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if you please, but perfectly safe ? It is contrary to the
general principle on which it is proper to act with reference
to stple commodities. We de not, as a rule, prohibit the
public fron acquirinig what they wish to acquire, unleis the
pubire safety requires that thete should be a restriction.
The publie safety does require a flash restriction, and the
qubstion is, what is the proper£ash test? But the safetyof
the public does, in no sense, as far as I can ascertain,
require this test of specifle gravity. You are extending
without caus&the principla, and extendng it in a manner
which, I think, is wholly indeteisible. What is the conse-
quence of this extension'? The consequence is that you are
wasting a very great proportion of the crude oit, and you are
increasing the expense of producing the reflned oit. Our oil is
naturally dense. much denser than the American oit. I bave
learned fom refinersthat it bas been'foundextremelyditicult
to reflne the oil up to the point of 820,; not unfrequently
does it require a second, perhaps a third refining, in order to
get it to the point. The traisaction involves, in the first
place, a waste of a very considerable proportion of the -crude
oil, so that where out of a barrel of crde s many gallone
of fair 'illuminating oit. can be obtained, il you do not apply
this prohibition, the y ield will by vrtue of the prohibition
be reduced by several gallons. Secondly, it involves con-
siderable additional expense in manufacture to produce oil
of a gravity of 802. Therefore, as to quantity and
expense of production, the legislation requires that
more crude oil shall be used, and that
greater expense shall be incurred by refiners to produce
illuminating oil than ia necessary. Were the Government
to-apply the prineiple of the General Inspection Act of 1874,
sud have illuminat-ing oils inspected and graded, frst, second
and tlhird class, the public would be protected; but it is
wholly indefensible to prohibit the sale of that which may
be useful to the public, and both diminish the
quanitity of refined yon can get from a barrel of -crade
oi and inerease the cost of producing refined. oil. For
these reasons I desire to know the true inwarduess oi this
law, to know upon what representations thee(xovernment
was indueed to propose such an ex tional provision. I
desiretiis information alt the more bocause I observe m
anoh*r buanch cf the Legislature this unfortunate Act is
once more before us. A Bill has been introduced there
alteraig again the Act of 1879. Thereforewe will have the
suject before us in a few days, by which time I hope this>
ination may be made accessible.

Mr. ORTON. Theremarka of the leaderof the Opposition
ar very importaat. I fmil likewi"e ,to"see why this law
shoatd exist; 1 denot see why coal oilt should not be graded
thesare as fiour, fh or any other commodity. The effeet
of tis law is -no donbt t» intease very largety the price of
coa oit. I will ask the -indul ence of th e House White I
read an emtraet from a letter I have received on this-
subject:

"'fy éio.fe t geto titpt toper price for the beot of the cou.
us ms wbel th.tseEtionBill uomes np geth lsanes requirng it tu
be of a rtain weigh 8 Ib.aad a-10mtus atruck onta4et1gesed uke
flori, iÛbidu. or iy other iasiepSed commodity. e Vie., a. S

V"hi.wity bus insisrhe Jssate* ofthwviaa lho bave be rui-
g thewfor lae lait eight er aie yeasand if uipset vini, 1

fan' etuaUIy stop ihes.
T eai. &I.aw prOnwiay ,doefsmtapprove ,f grarhy, soyo,

I-eefteintg iio*.hewtiter is .Qorgect and that.tueyactof
keepn.pthisgravityrtest-is -one of the mainelemenia

inrt ingp the'prid têf coal-oil-
r. IY. I arn 'poedto oancur ia the mio m wit)a

thbeervaen imade.b' te hon..member for West.Drbara.
in the, wjich 1intro_' eed on tithis sabjeet last year I
did bt ghffükl neesa/y in i.teinterbst oft 4h. publio

tent restiiotion wi 'rgard 4 the,
or d ii. Ipro>posed ilmply that a uniform test'

Mr. BLAKE.

should be applied, and that test, fraua the m-
,formation I could then obtaia, I deemed to , - ataE 4
I have no more information tbs as Imy boo. abiemi 4M
the reasons which caused the. gravity te t 0m inte"desd
into the Government Bdl. It may have been in ed ee
the ropresentations of skiled persons, that4h. gaaetpdf
the. oil, t acertain extent, conerne its safey, It de
pretended by many refnners that it does, but I'tbik theye
should be a broad margin. I do not think we abbhl b.
prohibted from asing oit, simply becauseitisefia .enat
gravity, unless it can be shown that it i s4e t. ~lhe
argument of those who approveof the gravityes ith
if the oil does not stand this test, itl has a:tendoeny teheat
the metal, and consequently toaffect heasfety o t, iI
That may,be true to a certain extent.'- It would be.wesMer
the Government, before the Petroleun Act passes, 1o gioe
special attention io that, and see whçhera point cambe
fixe in which safety can be assured; bul think theTrnqiasip
of prohibiting people from using any etaple eoaipedity
because it is not ofthe best quality, is an indefeosible-0ts.
I cannot see any gronnd upon which it canbe enooessalby
defended. Let it be inspoted and graded like ,ay -ther
artiele, if it be advisable, but not ,excluded.

Mr. MOUSSEAU. Thore is ne correspondente suehas
the motion aslks for. The Gov'ernment in regard teltho
gravitation test was inspired, most likely, by thremotivez
irat, the scientific one; nezt, the safety of tie pubic,'ind,
in the third place, a desire for protection. -Howver, their
ehief care was public opinion, .and if tbis prieipiê a4if
gravity was proved, as in the fiash twt, te operée in a ana-
ner 1to injure tbe - publie interest, it might h. changed,
perhaps, in some way. For my hQn. friend the -oleader, f
the Opposition nhust know that in the Sonate 4te -BillIto
seoure the flash test in 1he inspection of petroleum ws
amnended in the Senate, and that at present bath Amerieoa
;and Canadian oils were placed on a new foeting.. Later,
however, when that Bil comes op in this Hous1IýWmrbe
in a position to answer more thoroughly, on the part of4
Government, the question which has been put.

Mr. BLAKE. There is no correspondence then to pro-
duce?

Mr. MOUSEAIJ. No.
Mr. BLARR. Thon I withdraw my rmotion; bu I take

this pportunity of intimating that I will move an 'cd
ment to strike out the prohibitory clause as to speeiße
gravity when the Bill coMes before this los.

>Jotion withdtrawn.
It being Six o'clock the Speaker loft-.the Chair.

AFTER ROIESS.

HARBORS ON THE NORTHI SIORE-OP OF LAIKE ElIE

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex), in poving for ;ogles
of reports of surveys for harbors ma-e by the Ae
John Lindsay, Esquire, C,.E., on the, unort sh>r >f
Lake Erie between Ploint PPlee Reef a Ld hg mue, qt i

SDetroit Rvera said FPer søveral yeae pet c
A duximatry4ions have auitted4 M>g necessity of ahuijro-
he neighborhood indicate4 by thenpotion. The s,&j.*½a

been brought under the notice of Parliament from time* te
4imeo, with tii, resuktof4he promide that, 'when Ethe at
of tii. public finances peruited, such g hggaro ,wohi4h
created. Two or throe years ago t g__
appointod as a ommmssioner for Our inland waters,,anIbe
laid befdorethe b itjpnQf (tS$så MSppFt, M I ,wU
placed on the Table of tthis Reuse. lu shat reportC m s
staed,aoeng.otheimpotat tmeet %Ah 4atmgabewo a
yea.spending I48, id0e
Deteit lakera weree la Bprpeseda thbo wào ç tab
Detroit river, where it -'ins propesel to wetablish a: harbar
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