Bl'_iﬁSh sealers for damages sustained after
eing warned against killing seals on the
high sea last year ?

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This matter has been
Under discussion between the two Govern-
ents, more or less, since the date at which
the order was made for the restriction of the
Filling of seals last vear. The correspondence
I8 not in a shape to be brought down, and I
am not myself in a position to explain ex-
actly the state of the negotiations, but I dare
Say my hon. friend will understand or divine
for himself the position which the Canadian
Government has taken on that question.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE SEA FISH-
ERIES BIILI.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ABBOT'T moved the second read-
ing of Bin (3 “An Act .urther to amend
Chapter 96 of the Revised Statutes, intituled :
‘An Act to encourage the development of
the seg, fisheries, and the building of fishing
Vessels.’ ” He said : This is a short Bill to re-
Deal a clause in the Fisheries Act which had

0 found impracticable, and has fallen into
disuetude, and it ought not to remain on the
Statute book. The provision of the statute
88 it stands is, that a statement should be

d before both Houses of Parliament, show-

the mode in which it is proposed to dis-
Wibute the fisheries bounty the following
Year. It is found to be impossible to dis-
Cover the mode in which the bounty is to be
distributed until we know the mode of fish-
Ing that is to be adopted, and the purpose of
®Xercising a proper check upon the disposi-
tion of thig money it i# thought will be at-
taineq by the next clause of the Act, which
Tequires that a statement shall be submitted
% Parliament the following session.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do mnot propose to
OPDose the second reading of the Bill, but I
Presume that as this Bill is going through at
3 very early stage of the session, the hon.
Bentleman will let the committee stage stand
OvVer until next week.

The motion was ag"reed to, an' the Bill was

the sécond time.

DEPARTMENT OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES BILL.
SECOND READING.
iIlHon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second road-
g of ?%m (12) “ An Act respecting the De-
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partment of Marine and Fisheries.” He said :-
This is a Bill in reality to restore the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries to its former
condition. It has practically been two de-
partments, and it is proposed to constitute it
one department again, having, of course,'jur-
isdiction over the two subjects, marine and
fisheries. That is really the only change
which is effected by this Bill

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not suppose there
is to be any opposition to the second reading
of this Bill, but it is an instance of a
peculiar kind of legislation. The legislation
is apparently general in its character, but
anyone who looks beneath the surface will
see that this measure and the Act which it
proposes to repeal are both of a personal
character.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Personal ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes. Tlhe gentleman
who was at one time Minister of Marine and
Fisheries had the department subdivided into
two branches, Marine and Fisheries. It was
understood amongst the Civil Service, and
amongst members of both Houses, that the
object of that division was to give to a
gentleman to whom that Minister of Marine
and Fisheries was rather partial, an im-
portant office. That gentleman was made
Deputy Minister of one of the branches, and
continued to be Deputy Minister of that
branch for some years ; but now, not a new
Pharoah, who did not know Joseph, but a
new Minister who Is not so much attached to
the particular Deputy in question, has arisen,
and he thinks it is desirable to eliminate the
Deputy Minister whom his predecessor had
looked upon with eyes of favour; and this
Bill is introduced for the purpose of eliminat-
ing the obnoxious deputy, the deputy in
question having a retiring allowance made to
him which will be a very considerable charge
on the public revenue at the same time. I
admit that I see no reason why there should.
be two departments, as it was found that
one deparmllent could do the work satis-
factorily ; and as the present Minister is an
energetic, painstaking and capable Minister,
the work of the Department is not likely to
suffer. However, I think it is just as well
that we should understand the character of
the legislation.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I cannot under-
stand the hon. gentleman’s remarks,



