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fishermen ang American fishermen at

f Ortune Bay arose altogether out of the
:Ct that that the American fishermen
wi?: not bound to obey the local laws
em regard to fishing. I hope the Gov-
me:::ept will see that in whatever arrange-
on t IS come to, provision will be made
has bf point, because our experience
ﬂShermen In the past that American
and teen come in close to the shore
other g"h!lp and destroy the nets and
fisherm S l.ng appliances of our shore
also—aﬁrt]x’ and I may venture to suggest
comme dough 1t is not my duty to re-
that in lt‘h things to the Government—
men it | 3 Interest of the inshore fisher-
should S fsuable that the Government
against ':}’)a € regulations to protect them
e whe Interference of our own fish-
boate Ito‘ fish from schooners and large
a fishin ﬁ not an uncommon thing for
with thge Schooner to improperly interfere
shore £ nets and fishing gear of the

shermen, and it is the duty of

t
e Government to prevent it. I hope

t
he hon, gentleman who represents the

Gov in thj

oy reersr:ni):nt hlp this House will take some

Gonrest this matter and see that the

o o ;{1; ma!;e tpe necessary regula-

o, and if legislation is necessary that

hegllzlatlon shall take place.

the necceret DAt of that paragraph says

Piading Sary provision has been made
Protection of our inshore fisheries.

I sbi
L shink that up to the present time, that

is since the beginn:
. inn
Protection aﬂ‘og Ing of last year, the

: rded to our waters has

t::‘é fairly Satlsfaptory, and I hope that
ourri Olzterpment will continue to protect
— gs S1n the way that they have done.
aZe 3y, although it is repeating what
would h:ald before, that there probably
meric, Veﬁbeen less difficulty with the
dissatisfn fishermen last year, and less
peos] actlon amongst the American
the %ea if the Government had not, with
givie €st intentions, made the mistake of
ﬁshing Oufr nexgl;bgrs one season of free
to Whig(‘:h ] here is just one other point as
been g humbly suggest a mistake has
three i ade. T think that in some two or
rath Instances our officers have perhaps
was e‘t';:XCCEded their instructions. There
centl i¢ case which occurred very re-
of tl); : that of the schooner Scylla, *
with eh county of Lunenburg—a case
W21Ch my hon. friend on the left

(Mr. Kaulbach) is doubtless familiar,
in which the offence of the “Scylla”
was that she supplied provisions
to an American schooner in need of
them, at a distance of fourteen miles
from land. The “Scylla” was seized,
and only recently released. 1 think
that there was an excess of zeal on the
part of the officer to seize a vessel for an
proceeding of that kind. I fail to see how
it can be an offence under any law. On
the whole, however, the Government
have done their duty fairly well in con-
nection with this protective service, and
I am glad to notice that they have fitted
out additional cruisers this year, and
that the protective service will probably
be more complete than it has been.

We are told in the fifth paragraph that
we are to have a Department of Trade
and Commerce, under the supervision of
a responsible Minister. That is a pro-
position which I think does not deserve
the approval of this House. We have
too many departments. We have, I
think, thirteen departments. You may
go over the whole civilized world, and
you will hardly find a country, no mattgr
how populous or how large or how rich
it may be, where there are so many
departments to do the same work as we
have here. The only country that I
have been able to find where there are
more departments than there are
in Canada is Great Britain and
Ireland. In that country there
are sixteen ministers; and when
we take out of those sixteen the Lord
Lieutenant of Ireland, he Secretary for
the Colonies, the Secretary for India and
the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lan-
caster, there are practically less by one
or two than we have here. In Belgium,
where the revenue is nearly double as
large as ours, and where there is a popu-
lation considerably larger than ours, they
have only seven ministers. In the
Netherlands, where the population is
about the same as ours, and the revenue
once and a half as large, they have only
eight ministers. In Portugal, where the
revenue ard population are pretty much
the same as ours, they have only seven.
Coming to this continent, we find that
in Brazil, where the revenue and popula-
tion are double what ours are, they have
only seven ministers. In the United



