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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 staple commodities. We do not, as a rule, prohibit the
public from acqdiring what they wish to acquire, unless the
g‘};’bﬁc, gafoty requires that there should be & restrietion.
he public safety does require a flash restriction, and the
qbufstim is, what is the proper flash test? Bat the safety of
the ublic does, in no sense, as far as 1 can ascertain,
require this test of specific gravity. You are extending
without causé the principle, and extendi
which, I think, is wholly indefensible. at is tho conse-
quenee of this extension? The consequence is that you are
wasting a very great proportion of the crude oil, and you are
increasing the expense of producing the refined oil. Our oil s
naturally dense, much denser than the American oil. 1 have
learned from refinersthat it has been‘foundextremely difficult
to refine the oil up to the poiut -of 820; mot unfrequently
does it require & second, perhaps a third refining, in order to
get it to the point. The transaetion involves, in the first
place, s waste of a very considerabls proportion of the crude
oil, so that where out of a barrel of crude so many. galions
of fair illuminating oil ean be obiained, if you do not apply
this prohibition, the yield will by wirtue 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. Therofore, as to guantity and
expense of production, the legislation requires that
more crude oil shall be  used, and-:
reatér expense shall be incurred by refiners to produce
illuminating oil than is necessary. Were the Government
to.apply the principle of the General Inspection Act of 1874,
and have illuminating oils inspected and graded, first, second
‘and third class, the public would be protected; but it is
whally indefensible 1o prohibit the sale of that'which may
be useful to the public, and both diminish the
quantity of refined you can. get from & barrel of «crade
oil snd increase the cost of producing refined oil. Fer
these voasons I desire to know the true inwarduess of this
law, 10 know upon what representations the (rovernment
was. induced to propose. such an excemal provision, 1
desire this information all tlie more use I observe.in
another beanch of the Legislature this unfortunate Act is
oncg more before us. A Bill has been introduced there.
altering again the Act of 1879. Therefore we will have the
subject before us in a few days; by which time I hope this
information may be made accessible. .
~ Mr. ORTON. Theremsrks of the leader of the Oppesition |
are very importast. I fail likewive to.see why this law
shonid exist ; I do not see why coal oil shiould not be graded
the-same #g flour, fish or any other commodity. The effect-
of this 1aw is-no doubt to inerease very largely the prios of’
coal oil. I will ‘ask the indulgence ef the House while I’
read an extract from & letter I have received on this
suhjeot :
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;lﬁ- TOLBY. La dig “to eancar ia the. miin with

the 6beervation made by the hon.-member for-West. Durbam, |
In the Ball which I.introduced on'this subject last year I
did_wb thipk ‘it nectaeary, in the intereet of the public
afity mbew”fmtﬁohm “with “regard 4o :the,
gravity of the oil. 1 proposed simply that a uniform teet]
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should be .applied, and that = test;” from." the .=
formation I coald then obtain, I deomed.-to be: wnflicienmk
1 bave no more ipformation than hasiny hon; friend as 4o
the reasons which caused the gravity test to be intreduesd
into the Government Bill. It may have been intreduged on
the. ropresentations of skilled persons, that-the gesgity-of
the. oil, to & certain eoxtent, concerns: its.asfety. - Bt is
pretended by many refiners that it doce, but Ithisk there
should be & broad margin. 1 do not think wve should: be
prohibited from:using otl, simply becanse’it-is ofia eeidain

gravity, unless it can be shown that it .is: uusafe. - e
argument of those who approve.of the . gravitytest is. thi
if the oil does not stand this test, it has a:tondency tashest
the metal, and consequently to-affect .the ssfety ot the: 4il.
That may be true to a certain extent. 1t would be. welkfor
the_-Government, before the Petroleura Act yasses,to giwe
special attention w that, and see whethera point-cannot.be

fixed in which safety can be assured ; buz I think the pringiple
of probibiting people from using any staple commedity
because it is not of the best quality, is-an indefensible.-one.

I cannot see any ground upon which it- can:be sncoossfully "
defended. Let it be inspected and graded.like any ether

article, if it be advisable, but not exeluded. Coiees

Mr. MOUSSEAU. There is no correspondente :such: as
the mofion asks for. The Goverpment in regasd tothe
gravitation test was inspired, most likely, by three motives.:
first, the scientific one; next, the safety of the public,'snd;
in the third place, a desire for protection.. Howewer;their
ehiof care was public opinion, and. if this principle:-of
gravity was proved, as in the flash test, to openate in & man-
ner to injure the . publie interest, it might be-clianged, .
perhaps, in some way.. For my hon. friend :the -leader: of
the Opposition must know that in the Scnate the :Billito
‘seoure-the flash test in-the inspaction .of petroleum wes
‘amended in the Senate, and tha at present both Amerioan
:and Canadian oils ‘were placed on a new footing. JLater,
‘however, when that Bill comes wp in this House; Lwill-be
in.a position to answer more thoroughly, onthe part-ofthe
‘Government, the question which has been pat,

Mr. BLAKE. Thero is no correspondence then to pro-
duce? , ' )

Mr. MOUSSEAU. No. (

Mr. BLAKE. Then I withdraw my motion ;' bui I take
this opportanity of intimating that I will move an amends
ment to strike out the prohibitory clause a8 to specific
gravily when the Bill comes before this House. - '

Motion withdrawn. - .

1t being Six o'clock the Speakor loft.the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

HARBORS ON THE NORTH SH’GR‘EOFLAKEM
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex), in. mowing for ; ropies
of reports of surveys for harbors made gb‘ 7 the Ape
John Lindsay, Esquire, G.E.. .on . the north shore 7of
Lake Erie between Point Eglee Reef and the wouth-gff ke
Detroit, River, said: For several yours past. SucCesyivy
A dministrations have-edmitted the nepessity of ahwﬁbo;‘?; :
been brought under the motice of Parliament from time fo-
1ime, with the resal{-of the promice that, 'when' thiatste
of the public finances .permitted, such a harbor wonld:be
created. Two or three -years ageo &W
i er for omr inland waisrs, and he
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placed on_the Table of this House: :Ia that, sepor &
stated, amoug -otherimportant facts, Ahatdaviey
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; rped 5 thet Seetipm:eé
the luker between Point - Peloo Beof and:the mouth Wl the:
Detroit river, where it -is propossd to establish &' harhor.



