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theroumon moved for lesve to introduce Bill
Na. 12, respecling oectain debds due the
Motios agreed to and bill read the frst

FOOD AND DRUGS ACT, 1318, AMEND-
_ MENT .

Hon. J. B KING (Minister of Health)
tooved the second-seading of Bill Mo 165 to
smend ﬁac Food and Hmy Aci, ma

mé the Hnmg m.-n& utﬁn mmmu thm,
Mr Johnston in the t:hau '

Ce . seciion lmﬁeﬁnﬂ:m&-—“ Dmmnma
saalyst™Dreag ™ ;

Mr. STEVENSY Mr. C:Imm mii tbe
miinister be good mtm;h{ogaveu explana-
tion of these clanses? &

Mr. KING. .(.Kantcn;y}: i i& proposed to
define the term. “Dominmen aealyst”  We have

many officers in the department who wader
the «¢ivil service regulstions are classified as

chemigle, or o sowne. other way.  Under this

mmdmmtﬂmnhtmlhhthewudthc
Heutensot-governor in council- 'ty designate-
who shall be: an anslyst, sacluding 'the chief
dominion apalyst and - the assistant chief
dominion analyst: i

Mr. STEVENS: Would this place it within
the power of the governmént to Wﬁa S
druggist or ‘themist apywhers it the coumtry
mmamlystfwﬂwgm‘pmaflhnwtf

Mr. KING {Kootenay): Yes, it would zive
uws that power. .

Mr. STEVENS: Will the ministor eiphin
the reason for su’xi_:-clmse 7

Mr. KING (Kootenay):
extend the definition of the word “drug” to
inciude the uwse of andiseptics and ;»mphy-
lacticn, such ny vacoines. -

Mr. STEVENS: This i » tesbnical subjeet
and I am swre not many of 0 are familiar
with it. What is the seed or the dewand
fow {hia? : . _

Mr. KING (Kooiensy): The original. defini-
tion reaui:

“Dhrog™ i all mediei
external vse for maw or amimal:

I is considered by the deparbmenial officinle
that thst definition iz sot wide enough in
itaelf and we gmgase o amend it to read us
{ollowa:

“Deug” inclades all medicim for internal or
external use for man or asimal; asd any. sub-

fad fdr mteraal ar

- %hich_is net
T is md to

rtancs or mixture of substances mtméed to be
ased for the treatment, mitigation or preves
tion of diseame in wan or asimal.

Eythn:ddzi;mtathnm&thm‘

werds, antiseptios wnd. prophylactios muck s
vaveines would be cousidered sy drugs and 1
thenk it is essetial that they aimu!et be
inclyded,

Mr. ADSHEADL: Amﬂug to this defini-

t:m:mrdpwmﬂ&b&mdum

Mr. KING {Kﬁa:my) A mh.rd ;tluter -

xmouid. be sl right.-

Mr: ROSS (Kingsion}: A better way would

be to imclude all drage as sontained jn zome . ’

standard ook’

Mr. KING {Km) Th# mld .

give the ex@en%urxaithﬁbntmmt:yth
department.. ' The Britih Phannscopois

would ot give you what you wish Miby

drugs are bgmmlmtmmm&d"

in :t.

v, ROSY (Kmptun}.'
ald 2% the hille”

Mr. KING.. (Kaotmsy} Undet tb@ m-mat o

- definition neither autieeptics nor prophylastion:

m“mw&hwum

At Ioast that in the opinion of deparSmental -

officialy who: have been tdmnmfenng the mf.
Hection ageed ém R

On seutmu Z—-Re;uhhm

Mr. KING“(Kobténay): Thig'in in import-
ant elitoe, desfing with the standardivation of
certaim patent drugs 13 the act’
to-day section 4 tendi:

Roecognized i the lutest . :dat;ma af tke

British Pharmmma, ar, ruogn;sed in_ the

Iatest edition of any foreiphn g&ummm;*
recoguized: incany.

but is found i sorae. generally rwopuud‘»f

slandard work on materis medica or drage:

It is proposed by thuummchnmtwhrm;
i o achadule and thix would pmidu for
standardimiion oulside of what is kwown aa
the usunk phamem standardigation. If
the hon, member will refer 1o schedule B, he.
will find that the druge mentioned there are
very polent, such ae strophsnbhua, digitalis,
ergot  and  other  vesstable prepamstions,
pitatibrin, thyxmd, sdvenafin and s en. It
bizs been found in. modern practice that in
order to artive at & proper sisndardization for
these drugs certain biologicsl tests must be
made. It is the purpose of this dause to

provide that standaeds will be sat ap through
bm!agmsl tests and that those who aré en-
@ngad i the manufscture of these drugs shall
be Heensed, sbull have profler lsboratories,



