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along thei coast, and destring thei. or coiniiig
withinî the tree-ille limîîit. where there liave >een
nO vessels to protect ourf tiseries, alid taking cthe
fisl.so to speak, fromî their very bors. Now.we fiid
tliat the muaekerel tisherv lias decrcasel very con-
sideraly for sOmel teimlie, al tha t it. hias becen grg -
duîally decreasing Cvery year, except last vear. as
was shîown by the statist res qfuoted byv ti heion. Xlluns-
ter of Marine anid Fisherics. If I an correct in
takinig do >wn the lhon. geintleiman's igures- noted
them aslacclentdl happenled to leatlhemî couling
into the Hotuse-i 185 the catch of muackerel was
47-S.,>>)l birreis, anil in ISix), -0(>.t>1arrels. My
hion. frienld beside me orrects ie by saymg that
theC Catch as below tiexI M,<x) barrels: thLt s a
proof im itself tiat the mlakelrel fi:hery isdecreaumg.

Mr. TUPPER. In iPS9) the catch was106,
barrels. bojqt h Anerican ail ('anîa lian--!M),(K) bar-
rels Canalianî an I6, b1) barrels Aierican.

Mlr. KA U L BAC. lin 185 was it the collective
numîîîbers, Ainericain and Canadian catch

Mr. TUPPER. Yes : 478.flXbarrels.
Mr. KA ULHACI. Now, Mr. Chairmain. I feel

satisied that, in the interest of the fisheries Of our
Atlantic coast ai d the ulf of St. Lawreciie, where
the fish nost frequent, lis Act slouîld be placed
upon the Statute-books, it being a most prulent
piece of ilegislation. We have an examipile set us
by the Aiericans, who have founid that the use of
purse-seiies ihas alim)st depletel the fishery on
the New England coast. and the lCega to
aolish it is well worthy of being followed in the
interest of our Canadiai tisheriiei. With regard
to4 the penalty clause referred to by the mnember
for Queeis (Mr. D 1avie) I i.ay say that. I think it
is a savimg and preventive clause, andîi should remnain
as it is. If I ani correct iii judiging, it places·a
penalty of 54) niniumî anid an imaximîumîî penalty.
of S500, with the contiscatioi of the vessel Iand
equtipnents, subject >to such abateinent in extreilie
cases as the Minister iii his discretion inay con-
sider just anqI prudent. It is rathîur lifiiuùlt to
deflne the liiiit of.the three imiles, but I feel satisfied
that the object of thi Bihl is niot.simply to secure the
forfeittre of the vessel that isillegally fishing'itin
the three-r.iile liniit, bout it is imore particulrly to
abolish'the use of the deadly weaponu for the capture.
of thè fishu, the purse-seine, entirely. That isthe iain
object:of this BilL1 an toa certami degree speaking
against iiy owl interests in .supporting this
BiIl, asI was interested myself in -soné of the
vesseIs engaged in the p)urse-seining, .but frolinthe'
very motent tlat I found 'that legislation was'
beiig brought about by; the United. States to
abolish this diabolical systemi of capturing'fish I felt
satisfied that I .would forego my personal interests,
and I advised ny. neighbours .who.where joined in
artnership with m in the yessels to consent to a

law of this kind., This penalty clause is,·in.my
opinion, a saving clause, and it. ouîghtto bewithin
the discretion of: the Miuister of Marine and his
colleagues.in Coumeil to exercise such :disretion as
they - deen prudent, .regard to it. It 'would
perhaàps lead to a very great deal of dissatisfaction
if it. were leftto acourt, for they might discrimi-
nate in such away as to lead to agood deal of litiga-
tion, whereas .*this provision in the,Bill settles the
matter m suçh a manner that I think it wil be
satisfactory to the public. I o not know that- I
should comment on- this question further than to
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say that I helieve the 1ill will mtteet the approval of
the coast fishern geiierally, and I feel satisfied
it will be concurred iin by all others who hav e
studied the interest of thef fsbery inîdustry. The
tisherimen themselves will concur with me that it is
wise and prilent legislation.

ir. M IL L-S (othwell). I wish to call attention
or aew momentls to theoint Vi raised by my hon.

ffriend froi Queens (Mr. 1avies). The lion. Minis-
ter» of Marine and Fiseries unilertook to point out
to the House tlhat this legislation was nîecessary,
and licbegan 1>y saying that the statistics ini lis
departmnent show a large diminution in the icatch,
whicl iundicated that the imîackerel lisheries were
beingdepleted by the systemii of tishing that hîad
receitly prevailed. Now. if we ook at tUie statis-
tics that thei hon. gentleman presented, it is pretty
clear tiat thev do not estabolish the proposition
which lie annorînce.d, an i which le quotel to slip-
port. I coull not help osrvingtlat w-lien the hon.

l inister camiie to the statistics for the vears 1889
and I8i) lie failed to readi the statistics of the catch
in Canada alone, but lie reail it in conjunctioi with
the catch il the United States.

Mr. TUPPER. I gave both.
l-. MILLs (Bothwell). The hon. entlellan

gave both, wheMi lie could not lielp hisef. After
the hon. genitlemiiani sat djownt I asked himii what
the catch vas in Canada alone for these years, and
lie then gave it. I næist again expiess my regret
that the hon. Miniister, occumpymig the pos~itioin he
dloes in this House, in ulnertakinig to give informia-
tion to the House 0n a question of this sort, shoild
have recourse to suchi a proceeliig. It seems to
mlle mîost imliproper, because if the hon. Minister hiad
felt.that the statistics for these years would have
supported lhis pi-opositionu le would have given
theni ; but because they indicated an licrease in
theè catch they ere withheld, and quoteil in con-
jiiietioi. w.ith th'e catch ,of the'United Statés. It
has heen stated by the. Mini!ster; and lby my friend
from Guysborough (Mr. Fra-ser), tiat the~ purse-
seines Lad so injured the ·fisheries, I surpose by
catching more than oughît to be caughit in one
year
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. Mr. MILLS (Bothwell),-by destroying this par-
ticular fish but.how does.that dininish the catch
of the iuiackerelf. Of course, myiv knîowledge of the
1matter is altogether theoretical ; but, so far a-s I
·knowl'; the umigratory fish are sometinies found.away
fron certain waters fors years. and aftîérwards re-
appear. in great .nuinbers ;86 that it is due to-the
habits of the fishu rather than to the inde of catch-

ing then that the dininution in quantity 'in one
year as coinpared .with another is due.. ButI an
not going to questionuthe propriety of this measure.
I think it would have been more satisfactory:if a
committee had been asked for, information collected
and a report.ma-de to Parliament before legislation
was sought. Thei 'Parlianent would have been
proceeding intelligently. But at'present we have
only the information before'us which the Minister
has seen proper to:igive*. Now, it. i not to the
principle of the measure that my hon. friend fromn
Queen's objected ;;but he· objected1 to the mode in
which it was sought to enforce the law where there
was a violation of it I think, Sir,. thatl objection
was well taken ; and it will be a matter of surprise
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