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aiaclîinerv and equipmnent which may be
knlown te be defective and wbich will be sold
both perhaps te servants of the crown and.
follewing that, te the public. It eccurs te me
diat there will be a geod deal of macbinery
that imav bc pcrfcct and a good deal that
w iIl be imperfeet, and there wili be many
trans.actions on the part of firmis, the ýcrown
and the public. It inay be known by botb
)a rties te a transaction that the machinery is

defective. Ras that, been censidered, or will
tuis clause liave any eflect in that regard?

Mr. ST. LAUJIENT: Thtis clause relate-z
nr vte the delivcry of -,tores te the crown

:Id w ouhd net hav~e any appliration at. ail te
the dcli\x ' v of stere- bY tute crown to
purcbasers in ittle pro v in ces

Mr. HAZE'N: NIv criticisin of thi.- zuvtion
ithat the penalty provicled is net nearl.%

sexere eneiugh. I cau readilv enceive of a
case where a contracter weuld supply te the
navy or- the armny stoes, muînitions and se on
whicb were mo,,t defective, resulting in the
less of life of members of the armed forces.

* In sucb a case, te previde a penalty of seven
x'ears for sucli a defeet is te impose a penalty
that in my opinion is net adequate. If I were
redrafting tbe section I would makoe the
penalty mucb severer.

Mr. GIIAYDON: There is ccrtainly a. con-
siderable difference between certain cases that
have been mentioned and deiiverieg and dis-
posing of defoctive geods te Ris Majesty
whetber in the rigbt of one department te
another. where perhaps the if e of members of
the forces migbit be lest, by reasen of defeet.
The sentence of seven years which is men-
tioned in ibis particular section is considerably
eut of lino with life impridonment for stealing
an empty mail bag.

Section agrced te.

On section 4.

Mr. DORION: I would peint eut that in
amending ibis section we should aise amend
two other sections. If tbey are left as they
are tbcy w iii create confusion. The first is
580, subsection 2 of which deals with appeals
and the adjournment of appeals when there is
ne sitting of the court; and the second is
section 7,50, whicb deals with sittings of the
court. In Quebeýc and Montreal, I understand
that the suporier court sits every day. I
shotîldl ike te know how this wili work witb
the new amnendments te section 749. I believe
that in Quebec and Mentreal there are ne
proper sittings of the court because the court
sits, evervy day. How wili this work with the
new amnendment?

[Mr. Reid.]

Mr. ST. LAUJRE'NT: Which is the last
section referred to?

Mr. DORION: It is section 750.

Mr. ST. LAURENT: 1 do flot think there
should be any difflculty under our section 750.
The court sits every day from September 10 or
12 until December 20, and again from January
7or 8 until June 20, and these appeals could

be set down for hearing on any of the days
upon which the court sits. If there is any
concordant amendment required to correct
the anomaly of leaving the words "court of
king'.s bench" in section 540, that will be
Iooked into. I tbank the hon. member for
bringing the point to my attention.

Section agrced to.

Bill reported. read the third time and passed.

SUPPLY

The house in committee of supply.. Mr.
Br:îdette in the chair.

FISHERIES

69. Doeparttmentai admiini..,îratioîî, $151.660.

Itemn agreed to.

70. Fisiieries in.spection. including fisliery
offleers andi guardians. i7ere patrol and
protection services, $908,700.

Mr. ROSS (St. Paul's): What is the reasen
for the increase of $63,300?

Hou. ERNEST BERTRAND (Minister of
Fislieries) : The increase is due for the most
part to a larger number of employees. We
are establishing inspection laboratories in the
maritime provinces; and that is the main
Teason why there is an increase of $63,000, and
we hav e enipioycd a few more men this year.

Mr. ROSS (St. Paul's): Row far does the
jîîriscdiction of the federal fisheries department
cxtcnd? Does it take in the great lakes as
weli as the eceans?

Mr. BERTRAND (Laurier): This question
bas becti discussed before the privy council at
least ihiree times. The final decision placcd
fisheries under the jurisdliction of the federal
g-overament. The federai goverrement has
arrlvc(1 at a decision with Ontario and Que-
bec te admninister the regulations and laws
passed by the goverament at Ottawa. So far
as the et ber provinces are concerned the fed-
cral gevernment administers ail fisheries except
sport fisbing, but the regulations are still
passed by the federai goverument.

Mr. HAZEN: There are two matters I
sheuld like to bring to the attention of the
minister. The first is, by bill No. 91 we are


