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ficulties in, obtaiuiing supplies ma.nufac-
turers have to get their supplies of con-
tainiers of ail] kmds far in advanee. Those
whic h they have on hand at pres-ent will
be u-sed during the comning summer for
the packing of their goodis. They will be
deiAvered to the wholesaler during the
win>ter and the spring and suminer of oext
year, and wi]l not reach the consumer untâJi
after that tixne. If this Bill were te, take
effect one year frem the preisent time, ail]
the bags, caris, labels, etc., Ino the posses-
sion of the manufacturera or packers would
be useles, and ini many cases it 'would be
necessary te get 116w packages and new
labels. . There would be a tremendous lose.
It wiill, be more than a year-it -will be'
eighteen or twenty moaiths yet-before the
prefenit stocks are diisposed of. W-e ,'want
to be careful. .We do not want 'to injure
any3 one %set of people. What we wanrt la
legieiation, ini the inTeret of the -entire
country, flot i the in-tereet of any par-
ticular claies; and I contend that 'there is
tee much legfisiation enacted to-day for ' the
consumer, and noît enough protection fer
the -manufacturer. IL le popular to talk
about placing a tax or a restriction on the
manufacturer, but the publie do net realize
that they muat ultimately psy for it every
Lime. and pay heavily, hecanse the manui-
'facturer's t.rade. is crippled and he caninet
do good. business. Such laws do net have
the effect intendoed, but just the reverse.

-Hon. E. D. -SMIITH: 'Thoe priticiple of
this Bill, if there cari bu said to be aiy
principle ini it, con.sists of two parts. In
one part it provides standiards. With
that I throughly agree. 1 belleve that the
time is coming-in. fact, it is long past-
when 'we should have standards fixed for
foodstixffs especially, and for nany other
commodities. I think that the eystein of
speoiifying by Act of Parliament or by
regulation the standard sizes of packages,
standard contents for those packages, and
standard qualities for the goods in the pack-
ages, is 'the proper system. Part of this
Bill provides for such standards in certain
articles. Last night we put through -a Bill
respiecting fruit packages. The whole of
that Bill pertained toe tandardizing; there-
fore, -i niy judgme.nt, it was au, *excelilent
Bill, aind ne opposition wvas shown to Lt
Li thie House. ,Why should there bu amy
opposition to it? It provided for standards
of .sizes-only a f ew sizes. There are onily
two sizes of baskets for gemeral use; so nW
person cari f ail to know what he La buyi.ng.
Therefore there would bu no possibility of
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the consumer being cheated, which .1 pre-
,sume, l, the object of this Bill; -a h.ighly
desirable object, and oe with which every-
one would agree. But this Bill, in my
judgment goes -about the maLter in the
wrong way. Though in general the Bill ie
ahl right, it bas many features, even ýas ît
now stands wiVih which I carmot agree.
When the Bill wais brought, into the House
of Gommons, iL was totally different from
this one; but the Hou-se of Commons riddled
it to pieces, se thet it cari hardly bu
recognized ais the same Bill, which. shows
that it .had not been welh coeidered, in
maiiy respects, when it wais in.troduced.
The question le, what ie, the best way te
protect the consumer? This Bill provides,
first of ail, that the packer shall put his
name and addrese on the packages. I
agree thoroughly with thaLt; no ene should
put out a closed package nie& he
bucoines responsible i aome way for its
contents, and wben the packer's niame and
address are on the package it can bue traced
te iLs eouroe.

The oni>' clause to which I seriously
object is tmhe oe requiring 'the net weight
te bu pri.ntoed. That îa Lbe catch. It sems
ail right, but it dose net amoünt te any'
thimg. The prinmting of Lhe met weight on, the
packages dos net protect'the conaumer.
or dos se only toeno extremel>' limited.
degres. I will admitthat. iL is better than
nething. -and I would hold up botb ha!ndis
for prmnting the net weight on the package
if there is ne othoer way of protscting the
consumer. But thexie La a way ten Limes
better than that, abaolutely- protecting the
consumer and at the same time enabling
the manufacturer to pro-duce bis goods
cheaper, while thia Bil] would cause them
to be, dearer. Every manufacturer who La
compefled to mark the net weight on every
package would have te print such weight
on ail present labels, or else put two
labels on, whî*ch. moat manuffaotursrs would,
have to do, becauýse man>' of their labels
would be spoilod if anything else were
printed on thsm, as they àre, email, neat,
lithographed labes. with a pretty design.
Any expensei involved in sither method
would be saddled eventually on the con-
sumer. IL me>' bu said tihat new -labels could
bu printed; but the present stocks of labels
would net -be, used ,up for ton years,
becauee manufacturera having m zany>
main hunes of products get supplies
enough for that length of time, and onhy
in ýcertain cases are labels made every-
year; hence manufacturera wouhd have to
supply this printing of the net weight before


