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ton. at their end. It is an undertaking on the
part of each party that they wvill listen
sympathetically to any representations made
by the other party.

Mr. HARRIS: But in matters of consulta-
tion of this kind the essential elemeot of time
creeps in. I arn thinking of another agree-
ment passed in 1932 in connection with wvhicli
represeotations have been made in the past,
and the minister ivili have in mind probab]3y
what 1 arn thinking of. Just n0W 1 arn think-
ing of the great difficulties that Canada is
going to get into during the lifetime of this
three-year agreement. WiIl this organization
take two or three years, or is there any way
of speeding it up? I put this on record in
Ilonsord so that refereoce may be made to it.
The minister will probably agree that the
administration of matters of this kind is some-
thing like the administration of justice-
you get it eventually. I did ot know whether
the minister would like, from bis seat, to
enlarge upon the routine that would be fol-
lowed, so that when we have to do it we. may
do it with some expedition.

Mr. DUNNING: You can always agree to
consuit ;vith anybody. but you cannot decide
how long it is goiog to take the two parties who
consuit to agree. This merely provides
amicable machinery for consultation, but it
does ot guarantee agreement. Io the
instance to wbich my hon. frieod refers, which
was so unfortuoate, in connection with the
trade treaty known as the Ottawa agreements
of 1932, there was no lack of facilities for con-
sultation aod communication, but there was
distinctly a lack of agreement.

Mr. HARRIS: Would this have the samp
effect as article XVIII, as I recaîl it, of the
1932 agreement?

Mr. DUNNING: It is not exactly the
same wording.

Mr. MeNEVIN: Could dumping be con-
sidered under this provisin?

Mr. DUNiNING: No, that is covered by
Canadian law.

Mr. BROOKS: Would bonuses be con-
sidered under this item?

Mr. DUNNING: Yes, anythiog of that
kiod of wbich either country complains could
resuit in representations under section 1 of
Article XV.

Mr. ROSS (St. Paul's): Under whicb
article does Canada undertake to remove
the excise tax?

Mr. DUNNING: We have already passed
that as the bead-note to sehedule 1, at the top
of page 13.

[Mr. Dunning.]

Mr. HARRIS: The provision here is for
"la committee of techoical experts on wbieh
each goveroment will bo represented to con-
sider the matter and to submit recommýenda-
tiens to the two goveroments." I imagine
this wrould cover such things as products
being shipped into this country in jute pack-
ages wvhere the jute might be second-hand,
and sucli like. Has the minister in bis
docket a note upon which he mighit enlarge
and tell us wlio the teclînical experts on this
committee ara hikely to be? Will they be
officers within the departments or people
drawn from scientifie organizations?

Mr. DUNNING: It bas not been necessary
to invoke the provision as yet. but eacbi
country, I tbink, would decide for itself.

Mr. HIARRIS: Countries that have trouble
with the foot-and-moutb disease-I arn not
referring to the United States at the moment
-cannot ship gonds to this country except
under certain regulations. That applies to
Scotland at the present time, and it býas
always been a question as to bnw judgment
shaîl be given, particularly in the matter nf
animal produets of aIl kinds; so rnuch so tbat
it has been necessary to send from London,
England, to places like Scotland, a special
representative of the domininn government
to examine the produet and give a certificate
tbat tbe gonds are of a class or kind that
might be approved and sent through to
Canada. Tbe entire plant where the gonds
are being manufactured is inspected and
checked by an nificial of tbis domininn gov-
ernment, who is sent at tbe expense of this
goveroment from London to Scotland to
examine the entire' plant, and a certificate is
required from this dominion official that the
gonds are such as mighit be shipped in bere
without let or hindrance. The question I
wishi tn ask is whether the techoical experts,
in the case of shipments frnm the United
Kingdom, will be from tbe bigb cnmmissinners'
nffice. Whether or ot they are qualified to
pass judgment is annther matter.

Mr. DUNN_'ING: I would point out that
there is no sucli provision in the United
Kingdomi agreement as is contained in sec-
tin 3 of article XV nf this treaty.

Mr. HARRIS: But this is a particular pro-
viio 00w being made. I cnme back to

my question: Who would the technical ex-
perts be?

Mr. DUNNING: Escli goveroment wvould
be responsible for appointing its own to deal
wiîtb the particular case as it arises: but re-
member tbe decision of the technical experts
is not final. The decision of each government


