
[COMMONS]

have a distinction made by the departimient between
the minor waters amid the otler waters of Canada.
That practice seeims not to be in strict accor(dance
with the original statute, and this Hill will make
its provisionis more clear.

Nir. BURDETT. I desire to call the attention
of the A\iniister to the necessity of havinîg it dis-
tinctly euaeted that certificates may be grante(l to
masters to run vessels on these minnor waters upon

passing a very slight examlination, as very slight,
if any, knowledge of navigation is required inn many
cases. For instance, in the Bay of Quinté there
are a nimn.ber of snall ferries which require very
little knowledge of navigation on the part of the
masters of these boats, and to subject the owners
of thiese ferries to the necessity of having certified
masters as well as engineers, renders it impossible
to run such boats with any profit whatever. In
fact., a case has occurred in which, in a suit at the
instance of the Crown, judgmnent was givcn against
two owners of suchi boats for a penalty of $500,
because the boats were run without a certified
master. The fact is, the owners cannot afford to
pay for certified masters and engincers, and these
snall boats can be very well run without such cer-
titied officers. I understaiid that in the case I have
referred to the judge, in giving judgmnent, recom-
mnqided the remission of the penalty by the Mlin-
ister on sucli ternis as mnay be deeneil just. There
certainly should be a clause in this Bill to permit
a certificate to be granted to masters of these miinor
ferry boats w-hii iply on the iiiland waters, without
their lhaviiig to pass anything like a difficult exami-
nation.

Alr. TUPPER. That is the object of the provi-
sions of the present Bill, and it was supposed to
be the law until a recent date. However, it will
be renedied by this mneasure.

Alr. RURDETT. I wouild suggest that the
Minister should take power in this Bill to remit
any penalties aiready iicurred by reason of the
violation of the law, if the violation has not been
very serious.

Mr. LISTER. Is it the practice or the law at
present, that a person obtaining a certificate niust
be a British subject ?

Mr. TUPPER. That is the law at present.
Mr. EDGAR. Is it intended by this Bill that

all steamners on the minor waters carrying loads of
over ten tons shall require to be sailed by certified
masters ?

Mr. TUPPER. What kind of steamers?
Mr. EDGAR. Any steamiship, not a pleasure

yacht of over ten tons register.
Mr. TUPPER. The law will be the saine with

regard to that as hitherto. This Bill simply pro-
vides that the masters of suall steamers, on the
mninor waters, shall have a less severe examination
to pass. It makes a distinction between the certi-
ticates of masfers of the larger steamers, on the
greater inlanl waters, an(l the masters of smlall
steamers on the ninor waters.

Motion agreed to ; Bill read the second time, and
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Conimnittee.)
On section 1,
Mr. BURDIETT. I would cal the attention of

the Minister to a case of hardship which occurred
Mr. TUPP>ER.

on the Bay of Quinté, where the ovner of a barge
carrying a little over sixty tons was comîpelled to
have two certified ei(iieers. The barge was
siiiply usel for carrying stones fron one poiit of
the bay to the other ; it was only uîsed in the day
tinie ; tiere wI as no necessity for two engineers, and
it cost the owner a great deal. of money to have
two certified engineers on the sane barge at the
sane time. I think the Minister shoild have a
clause inserted in this Bill which would make its
p rovisions more elastic, so as to micet a case of this
kind, and which would permit a steamboat to have
only one engineer where a suflicient case is slown
to this effect.

Mr. EDGAR. What is the interpretation of
the Minister of the expression " inlan't anilmiicr "
waters. Take, for instanîce. the Gulf of Georgia
or James' Bay. The inland waters as lefined at
present imean the St. Lawrence to a line dh awn
across at Father Point.

Mr. TUPPER. lhe division made in the sec-
tion is that which lias aways obtained, and 1 felt
it right to stick closely to it, because tiere lias becn
no representation in favour of any other division.

Mr. CHARLTON. Would the Hudson Bay be
a minor water?

Mr. TUPPER. No ; it is part of the ocean.
Mr. EDOAR. The Guilf of Georgia and Jaies

Bay are inland waters, but I do not know where
they are defined as such--certainly not iii the
original Act, and they are not so definetd in this
Bill.

Mr. TUPPER. This Bill relates onuly to special
certificates for navigating inland waters and miinor
waters. Then there are certificates for sea-going
ships not confined to any particular waters, which
would embrace all waters, whether ins-ide of
Canada or not.

Mr. EDGAR. Under this Bill the Guilf of
Geoi-gia and the James' Day would be nuinor waters,
because they are inland waters.

Mr. TUPPER. Navigation iii the Gulf of
Georgia would require a sea-going certificate.

Mr. EDG AR. The Gulf of Georgia is in Canada,
between the Island of Vancouver and the iainland.
Then, what about the navigation of the Fraser
River up to Yale ?

Mr. TUPPER. That wouild be included in the
minor waters of Canada.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). As I understand the
Minister, lie confines the words "inland waters "
and " ininor waters " to fresh waters, and embraces
no part of the sea.

Mr. TUPPER. No part of the sea.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is not stated in
the Bill. By clause (h) he gives a definition of in-
land waters, which lie makes to enbrace the River
St. Lawrence, and in clause (i) he says that the ex-
pression "minor waters of Canada" ineans all in-
land waters other than those stated. He uses the
expression " inland waters " in two different senses
in these two clauses.

Mr. TUPPER. One is the statutory definition,
and in the other case the termn is used in a general
sense.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is not made clear
in the Bill. If the hon. gentleman means to con-
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