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Inspection of Canned Salmon

these good men; we said ta them, "You will
look at this salmon. If in your judgment it is
good you wiUl pais t." Here are the exact
words of the order in couneil defining the
duties of these men; it is subsection 27 <a):

Canned sahnon that are found by the board
of inspection to be f reeh firm well-packed and
in good, merchantable canhtion, whall bo
approved and a certificate in the fooem attached
marked A shall hoe isued therefor.

If the inspector found that the fish was in
that condition in the tin, fresh, flrm, well-
packed and in gaod, merchantable condition,
he would issue the certificate, but if hoe did
flot issue the certificate, if it were anything
inferior ta that standard, it had ta be marked
second quality, and that absolutely damned
the sale of it, because you cannot seil canned
llsh marked second quality.

That was the section under which theïse
mnen acted; it was within their sound judg-
ment as ta whether the flsh complied with
that requfrement. Now I corne ta the order
in council which was passed an February 3
last. It simply added a provisa ta the words
I have just read, as f ollows:

Provided that no certificate 'hall ho iasued
for canned salmon that had not been landed
fresh at a cannery for canning within twenty-
four boums after being caught, excepting flèh
that has been gutted and ice immediatly after
being caught.

They -have their tenses mixed; it is not
even grammatical. However we will let that
go. You will observe that it stipulates that
the flsh muet bo landed at the cannery fresh
for canning within twonty-four houri of being
caught. It does not eay that it muet be
cannod within twenty-four houri, s0 that
vitiates the usefulness of the whole provision
right there, ta say nothing of other reasons
that might bo advanced. It may be landed
at the cannery witbin twenty-four houri, but
the fish may lie there for anather twolve
hours ta suit the convonionce of the cannery
man, because there is nothing ta prevent that
being done.

In the preamble of the order in council it
is stated:

Whereas the acting Minister of Fisheries, an
the advice of the deputy Minister of Fiaheries
and the responsible officers of the department,
and with the approval-

With the approval of whom?
--of the salmon canners, recommends that,
etc...

It is with the approval af the salmon can-
ners, the very people whose goodi are ta be
inspected -and perhaps severely dealt with.
That order in council creates an absolute
departure from the principles that the gavera-
ment had alroady laid down. Formerly the

test was simply the appearance and condition
of the fish. The questian that hiad ta bie
decided was, did it comply with that stipula-
tion that it should be frosh, firm, well-packed
and ini good merchantable condition. It
wae left ta the judgment of competent,
oxperienced, reliable men. They did flot have
ta consider the history of the salmon or ita
pedigree or ancostry, or where it came fram
or anything else. It might have came from
California or Mexico or the Arctic pale; alI
they had ta do was ta use their judgment
and determine whether it was of the roquirod
quality. If it did they would apprave; if
flot, they would flot. What ie the situation
noir? They may be perfectly preparod ta
approve it; the flsh may came Up ta evory
word of that requirement; but if ini addition
ta that it is flot proved that the fish has
been delivered at the cannery irithin twenty-
four hours of its bemng eaught then it rnust
be condemned.

Now how are these men ta kuair whether
the flsh has beon delivered irithin that time
or not? It might have been delivered within
ten houri of being eaught and still it might
bie the duty of the inspector on inspection ta
condemn it; that would bie quite understand-
able. *But what is the test? Is it delivory
irithin twenty-four houri of the flsh bemng
caught, or is the test ta be the question
whether or not the fleh cames up ta the
stipulated requiroment that it éhall be fresh,
flrm, well-packed and in good merchantablo
condition? There is no question st all that
in the final analysis this last ha the principle
on which the inspectors muet act. If it is
bad, it i the inepeetor's duty ta condemn it
even though the flsh may have been put into
the tin alive. But if on the other hand the
inspector finds that it is porfectly good, quito
fresh and of the higheît quality, ho cannot
give a certificate unless it can bo proved that
the fleh was landed at a cannery within
twenty-four houri of being caught. Noir I
ehould like ta know how any haspector can
get that information? Why the need for
this sudden and violent change of policy,
changing the whole syitemn right round, fromn
the inspection of the cannod product ta a
question as ta the time irithin which the
flsh has been delivered at the cannery?

The iystem wai lovely; the dopartmneat at
Ottawra iaid so. The chief suporvisor in Bâit-
ish Oolumbha isys so, and he ie tho laet word
as an aut.hority on flsh, certainly in bie own
opinion. This iras not asked for by the
officials; at any rate it iras flot ssked far by
them as lato as January 20, beeause I have
the letter right here. It iras not asked for
by the board of inspootori. Now would you


