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vincial officer, finding in bis possession this
battie of whisky, noV purchased from a liquor
commission store in the province in question,
can proceed againat that Vourist, and certain
dire consequences will foilow. That statement
is not open to contradiction, I submit, and
thet is the beginning and end of the matter
as fer as that phase of it is concerned.

Now there are two other points ta which
I wouid like ta draw attention. Beyand ques-
tion the trade agreement made by the gavera-
ment with the United States is going ta become
Iaw. Whatever one on this side or thet aide
of the house may think of its provisions, e
majority of this house and 1 bave no doubt
a majarity of the other bouse wili pesa thet
pect into Iaw. Lest nigbt, as I understaod
him, the Minister of Finance stated that ln
the letters exchanged between Mr. Wrong,
the chargé d'affaires at Washington, and Mr.
Hull, I assume, the Secretary of Stete of the
United States, there was an undertaking on
tbe part of the Canadien government ta
introduce inta tbe Canadien tariff an item
relating ta the privileges of tourists similar
ta the provision in the United States tariff.
I have before me, as 1 think we ehl have, e
printed copy of the letter, and 1 should like
ta drew attention ta these words:

1 amn further directed ta state that the
Canadian government propose ta invite parlie-
ment ta permit the entry free of duty and
charge of incidentai purchases by residents
of Canada returning f rom the United States
of Americe-

and so on.
-for such time as treatment aubstantially
equivalent ta that now in effect hlaeccorded by
the government of the United States of
America ta incidentai. purchases by residents
of that country returning f rom Canada.

In connectian with the wards "treatment
substantielly equivalent" my contention is
that the elimination of tbe lenguage "not
exceeding anc quart" in respect of alcobolic
liquors does flot weaken or detract from
equivalent reciprocal treatment ta Canadiens
visiting the United States as eompared with
the treatment accorded Americen taurists
returning from Canada. The quantity of
liquor that will be brougbt in by touriats la a
mere bagatelle; it is negligible; it is not
gomng ta affect the liquor trade or the revenue
of any province. 1 do not think that aspect
of it is worth a moment's consideration. But
in my judgment we sbould give a great deal
of consideretion before passing a law that
will have this effeet, that when a Canadian
returns from the United States with a bottie
of whisky or a flask in bis pocket or bis
suitcase, metaphorically speaking bie will step
into gai when bie reaches this country. 1
do not think that is fair. I think it la shame-

fui on the part of the parliament of Canada
to pass a law worded as this is, in the circum-
stances of the case. For the life of me I
cannot see that the elimination of those words
will be treated hy the United States as being
in any sense a violation of either the spirit or
the letter of the trade agreement. Already,
on the initiative of the government et the
instance of the Minister of Finance, we have
departed from the spirit of that agreement,
though I wl flot say from the letter, in
respect of two or three tariff items relating
to commodities of considerable importance in
connection with the trade of the twa countries.
This is flot going to affect the trade of the two
countries et ail. I do flot raise any argument
upon thet point, Mr. Chairman; I reise it
entirely on the indecency of aur action in
expasing a Canadien returning from the United
States ta the penalties of provincial legisietion.

One other point and I shal 'have finished;
for I seldom infflct myself upon tbe commitee.
I do hope that when -the Minister of National
Revenue cornes to freme bis regulations relat-
ing to this matter hie will teke particuler care
to see that the returning taurist is required
Vo produce .receipted bills or proper invaices
f or such purchases as hie may have made.
Unless that is done there is a very consideratde
danger of smuggling being carried on by
merchante -in Canada. I would aliso direct
the minister's attention to what he is elready
well aware of, that if the retuirning tourist
makes a declaration that the goods hie bas
purchased in the United States do not exceed
$100 in value, and upon examination. by the
customs officer-wbo is required to examine
those gooda even though itbey be free
of customs duty-the fact is disclosed that
they are wort-h substentially mare than 8100,
the goods are liable Vo seizure and forfeiture.
It is therefore a protection for the Vourist
that bie sbould be ermed with proper invoicds
or receipted bills for such articles, oblher than

meetrifles, as hie may bring beck with hiin
from the United States. It is most desirabie
that this should be doue in the intereste of the
business of Canada as well -as for the protec-
tion of the revenue.

Mr. ILSLEY: Mr. Cheirman, with regard
to the second point raised by the hon. gentle-
man I should like to sey -that the draft regu-
laVions do provide that invoices -muet be
produced w'berever possible.

With regard Vo the operation of this pro-
vision iu reference to exemptions it may b., of
interest to the committee to know what the
experience has been s0 far at an important
frontier or border port. I bave in mind -the
port of Fort Erie. The collector et Fort Erie
has given me a brief statemenlt outlining the


