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section Il for the effect of the certiffcates;
section 12 for the case of an appeal tram a
local anaiyst to the Chief Analyst of the
Dominion. And then you flnd ln article 14
and followlng what wIll constitute adulter-
ation of food, and by articles 22 and folhow-
Iag severe penalties are lmposed on aIl those
wbo are found to have lu their possession
adulterated f ood as deflned by section 2.

Now that very generai leglalation which
enabies, the MInister of Iniand Revenue to
name the Inspecter, which provides for an-
alysta, which provides -for the punishment
of ail thoae wbo have adulterated food In
their possession, bas beau amended and ex-
tended. hy chapter 54 of 51 Victoria, by. a
very -long Act, to be round lu chapter 26, of
23 Victoria. extending the Iiowers of the de-
partmental officiais and by chapter 12 of 56
Victoria. Ail that legIsiation concerulng the
adulteration of fond bas heen put Into oper-
ation ; officers have been named and tbey
exiat at preseat ail over the Dominion. The
department ha s been fully organized, and
It has a sub-department, the department of
Inspection. th(- departmnent wliicb le cbarged
with gnarding againat ail kinda -of adulter-
ation Ia a department whicb I submlt to thls
committee la flttingly under the central of
the Department of Iniand Revenue. Wbat
does this Bill provIde ?P It provides at a
very great coat for another set of Inspectors,
a uew sub-department In the Department of
Agriculture, whlcb departmeat I think, If
It carnies out its mission Iu regard to agri-
culture la this country, bas Its banda full
already. It organizes la that department a
new departmnent of Inspection, a departinent
nhsolntehy analogous, to the department ai-
ieady exIsting under the Adulteratlon Act
and thia L-reat ndlonal expense la going to
be added for the parpose of inspectlng oniy
food for export and for transference froni
oue province to another. s0 that ln case of
a canning company lu the province of On-
tario or the province of Quehec which wil
distrihultp !ts zooda entirely withiu the pro-
vince, the people of the province wIll de-
rive no benefit whatever from this Act. It
seema to me that la this case there muet
resnît a elash of authority hetweea these

'two departments and tbat this legialation la
absoiuteiy uselesa. If It: la necessary to
multiply the aumber of officera w-ha are go-
Ing to ho charged witb the carrying out of
tbe Adulteration Act wblch dates back a
great many years. let us add a few ofcers,
lot us add some officers wbo will be espec-
.illy delegated to look after food for expont
This la a matter of a few tbousand dollars,
but why we should. organize withln the
Dopartment of Agriculture this separate de-
partment at such a groat coat wbou not one
porsan lu the Dominion or outside of It bas
asked for this special legisiation, I am nt a
loas to undorsand. It seema to me an ah-
soluteiy usolosa expenditure of money. In
the Inland Revenue Dopartment we bave
the officers. If It le requIred to add to their

number or to increase their power, we eau
amend the Adulteration Act. 1 bave noticed
that the Minister of Inland Revenue was
present during the whole of this discussion
Up ta a few minutes ago ; he is watehing
thls Bill. The object of this Bill Io to take
away from. his department a part of the
patronage which legitimately belongs to 11,
and to bring It Into the department of my
hon. frieud. It seems to me we ought to
pause before we enact this legisiation, con-
sider seriously whetber it would nlot be more
sensible, more practical, to strengthea the
officiais who have charge of the Aduiteration
Act, to fortify the Department of Inland
Revenue so as to meet the new circumstan-
ces which have been referred to by my hon.
friend the Minister of Agriculture. But I
say that before five years, If we pass this
legiolation, we will be expending $200,000 or
$300,000, If we administer the Act in the
way proposed; whereas, with an expendi-
ture of $25,000 or $30,000 at the utmhbst, we
could strengthen the officiais having charge
of the Aduiteration Act, and attalu the very
same abject without 'breaking the harmony
that -ought to exiat betiyeen the différeut
departments of this administration. 1 would
Ilke to know If my bon. friend has thought
of that?

Mr. FISEIER. 1 can say ta my hon.
friend that we have tboughit of it. The
Minister of Iniand Revenue and myseif dis-
cussed that question, and lie la quite satIs-
fled not to assume the responsibiiity of ad-
ministering this Act, or of trying to amend
hie own Act se as to cover the points herein
contained. I would say to my hon. frieud
that is points with regard to the expert
and home trade have aiready been tbreshed
ont in committee, and It bas been proved
conclusiveiy that the Bill, as siightly amend-
ed, le the most feasible way of dealing with
the situation. I do not want to assume a
new responslbiiity unlesa it la thrust upon
me. The Generai Inspection Act and the'
Adulteration of Food and Agriculturai Fer-
tllizers Act, do not cover the objecta of this
Bill ; and to entend these Bis so as to cover
the purposes we have In vlew, wouid involve
as great an expenditure as this Act wfli Ia-
volve, and create a good deal of confusion. I
regret that niy 'hon. friend was not present
on the tbree previous occasions when this
Bill has been in committee. I would Jike
now, if the committee wIll concur, to ask the
chairman to take Up the Bill clause by
clause,

Mr. MONK. My bon. friend says tbat the
Adultera thon Act does not apply to -any of
these circumastances. Let me suppose an
Instance. Tbere la a man conductlng a can-
ulng establishment here In Ottawa, we wll
say. The Inspecter having authority under
the Adueration Act can to-day go to th-at
estabishment. He sees a q'uarter of beef
bauging Up ready to be canned, he bas au-
tbority under the law to take down that
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