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that I need not emphasize that point. There are five varieties of salmon that 
frequent the Pacific coast, all of which enter into the fisheries, the sockeye being 
the most important one—in which traps were out on the 1 nited States side we 
were getting from 28 to 30 per cent of the catch of sockeyes that was made. 
So that from 68 to 70 per cent of the run was taken on the United States side.

By Mr. Hanson:
Q. Since the American traps have been taken away, what is the percentage? 

—A. I shall come .to that in a minute. I can answer that now. The first year 
traps were out 53-6 per cent were taken on our side, which indicates an imme­
diate change.

Q. After they took their traps up?—A. After they took their traps up.
Q- And we put ours in?—A. No.
Hon. Mr. Michaud: We have had traps there since 1904.
Mr. Neill: We kept ours in.
The Witness: We kept ours in the water. With our traps there and our 

Canadian fishermen, our catch went up from 28 to 30 per cent to 53-46 per cent.

By Mr. B,eid:
Q- I think it should be said so as to keep the record straight that there were 

years before tlie traps were taken up by the Americans when our take of sockeye 
Was great.—A. Yes.

, Q- I think it should be said in fairness to the committee, in order that 
®î".e wiH not be a false impression created that though the Americans were 

getting every year 60 to 70 per cent of the sockeye, there were years when on 
e Canadian side we were getting a greater number of sockeye than the Ameri­

cans, even before the traps were taken up on the American side.—A. I will 
Te " <)u Uns so the situation will be appreciated. In 1915 the United States 

1916°+q1'4; Per cent; in 1916 they got 34-2 per cent. In all the years from 
1 10 1935 it ran from 54 per cent to 73 per cent. So that broadly speaking—

Q. You t & of the trapfishm|o--w;-At^ going Sjg
the catch of sockeye on the two side... . a great deaj_ smaller p P 
American side, as a general rule we wer changed.
of the run. When the traps went oui t 1

rTM- There is no question
anout that. The picture* changed "in these" two years from 28 to 30 per cent to 
53-6 per cent in 1935. In 1936 we got slightly over 80 per cent.

By Hon. Mr. Tolmie: , , , ..

Q, Was not the large 1936 run due to the fact that the salmon changed its 
course to get to the reaches of the Fraser river?—A. I was coming to that, it 
is so hard to take one year in the history of anything like a hsher\

Hon. Mr. Michaud: Mr. Deputv, while we are here and m order to ge 
that point, I should like to ask if you have any idea ofth%^b Lmhlr of 
that were operated in these American waters as compared with the number oi 
traps operated on the Canadian side?

The Witness: Yes: the number of traps, I think, runs up to several hun- 
dred, 270 odd strikes my mind.

By Mr. Neill.-
Q. 219, is it not?—A. Well, in any event—
Q. I quoted the figures in the house the other day.- 

number was very large. -A. In any event, the


