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[COMMONS]

T

confiscation of the ship : so that I have no hesita- | niy part in not having done before what I am now
tion in saying that provision is designedly put in, | artempting to do.  Representatives of Prince
to compel every owner of property in ships to be- | Fdward Island in past Parliaments called my at-
come a supplian® to the Minister in order that he | cention to this, and petitions were received from
may get back the property taken from him. } the fishermen asking for this legislation.

Mr. TUPPER. The hon. gentlemanstateswhat|  \fr. DAVIES (P.E.L)

This legislation *
is not true, and he is also out of order in sa)mg,f \Ir. TCPPER

To prohibit the use of purse-

there is any design of that kind on my part.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am not out of order,
nor am I stating what is untrue. I am stating
what is in the Bill. I am stating that the Bill pro-
vides for confiscation of the ship in every case.

Mr. TCPPER. You stated there was design.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I say there can be, in
my view, no two opinions upon that point. What
can be the object of the Minister in attaching con-
fiscation, where the penalty is 830, if it is not to
force the proprietor to come to him as a suppliant
in order to obtain the restoration of his property,
which has been, if you will, improperly and un-
justly taken from him. And is this House, repre-
senting free men, and I apprehend the tishermen of
the country are free men, going to make these
people the slaves of a Minister of the Crown” Why,
Nir, the Emperor of Rome, in the palmiest days of
its arbitrary power, would not venture to assert
against the wmeanest citizen of the Empire the
right which the hon. gentleman bas undertaken to
assert against the fishermen of Nova Scotia. 1 say
that such a proposition is monstrous, and this
House would be wanting in its duty to itself and
in respect to the free men of this country if it
would tolerate legislation of this kind.

Mr. TUPPER. The only excuse for this extra-
ordinary excitement the hon. gentleinan has worked
himself into over this Bill is found, I think, in
the confession he made to the Committee that: he
literally did.not' know anything about purse- seines,
or apparently ‘abont the. fisheries. Whether’ he
made that confession or not, it is qunte cértain he
does not understand the temper of :the: fishermen
of the Maritime Previnces, if he thinks that sort of
argument, which_the hon. mcmber for Queen s(\lr
Davies) ' would’ not delgn to. use, no matter how
much he might be impressed with the evil of pass-
ing-the Bill, knowing, as that hon..gentleman does,
the intelligence of the fishermen of the Maritime
‘Provinces, will ‘go down with them.
say Lothe hon: member. for Bothwell (Mr.-Mills)
that, if he thinks it will, the sooner he goes down to
the Maritime Pm\mces and becomes .acquainted

with the'people there the better it will be for him,’

and the fewer appeals of that kind he will make in
this House. This idea of his of our takm&, the’

fishermen under control and making. then serfs of |-

the Minister'of Marine is entirely new and un-
founded, and only took rise in the excited i imagi-
pation”of the hon. gentleman an imagination un-

duly excited throughhis having made several mis- |

statements and extraordinary. propositions in the
argument he addressed to the Committee ; and
havmﬁ worked himself into a passion, he endea-
voured to find vent for it by charging me with per:
getratmg a gross outrage on the hs%ermen of the
faritime Provinces.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

So you are.

Mr. TUPPER. Let me tell the hon. gentleman'
who. were .those who brought to the atténtion of

Parliament _the dereliction, if I may so call it, on
Mr.” MiLrs (Bothwell).

1 can only

| seines.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) That is another muatter.

Mr. TUPPER. The hon. gentleman was so
weak in argument that he had to resort to that old
argument of his, that old trick of endeavouring to
rally his forces by appeals to their passions and
prejudices, and by making statements that I must
characterize as absolutely absurd, as applied to the
fishermen. This is an extmordm.tr) power, he
says, which I am attempting to exercise over the
fishermen. They are to become my slaves, for-
sooth. The pardoning power, the power of
remission, is attempted to be iatroduced. 1
would point out to him that that power has been
in the Act from year to year, that it was put there
to protect these very men frem the mistaken acts
of tishery officers clothed with magisterial powers,
that it was put there in the interests of men
who might be fined improperly. Then the hon.
gentieman says the sooner this power is taken
away the better. Out with it, he cries, and pro-
ceeds in 2 most excited tone to discuss a Bill that
is not considered so very dangerous by gentlemen
more familiaz with the subject, and who have
undertaken to give their views in a calm and fair
manner to ithe House. It is wonderful that this
great constitutional authoerity should have felt com-
peiled to have recourse to temper and passion in
discussing a great constitutional principle, a great
question of law, a great question of power, the jur.
isdiction of Parlmment and the executive. Has he
forgotten the very A-B C of the, legislation-of: this-
country * ‘What has he to say about the powers of
the Ministér.of Customs? Did he thunder in this
House 'in reference to the confiscation of vessels, if
caught’in the act, and the p.uushment of owners
for violating the Customs'laws

‘»lr MILLS (Bothwell). What did the courts
say ? ‘

Mr. TCUPPER. What did the hon. gentleman
say by his vote and sanction. when he allowed this
dreadful, this outrageous legislation, to be put
upon the Statute-book: without saying a word, or

pointing out 'to the merchants of this.country that
.they were to become the slaves and serfs of the

Minister of .Customs ¢ What -about the criminal
laws * Has the hon: gemleman in his excitement
forgotten that there is a pardoning power also, not
in the judges, but given us over' these judges,

whom I'have’ insulted because I said they were not

acquainted ‘with the subject of purse-seines’ And
I can repeat that I do not believe there isany judge

-in any of the provinces who would at present’ sa.y

he knows the first thing ahout them or has eve

looked into the subject, as to the injury they may
do_our fisheries, except.pérhaps one or two. Yet
the hon. gentleman insinnates that a Minister of the
Crown has insulted the ]udluary becaunse he stated

that in considering the « {uestxon the Judge would

natureily take.into consideration the arguments of
hon. gentlemen opposite, that he ‘would be influ-
enced by-the fact that we were not certain as to



