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Mr. liLAKE. I agree with a good deal of what
has been said hy tlie hon. meinlier wlio has just

taken his seat (Mr. Ives). I tliink some confusion

exists as to tlie matter, i)ecause it lias been appar-

ently considered that a proceeding which is based
on the one statute is to be dependent in part on
the provisions of another statute. The tiutli is,

the proposed legislation which lias been discussed,

and which would relieve the hon. the Minister

from the invidious distinction with which he is

at present invested by making the rule cast iron,

is legislation which, as I understand it, would
apply only to one set of difficulties, namely, to the

difficultiesarising from navigation. IJut the Fishery
Act is another statute, with another set of prohi-

bitions, and it also reserves its own exeinjjtion power
to the Minister ; and, therefore, the proceedings

in this case, as I understood them, having been
taken only under the Act with respect to navigable

rivers, it is beside the question to attempt to

discuss whether these proceedings are justifiable

under the Fishery Act, or upon tlie ground, for

instance, of injury to the fisheries. I call the atten-

tion of the Minister to the fact that so long as it is

attempted to justify the enforcement of these pi'o-

hibitions by reference to the fisliing interests the

proposed legislation as to navigation will bo of no
consequence, because the Act, which it is proposed
to amend, does not authorise any prohibition what-
ever in consequence of tlie fishing interests. It

deals solely with the interests of navigation ; it is

the other statute that deals with the proliiliition as

to the fishing interests, and that statute must be

dealt with in order to alter, if it is thought desirable

to alter, its provisions as to exemption. There was
a great deal of good sense in what the hon. mem-
ber who has just taken his seat (Mr. Ives) said in

respect to the relative importance of the con-

flicting interests. I hajmeii to know Mr. Davison,

who is an old friend of mine, and early in this

Session I was put in possession of the papers in

this case, and I expected I would have liad an
opportunity of dealing with it w)ien the Bill of

the Minister of Marine and Fisiieries was brought
up. Since that time my recollection of the facts

has somewhat faded away, and I am not able to

speak asclearly aslhad hopetl to speak, on this unex-

pected occasion. So far as I can remember, whether

the diminution in the quantity of fish was due to

the sawdust oi' no, it seems to me to be ridiculous

to conip'vre for an instant the existing condition of

the fisliing interests on the LaHave and the existing

condition of tlie lumbering interests on that river ;

for the lumbering interests as regards the mill

owners, the employes, and the pulilic are of such
importance tliat the action of the law on the ground
of the relatively insignificant fishing interests

should not prevail. I agree with the liim. member
(Mr. Ives) that, as regards navigable rivers, the
interests of navigation are of much higher import-
ance and reijuire much more careful consideration.

I read tlic evidence on this subject also. There was
no doubt some evidence that sawdust had accumu-
lated in some parts of the river. There was no
doubt evidence that the channel had been to some
extent nari'owed, I should judge ; but I did not
find, taking the whole evidence, that the naviga-
tion of the River LaHave such as it is, and such
as I should judge it is' likely to be, is being at this

time substantially impeded, for the uses to which
it is put, by tho condition of affairs which had
been produced by the sawdust ; nor did I find from
tlie evidence that there had been, of late years at all

events, any great impairment of tlie condition. It is

perfectly olivious that the effect of sawdust will

depend very mucli on the character of the stream.
As the hon. Minister of Justice has said, if we deal
with rapidly running rivers, having a great descent
and without sinuosities, no doubt tlie sawdust will

get away. If, however, the river is somewhat
sluggish, and particularly when it is a tidal river

with deep bays and eddies, there are abundant
points on which the sawtlust will be deposited,

for I cannot agree with the hon. member for

Cliarlotte (Mr. (iillmor), that the sawdust keeps
floating all the time ; but there may be consider-
able deposits of sawdust in these bays and deep
spots, and yet the average depth of the river may
be maintained. There is, of course, no object, for

purposes of navigation, in having deep holes in a
ri\er. Tlie depth of the channel of a river is its

depth at its shallowest point. So if the sawdust
simply fills up the holes an<l leave the navigable
channel free, of course no damage is done to navi-

gation. The general impression I <lrew from the
evidence was this, and I state it after the speeches


