
8

I

shonl 1 hi
1^' ^'f'^re the reasons why we feel that further exemptionbhould be granted the Ottawa River from the Act forbidding thethrowing of sawdust and mill refuse into the stream.

^
VVe have no desire that our private interests should be in any wav
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«^ ^h-\«f other private individuL oro the public Ihis IS a question that must be looked at from thetandpoint o the greatest good to the greatest number, and we submitthat upon the questions us to the effect of this material upon thenavigauon, upon the fishery interests, upon the purity of the witer andupon the public health, no satisfactory evidence' has been adduced "oprove that any substantial injury arises from the presence of sawdust ormill release in the river Ottawa, but that upon the other hand 1

1

productive of greater good than injury.

We believe it is alleged, we are unable to say with what truth that
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'^'' ''' P^^'^'-^bly the onlylocally m the Dominion where the same conditions exist viz • arapidly running current with an immense volume of water conditionswhich admit of the disposition of this sawdust and mil refuse byallowing It to fall into the stream without any substantial injury to anypublic (jr private interest. •' ^ ^

.u ^^"'u7
'^•;,^^e»ied superfluous for us to make any statement as tothe probable effect upon the business interests of the Ottawa"m on Sthe enforcement of f . Fisheries Act as amended at the last ses ion oParliament but masmuch ns it is a matter in which the peopl ofOttawa and Its vianity have a very substantial interest, we may bepardoned the statement that such enforcement must have one or other

of two results
;
either that the mills must be removed to some other

locality, smce Ottawa possesses no advantages as a lumber manufacturingpomt apart from the unrestricted use of the water power, but on the
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b"^"^^^ "^"^t beerected for the burning of this material, which will tend to create asmoke nuisance throughout the whole city, and will doubtless be takenadvantage of by insurance companies to raise the rates upon all insurable

property within the limits of the city, In either case, we sub t thatthe public interests, so far as Ottawa is concerned, would suffer muchmore than they could by any possibility suffer from the present practice
of allowing this material to pass away in the running water of the river'
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''''"/'^ ^' ""''^- ^^t'^^^'o'-y to us if we were rxiade aware as towha interests are pressing this matter upon the attention of the Govern-ment, what protests have been entered against the continuance of the
present practice bo far as we know, any representations made to the(.overnment in the' premises have been in favor of permitting sawdust
and mill refuse to fall into the river, not asking that t be prohib ted
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