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to look after these matters, or the officers of the
Marine Departnent ; but I do kniow as a matter of
fact that great and unnecessary danger is run. I
do not know whether any very great diisasters have 1
occurred in Canada, but the lion. gentleman knows 1
that in other countries there ias been great loss
of human life ont such excursions.

Mr. TUPPER. I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman, •and I have taken the most rigorous 1
imeasures to enforce the provisions of the Act i
against overcrowding. The lion. gentleman will
see, on glancinîg ait the last report of the depart-
ment, that we have uudertake niot only to enforce
the Act, but to prosecute every case of overcrowd-
ing brought to our notice.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How nany,
prosecutions have taken place 7

Mr. TUPPER. There are quite a nmber in
progress now, and on page 45 the lion. gentleian
will see a report of quite an amount of litigatioi
in these cases. The otficers of the Marine Depart-
ment are required to enforce the Act, and the C.s-
toms officers have power to refuse clearance to
vessels violating the provisiois of the Act. For:
sonie vears the law was not einforced, but distress-
ing accidents caused the matter to be brought up,
am for the last two years we have prosecuted
every case brought to our attention. and I have1
given mny othtiers instructions to enforce the law
very strictly.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I see that in nearly i
every instance the magistrates dismissed thec ase.

Mr. TUPPER. That is a ditficulty we ineet
with in connection with a good deal of the legisla-
tion of this Parliamnent.

Mr. DAViES (P. E.I.) I am inot surprised that
the hon. «entleman neets thiat dithieult, and I
think it is worth his while to uonsider im atnother,
session whether lie could not introduce some legis-
lation enaliling hlimîî to carry ont the law more
effectively, so tliat techinical objections should not
be allowed to interfere with its operatioi, in cases
whîere boats carry more passengers tian the law
entitles theni to carry, or uidertake to carry
passengers.in the absence of those thiings which the'
law prescribes they should have for the protection
of paissengers. The safety of the passengers ouglit
to he of paranount importance, and I think a few
gooi wholesome fines on steaimiboats who violate
the law iii this respect would have a good effect.

Fisheries-Sala ries, ke., N-:ova Scotia. .823,000
Sir RICHARD CARTW RI HT. There was ai

little nisunderstanding on the part of sone of ny
lion. friends. They thiouglt that all that we were'
going to do was to pass the five per cent. of the I
items.

Mr. TUPPER. I am quite willing to agree that
latitude will be allowed in the Supplemîîentary
Estinaîtes to go back to these items.

Mr. FRASER. Is the west branch of the East
River still under the operation of the Fishîery Act •!

Mr. TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. FRASER. My information is that the west

branch of the East River was exempted from the
operation of the Fishery Act soume years ago.

Mr. TUPPER. Your information is wronr.
There is no river in the County of Pietg> exem pte..

Mr. FRASER. I put a nqestioi on the Paper
about the dismissal of Mr. Torey, fishîery overseer
nusborough, ani the appointient -f a mtai in

his place, and I asked what were the reasons !

Ir. TUPPER. It was lis duty as tishery oticer
and Custons offi'er to enforce the Fishery Act,
paîrticularly withl regard to foreign ivessels. This
otticer permitted an Anerican tishting vessel,not
lavingu a license udmier the iiorl.id-ii/i, tr enter
his por-t, obtaii supplies, sell her cargo, ad geln-
erally act asatradingvesselorasoneofour nhips.
He waislan oluotticer, whio hîadibeen cmaploN4d atoune
time in comniand ofone of our cruisers, and flé-kew
the provisions of the law. Yet lie allowef l. this-
vessel to go on the payient of a fine of -
althiough the penalty was contiscation. The e
being of thiat serious nature.it %as impossible fo
retain h lim any longer. The explanation of tie:
facts shiowel thiat lie was not fit. to lbe retained i.*
his position. The whole transaction was hurried,
the vessel was off before lir report reaclied the
departient, and although the vessel had been
detaineil by hîimii for open violation of the Customs
and Fisheries Acrs, she was permiutted to depart
on the pavient of a fine of 8o M. utterly ispropor-
tionate to the value of the vessel and agamist the
law whichi imîposes the penalty of conti scation.

M\r. FRASER. So f-r as Mur. Torey is coicernîed,
I wish to bringî the miatter hefore the Commuittee.
Mr. Torev lias beeni an official iii the County of
SGuvsboroughl for over twentv years, and I an safe
in saying thiat so fai as aility and knowledge of the
fishiery law are conceried, aid the performance of
his duties both as a tisherv and a Custonims oficer,
no man in the Province of Nova Scotia lias carried
out the duties of his otfice ietter. if as well. Now,
the seizure spoken of occurred last year. and mr.
Torey lias writteu fully to the tepartmient about the
matter. It was imîpossible for Iimu tt do anything
more than hie did. He took the ASO, which was
all hue coudti get at the tinte. and, nlot having a
force sufficient to detain the v-essel. hie liad to take
thiat S80 or allow the vessel to get away. Thuat
took pla ce in 1890 amti nothing waîs said in'refereice
to it until after the geineral election. M r. orey has
been in otice for twentyv vears as chief collector of
Custois for the countyand las Leen in charge of
the tisheries thiere. He had always perforinmi lis
duty to the full satisfaction of the Iovernmuent.
He wzas not ouly a go.od otticial, but all his lifetimm>e
lie was an ardent supporter of the Governmenf.
He ran for the county two or three t.uies îin thu
interest of the Governnent when it was a forloi-n
hope. As far as lis relations with the people of
the county were concernued. no one suggested that
hie was not ai efficient otticer, and nîothinig was said
about this iatter of the seizure.

Mr. TUPPER. The hon. gentleman leqµite
wrong.

MI. FRASER. Mr. Torey's attention was called
to the mîatter and hue mnade explaniations. I ha 
the correspondence here. Here is a letter dated
Guîysborough, June 28, 1890, as follows :-

-" Si.-I beg tocknowledge the receipt of your letter
of the 23rd instant, fyle 1691-90, in reference to my report
of the schooner A4bbie M. Ieerinp. In reply, I beg te
say that the seizure was made priicipally for violation of
the Customs law although no doubt th.e offence was a
violation of the Fisheries Act. I dealt with the seizure
under the Customs law, aId when the amount of $800 was
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