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in not taking earlier steps in respect to the payment of the
fishery bounties,

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman would have the
eountry and the House believe that all the elerks in the
Department and the fishery wardens had nothing else to do
except to distribute this amount of §159,000. I maysayin
this connection that 16,600 cheques have been issued in coun-
nection with these bounties. If the elerks in the Dopart-
ment had nothing else to do they should not be there. Tae
presumption is that officers in the Department have their
regular duties to perform, and that their whole time is
occupied. Hence, 1t was necessary, in order to perform this
oxtra labor, to make a thorough investigation into those
claims, that others outside of the Department should do the
work, and that those in the Department who were engaged
on it should be paid extra, In Halifax, the Department
attempted to utilize the Colléctor of Customs, but he found it
utterly impossible to perform his own duties and attend to
the verification of these accounts and the payment of a very
large number of cheques. When this wasrepresented to the
Department the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries
asked some other officer to do the work, either
My, Johnson or Mr. Ogden. The hon. member for Shel-
burne (Mr. Robertson) could not be serious when he spoke
of employing fishery wardens, for he was well aware that
nineteen-twentieths of them were selocted merely to pro-
tect the fish in streams, and to see that the close seasons were
observed., Even if some of them wore qualified for the work
connected with the bounties, they would haverequired extra

ay. When the hon. gentleman attacks the Marine and
Fisheries Doparimeut, he gives the very best evidenco that
the Department was not to blume, if any blame attached to
anyone. He tells the House that the first reference made
by the Department was on the 9th of the month, and that,
on the 18th of the same month, the circulars were issued.
It might be possible, if the hon. gentleman presided over
the Department——

Mr. ROBERTSON. I said the 7th of November.

Mr. BOWELL. I understood the 9th of November ; well,
from the 9th to the 18th ——

Mr. ROBERTSON. The 18th of December.

Mr, BOWEILL. Admitting that it was the 18th of Decem-
ber, that i3 about a month ; and during that month—

Mr. ROBERTSON. It is six weeks.

Mr. BOWELL. And during that month or six weeks
the whole scheme had to be considered, and they were as
busy as they could be in preparing the necessary documents
upon which claims could be made, and to lay down a prin-
ciple and basis upon which to act. The Department cer-
tainly was not remiss ia its duty, in adopting a system of
this kind for the distribution of $150,000 among so many.
It is not yet all distributed, but about 16,000 cheques have
been sent out already. A number have had to be rejected,
and a namber of claims bave had to be investigated. There
has been no unnecessary delay in carrying out the inten-
tions of Parliament in appropriating this money. I can
readily understand—and so can my hon, friond—that in the

futurs, in tho distribution of this imnoney, having once estab-|

lished the system, neither large expenso, nor trouble, nor
delay will take place; he will also bear in mind that all tho
exponses attending the distribution of this money are extra
and are not taken out of the $150,000, which was given by
Parliament for distribution among the fishermen. For the
attending exponses, Parliament has been asked to grant
extra votes in order that the full amount of money go
to the fishermen. )

Mr. DALY. Itappears to me that the hon, member for
Shelburne merely desired to criticise the action of the De-
partment, and that this was the sole object of his remarks
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this evening. IfI were inclined to criticise the Depart-
ment it would be in exactly the opposite direction to that
which the hon. member for Shelburne has taken. It scems
[ to me that any just criticism would bo founded upon a want
in that Department ia not having employed a sufficient
number of persons to distribute this award at one time, and

]in not having gone outside their own Department and re-

tained the services of others, ss they would in that way
have distribuled the award much more quickly and in a
more speedy munnor than has beon the case under the pre-
sent arrangement, I think that the Department has been
rather inclined to overtax the already fully taxzed
officers with labors which they wore unexpectedly
called upon to perform. I can only say that in
the county I have the honor to represent, we have but two
inspectors of fisheries. This county extends for 100 miles
on one side and for over 35 miles on the other side of the
capital ; and to distribute along the whole length of the
shore of this county, to the owners of the numorcus boats,
who claimed the shure in this bounty to which thay were
entitled, simply through cither the agent at Hulifax, M.
Johnson, a very capable but greatly overworked employé
of the Government, and of the inspectors of the two sections
of the county, either east or west, or by means of these
inspectors alune, would be a work of endless trouble and
would not result, I am sure, satisfuctorily. . I be'icve that
if any error has been made by the Department at all, it is in
not having employed others and in not having gone ou'side
to obtain theservices of others to a greater extent than they
have already done. I believe that the remarksof the hon.
member for Shelburne are directed more at the employment
of a former poliical opponent who had the honor of a seat
in this House, than they were actuated by any motive of
benefiting the service, which he now pretends to support.
I believe that this bounty granied to the fishermen, is a
policy to which this Government can lay claim to the cred.t
of having inaugurated, and it is to this Government and to
this Parliament to whom the fishermen of Nova Scotia, in

| spite of ull the observations thut now come from the other

side of the House, will give,
credit for years to come.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). In the cirenlar issued
by the Department to the Collectors of Customs in Nova
Scotia, they were instructed to circulate forms which were
to be filled up and sworn to ‘before a Justice of the Peace ;
and they were to see that those forms were correctly pre-
pared, and to certify to them. This was the duty which
devolved upon the Culicciors of Customs from the instrue-
tions issued by the Departmert, The remarks of the mem-
ber for Halifax, and of the acting Minister of Fisheries,
would lead us to suppose that the officials in Nova Scotia
had to examine into the claims, draw the cheques, and pay
the money; but as I understand it, all this was done at
Ottawa. What was done in Nova Scotia was to eirculate
the forms which were to be filled up, which were to -be
cortified to by the Collecters of Customs, and this daty
of certification took very little time indeed. I believe
that so far as the Depurtment is concerned, it did its
work faithfully and well, considering tho time that it had
at its disposal for this purpose. ~Many returns never
reached Ottawa wuntil the middle of laust January, and a
large number of claims had to be examined by officers here,
and the cheques had then to be drawn, I find no fault in
the Department hero; but I say that the work undertaken
by the Ministers of Fisherics and Finance, shounld have
been begun months before they reported on this matter,
or brought it first to the attention of itbe Privy Coun-
cil. If this had been done in time, then it would bave
been easy onough to have the claims examined, the cheques
drawn, and the money paid long before this, The
member for Halifax would lead us to believe that these
Ieheques; were drawn by some officer who maust

and will continue to 5ive, that




