
MARCH 12, 1936 . UZ
Canada-U.S. Trade Agreement

Mr. JOHNSTON (Bow River):- I tbink
that substantiates my point that in setting the
duty the differential in frcigbt sbould be con-
sidered, because that in itself is a protection.

Mr. DUNNING: But it will vary through-
out Canada.

Mr. JOHNSTON (Bow River): This is
just for the prairie provinces of Alberta, Sas-
katchewan and Manitoba, and I am speaking
particularly for Alberta. I tbiink the point is
clear that if the other provinces wish that
protection and the freight does not enter into
the matter, aIl well and good. However, we
in Alberta certainly bave to consider the
freight, and whien we find that the protection
which would in this way ha aiforded cornes
up ta between 100 par cent and 200 per cent,
surely we should have special consideration.
Possibly I shou.ld go further and say that the
three provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan
and Alberta should have it. A regional duty
should be put on in that case. Let British
Columbia and the eastern provinces do as
they wish; if they do not want regional pro-
tection, that is their own funeral. However,
I do flot sec why we out in the west should
be made ta suifer because British Columbia
does flot wish ta con.sider the differenee in
freight.

I shahl give the figures I bave before me,
and if thiey are wrong I should like to be
corrected. The invoiced price is saventy-
five cents on a cra-te weigbing thirty-five
pounds. The quotation is given as of June
30, 1934. The minimum seasonal duty of
thirty per cent would be aIl right, but if
thirty per cent of the invoice value was less
than the arnount realized froni two cents per
pound, the weight of the package included,
the latter would apply. This would malce a
total of sevcnty cents. There we have a duty
of seventy cents on a ca.se origiually costing
seventy-five cents, or almost 100 per cent.
The value for duty invoiced was seventy-
five cents. Then, there is in addition three
cents a pound on tbiirty-five pountds, or
81.05. That makes a total of $1.80. I arn
coming ta what my hiou. friend referred ta
as the dumping dut-y. The set valuation,
according ta that, would be $1.80, which
would exceed the invoice by $1.05; that is,
if you subtract the one froni the other you
get $1.05. That is fifty per cent more on
the value for duty, or fifty per cent of $1.80,
which wo'uld be ninety cents. That would be
the dumping duty on tomatoes. If this is
not correct I should like to be iniforrned.
1 say that there is ninety cents of a dumping
duty, and there is au excise tax of three
per cent.

Mr. ]YUNNING: I may tell rny hou. friend
that, worked out actually and on a fMir
average over a period of years, the doty
prior to, January 1 per crate of tomeAsts
would be approxirnately Si1.65, whereas the.
duty ou the first day of January under t1W,
agreernent, on the sanie crate of tematoes,.
would approximate sixty-eight cents.

MT'. JOHNSTON (Bow River): N'ot tâai-
ing into consideration the question of freight.

Mr. DUNNING: We are talking about
duties, flot about freights.

Mr. JOHNSTON (Bow River): I under-
stand that. But does the minister flot real-
ize ýalso that, missing that point, hie is penaI--
izin.g us in the prairie provinces?

Mr. REIiD: If the hion. gen.tiemanleý
reasoning. is correct, why was it thatý last
year we in British Columbia paid more for
British Columbia tomato-es than hie did, iu
Alberta?

Mr. JOHNSTON (Bow River) : That will
be somet-hing for you to work out internally.

Mr. REID: The hion. gentleman under-
takes to give us the answer; let hirn answer
that question.

Mr. JOHNSTON (Bow River): The
growers in British Columbia are protected;
we iu Alberta pay through the nose ail the
way round.

Mr. REID: I arn giviug the lion. genltle-
man facts; let him also give us facts.

Mr. JOHNSTON (Bow River): There is
a seasonal duty of seventy cents on that
article; the dumping dtxty is ninety cents;
excise tax, four cents, and there is also the
frcight differential of 51 cents, which makes
a total protection of 82.15 on an article which
originally cost seventy-five cents. Il ye~n
caîl that fair dealing with the western prov-
inces then I want to be shown.

Mr. CLAR.K (Essex): Coming from. the
earliest producing district in Canada I should
like to give some figures. The averaige seil-
ing price of an eleven.-quart basket of
tomatoes in 1935 wau 41-5 cents. That was
through, the largest cooperative in that, earky
producing district.

Mr. BENNETT: How many pounds?

Mr'. CLARK (Essex): Fîfteen. The hou.
member for Bow River is mistaken in one
respect. TPhe duty on natural produets is not
added~ on ta the Canadian produet. We stiU
seil in a supply and demnand market, as i
shown by the pries we receive for aur products.


