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lature, so far as that power of omission is concerned.
In referenceto the penalty. we are not going beyond
the spirit anl the exact words of that Act relating
to fislhig bv foreign vessels, or to the language
which I1 quoted as the same construction in the
main 1K<l% of the Fisheries Act : All niaterials,
impleneitîs or appliances used, iistead of the vessel,
boat. and apparatuis ised.

Mr. WHITE (Sheiburne). I do not think it is
necessarv to a'ld any further evidence to prove tiat
these seines are destructive of nackerel tishing.
The full reports made by the tislherv officers, the
universal opinion of the fishernen tiîemîselves, and
the opiniiconîîs of the representatives of the fishin
Coulities whîich have been givenî in this House,
ought to be sutticient to settle that fact. However,
I will real ani extract fromn a letter which I hold in
my hand. written by a verv intellierent fishernan
who lias been catchiing nackerel al his life, and
who is part owner of purse-seines, and who cones
fromna portion oif the Province of Nova Scotia where,
perhaps. more miackerel are cauglht than anywhere
else. He savs:

"It is my candid opinion that purse-seining should he
stopped, that it has done mueb to break up and destroy
the mackerel fishery, and the great majority of fishermen
are of opinion that it is only by an Act of Parliament that
it can be stopped."
Such testiiiioiiv, I think, is valuable. I would
like, however, to call the attention of the Minister
of Marine to this fact. I take it, froin the remarks
that have fallen from hini, that this Act is only to
be applied to the larger purse-seines whiclh are used
by schooners, and w hieh cost a very large ainount
of noney.

Mr. )AVIES (P.E.I.) That is not the law.
Mr. WHITE (Shelburne). I do not think vou

apprehenided what I said. I said I gathered froni the
remarks of the 'Miister that lie inteneolth;at the
Act should only apply to these larger seines. At'
all events, there is a iescriptioii of seines used ini
the harbours much s*aa*ller than that some of
which cost*ab>oit $500, andi others costing 'as low as
$125 or $200, but they are eqally purse-seines;
they.are use'1 in the bays and harbours to catch
mackerel, and if it is not intended that the Act
should apply to these snaller seines I think it
should be made more explicit.

An hon. MEMBER. They are known as purse-
se¡iesy

Mr. WHITE (Sheiburne). Thev are invariably
called purse-seines, and this gentleman w ho writes1
me, and who is< familiar with the whole business,
speak:s of themn as purse-seines.

Mr.:BOWERS. I have no fault to find with.
the Minister of Marine irn trying to.nake.the Fish-.
ery Act as good as lie can, or trying to do the best he
can for the fishing. interest of the country; but I
think.myself he is a little too sharp in makingthis
penalty include the confiscation of 'tle vessel. andi
the apparatus in connection with it: Take, for in-1
stance, one of , our sniall vessels. They only cost
$1,000, to $1,200, or $1,500, and it takes 'a man six*
or.eiglt years to 'earn enough to --purchase-one of
these vessels and pay off the. incumbrance.
Now, confiscating -these vessels because some-
times they "unthinkingly or unwittingly: go in-
side the three-mile limit I think is rather hard. on
the owner, and it.is» not doing just the fair thing.
I would* like to agree with thé Minister of
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Marirt and Fisheries-I think lie is a pretty
good mai. in his place, I think he is trying
to do what is about right ; till, I think le ought
to be a little less severe. It would help him, and
it wouldl help the fishernien, too, if he would just
drop out that last clause, and inake the penalty
$50 to $50, or 51,000, if he wishes. He told
me the other day that lie thouglht these
purse-seines we had would not come under
the leniomnination of purse-seines. I think they
would. Last year there were probably 512,000
to 20,(000 worth of purse-seines 1ought in
Digby Coifrty. They are seines runnîing from
10 to 12 fathomis, and- sometitmes 15 fathonis in
depth, and 15) or 20) fathoms in length. I
told himi I did not see how lie would get clear of
calling them purse-seines. Last year. for the first
time for about twenty Vears, the imackerel lias
appeared arounl our shores, an4 the people have
bouglht froin 12,000 to 8I5, ) worth of purse-
seines, and that they should neow be confiscated
if caught rising them i 1thiiik is a little liard.
Last year they only caught enougih niackerel to
pav half or two-ihirds the value of those seines.
They still have them on hand, and this vear I
dlo not think there is going to be nuchi purse-
seining done. I woull also call the attention
of the Miniister to this fact, that our principal

i hay in Digby County, is St. Mary's ay, which
is nine or ten miles wide at the inouth and is
about a mile wide at the upper end. This three-
mile limit woull pr obablv go tup this bay some
fifteenor twenty miles, as it~is wede-shaped. Nowv,
it would be pretty difticult for the tishernen to keep
within the three-mile limit or in the centre of this
wedge. The hon. imiemîber for ;uysborough (Mr.
Fraser) says t'at the people who tish within the
ithree-nile limit live on the shore. The men down
otir way live on the shoré and thev own these purse-
seines. Now, I ani not saying that purse-seiimg
is right,; still' think there is a little misappre-
hensioi in regard to them. Down our way, where
piirse-seinùig -has been resorted to and miackerel
have been caught, the tish have all been saved. I
blieve.that our Goveriment could easily niake an
arrangenient with the Alierican Government to
have an internation*al law that would prohibit all
outside purse-seining. It-seenis to.me a little hard
thiat.he Americans should fish outside the three-
mile linit aud drive th'ese nmackerel inside, and that
our muenare thei forbidden to take them. But
althoughl an going to waive all objectiois to this
.Bill, still I am going:to ask the hon. gentleman just
to try and see if he caiinot take off thait forfeiture

f the vessel 'and apparatus, because it is a hard
law. Let him umiake the~penalty all the way fr4m 850
to $l,000,if he.wants to. But I would ask him, in
the name of the fishermen ii Digby County, to try
an(l drop off that forfeiture clause. It mnay never
once be needed,^ there may never be a vessel for-
feited ; till; I thiak the clause ouglht not to be
there. I was pleased to hear the hon. gentleman
quoting ·Lieutenant Cordon as a gentleman who
understands these things so weli, but a few days
ago hon. gentlemen opposite 'did not think Lieuten-
ant Gordon's word was worth anything in respect
t-o the navigation of Hudson's Bay, when they were
talking about ice in that bay,

Mr. TUPPER. He was not talking about fish
then.