1064
Food and Drugs Act

COMMONS

aad shall be subjeet to inspection. It i
further provided that each batoh of the drugs
made in those labomstories shail be subject
to examination by thes Mbomtories of the
Dopartrcent of Hesith, Thia, ¥ ihink, meets
with the approval of the professiom, Bécause
it iz essential that these druge shall have a
standard. It will also mest with the spproval
of those who are engsged in. the maoufacturs
of these drugs, and the people genorally will
bemeﬁt hsr hamg bebtar druga,

It provides for the licensing of manufacturers
preparing drugs and it requires that manu-
facturers of the drugs mentioned submit test
portions of each and every batch of such
druge dod s0 on. Al that iz very good in ia
way, but it leaves the door open to a very
grext deal of drastie setion whish may be
taken by the department as repards {ood and
so on. I am not saying that thers is anything
wrong with the bill, but it Iraves the door
open to drastic metion apd we should logk

into-it-n fitthe further. [ would favoar tha— -

Mr. S‘T&VE&NS Fw%hvk&tﬁﬁm ot g
teen- years ¥ mmw:::fm&
streerpthenibg e basds of the departmest in
conneetion with tis Pood: and Drugs -Act: |
am; however; xware that it iy pesible io
wbuse » good thing. 1 am vot suggesting that
this act does so abuse that privilege, -but
what gives me- s little concern:is this: - we
have an set ak preseot that-is-exceedingly tech-
wieal. ¥ confess it is beyond vy capanity to
pass any reasopable judgmsent on the sections
as we come to thems: On former aceasions we
umnily referved this set to & specis} commibs
tee of the House; dexiting into: that vommits

tae & numbey of medicsd men and- others why

nad sume techeieal- knowiedge of- the subjeck
It occurs to. e thet ualsss some of our pro-

fessional mem are ia.their-gests and: have .

given some ctudy to this legislution, most of
us will be acting preily mueh in the dark.
Maoreover, thiz legichition uadoubtedly affects
these who manslaciure these various seruma,
drogs. and 56 nn,.udirmllmﬁhsm
some. very. bitter conbroversies over the. dralt.
ing of wowe’ previons amendments. te. the. ach,
Some: of these smendwents ¥ sapporied, some

cfthm[shmg!ynﬂpm I aox pot in .

pogilion to expiess Ak opinion. pow, but X

realiy think it wemid Bave been betier i thin.

sot had gone.tu s specisl committee where
it. could brve been given that detailsd con.
Mr. Rﬂﬂﬁﬁa;stoa) While T would do
&arthmg to stéenigthen the handa nf the de-
et i think on GVRE Cbpe
t;melm:suoi &uhﬁauqmtednﬁw_

-dlﬂ*armt mﬁmtrx'

end abuses muy esuly arse.. 1 cannot under-

stand Tor a dinule Why unfler the first clause
the word “antiseptic® cannot bé considered 2
& drug. In sny school or collége sntiseptic
i# & term as old ss the hills There may be
same nptiseptics, if that is what the minister
or the departroent is getbing af, that are ook
drugs. That is the resson I would have sup-
gested the use of some definite volume such
as the British Pharmscopoela, It is kept
pretty well up to date and 1 do not think i
would leave out very muech  The second
tlanse lesves the door open for drastic action.
(M 3. H. Eieg)

suggestion of the hon. member for Vancouver
Centre

Mr. KING (Kootenay): This act waa
passed in 1920 and it has been in speration
sinee that dete. This is the first socasion that
it has been in the House for further amend-
ment and thess smendments have growa. out
of the experience of the pificers of the depart-
ment. I have no objeetion to leiting the hill
g0 to a.committes of this House, but I think
the hon. member for Kingston {(Mr. Hom}
dobs not guite understand the abjat of tin;
bill - and the ammdmant. The oi:

e
that are to he dealk with, “They am.

inited in_ wumber: Ihey are YeLy polent
ém-mdwbxbw&umahhmﬂnmw

St.udarda vsry even xn
different iaboratories, and in dealinp with
potent drugs of this character I think we
shouid have the highest quality sa & standard;
that iz done to-dsy by phy=miological testw 1
ennnob see why the medieal profession would
take any exception to this amendment; i
fact I know that nothing will plesse them
more thas fo have thess particular drogs
standardized. ¥f that is to be done and if this
benefit is to be secured to the public then it
is essential that the establishments be checked,
that they be reguired to take out s lHeense
and to maintain & proper laboratory, subject
to ingpection, We are ast amending 2 medi-
cal set; this is s food and drug set designed
to give protection to the public. So I weuld
suggest that we procesd with the amendments
and leave the bill in committee; we csn
have our discusson here to-day and we can
refurn o it ¥ there are any furiber poinia
which bave tot been made clear,

