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wbo bave taken an interest ln this and
brought forward varlous propositions that
in deference to the discussion wbldli bas
occurred ln the House, 1 wisb to, propose
several slighit changes in the formn of the
Bill. Hon. gentlemen opposite have shown
a grent distrnst of the power wbicb tbe
Bill apparently places ln the hands of the
minister, and in deference to, tbat objection
I bave changed the wording in sucb a way
as to remove the objection tbat hon, gentle-
men brought forward. 1 bope that they
will appreciate the sincerity with wbicb I
sald tbat in this Bill, as ln others, the pre-
sent Minister of Agriculture, at any rate,
ba@ no desire to assume a responsibility
whicb is not necessary, and when the sec-
tions are reached-

Mr. POSTER. How about Durndonald?

Mr. FISHER. There are, I thlnk, occa-
sions wbeu it is necessary for certain peo-
pie to assert themselves, and wben tbe
country supports them in that assertion,
the proof is very clear that tbe parties
were right to assert tbemselves.

Mr, FOSTER. That is just a diversion.

Mr. FISHER. Yes ; a diversion wbich
the bon, gentleman is very fond of in tbe
House, but wbich in the country does not
pay hlm. so well. In regard to the more
pertinent protest raised by the bion. member
for North Toronto (Mr. Foster), 1 may say
that I have consldered very carefully the
possible occurrence of wbat be pointed ont
rnlgbt occur, in the way of emali establlsh-
ments insisting on inspection and, by wbat
1 rnight eall colourable arrangements re-
qulriug inspection under this Act, and, as
we will see wben we reach that section, I
have provideu t;hat establishmeats shaîl
onl' corne under the operation of the sec-
tion of this Act wbicb apply to meat inspec-
tion by order in council, and that the order
in concil shall not be given unless the
establshments appear to be legitimately and
bona fide engaged ln the export trade as
defiued in the detinitions of this Bill. These
are the chief changes; but when we -corne
to the sections, there- will be other sligbt
alterations to make. I arn going to bow to
the desire of my bion. friends opposite, and
put into the Bill one or two definitions
whieb were left out as it was first drafted.
1 arn glad to do this, because it will relieve
the minister of the necessity of providing
by rule and regulation for these particular
points, and also will relieve hlm from some
extra responsibility in dealing with these
points. Now, I will move that we take up
and discuss the Bill section by section.

Mr. POSTER. Dld the innster forget
the re4iuest I made to prepare a sort of de-
tailed estimate, so far as possible, of the
fluancial side of this question ? We would
ilke to know how mucb will be required to
put the Act into, operation and administer it.

Mr. FISHERt. 1 bave not got auy detaiied
statement. I have discussed it witb the
officers, and I see no reason to change much
what 1 said before in regard to that point.
t arn willing to, admit that the arnount
wbicb I stated before, $60,000, under the
preseut formi of the Bill, was probably a
little less than will be required. I sbould be
disposed to arnend that by calling it $75,000.
That is based on the expectation that a cer-
tain nurnber of Inspectors will be reqnired
absolutely for thle different establishrnents
the year round; also making allowance for
a certain number in addition of general ln-
spectors wbo would bave to deal with es-
tablishments wbere their presence would not
be required the wbole year, and perbaps
some establishments wbere their presence
wlll be required coustantly for only a f ew
moaths of the year. That estimate is based
on the scale of salaries which are paid to
other inspectors in the department and in
the country.

Mr. POSTER. That is bardly satisf actory
The minister says that hie bas revlsed bis
former opinion of $60,000, and will now
raîse bis estirnate to, $75,000. H1e must bave
made the difference between $60,000 and $75.-
000 on some estimated basis. What would
be satisfactory to, the conmittee would be
the basis on whîcb the minister made bis
ilicreased estimate. That is simply touching
the financial sîde. The other side is equaiiy
important. There is no use in the world
putting paper legisiation on the statute-book
unless it i9 wefl enforced, and we would
like the minister to, state la some detail bis
systemn of enforcement, so, that the comn-
mittee rnay be able to judge whetber it is
wortb while passiug this legislation or not.
I must say we have had a great deal of this
indefiaiteness in reference to my bon.
friend's virions departrnents -of work ; we-
have found that la the end they bave cost
us very much more than was the conception
of the conmittee at the initial stages of the
legisiation. There is a strong example of
that in the veterinary arrangements of my
hon. frieud, which have run into very large
figures. I think the minister must know
about bis plan -of enforcernent, the number
of officers it will require, the grades of the
officers, and the scale of salaries, and then
a fairiy good estirnate for contiugencies, 50

mis to give -the cornmittee sorne Idea whetber
the macbinery is adequate.

Mr. FISHER. I would rather take ex-
ception to my hion. frieud's statement that

*the work of this departnient bas generally
gone beyond the estimates given of its prob-
able cost. I arn afraid hie wlll not agree
with mue, but 1 arn rather prond of tlue quan-
tity of effective work that bas bkeen done ln
this cpuntry by the Department of Agricul-
ture, oousidering the price that bas been pald
for it. 1 bave given a good deal of considera-
tion to wbat has been doue ln tbis direction
lu other countries, particul trly in the United
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