How many were refused there?

I doﬁ't imow, but the manager &f the camery up there had six
o¥ Beven mué.ns working wor‘attaohod lieenges, who were
afterwards diseharge.’ I tdok the matter 4p with the manager
of the cannery and he htolti me the Indisns were worthless and
41d not bring in 'the nn and 1t was to his adnntsgo to give
the lieenmes to w!u.tu aml mhnu from other parts of the.
Coast. X 3 <

And what is your opimdof of ‘#h‘ﬂ

It would seom to me that he hat :_»); ¥ight te do 1h; 1f @ local
Indian doesn't fish as’ w-Ii ag ans from e other parts he

" i justified in my mind in punishing the local Indians 1n that

manner « I wonld not aay that he disoriminates agai;nat India.ne
altogether,but I thin_k he does to lodal Indians.

And he evidently camé to the oonoiueion that if he depended
upon tha looal mdians he would not get enough &f fishy

@hat 1a right.

I suppoee theao oamortoa only get a certain number of lioonu
g8 and they mqt make the bent uge they can out of the sannery
liocenges? ‘ o
Yeu. ¢

What about t‘ho“ seining licenges?

I was told that the Bella Bella oa.nnary that seining 1101;: gen
were not umol to Indiand 'boca.un they were Imdians.

pia you enqutro into this matter.at ajle

No, but I spoks to Mr Tysen sbout 6, fThere is an Indian
there oalled Jacsod lhﬁo - he had a aoining liocenge but this
~nud‘wn tra.nuf.orrod back to the cannery. I‘apok:o to the book;-
keeper ahout 1t and he: said he theught tlnt this Jacod mto Lo
was the only mmdimn m British 0°1nnbia having sush a ucemo :
and he thought 1t was tho policy or the riah-ry Department not
%o give independent seining ucuul to Indians, The buok—

keoper's name was Orothe, His other reason was this —

\“lﬁ’; i

dks
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