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the duty on the raw material of a barre>
of rolled oats would be $1.20, whereas ifi
It is classed as oat meal the dut3' on' a
barre] of rolled oats is mucli less than $1.20.
The effect of this change will be to equalize
the tluty, so that the duty on the finislied
prodwet will bc about the same as the duty
on the raw material.

Mr. COCKSHUTT. Does this apply to,
package oats ? There is for instance
Quaker oats rnanufactured by an American
firrn at Peterborough. These are put up in
two-pound pasteboard packages. 1s that
only to be subjeet to the sarne dulty sas the,
coarger grades that are put up in 100-pound
bags? D)oes it apply orn package oats the
same as on the bulk ýarticle?

Mfr. FIELDING. There bas flot been any
distinction between tihe two, and for the
present we do, flot make any distinction.
But it is a fair question whether, on a fuller
revision of the tariff, there should not lie
a distinction made between the smaller
package and the rolled oats in barrels.

Mr COCICSHUTT. 1 think there should
be a material diff erence between the small
package and the large package.

Item 187 is repealed and the followlng sub-
stituted-

187. Cernent, Portland and hydraulic or water
lime, ln barrels or casks, the welght of the
package to be included, ln the weligh-t for duty,
twelve and oua-balf cents per one hiundred
pounds; -in baýgs, .twelve and one-haif centsper
one hundred pounds together with twel>ty-five
per cent ad valorem on the bag.

Mfr. COCKSHUTT. I wisb to draw
attention to a remark 1 made during my
speech this evening witb regard to the
price of the package. Bags are 'always re-
turnable, bags cost 10 cents from the ex-
porter. Large arnounts of Arnerican ce-
rnent corne into our section, and these bags
whea emptied are returned at the sarne
price at whicb they corne Into the country.
Now, I wish to kuow, if you leave this 25
per cent on the bags and if these bags are
returnýed, is that duty refundable? If not,
it will corne ont of the dealer who handies
the cernent, and will flot be any help what-
ever in the way the minister anticipates,
because the duty on that 10 cent bag wl]
be 2j cents. There are four bags to the
barre], that is about 350 lbs. Now four
sacks are wvortb 10 cents eacb, or 40 cents,
and the 25 per cent will arnount to 10 cents
on what is really the contents of a barre].
These bags are always returned to the f ac-
tory and refllled. If these bags are not '-e-
turnable tbey are practîcally a loss, because
they are tit for no other purpose than for
that which tbey were first used, no factory
on tbis side will aecept American bags.
They w]]] only take bac]. the b-ags we send
out.

Mfr. PATERSON. Packages that corne in
troll the United States or other foreigr

countries are charged dnty. If they
aire returned and can be identified as
the same sacks w'hen they corne back,
tbey do not pay duty the second tirne, be-
cause wben an article bas once paid duty
it becornes nationalized. A bag that bas
paid duty once is a Canadian bag. If the
bag was made lu Canada and went over to
the United States, of course there wonld be
no duty on it wben it carne back.

'-%r. COCKSHUTT. No one would be able
ho say if this was the saine bag when it
carne back. That w-ould be a grierance.
There are no marks on it to indicate that it
is the sarne bag. It will be for the pro-
ducer ho keep track of these bags that corne
over to Canada and see to it that the same
bags were again returned to, Canada after
being refil-led. That is going to, be a bard-
ship on the denier, if the proposition of the
3Iinister of Custorns is carried out. r'his

2~cents per bag is go.ing to corne out of
the dealer. because the bag is always re-
turned, it bas been the invariable custorn of
the trade tu returfi the bags to the factory
after they are emptied. There will ba
trouble iii the administration of that phase
of the tariff if it is going to be npplied lu
that way. Certainly there will be a loss
t0 sorne one if a duty is collected on a bag
which is returnable.

Mr. PATERSON. I thought the hon.
gentleman was saylng that wve give no re-
*liaf to the cernent industry at ail. If the
bags cannot be identified when tbey go out
and corne ln, tbey will pay duty e'Very time
they corne in, and I should thlnk that would
meet the hon. gentlernan's wisbès.

Mr. TAYLOR. My hon. friend. frorn
Brantford (Mr. Cockshutt) perhaps doas not
understand that this free trade government,
in making this concession to the cernent;
iudustry ln Canada, are protecting it to the
tune of 2j cents a bag.

Mfr. FIELDING. Is rny hon. friend op-
posing t'bat ?

Mr. TAYLOR. No, I ar n l favour of
protection. But the bon. gentleman is sal-
ing undar false colours, because he is a rnem-
bar of a free trade goverunaent and is
throwing ont this littie sop to the bon. gen-
tleman who sits behind. hlm, the hon. mem-
ber for North Grey (Mr. Telford) who is
largely interested in producing cernent. I
want to see nI] the cernent used lu Canada
made lu Canada, and I would like to see the
duty made 25 per cent more on that pro-
duct.,

Mr. PATERSON. As explnined by the
3linister of Finance, there 15 this anomaly
in the tariff. Cernent was not sbipped ln
bags wben the tariff was framed lu 1897.
I t carne in frorn England and Belgiur n l
barrels and casks, under a duty of 12J cents

i par 100 pounds, the welght of the package
ito ba iucluded for duty.. It only cornes lu
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