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the goods bie bas condemned. Sucli heing
the case, the insPector shouid be ampiy
quaiified for bis duties. We shouid bave it
provlded in the Bill, or we sbouid bave at
ieast an assuranece f rom. tbe minister tthat
these inspectors will oiy be appointed with
a view to their speclai qualifications.

I wish to ask tbe hon. minister if bie bas
considered the very great responsibillty
that is belng assumed by tbe govenment ln
passing this Act? Upon its coming Into
force Ah meats, vegetabies and fruits for
export must be marked or stamped by the
government, in wbicb case the governmeiît
becomes responsIbie for the condition o!
these gpods. If by any cbance an inspector
-and they are ail liabie to make mIstakes-
passes a single lot of goods with the mark
of tbe government o! Canada upon it, say-
îng in so many words, this is good, sound
food, and If It Is f ound afterwards to bo
unfit for fooýd, by reason of the inspector
having negleeted. his duty or foi% some
other reason, what wili be tbe resuit? Lt
appears to me that the resuit wili be tbnt:
the condemnation o! tbat one lot of goods
wiil carry with It the condemnation of
Qvery factory engaged la the samne business
In Canada, wbereas under present condi-
tions tbose people engaged in the trade who
are best fitted for it and who ýare rnost care-
fui that their product shaii go to the market
in a first-ciass condition are now saf e froin
the competition of those wbo are not se
carefui as to bow their products shiail be
sent out. In that sense it seems to me that
the provIsions of the Bill, If It la to beconip
iaw-and there are many reasons, 1 arn
ready to admit, wby ilt sbouid-should be
one of the most strIngent cbaracter. The
inspectors appolnted sbouid be such that a
case of the klnd I bave Imaglned couid
scarceiy arise, and tbe greatest cautlin
qilould he tgken in regard te their quaila-
tion and appolntment.

Mr. FISHER. I sympathize with the
hon. gentleman's statement, and I can as-
sure hlm that 1 have thought of the pos-
sibilities of sucb an occurrence and of the
responsibility that wouid be entaiied there-
by. If there were any possible way o! ex-
amlnlng men to test their spectl quai-
fications for the work o! Inspectors under
this Bill beyond those of a veterlnary ln-
spector I wouid be quite ready to provîde
for It, but I confess I do not know what
klnd of examinatIon we could require a
mnan to pass to show that hie was compe-
tent to lnspect canned vegetabies or canned
fruit or to look after the sanltary -conjdi-
tions o! factorles. There are many SU
Insi.}ectors, hotU provincial and Dominion,
and I arn not aware that any o! them have
to pass an exumnution. and 1 am afràIid
that It wouid be difficuit to trame an ex-
amination that wouid lie a fair test. The
very responsibiliity to wbich the hon. gentle-
man refers wiii cause the minister to bie
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'careful to get men who, are thoroughiy
competent. In my officiai capacity I have
bad sometblng to do wlth appolntments of
this kind. In the admrinstration of the
Fruit Marks Adt I have flot thouglit of ap-
poiating as an inspector a man wbo was
flot engaged ln the fruit business and com-
petent to deai with the cases that corne bie-
fore him. Under this clause the inspectors
must be veterinarians In good standing, but
it is provided that they may have to pass a
furtber examination by the chief veterinary
inspector to show that tbey are quaified
for this particuiar work. The inspection of
food .products is a littie different from the
ordiaary veterinary practice, and it is be-
cause of that difference that we inserted
the clause making provision for a further
examination of even reguiariy quaiified vet-
erinary surgeons. With regard to the mark-
lng of the goods and the responsibility of
the goverument for them, that la true to a
certain extent, and it impiies that the great-
est care must be exercised la the choice of
luspectors. As far as I arn concerned, 1
can assure the lion. gentleman, wlth a full
sense 0f that responslbllity, that 1 sbaii be
particuiarly carefui to choose men with a
soie eye to their qualifications. 1 do not
think any Individuai can have a fair ciainm
ngainst the government if by any chance
a mistake Is made. Somewhat cognate In-
stances of that klnd have occurred, and it
bas, aiways been beid'that provlded the
officers o! the goverument do the best tbey
know 'how, there is no ulterior responsi-
bility attacblnK, to the goverument. I grant
that It wouid impair the reputation of our
goods, but I -venture to say that as a resuit
of this klnd o! Inspection our goods wli
obtain a higber reputation than they wouid
without it. That -bas been the experlence
of other countries, such as the United States,
Austraila and New Zeaiand. A good many
goods exported from those countries have
to be and have been for years marked wlth
a governm eut stamp, and 1 have neyer
heard o! any attempt to attach responsi-
biiity to tbe government if on any occasion
the stamp bas been wrongly affixed. Every
precaution shouid be made that the men
wbo affix 1t Élhal be quallfied, and care
shouid be taken by generai supervision to
see that they do if rlgbt, but more thon
that, I tbink, neither the government nor
man can undertake to do.

Mr. PORTER. 1 wouid ask If the min-
Ister bas <eonsidered any further the ques-
tion raised by myseif wben this Bll was

pelousiy before the commlttee as to the
rght of a person wbose product falledl to

pass the Inspection to appeai to any other
person or tribunal than the minister.

Mr. FISHEER. 1 iooked luto that ques-
tion and dlscussed Ilt wltb some wbo are
more familar wlth the iaw tban I amn, and
it was thougbt that It wouid very serlousiy
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