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little good, 1 beliove, results from hatcheries, In that ros-4
poct I"haxe to differ from the Minister of Marine and Iish-
eries. In doing 80, 1.may refor to a discussion which took
place in the other ihamber some weeks ago, when an hon,
gentlaman, who represents there the county of Lunenburg
—8 CC more rémarkable for its fisheries than any other
county in the whole Dominion —contradicted entirely the
statement made by the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries jast now. e did not condemn the hatcheries on

inciple, but tho manner in which they are conducted ;
and he deelared that he could prove that they are an ontire
fatlure. Last year I had occasion to complain to the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries that alarge portion of the expenditure
on fisheries, and in paying the salarios of officers, was money
thrown away. Asacase in point, I referred to a fish-way
and dam on the St. Mary's River—that branch of the river
which rans out of Lochabar. The Ministor was kind enough
to refer thecomplaint to Mr. Rogers, the inspector,who com-
municated it to the overseer of the district. The overseer
visited the place and made his report, and I have no hosi-
tation in saying that his report is absolutely false. I do
not blame the authorities at Ottawa, for they are misled
by many of their sabordinates, and that is ono of the
reasons why the protection of our fisheries is in so many
cages & farce. I will read tho report of the overseer, which
is addressed to Mr. Rogers :

¢ S1zERBI0CKE, 3rd July, 1833,

‘‘ Daar 313.—~1.was on the grounl this spring, the very first day the
alewives mpds.their appesrance, and can testily that I saw them ascend
the fi:hway to the very top'in quantities; and there are men at Lochabar
who caught barrels of them. For salmon, lochabar has never beea a
na?ll!t, and 1 do not believe that any try to goup. They canif they
Wish.

' “I am, yours traly,

CALUAN McQUARRIE, Overscer.

“W. H Roazrs, Eiq., Fishery Inspector.”

Mr. Rogors publishes this letter in the Halifax Ierald, in
teoducing it by a letter of his own, endorsing every word
of it. Shontly after its appearance, I was spoken to by
persons living in the locality about it; and gince my arrival
here 1 have {aken the trouble to write Lo the owner of the
mill that.is operated by this dam; aud if any person would
haye an intereat in suppressing the trath with regard to the
fishway, it would bo the mill owner. Yet he was frank
enough, though not to his own interest to make this state.
ment, which i3 dated tho Hth March, in reply to my enquiry
whather he remembered the day tho overseer examined the
ladder : .

6 X gid not hear that any fi.h ware caught above the fizhway the time
McQuarzie was here. I doubt if he saw any going up, for the flood in
meggngg mrt),ybxjokeihe fishway, and it was not repaired until a few
days after he was here.”

The ﬁshmywas out of repair, and wus not repaived until
some days aftor McQuarrie left; and yot he says in his
report to Rogers ihat he himseclf eaw tho fish ascend the
lgﬁaxz Now this state of things should not bo allowed to
exist any lopger, and I ask the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries to send some reliable person thcr‘c as soon as pos-
sible to make a correct repoit, becanse neither McQuarrio
nor Rogors is to be relied upon. Tais Mr. Bogers hasa
hobby of his own, a laddor, which heis always putting for-
ward. This will bo scen in the letter which he sent to the
Halifax Herald on tho bih of July, 1883, in introdacing
McQuaarries’ report. 1t is as follows : —

‘¢ To the-Editor.of the Jerald :

- Srp —The following from the Overseer of Fisheries at Shercbrooke,
as to4he warkable qualities of a ladder of the old pattera built,by my-
sel e JARIS %ahw,tpe dam, will b3 eof interest just now Isaac
Gs ;’o’&r%‘me bout the sameis the case with s ladder of
thedame #ort ou the dam at Bheet Harbour, it east Halifax. The difficulty
with most is, Aey dopot know that fish only ascends fishwaysat
u:ﬁ timesof theday, and they visit the ladders at improper times, see
no fish, dpd yeport T

eport accordingly. This Lochaber fishway has been con-
demnéd over and over agaid gy the knewing on23.”

Itis well known that Mr. Rogors is an inventor of laddars,
The first ladder to which he refers here he claims to be
perfect; if it is, thero isno reason for improvement; yet in
his letter he says: * This has bLoen condemmed over and
over again by the knowing ones.” This, | think, is simply
a rebake to those who venture to condemn his ladder.
Therefore, 1 agk the hou. Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
agaio, as the season is appronching when the fish will ascend
the river, to scnd some reliable porson down to examinetho
place. Mr. Rogers gots 81,400 for travolling expenses, and
what does he show tor it? Evorybody knows that thereis
no river moro celobrated -in -Nova Scotia than the riyer St.
Mary's for its fisheries, and particularly its salmon fisheries,
and sioce the erection of this dam the salmon and other
fish have deserted altogethor the portion above the dam. A
few alowives make the exception. Evory statement in this
lettor of Mr. McQuarrie is false. That is bold lapguagoe to
use, but it is the troth, and every resident along the river
for 29 or 30 miles will corroborate what I say.

Mr. McLELAN. Will the hon. gentleman send me a
copy of the letler; it is & seriops matier if an officer has
made a falso return. There must ho some convenience, a
ladder of some kind to enable the fish Lo pass over the dam.

Mr. McISAAC. Thero is a kind of a ladder.

Mr. McLELAN. Of all tho ladders I have roon, Mr,
Rogor’s is the best and on the right principle, and if the
ladder in question is one of Rogoers’ and is properly con-
structed, it aught to be.able to effoct the purposs. I have
instructed Mr. Robarts to see that tho fish have facilities to
ascend to their breeding grounds, Tho hon. gentleman
referred to the remarks of the hon. member for Luncnburg.
Luncnburg is one of tho greatost tishing countios in the
Dominion, and we havoe.placed £ry in some of the rivers of
that county. There isno hatchery yet ou that coast, but
some fry has boen taken thers, and the overseor roports
that during last year thore was a cousiderable increase in
tho catch of salmon.

Mr. MeIAAC., The roquest is mado in this lettor that a
warden be appointod near this dam. There is one within
five or six miles of the mill who is a relative of the mill
owners, and naturally does not take the samo interest in
looking after the flsheries as he otherwise would, and it is
necessary to appoint a warden who is not a relative of the
mill owner.

Me. McLELAN. If he were too near the mill, he might
get his grist there.

Mr. McISAAC. [do not recommend any ono in parli-
cular, so that I havo no personal intercst ir the matter in
any special appointeo.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria, B.C.) I want {o take this occasion to
advocate, as I did last yoar, the paymant of angdeguatosalary
to the Inspector of Fisherics in Brilish Columbia. Mr, Alex,
Caulficld Anderson, the ipspector, reccives but $1,200 a
year, and why be should recaive less than any other Pro-
vincial Lnspector of Fisheries I cannot imagine. I must do
the hon. Minister of Marine the justico t> state that last
year he did increase Mr. Anderson’s salary, but still it is
not equal to that of the Inspectors of Fishories in the other
Provinces. Of course, when one is ad\ocating an increase
in expenditure, or anyshing which entails the expenditaro
of public monsy, the question is asked : Will it pay? What
is the retarn? If a.Custom 1louse or Post Office is asked
for, tho Government will ask, what are the receipts? Is
thore sufficient revenuo 1o yicld a sufficient retarn for the
money oxpended ? Possibly bon. gentlemen m:thia House
are not fully alive 1o the value of the /ﬁshery interests of
British Columbia; but, perhaps, I can enlighton them on that
cubject. 1 have a memorandum, showing that for the year



