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Mr. RALSTON: Why bas it flot been pro-
ceeded with?

Mr. MATTHEWS: That is flot within the
jurisdiction of this department; we are merely
administrative.

Mr. RA1HrON: Did the department launch
the appeal?

Mr. MATTHEWS: No.

Mr. RALSTON: Who did?

Mr. MATTHEWS: The appeal was launched
by interested parties, flot by the departmnent.

Mr. RAIASTON: Who were the interested
parties?

Mr. MATTHEWS: The interested parties
-were Doon Twines Limaited, I think of
Kitchener. The hon. member for North
Waterloo (Mr. Euler) could tell the coin-
mâttee where they are situated.

Mr. EULER: I believe that Doon Twines
Limited were the first firmn to appeal against
the decision of the tariff board. I fancy mny
hion. friend refera to an appeal on the part
of the departmenýt against the decision of the
tariff board. Was there an appeal by the
departme'nt?

Mr. MATTHEWS: There was no appeal
on the part of the departmnent.

ýMr. EULER: There is one question I
should like to ask, flot only with regard to
this particula-r concern but with regard to
other companies. These comxpanies feit that
dumping duty should noV. be aipplied on
'their importations from Great Britain. The
law passed lasV session stated that the du-mp-
rng duty provision should flot apply under
the empire agreements. I should like Vo know
whether the department is accepting the
ruling of the tariff board with regard Vo, these
matters and, if so, whether it has made re-
funds in accordance with that ruling.

MT. MATTHBEWS: It is quite evident tha't
that cannot be done until the appeal is heard.

Mr. EULER: Then the depaîtmnent is
making the appeal?

Mr. CASGRAIN: Who is making the
appeal?

Mr. MATTIIEWS: The department is not
making an appeal.

Mr. EULEIR: The tariff board has made a
decision. If the department accepts that de-
cision, refunds will have to be made. If the
department is not making thoee refunds, then
it must he appealing against the decision of
the tariff board. I should like to know
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whether any such appeal bas been made by
the department and, if not, whetheî the de>-
partmnent intends to make îefunds aecording
to the decision.

Mr. CASGR.AIN: Cail for Mr. Breadneî.

Mr. MATTHEWS: I can only repeat that
no appeal bas been made by this department
against the decision of the tariff board.

Mr. EULER: I have no desire to embarrass
the minister, as I realize hie bas net been
very long in bis presset position.

Mr. MACKENZIE (Vancouver): Ask the
Minister of Finance.

Mr. EULER: I think we sbould know
whether the department is accepting the de-
cîsion of -the tariff board. If it is, then of
necessity i~t must make a refund of the duty
improperly collected.

Mr. MATTEWS: Not whîle the case is
suh judice; flot while an appeal is pending.

Mr. EULER: What appeal?

Mr. CASGRAIN: In what court has it been
launched?

Mr. MATTHIEWS: It is an appeal by
Doon Twines Limited.

Mr. EULER: A decision has been given
by the tariff board in the case of Doon
Twines Limited.

Mr. GUTHIRIE: That is correct, and an
appeal was launched by that company to the
president of the privy council. The appeal
bas flot yet been heard. My recollection is
that section 58 of the Customs Act pro-
vides that until an appeal is disposed of, a
decision does not become operatîve.

Mr. EULER: And there is no0 refund until
that time?

Mr. GUTHIRIE: I do noV know whether
there is a refund, but I know that is the
provision of the section.

Mr. STEWýART (Edmonton): Did Doon
Twines Limited succeed bef oie the tariff
board and obtain a reduction of duty?

Mr. GUTHRIE: They did not succeed;
the decision was against themn and they
appealed. The act provides that any party
interested may appeal and they appeale-d as
an inteiested party.

Mr. RLISTON: What eùtiy was it that
was cairied before the tariff board? Who
was the importer?

Mr. MA'ITHEWS: IV was made on the
entry of an importer in Montreal.


