
and found hlmi away on duty and Uis office mieu must have certificates lu order to be
ciosed up. employeti.

Mr. BRODEUR. 1 think that this clause
could be improved. What would the leader
of tbe opposition think of using the expres-
sion 'uiake a repvrt of such occurrence to
the office of the inspector'?

Mr. R. L. BOItDEN. The minister's sug-
gistion would stili leave the matter open
to the objection on the grounfi I have men-
tioned. But it muy work out; I arn not
very critical of the language.

Mr. DANIEL. Is the inspector of biulis
also the inspector of muchinery?

Mr. BRODE~UR. There Is the Inspector
of hulls anti also the inspector of boliers
and machiuýery. The report is 'to be made
to this luispector who gave the certificate.

Mr. I. L. BORDEN. I miglit suggest
\vhat I think1 wIll meet the point, anti that
is to pro-vide that the report shall be in
writing. If the party making the report
found the office locked hie rnighit fulfil the
letter of the law as hiere l)roposed by stand-
ing thiere anti making the report t0 tile
ottice.

Mr. BRODEUR. I have no objection ii
accepting the amendcment.

Ainendmeiit agreed to.

On section 15-changes in certiticateti
oflicers to be reported.

Mr. SINCLAIR. 1 think subsection 2 of'
this section is objectionable. It imposes a
new% duty on the captain and owner of the
slip of reportiag to the inispector whenever
hie changes nu officer. It is customary for
steaniboats crossing the Atlantic to change
their otticers every trip, and it wonld be a
good deal of trouble to the captain to re-
port every change of officers to the inspec-
tor, who I suppose, is some officer in Ot-
tawa, who would simnply file it away lu a
pigeon-hole, so thant, while a good deal of
trouble for the captain, it wonld be of no
advantage to anyhody. We nowv require
the custom-house officer to see that the ca1p-
tain and mate have certificates as required
under the law. If you choose to Impose the
samne duty upon the customs officer with
regard to engimeers, 1 have no objection.
I think subsection 2 should be eut ont.

Mr. PARDEE. I endorse the remarks of
my hon. frienti from Nova Scotia (Mr. Sin-
clair). So far as the inland waters are
concernefi, if this duty Is imposeti upon
mnasters I feel sure it is a Iaw whlch will
not to be adhered to to any great degree.
For on inlanti waters officers are changed
very offt ln the season. Beldes, this
se-ems rnt<her impracticable. I cannot see
what is to be safeguarded by having this
section Pasqsefi. as. under the law, these

Mr. J. D. REIL).

Mr. BRODEUR. In the spring, for ex-
ample. on the inlanti waters, the inspector
is obliged to see that ail the requirements
of tuei lawv has been complied with hefore
hie gives bis certificate. It was supposed
that tCils legislation would be a very wise
move, because it would ensure thnt those
in charge of the vessel are certificated
officers. Whien a change takes place we
have nothiug before us to show wbether
tils vessel is properlv mianned afterwards;
no report bas been made showing whether
she bias on board an officer possessing a
proper certificate. If we find that it is
necessary, wheni a vessel is inspected lu
the spriinr. to bave the naines of the certifi-
cated officers on tbat vessel, and that thec
certificate shown to the inspector bears
those naines, I tbink it is a wise suggestion
tliat when a change takes place it should
be ut least cominuilcated to the depart-
meut. Then w-e w-Il know wbethen the
new appoiutiient on the vessel is a certi-
ficateti officer or flot. We have flot Iu the
service a sufficient nulnl)ier of men to ln-
spect everv vessel plyiug ou tbe ocean or
iniland waters; that is why I think we
slîould requiro that whein a change takes
place lu the officers of a v-essel that change
should le commulîicated to the departmnent.

r.DANIEL. If the statement of the
hion. inenhl)pr foir Guysborough (MNr. Sinclair)
Is correet that the vesqel canuot clear unless
she bias tho p1roper certifieated officers, what
is the iiecessity for this?

MNr. BRODEUR. There are places where
we are not obliged to clear, places ln the
inland waters.

Mr. SINCLAIR. The inspector bias the
duty iînposed upon hlmi ln the spring, or at
the timie of inspection, to'see tînt the men
have a proper certificate. It is tbe duty of
the engineer to bang the certificate up la
the cabin, und the engineer is fined $20 if
that certificate is flot found hanging there.
I do flot believe, however, that a case bas
ever occurred wbere a ship has been sailed
in Canadian waters requiring a certîficate
by an engineer that did not have a certifi-
eate. The owner of the vessel is under a
heavy penalty if hie employs a man without
a certificate. Theu there is thls other safe-
guard, that ho can be called upon at any
moment to produce his certificate. I thInk
those provisions are sufficient, and we are
imposing another duty upon the ship owner
and the shîpplng master that, to my mind,
is altogether uunecessary. If we keep on
plilng new duties on these people we wll
drive away ships frnm oun waters alto-
gether. I do flot believe thene has been a
single Act passeti in the Canadian parlia-
ment during the last ten years tlint bas
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