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mind. If he would put in words, such as I
have suggested I arn perfe.ctly confident it
wouid meet the wishes of a large number of
members of this lheuse who wouid flot like
ta see a person misled by any statement that
appears in our customs act.

Mr. ROSS (Mooae Jaw): We'have heard a
good deal about this item frarn people speak-
ing for merchants throughout Canada. With
the people of Canada as a whole this item is,
I believe, probably, the most popular part of
the budget, and I think the Minister of Finance
should be highly cornmended for having in-
ciuded, it in the trade treaty and in the budget.
Af ter ail, we are not iegislating here as a par-
liament mereiy for a few merchanýts in Canada;
we are endeavouring to legisiate for the people
of Canada as a whole. If the people of
Canada do not want ta buy goods in the
United States they will not buy them there,
but if they go over and do want ta buy goods
there they should have the oppartunity ta do
80.

Ini connection with the liquor question, the
provision with respect ta liquor going into the
United States is this, I believe. Anyone enter-
ing the United States can take one quart of
Liquor free of duty and up ta $100 worth pro-
vided he pays the excise duty on that quantity.
As regarde liquor brought into this country,
we are Iimiting it ta one quart. It is quite
reasonabie ta suppose that an-y legislature
aitting to-day might within the next week or
two change its-law in regard ta liquor and
allow the entry of liquor from other countries
into that province, and I do not ee why we
should in our customis act prohibit people from,
bringing it in. They know the iaw in their
own province and they must abide by it.

There is one other matter with regard tai the
$100 provision. Some have suggested that
invoices shouîd be provided for the customs
departmnent for evcrything that is braught
back. That is not always convenient ta
taurises. They pick up littie knicknacks,
eundos, here and there, and often the persan
who selis them has no f orm of invaice or bill;
the goods are soid for cash ta the tourist.
When these people corne back acrose the line
aur customs officiais, I submit, should be as
lenient as possible, provided the taurist is not
trying to bring ini more than 8100 worth of
goode. After ail, the custams officiais at the
border are there ta serve the people of the
country. I muet eay that ini any experience I
have had gaing acrose the lime I have found

* hem very courteous as a generai rule. But
sometimes they are nat so, and I suggest ta
the minister that it would be a good idea at
thia time ta send out a circular ietter to
officialS at ail border points in Canada, urging

that touriste coming into this country fromn
the United States or Canadïan touriste retura-
ing be shown every oourtesy. The officiais
should nat be toa officiaus but should try to
help tourists in every way possible, either aur
own people coming back or visitars frorn the
United States. There are a great many more
touriste caming ta Canada from the United
States than there are Can-adians visiting that
country, and the American. touriste spend more
here than Canadians do over there.

Mr. WILTON: With regard ta this one
quart of whisky, it seems ta me that there is
a lot of unnecessary worry. Canadians are
generaliy supposed ta be sensible people, and
if any Canadian wants ta buy a quart of
Yankee whisky when he can get good Cana-
dian whisky there is something wrong with
him. As regards the statement of the hon.
member for Winnipeg North Centre, that sa
many people wouid have no money ta take
advantage of the concession, that prohiem is
up ta the government. It is for thcm ta
provide wark s0 that Canadians will have
maney.

Mr. STEVENS: I would make one sug-
gestion ta the minister-he is seemîngly in
good humour and I wili stretch it and make
it two. In this item we are aliowing tourists
ta bring in goods valued at $100 "inciuded in
the baggage accampanying' the tourist; and
such goods, according ta the language of the
item, must have be-en acquired by the taurist
either for personal or for household uses. Then
in the proviso, we refer particuiarly ta liquor
and tobacco, and these items are specificaiiy
iimited. I suggest ta the minister that a man
rnight go over and buy fifty shirts, and I
assume he could bring them in; they would
be in his baggage. Under the tariff act, it is
provided in section 16 that the minister rnay
make reguiations such as are deemed neces-
sary for the carrying out of the provisions of
that section and for the enforcernent thereof.
I suggest ta the minister therefore that the
latter part of the provîso rnight be dropped
aitogether and he deait with in regulations
that couid be passed for the administration
of this item. By regulation it is campetent
for the minister ta say that a man shail not
bring in fifty or one hundred or ninety shirts
but oniy ten; it is praper for him ta say
that the returning tourist shahl not bring in
more than one quart of liquor or more than
fifty cigare or more than one hundred cigar-
ettes. I suggest that it wouid be far better
ta do this by regulation than ta put it in the
statute. The reason I asked the minieter a
question regarding other importers of iiquor


