement with
a certificats that lie Io fit or unable ta proceed
on the voyage.

It iurther stateB:
The officer will request hospital autharities

te inform hlm within twenty-four hours of the
admittance Into boopital et any seaman fram
a British shiP.

And sa forth. Thers are many other
clauses, ail of which show that the Board


