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treaties were to he considered, and when we insisted
tlhat these were not only our riglhts, but that we
had naintained thein, and permitted no exception
to be made nor waiver to occur. He lhad all of
that before him, yet lie hastened to allow that
vessel to depart on mîaking a settlement, and he in-
sinuates a personal reason for that conduct. He
does not give as a reason want of force to carry the
law into effect, but that the amoiunt was made up
by people of the locality. Tiis popular otticer, for
whomn a thousand on Iboth sides of politics, as.the
hon. gentleman said, made representations to the
Goverinient to stay their liani and leave hini in
ottice this popular othicer no doubt obtained sone
of that popularity fromî the fact that in the dis-
charge of his duties lie considered all these cir-
cumustances on the part of his neiglhbours and the
people of tlhat locality. Hle as put forward
several excuses, and each of these excuses nakes
the otlence more serious than it appeared to be at
first siglit. The lion. gentleman (Mr. Fraser) coin-
plains bitterly that we did not dismiss hin last
year. but the facts in reference to the delay are
these : Thte moment this otice heard that lie
lhad, without anv reference to the departnent,
even hy telegrani, allowed this ship to go ni
the imposition of a penalty for the infraction
of the Custons law, and no imposition of
anv penalty for the violation of the Fislh-
eries Act, the departient set about obtaining
the full facts. The two departments whose otticer
obtained these full facts juîst about the time thlat
the Cabinet breaks up in the sumimer, and the
Council was nîot in a position to fully consider the
case until later on. The lion. gentleian knows that
the fishing season being over, there was no necessity,
so far as the point to whicl I have alluded was con-
cerned, for any quicker action to be taken. The
main thing was thtat we did take action soon enougli
to prevent that otficer holding that responsible posi-
tion before the tishing season opened, and care was
taken tlhat we were in a position to say, tlhat we
have not waived our rights under tie Treaty of 1818
in this respect-: that there was io case where we
allowed any officer to use a diseretion of that kind
and permit a vessel to conein contrary to the pro-
visions of that treaty and of our Act, and tlhat
w-herever it was the case, that oflicer was lismissed
or his services dispensed with before the succeedincg
fisiing season. Our position would be weakened
and impaired greatly in connection with this sub-
ject, if we tolerated such loose conduct on the part
of anl oticer of the departineut. The hon. gentle-
Man will see, therefore, that the case of thie Govern-
ment bas been most fair, that we laid down the
principle in the case of Mr. Ross and we carried
out the sane principle in the case of an old sup-
porter of the Governmient; a life-long supporter of
the Groverunment, as the hon. gentleman says,

*and a mian who is vet in hearty sympatlhy with the
policy of the Governiment, according to the hon.
gentlemian. The pretension which the hon. gentle-
mani set up that this was done because it was
desired to give his defeated opponent an office, is
preposterous. That is entirely wrong. There is
no foundation in.fact for that, except the opinion
which Mr. Torey has entertained, and which lie lias
expressed in a letter addressed to myself. This
matter did not sleep, as the ho. gentleman says ; it
-could not have been considered until the full facts
were obtained. Mr. Tomeywas told the impropriety

of his conduct, and had every reason to believe, if
lie was half so intelligent as the lion. gentleman
says he was, that his condluct was under considera-
tion and that his case was not tinally dealt with.
-Mr. Torey is an old man, lie was long iin the service,
he lad been a good otticer, he had been in his earli-
est years a vigorous officer, he iever sent such an
excuse as that, he had not the power to enforce the
laws over which he was appointed officer and
guardian, and his age was conîsidered, his past
services were considered, and he was treated as
Mr. Ross was treated in being given the benefit of
the Superaninuation Act. I mentioned before to
the lion. gentleman, that this otlicer knew that an
offence was comitted against the Fisheries Act. as
well as against the Custons Act, and lie stated so
succintly. He niever said that it. w -%as on accoutnt
of his weakness, or on account of insuflicient force
that lie acted as lie did, but his own excuse, hefore
lie was dismissed, was as follows:-

" I beg to:savthat the seizure was made principally for
a Violation of the Customs lawsalthough no doubt the
offence was also a violation oftthe Fisheries Act."
That was incorrect. Rut he said :

" I deailt with the seizure under the Custons law, and
when the amount of S80f lwas paid to cover the fine that
the several parties were liable for under that law, I got
under the impression that it was my duty to set the vessel
free."
The lion. gentleman knows that that excuse is ini-
consistent with the stateiment he gives to-day, to
the effect thait his reason for letting ber free was
that he had not foree to detain lier. The officer
himself says :

" I set her free because I believed it was my duty to
do so."

The excuse of the officer, I venture to say, if under-
stood in the light it now presents, would have
caused the oticer to have been deait with in a dif-
ferenit way, and the argument of the bon. gentle-
iman goes to show that the omnly mistake was, in
giving this oticer the benefit of the Superanîuation
Act. An ofticer who will report to the Guvern-
mient that his act was under the fisheries law and
not under the Customs law ; an officer who was in
the service of the Fisheries Department for twenty
years, the commander of a cutter, knowing that
the punîishmnent for violation of the Fishery Act in
that regard was confiscation, and who writes in
reference to the seizure of the vessel for the viola-
tion of that law, that he thought all be could im
pose was a fine of -SO, and then after action was
taken on that report, states that the reason lie did
not hold the vessel for confiscation was that lie had
insutlicient force,--an olticer who did all that was
i the service a suticiently long tinie. He puts for-
ward an excuse on the 28th of June, and now lie puts
in the lion. gentlemuans iais a stateient that lie
had not a sufticient force to ietain the vessel. On
the 28th of J une, a year ago, lie says: "if I have
done wrong, it was for the want of knowing better,"
and then lie gives the excuse which I mnentioned
before, that the amounit of the fine had been nade
up by the people of the locality. I know that has
no relevancy at all; it is for the purpose of show-
ing that lie hîad exercised a (iscretion not vested in
him', and had taken into consideration those mniti-
gating circunstances, but not in the slightest way
connected with the commission of the offence or
with the offenders. Now, the lion. gentleman must
remember, and the Huse shonid be inforied, that
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