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paitl to cover the fines th:t the several parties were liable
for unLder that law I acted on the imnpression it was my
dutty to set the vessel free. If I have done wrong by so
doimg- it ias froi the w:nt of not knowing better. I nî:y
furtiher say that I :un ot' the opinion that the whole
am ni wvas~ not i.:wiil yv the master or owners if te
vesse, but was iimde up lby ten pa rties concerned in the
transactin :the i1(ley was p:iil to Ine by the lessrs.
Whitemlîar, who werea :l o interested in the iatter."
That was in reply to the following froi the de-
partien:t. -

Recferrinîg to your report of the seizure of the schooner
A/2- il. tiDr;iL tfor infraction of the fisheries laws and
regulations. I h ave to point ont that you appeared t o have
released the vesse! on a deposit of S3)8. flic penalty is
confiseation: the law admits ofr no compromise or of
anythinlg less th:n the value tf the vessel being deposited.
I :im dIesired by the lion. the Minister of Custùms to ask
uipoi wlat authority you accepted a deposit Gf anything
less than the value cf the vessel, or released the vessel.
without inst ruct ionisora:iuthorityeither fron this de.art-i
ment or froin the Ieriarmient of'Fi:heries:"

Thile explanation vhieh- Mi. Torey had givei was as
follows•

" On the evening of the 22n. instant I received a tele-
gram froina pi rty at Canso informing me that the Umited
States fishinîg -chooner ..lte Mf. i-'- .of Gloucester.
Jereiih Gordoni. innter, had lande.! fislh during the pre-
vious night and would sail the ntext day. I at once tele-
graphed word to Mr. Younîg and directel.hilm to seize thei
vessel and I would go down on the following day, which I
did, aid atlter iiaking further enîquiry I utind that the
vessel was fromlî the l:uiks. hait ro license and that the
charge was correct an couhl ie sustained. I then pro-
ceeded tin board. saw the captain and other parties con-
eerned in the transaction, and they admîluitted the charge
and stateul there had l>een landed 46 ( llbs. codfish am a
guantity oflialibur. and had taketi on boaird about 4 tons
ice. anl wisd((l to have the violation arrninged torthwith
s$ tiat the vessel coulnd Iroeeedl on her vo.vage. I made
thein the offer that they could do either.namely, let tie law1
take its course or iay a fine of eiglt hundred elolhirs fiir
the violation vcoumitted upon the (ustoms Act. the Treati
of ISIS and the laws ln icnmection therewirh. with th*e
addition of wha tever expenses were incurreil in i u nlat-
ter. They aecepted the offer and yesterday paid the
molev, nainely. fine, SOO.ex)eises, S25, aid I released
the vessel. This arrangeent was maile with lithe under- i
standing that there was to he no further proceedings taken,
on either side in this ease beyond .the privilege of the
owniers appealing to the AMinister's generosity for a rediue-
tion of the anount of fine it lie thouglit proper to do-so.

That report is dated the 2îth April, 18940, an is
the report whicl was uit iii by M. Torey previous
to the letter I have read. This itficer caims that
in accepting 880 lie act -d in the best initerest of
the department. He says that at that tiie it
would have been1 iipossiàle-fort- him to make this
seizure bec he had not the requisite pow-e* that
he could call out at this place, aund thereforie he
could lot do any liore than he did ; but noît.hing;
further was said. The fine was paid and accepted. 1
and was returned to the (Iovernment. As a mat-
ter of course, Mr. Torey thouglht the thing was
ended. Here was ai otficer who liad been emnployed
for twenty years and had bieen perforiinîg thei
duties of his otfic-e in a manner which gave entire
satisfaction to the best people iii the county. He
was a nan wlo was so vigilant and so energetic
that he allowed no opportunity to pass without see-
ing the law carried out. I fact lie liad made many
enenies on account of the vigilance with which lie
looked after smugglers aid others, aud saw tlat
the law- was put inito operation. Yet he gets neo
notice in regard to this until after the election. I
liave said that Mr. Torey was a supporter of the
Goverînent, and lie is so now. As far as
an official could act, no main could be a
stronger supporter of the Goverimenît than lie was.
Indeed it was claimed by the opponents of the
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I present G-overnient in the county, that lie was so
strongmî a Governinent supporter as to mierit con-. .Z. .
demnation as an otheial. His liouse was the place
Of all others in the county -uhere the supporters of
i.he (.overnmiimeint met, andi he did aill lie could, co--
sistently with his office, and, as his oppoinents
claimîîed, more than lie should for the Gove-nmient.
iBut, wlen the election took place last year. lie diii

not see his way clear to vote for the Govermnent
canîldidate and lie reiained at- honme. I cannot
understand whv it was only after the election that
this was considered a sufficient cause for his idis-
Ilmissal as a tishery otticer. lhe truth of the natter
was that 3ir. orey, haviniig done this, his whiloi
Conservative f-iends thought that ie was not a
mian whl coulA h left an longer in office. His
opposition was lot agamhst the present Gover--
ment or their policy, his opposition was of a
personial character-, and just because lie did
not vote, the GCovernient disnuîssed hlmim. ANo-,
I lain that when an officer lias served them
well foi- over twenit.y yeai-s ie oight inot to have
been treated in this iimner. Mi. Torev is
not an lild man, lie is still able to do the
work : I -enture to say that lie is better able to

per-fomi-m the duties of overseer of tisheries and col-
lector of Customis. than aiy nan in the couinty
I ventur-e to sa lie knows more about the tisheries
of the counîtry- -and the laws relating to the tisheries,
aud can give better inforimation to the (overnment,
thai aîvn mianî ii the county. Now, even provideil
the contention0 f the Governm-iient was eorrect, piro-
vided even tthat he did violate the stattite. lie did
it not wilfully, but le t.hought le was acting in the
lbest interests of the c-ountrv. But I want to call
attention to aiothe- nattelui coniection with it.
It vas not unîtil this spring, somne tiune i May, that
lie received a notice that lie was disnissed. In Mlay
lie w-rote a letter to the departient, coiip>laining
of the harsliness of his dismiussal afte- twenty year-s
ser-vice to the best of his ability, and atsking to he
informed of tie reasoni of hls disnissal. The de-
partmnent returned answer that there were tiio
reasons, the one Oi acc-ount of his conduet in the
seizuze of the United States fishing vessel, and the
other on account of his advanced age. I subnit
that his advanced age was no reason. M-r. Torey
is not so old as to h unable to perforni lis
duty. That was in May last. and between the
autumn of the previons year ani thiat timiue, there
was nothing said to limîî about hîis contenplated
dismissal; antd I venture to say that only for the
fact that Mr. Torey did not see fit at. the last elec-
tion to vote for the G-vernient-and it was a per-
sonal iatter-lie would not have been disturbed,
there wrould not have been a thoughît of disnissing
himi. If action had been taken imniediately upon
what the Governîient claimu to have been a viola-
tion of the law with rega-d to the seizure, I could
understand it, for we all know that the Gov-ern-
tent deal with these natters very sunmnarily.
Everybody knows that when Mr. Ross oimmnitted
a violation of the law lie was not allowed six or
eighît months to think cover it, lie was disnissed
almnost immîediately.

MI-. TUPPER. No.
Mr. FRASER. How long was lie kept in ?
Mr. TUPPER. Over a ionth.
Mr. FRASER. Exactly, but the seizuire was

first made in April, 1890, a 1d te notification cf
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