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gress. Thaf la in agreernent with the sense
of the House, which believes the resuit airn-
ed at very desirable but very difficuit of
accomplisbing. The more we look into the
matter, the more we find tbat a great deal
of care and elaboration will be necessary
before the measure can be put into such a
shape that it will be a benefit f0 the coun-
try. It is possible to pass the measure in
such a shape that It wll prove a dead let-
ter. If would be looked upon as a very
harsh thing if large penalties were enforced
against persons who, to a certain extent,
were innocent and were proceeding to carry
on this business as It haEs been carried on
for rnany years past. The difficulfy of
bringing borne au offence f0 any particular
person, I am sure the hion. minister bias
already realized, would be enormous. At
the same fîrne, we cannot make any great
inistake Iu going on to consi-dert the clause
furfher. I do flot anticipate that the ini-
Ister will succeed in putting the Bill into
such a shape as he will feel like rnakiug it
an ýoperative law lu the course of tbe corning
year. He could hardly do that at this late
stage of the session. The House generally
Is disposed f0 take an inferest lu a Bill.
Many members have taken part Ili the dis-
cussion and everybody bas sbown a desire
f0 assisf the minister and facilitate the pro-
gress of the Bill. Special attention bias
been pald to It by hon. members frorn the
province,0f Quebec. One reason, 'no doubt,
Is that It wili affect rnany people lu thiat
province. Timotby seed, of the best quaiity,
we know is produced in Quebec, and rnany
thonsand bushels are rnarketed in Mont-
real every yen r. For rny own. part if the
hon. minister does flot desire f0 wltbdraw
is Bill, if bie wiIl hoid tbis section for fur-

tber arnendrnenf, we might go througb other
sections without any great loss.

Mr. RO-SS (Ontario). I bave already
said I amn opposed f0 the motion of tbe bion.
member for Jacques Carfier (Mr. Monk),
and I have already said that I did not think
lt would be wise to bring this Bill into force
tbis year. As I bave said the time for the
seed frade is pructically upon us and the
conditions împosed by this Bill wili, I do
flot say revolutionize, but change in some
respects this Important tradte. Tlierefore,
I fbink if would be wise f0 deiay. If fthe
minister needs a precedent, I would refer
him f0 the case of the Fruit Marks Acf
which was brougbt In one session and dis-
cussed, and if was then decided tbat some
such Jaw was needed. The Bill was left
over until fbe foilowlng session. That ]aw
bas been beneficial and fthe treafrnenf of il
mlght be taken as a precedent ln this case.

Mr. CLANCY. I confess I arn a littIe
puzzled by tbe action of the «Minister of
Agriculture. The bion. member for Jacques
Cartier asked whaf seerns f0 me a very fuir
questioa-wbether the minister would 11nsiat
that the Bill should go fbrough lu ifs present
shape. The bion. minister bad declured tbat

bie bad au open mind on the question, lie iu-
vited fair discussion and suid bie was not
averse f0 any reasonable arndments, but
was eut irely lu the bauds of the comrnittee.
My bion. friend from Jacques Cartier witb-
ouf uttering anotber sentence in view of
the statements of the bon. minister, w'ifh-
drew bis ameadment. To flie surprise of
everybody, fthe minister arose in sormethlng
like a passion aud declared that bie would
tiot allow the arnendmeuf f0 be withdrawn
excepf on conditions laid downl by himself.
That seerns a piece of pettishness on ftle
part of the mInister. I arn in favour of
ay measure thaf wll make for better con-
ditions wif b regard f0 the subject deuit ýwili
by this Bill. But I would Ilnfinitely rather
sce the Bill stand over than bave it pa9ss
lu ifs present shape-and that Is wbhat the
lion. minister means fo, insist uponi. as is
evident by bis hanguage lu refnsing f0 allow
the bion. member for Jacques Cartier ta with-
draw is ameadment. I wili flierefore vote
for ftie umeudment.

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE.
The bon, gentleman (Mr. Clancy) bias so
eornpletely rnisrepresented the position, iini
in te ntflonali y-

Mr. CLANCY. Order.
The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE.

I ar n order. He hias s0 cornpleteIy mis-
represenfed what bias occurred thaf I bave
f0 put hlm right The bion. member for
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Monk) carne Jute into
the discussion and flot knowIng wliat liad
beeu said began f0 crifIise the Bill.

Mr. MONK. 1 did nof criticise the Bill,
I crificised section 4.

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE.
Which Is part of the Bill. And rny hon. friend
Eromii Picfou (Mr. Bell) bas sfafed wvhat Is
quite correcf-fbuf unt il rny lion. friead frorn
Jacques Cartier entered the discussion every-
fhing was proceeding srnoofbiy, hion. rnern-
bers offeriug suggestions whicli were dis-
cussed on bofli sides wlt bout antagonism or
asperity. The bion. member for Jacques
Cartier conicluded is rernarks by moving
that the cornriftee rise, wbicb, a6 lie knew,
and everybody kuows, Is f0 kil flic Bill.
Thaf wus is obvious intention-bis sfated
Intention. I suld I could nof accept sncb a
motion. I -was wllling f0 discuss the Bill
iii ail ifs phases, but I wus îiot ready f0
dispose of if in thls way, and so îisked flic
cornriffee f0 reject the motion. Affer fur-
ther discussiou the bion. member for Jac-
ques Cartier asked a question wbich I n-
swered exactly In the sense I lnd stated
f0 the commiftee in fthe enrler part of tlic
eveuing. He then rose ind sfafed, in es-
sence, if nof lu the Identical words I give,
fliat, us 1 -was golng f0 ornplefely change
rny Bill, lie would withdraw lits motion. 1
said I would nef allow bim f0 wlfhidraw Jus
motion on those ferms, because I lafd nof
sfafed fliat I would comphetely chagnge my
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