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to nie if hon. gentlemen opposite agree that it is a of the country ; but this I do know, that in every
proper thing to place the whole of au important portion of this country, if there is one thing more
class of the population of this country under the tian another that the people appreciate, it is the
control of a Minister of the Crown, and make them security of their rights und14er the law ot the land
dependent upon him for the freedoni in the exercise and the administration of that law by a class of
of their calling and the security of their property men separated fromn political parties and amnenable
which they possess. to the public opinion of the country. althougli in-

Mr. TUPPER. They are now in that position. dependent of the Ministers of the Crown or of those

Mr-. MILLS (Bothwell). Then it is a conditio who nay be opposed to then. It is iii the judiciary
of things that this ouse caliot a Iour too sooii of this country that the people have contidence for

remove. It is a condition of things that ought to the protection of their liberty, their rights and

be regarded as itolerable to any class of free men ; their property; and the hlon. Minister proposes by
andi those who lhere claim specially to represent the thisieasure seriously to invade those rights 1 y
fishernen ought to be the first to enter their protesth judciary of this country to
against legislation of this sort. W~hat does the lumself the protection or preservation of that pro-
hion. gentleman propose to do by this Bill ? He perty. My hon. friend from Guysborough (Mr.

Fraser) spoke im favour of a measure of this sort. but
p elie did not meet the argument of the hon. nember for

"The use of purse-seines for tihe catching of fish in any jQueen'sN1r. Davies). The hon. menber for Queen'sof the waters of Caiada is p)rohibited, under: a penalty for .
each offence of not less than $50, and not exceeding :), poimted out that you are by this measure transfer-
together with the confiscation of the vessel, boat and ring fron the judges to the Ninuister the adminis-
apoparatus used in connlectioln with such catching." tration of the law. You are putting every
So that, in every case of conviction where there is person in this country who has property in a
a penalty attached, whether the amiount be large tishing vessel at the mercy of the Minister
or smnall, there must necessarily be coitiscation of ivou are simply making those persons his
the vessel, and that nust necessarilv force the clients. You say you have 35,)O fishermen
owner of the vessel to comte before the Minister in the Province of Nova Scotia. I do not know
anid beg, as a suppliant, for the repossessioi of his how many people you have in that province who
property. Every main who engages lin fishing, and are the owners of property in ships but I aniot
who is broughît hefore a nagistrate or a fishery oti- prepared to entrust those people with the fran-
cer, and convicted unider this law, even if the official chise, with the rights off ree men, and at the sane
regards the offence as a minor one and imposes time make them-, the hondmien of a Minister of the
a fine of only S50i, mîust subnit to have his Crown. That is what vo are proposing to do.
ship confiscated, along with the paymient of That is what this Parlia.inuent ought not to do. It
that suni. He ceases to have property iii the ought never to give its sanction or countenance to
ship ; ail property in it is transferred to the a measure of this sort. It is a monstrous thing for
party complaining and to the Government ; a Minister to cone to this House and ask us t.o
and the person who makes the counplaint, if lîe be place all the property of the fishermen and the
an opponent ·-of the Minister, may tind that he is proprietors of fishing vessels in Nova Scotia,·at
relieved of·the moiety to which he is entitlei,.wihile th4 m*ercy .of a Minister of the Crown. y hon.
if he'is a friend of the·Minister and. the: o nèr of friend has said that you cannot interfere with men
the' ship belongs to the opposite political part'ythe ishing with purse-seines .beyond the three -mile
ship 'nay be ;confiscated, no iatter ,ivhethe the limit. You have no ·jurisdiction over them, and
penalty attached be large or small. Now,* Sir; thé you do not attempt to:interfere with·them. The
hon. gentleman says.that hé cannot trust thejudges. decision f fthe.court: inEngland,in thécaseof
That is a' veryext-aordinary statenent·on the part Long i&. Rutledge, held that when .you went hé-
of 'a Minister of the'Crow x. But he asks the .whole -vond the three-unie limuit your-' rights: had -to be
commununity to say that he muay be.trusted,.that he letermined by.theImperial Parlament and the
will exercise~an unbiassed judgment. Though, the law:of..the Empire, and not by*the law of aparticu-
judge may hé mistrusted, the Minister' mustbe lar.colony ;,*and it.would be useless, if you hal.the
trusted ;'. though there may be sus'piciois against thé power, to legislate with regard to the waters beyond
integrity of the judge there eannot be suspicions the three--ile limit when you could not cônti-ol the
against the fairness of the Minster ; and every man fishernen of other 'countriés fishing, beyond that
who holds property .i a ship knows that. he' hold limit. But.within'that linit youi have thepower.
that property by thé. sufferance of a Minister of The fisherman may..be very near the border lune.
the Crown,' and that it' niay be transferred to soni The court may'decide that he has cone -too near-
one else. We do not care.whether we know much thathe ought notto hive come.0so near. ,It may
or little with regard tothe tisheries. I-wishî to set assune fronthe :evidence. that ·he has been' just
an administration of 'the law by the judiciary of within the three mile limit. The preponderance
the country. I wish to see tie penalties against2 of evidence niay favour the contention that he was,
the violation of the law*enforced by the ordinary and the penalty.may be' inade very little, only 5.
tribunals of the'country; and I know no reasons But the confiscation of the vessel must be had ail the
whateverwhy the administration of the law with 're .saine;and there will be an appeal to the Minister as
gard !to property in ships'engagedin fishing should a matter of course;and.I wili venture to'saythat
be transferred; from the.jurisdictiori.of the courts there will be no penalty.inposed:under that law in,
to the Minister o Marine and Fisheries or 'why'he which.the party will not go to the". Minister, if not
should be made ..the supreme appellate' judge with to'get rid of the penalty;· he will to get rid,·at any
regard to' all matters oU this sort. I quite admit rate' of the act of confiscation. The hon. Minister,
that the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,as a mari- will necessarily agree to that; for if the party has
time man, may be conversait with.the interests of to pay $500 that will be regarded as adequate, in
the fishermenx more. than onie residing ini the interior ninetyLnine cases out of a hundred, without ,the