Mr STEVENS: The difficulty I see iz this.
H this i}l i3 sent to a special commillee we
will have the officers of the department who
have had expericace in administration, and
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they ean tell us precisely why they are ssking
for certain things. Let me dlustrate; and [
may say that I fake my postion with very
Yittle precice knowledge of the veeds we have
to meet, but [ see an iHustmation of the danger
facing us. In subsection (d) it is provided
that the premises, equipment and iechaicsl
quaizﬁcauaus of the stafl of manufseturers
preparing dmigs mentioned or deseribed in

" schedule B shall 'be inepected, and Turther o

subzeetion 4 of the same sestion it is pro-
vided that any drug mentioned or deseribed
in schedule B shall be deemed ta be sdul-
tarsted if it has not bees manufactured, tested
and labelled in accordance with regulations
made by the goveenor m council under this
seetinn., That is going pretty far. Let us
take for example the question of the lsbel
Some of these termx are copyrighted, I have
no doubt, and it i3 quite conceivable that the
department may fix as & standard one of these

drugs which hasz been patented or given sowme -

sork of protection; they may say that that
sha)l be the standard. U =ome other frm
wranifnctures an equally good article not in
the slightest degres adulterated, but labelled
differently from the standardized article, the
srgduct of the second Srm would be deemed
o be adulterated under this act. That is an
sytreme case, of course, but that is what we
we facing, and I must zay that under these
dircumstances I maiber look nskance ab this
act. ¥ am going to suggest again te the min-
jster that the most reasonsble thing to do i3
to send this bill to a speeial committee before
which the officers of the department may ap-
pear. Let me again make it clear that I am
not criticising the efort of the government
“~ v establish o first classy workable net.- I have
alwava been in favour of surh ap act and
stand behind the general prineiple of it but
I must sonfess that some pans of thiz act
give me some alarm.

Mr. BROSS (Kingston): I have just snother
question, and I might say in passing that I
do not think I misunderstand the purposes
af thiz amendmeat. [ would Tike Lo refer for
# moment to the inspeetion of premizes, equip-
ment and se on. Supposing you are dealing
with drugs manufsctured in Esghnd, manu-
factured by a frm which 1 like very much,
Burroughs, Welrome and Company, how will
your department inspect their premises and
set a standard [or their products? If that is
wot dune the drugs manufactured by that com-
pany will be labelled as adullerated, and it
leaves the door open (o drastic action. [ ams sure
that medied practitioners have some koowl
cdge of standards, and I ngree with the state-
ment of the mipister that these sfandards vary,

and ik some cases are very low. But ia Can-
ads we practically aceept the Brit

copies, and the standarda iaxd down by the
mmsstry of Realth in England, Now the minis-

Egi“gg o introduce & systemy m Canads
whmh which will make stwfmmmmu
‘article manufactured. m Lfest Briain.

Mr. KING (Konteaay) Uoless it comes up
to the standard. .

Mr. ROSS (ngsmn): In the mesatimo
perhaps that drug will have been seattered all
over Canada, and it will be quite 5 hardship
to some of our practitiopess who, motwith-
standing that staudard, wouid prefer ie carry
o with the same company.

Mr. KING (Eooleasy): I think my hon.
friend iz entively mistaken. X he wili look
ak the schedula he will see that the list is
very limited and that the drugy contmined
therein sre very important. If the professian
can eecurs o uniform standard of digitalis, for
example, they will b gind to aoceept it. We
are not enfering » new fald; it i3 known that
ihe Council of Health of the Lesgue of Na.
tinna have already proceeded alopg this line,
snd are supgesting to the various countries
that they standardise those preparations. The
United States have gooe even further, and
have already set standards. This maiter is
ane affecting trade sod commerce and the
protection of the publie, and if it is the epinion
of hon. members that this shouid go te a
special eammittes | have no objzction what-
ever because that would give su opporfunity
for further discussion which cannot tske place
in this House.

Mr. BOSS (Kingston): How does the min-
ister propose to inspect the premises, equip-
ment and so on of firms not in thizs country?

Mr. KING {Kootenay): They will manu-
facture {o our standards if they propose to setl
in Capada. My friend speaks of Burroughs,
Weleome and Company: that company are
prepared to standardize, and wish to da a0,
and I think that is true of all the better
manufacturers.

Progress reported.

Hon. J. H. KING {Minister of Health): |
her to move, Mr, Speaker, that Bill No. 105
be referred 40 a speeisl commitiee of this
Housze, to be appointed at the pext sitting of
Housze,

Mr. SPEAKER:. This i not regular, of
pourse, but by uoanimeus consent the motion
may be adopted.

Motion sgreed to.
ad







