
[COMMONS] 

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. intent. then that is all the proof that the
If we find a still in a house or a shed the hon. gentleman will require, and he need
persons who own the place will tell the înot strike out these words.
offieers that they do not know what use Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). If the hon. gen-it was for, and then when they are told that rieman will look at clause " d." he will see
its possession exposes them to a penalty.
tliey wlll say ilhat some enemy of theirs!.that if a farmer take odo nodfubarrel and uses it for the purpose of taking
placed it there. In the eastern town- potatoes to market. he will be liable to a pen-
ships and along the boundary lne therealty of $20. under the Aet. if those words beare a great many people w-ho call themselves struck ot. The hon. gentleman is doing
pedlars and who sell American tobacco, but with the necessity of any fraudulentaway wtl h eest fayfadlnIf we had to prove that they smuggled that .
tobacco we would often find it hard to ob- Lntentan ot smtighttheedesirableto throw
tain a conviction. i do not consider I amu t prvni Itomighte de ent br
exposing innocent persos to punishmen the burden of proof on the defendant by
but it certainly seers tat every one of he soie suitable.clause, but it would never do
acts prohibited by clause 21 is of those to take away the necessity for the existence

s !h « o the fraudulent intent, and titat is what
fraudulent nature that the Crown should not the a uduent mtnt at.
be conpelled to prove that there was an th
intention to commit a fraud. The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It will be seen that when the Bill was intro-
The last observations of the hon. Minister duced. this did not form part of it. and
se hatoswrtatths ofaue isn msten s.ince my lion. friends on the other side,ser to show stiat tthis lause is most datn- vith their legal knowledge. say that theerous. tHe saes teat te niere fact t, mere fact is evidence of fraudulent mient,

buthie1 does not wish to prove the fraudu- and that no other proof would be required,
ent liento inaot o prolaw. e- I would ask that this clause lie struck out.lent intent in a court of Law. iI would move therefore to strike out these

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. words.

NBil reported, and read the third tine,Sir OHARLES HBBERT TUPPER. and passed.
It does seem to me that tils, is a most dan-
gerous provision. It would 'be easy for the SUPPLY.
department to obtain a conviction if the hon. Te House again resolved itself into Com-
gentleman*s clause were adopted. but that mittee of Supply.
is a very dangerous reason for adopting this
kind of legislation. It puts the public in a (In the Conmittee.)
position that I do not think they occupy in
any other country in connection with such Experimental Farm...................$~5,000
legislation. The law ias hitherto nade te Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the hon. gentle-Crown prove the fraudulent intent. and it man explain any change ?
seems to me that itat is the Une on which îTe MINISTER 0FAGRICULTURE
all suci legislation proeeeds in any civilize( T
country. The lon. gentleman speaks of (Mr. Fisher). I an very glad indeed to give
pediars. Ie wants t get after some ped- any explanation hon. gentlemen opposite
lars. In the case of Queen vs. Dart in Nova would like regard to this item. It is une
Scolia. te resuilt of the executive action in whici not infrequently involves some dis-

that case was to put pedlars ln a terrible eusson m the House and one which certain-
position. A pediar was shot and killed. 1y is of the greatest interest to the country.
and the man convicted of killing liim was Lt s one also to which I have myself given
allow-ed to go at large 1 -the exercise of a good deal of attention. both before and
the elemency of the Crown. and I believe since coming into office, and yet I must
that the only two other pedlars who hap frankly say tat I have not yet been able
pened to be abroad in the county took the to do all thiat I hoped with regard to tthese
first train and left it. if not the province. farns. - The work that was going on has
Now. the hon. gentleman intends to punish been of the utmost value to the country, and
pedars who htappen to have doue a certain I felt that there were other things in my
act. even when lie is unable to prove fraudu- department which needed my own personal
lent intent and even if there be no fraudu- attention more urgently perhaps than this
lent intent. work. and therefore I allowed it to continue

on pretty imucih the same lines on which ItThe MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. lad proceeded, with one or two exceptions.How ean there lbe no fraudulent intent? I cannot say that there is any definiteHowe can that be done without fraudulent change in policy, except as regards the Nap-jutent ? pan farm. I visi:ted that farn soon after
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I came into office. and found a condition

If that lie the case, then there is no need to of affairs there with which I was not at
strike out those words. If the' mere all satisfled and which I. did not considerdoing of te thing is evidence of fraudulent .2could le continued to te advantage of the

Mr. DAVIN.
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