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thereupon conduct a publie iinquiry and mùake
its findings as to whether, to what extent and
for what period such value is required to
prevent the importationi of goode into ÇCangda
f rom prejudicially or injuriously afiecting the
iiiterests of Canadian producers or manufac-
turers. If no fixed value is found by the tarift
board to be required, or if a lower value is
found to be appropriate, the finding of the
tariff board will become at once effective. If
appeal is made ta the tariff board such value
authorized by the minîster ehall in defauît of
any flnding by the tariff board in the mean-
time cease ta have force and effect upon the
expiration of three months f rom the date of
any such application to the tariff board.

Amendment 'agreed to.

Mr. JACOBS: I wonder whether it is neces-
sary to warn my hion. friends on this aide ta
beware of the Greeks when they bear gifts.

Mr. BENNETT: Yes, but what about the
Hebrews?

Mr. MACKENZIE (Vancouver>: Tbey
neyer hear any.

Mr. CAHAN: This amendment is clearly
made by reason of the note of Decemiber 26,
1935, from the Prime Minister of Canada to
the Japanese minister. Now, let us conisîder
the case. The Japanese government appeals
to the tariff board. Before making that
appeal it has an inquiry in its own country
and bas ahl the evidence prepared. It may
take three or four months in the preparation
of its case. To meet that case the goverfi-
ment of Canada has to go ta Japan, make a
similar investigation and have the results of
that investigation brought back to Canada
and presented to the tarif! board. My sug-
gestion is that under those circumstances
thiree months is not an adequate period for
the preparation by this governinent of its
case, the result being that if the Japanese
government prepares its case with great care,
and bas aIl its evidence available for pre-
sentation here, it wilI be almost impossible
for the Department of National Revenue to
meet that case within three months, and if
iLs case is nlot p.repared within three months
and beard and decided by the tarif! board,
then decision is given against this govern-
ment. by default. 1 think that is a condi-
tion of affairs whieh is to be deprecated, and
àL is impossible to understand this change
except. en cnp suggestion, that is, that this
government made up iLs mind to have an
agreement with Japan on Japan's own terms,
and when Japan said, "Sign on the dotted
lino," this g-overnment signed without due
consideration of the vast import of the pledge
they were giving.

Mr. BENNETT: Affecting all countries.

Mr. LAWSON: 1 shoüld like to, suppozt
very stromgly the argument presented by the
hon. member for St-. Lgwrence-St. George by
ÉeiÉting out to -the comnmittée wheit adtii&lly
happens in àDtual ptetctice before the tarîfl
board, ne soane members may flot hae.e ap-
pearcd before the tariff board in hearings as
1 have. Wben application is made te the
board -thcy require -a written submissian, and
the person rnaking the application is virtually
in the position of plaintiff. In the case we
have in mind it must be borne in mind that
as a pterequisite ta the existence of the duty
which is ta 'be attacked the governmnent of
this country bas functioned and, determiiec
té its ôwn satisfaction that there is an in-
jtlrious effeet on the intËrests of Catiadiail pro-
thicers or manufacturers; being of that
opinion it authori zed its minister to do some-
thifig, and hie bas functioned. Now, as
pointed out by the hon. member fox' St.
Lawrenee-St. George, the tariff board makes
copies af the applications as filed, with the
reasons theref or, and it is under obligation ta,
circularize and senid them to every interest
ifi Canada affected. It asks those interested
for a returni, in other words for a brief or
a factum as against that which bas been
alleged by the plaintiff. It naturally takes
time for this ta be prepared, and when the
tarif! board bas before it that which 1 shaîl
caîl a factum, for want of a better term, it
then determines whether or not there is a
necessity for a public hearing. In this case
it provides that there shaîl be a public hear-
ing, but even though there is an obligatory
provision for a public hearing, if the tarif!
board is ta proceed intelligently with that
public hearing it must have before iL the
allegations, or arguments, or facts. Gener-
ally speakzing, sublect Le these necessary de-
lays, the plaintif! bas the conduet of the
proceedings.

Let us assume that it is a private party
making an application so that we shahl not
be making any allegation against any foreign
goverument. By deviaus means at bis com-
mand, that persan can delay the hearing. Al
lie bas ta do ta succeed in bis case is ta
prevent its being beard for a period of three
months. In the first place, I say that three
months is far too short a period for the
involved questions which are bound ta arise.
In the second place, I say that a termi wbich
autamatically benefits the plaintiff in the
event of bis own delay, wbich bonuses him
for delay, should certainly not appear in this
bill. If, in order ta carry out the terms of
the obligations contained in the letter ta the
Japanese government, this government- feels


