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Mr. BOWERS—now he knows all about Gshing, | Mr. FLINT. 1 cannot help thinking that the
the hon. Minister affirms, and I think his word in ! Minister of Marine, who has charge of this Bill,
regard to Hudson's Bay was worth just as much as { showed a warmth rather Jdisproportionate to the

it 1s in regard to this fishing.

Mr. FAUVEL. We have heard several hon.
members from Nova Scotia speak on this question,
and as I represent one of the maritiine counties of
Quebec I heg also to say a few words upon the
subject. I am aware that for the last two years
the Quebec Board of Trade has made representation
to the Department of Fisheries asking the depart-
ment to put a stop to the destructive practice of
tishing with purse-seines. I may add that as soon
as the Department of Fisheries received these facts
from the Quebec Board of Trade the department
did not bhelieve them, and they asked for further
evidence. I may remark that the Quebec Board
of Trade has, on several occasions, written to
me in my county asking for facts concerning
this stvle of fishing. I know that on the coast of
Labrador the population is in a starving condition,
from the fact that, having been accustomed to
subsist on these fisheries. that these fisheries have
so dwindled away by reason of this engine of
destruction, the purse-seine, that the people
are no longer able to procure a subsistence. |
may acdd that formerly on the Labrador coast
my tirm had two large fishing establishments,
and since these purse-seines came into use
my fishermen refuse to go fishing on those coasts,
stating that the time for fishing with hook and line
had passed, and the purse-seines were reaping the
benetit which they had formerly lived upon. fmay
say also that these engines are of a very deadly
nature. They take fish small and large, and of all
sorts, and the fishermen take out of the seines
only what is required for the market, leaving the
small species to poison the waters. 1 have heen
living for twenty-five ;years on the Baie des Cha-
leurs. Ten years ago we had any amount of mack-
erel'in our bays ;> but for the last two years'I have
not seen one,mackerel taken‘in our waters. |
pleased that the Minister of Marine has brought'this

Bill before the House,; and [ 'am’ sure ‘that he will |

receive thésup&mrt of the Quebec Board of Trade,
which has at all times been alarmed “at- the- deple-

tion of these fisheries.. I may say, 'with regard to |

the clause in"this - Bill  concerning the penalty, I
agree .with. the” Government .that some: drastic
measures must- be resorted to, and ['think that
when ' this. legislation . comes into - effect offenders
against the law should not only:be fined, but their
nets and purse-geices shouldalso be confiscated.
Why.? “We have seen smuggling ‘dene in the lower
St. ‘Lawrence lately ;“and have not these vessels
been; taken -and confiscated.by :the Government?
What difference iz there - between smuggling. con-

traband goods and “smuggling with regard:to the;;

fisheries. I hold that these offenges are identical.
The fisheries in the Gulf are dwindlingaway ; they

must be protected, and the fishermen must also be .

protected. In doing 'so the Government will be
conferring a' benefit on’ the fishermen and also on

the outfitters, because the fisheries will be con- .

tinued as before. The fishermen will prosecute the

mackerel fisheries, a8 did their ancestors, by hook
Let one and all have a. chance to.catch

and line.
the fish. Let the poor man have the advan to
take fish at his door, and do not leave it solely to the
capitalist, with a large engine of destruction. I
bave much pleasure in supporting the Bill

Iam

« character of the discussion in replying to the hon.
“member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), whose ohserva-
[ tions were certainly, although strong, and, per-
"haps, too strong, altogether of an abstract charac-
i ter. When referring to the Minister of Marine
jand Fisheries he did not refer particularly to the
fhon. gentleman who is at present occupying that
 otfice, but he referred to the otlice itself. and the
i power given by this House to the Minister for all
i time to come. It is to be regretted that the Gov.
‘ernment is not legislating on this matter under
! circumstances which would enable all members of
i the House who are interested in this question to
! discuss it more intelligently than they are able to
tdo.  Toa certain degree this legislation is being
iintmduced and carried through under what we
tmight call a sort of panic.  Although hon. mem-
i bers have criticised various provisions of this nea-
i sure pretty severely they have all, apparenily. le-
I cided to waive their views, whatever thelr views
lmay be. as to the effect of purse-scines gener-
tally : vet the Government have not given this

i

i House or the country all the evidence that should
I he given before such drastic and important leg-
Hislation should be entered into. Although [ am
I willing to admit that, as regards the evidence
i presented by the Minister, the weight of evi.
j dence is against the use of purse-seines, as re-
i gards the effect on our inshore fisheries generally,
i yet it must not be taken for granted that all in.
telligent men interested in the subject agree with
the evidence adduced by the Minister. * There is
no doubt that a large quantity of evidence can be
adduced from parties interested in the fisheries
antagonistic to tne use of purse-seines in the
fisheries, yet, at the same time, there is a large
and inteiligent minority who take a diametrically
opposite view. It is‘only fair to make that state-
. ment to the House. 1'have been carried away to
a large extent.by the statements made on the sub-
-ject; and no dounbt the observations of an hon. gen-
tleman with the experience and weight of the hon.
gentleéman who has just taken his seat are entitled
to enormous weight. At the same time, there are
other gentlemen with whem I have conversed
who state’in the most positive terms that in their
opinion the damaging effect of purse-seines has been
very much exaggerated, and there isreason tobelieve
that the depletion of the inshore fisheries, which we
all regret—the mackerel fishery particularly —has
not been the. result of the use of purse-seines
to any. very great extent. I agree, to a large
extent, with the view taken by the hon. member for
‘Charlotteé. (Mr.. Gillmor), that .we are: not yet ac-
quainted with the habits of migratory fish; and we
are not prepared to say that the decline of the in-
shore fisheries, particularly mackerel, has been
altogether due to the use of purse-seines during the
last:-few years. It would have been much better
had the Government, during the last fouror five
years this subject has been under discussion, and
during .which they have been receiving the fulland
able reports ‘of . their officers, asked this House to
appoint a commission or committee to gather evi-
dence on both sides, and see if we are not proposing
to legisiate ‘to a large extent in the dark. How-
ever, I will not dwell further on this point, asit
has been tacitly agreed, I think, that we shall




