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but I would ask whether he is as capable chef commissioner .Neichael had been
of forming a fair conclusion as was the in- sent to the Yukon and re-valued the vessel
dependent officer who was sent to investi- and enforeed the doubleliabiiity.
gate the facts? The chief inspector. Mr.
McMichael, a man of great experience and Mr. MONTAGUE. He is the only solicitor
high character, who, for many years. las that appears for these people.
been engaged in investigations of this kind, The M1NISTER 0FRAND
was mucli better qualified to form an i- FISHERIES. There was no soiitor ap-
partial judgment than the hion. enemnpartal udgentthanthelio. gntleman, peari ng at ail at the transfer of the vessel
who, from a hasty examination of the and its valuation. The hon, gentleman
papers, draws his conclusion. I hold in myiilli ind out that ininety-nine cases out of
band Mr. McMichiael's report. He does-- not:handMi' Mcidhal'sreprt. ie oesfl1 a hundred, a solicitor neyer appears at the
insinuate that there .was fraud. On the transfer of the vessel. There is only one
contrary he reports to the collector : • other point. The hon. member for Pictou

It appearing to me, in connection with this charges some fault in my department.
en1 ry. that tie steamer had been erroneouslvyWhat bas my departmcnt to do with it
appraised and allowed entry at an erroneaus This vessel was transferred in the mime of
valuatior by the collector of customs at Daw-areported to
son, I examined te ai steamer and made car the department that lie was personaly

Sinquiry and ivestigation.aware that t applicant was Britissb-
So far as his report goes. -lie reports- thatl
there was undervaluation only.iec a: aBrithdî subjecr. Nolxdy suggesied

Mr. MONTAGUE. The *lion. minister TO US that lie lad made a false aftida'ir. Ai
does not think there was any frauds. jwe lad was tle report of 31r. Davis that

T INISTER MAINE AN this an was ersoally kown to ii as
FTheRLENS I o flt.thUk RIt foleXND ft Britishi subjeet. Wliat evidene have theFISHERIES. . I do not thuk it followsej .,department beyondthat? The only cvi-at all. I am not able to judge. Ihv dence was a letter written on behaif of the

not the facts to enable me to judge. TheïaainDvlpen opn yBl
hon. gentleman draws a very liasty con-Cn a ep n ofpawson 'CBel-
clusion. and all I have to say is that thec I Couttolthel s 0f 1awsofCthe
oxi.cer who went there to investigate con-
eluded there wa. an erroneoulls valuation.iMarine Department of the board et trad4
and a double duty was charged and paid London, and forwarded by hlm to the.Soûrù-
into the treasury. tary of State wlo forwarded a eopy to myi dpa ruien .TI. iilç Statefl eft Ini tat

Mr. WALLACE. Wlhere did they pay the
double duty ? my department. is this

The MINISTER OF 3A ltNE ANI.!W th regard to the third bat, the 'John C.
FISHERIES. On the additional valuaitiont1arr. t.er4gsrer revea1s tho face that fils

Uui(e~ Sctioi S 1 re Ct6t(>lis U. à .-hch is also forcign blit, ivas entered1undffer section 8 of the CsosAct. 81.8o
anal ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~a Ui knat >1 mcr-iuain. .axs: the naine of one John Steinhoif,and14 the- penalty on uindervalua1tion $1.800. £ J.V~)r. ~1nr.r-n June 3, 181,19. The boat

so that the total they paid, over and abov e behmged to the North M-ierican Trans-
what they have previously paid. aaountedny, an by b of sale. bearing
to $3,600. The chief commissioner 31e- uvattî'one Ely Weare. a director of
Miehael made a proper reconmeudation or; ;rai. erred r) Steinhoff, "qua'
he did not. Taking into account hs experi- 'be appraised value o! the steamboat is $10.-
ence and the fact that lie went on the spot
and examined the vessel. I would prefer toi froniaeis s'zr cnsrcenealape
take the conclusion of Mr. McMichael rather 1 at least'$40,000. Our clients believe that the
than the hasty judgment formed by the tranMfr in this case is also a colourable one,
hon. gentleman from a hasty perusal of the and that the oaIonershipof the boat 4s
papers and from his imagining that some stillinthe Sorth American Company, or in
party, whom he hates. was there. who was Weare.

ot.I N a scintilla of evidenil to show on what

Mr. MONTAGUE. In the case of the
T koner, the charge was more than imagin-
a.ry.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. We are not discussing the
iukoier- case. The lion. gentleman Is not

able to form an opinion on this case from
the papers and facts, and so rushes off into
another case. Because this man Wade ap-
peared in the Yukoner. case, therefore, the
lion. gentleman argues le nust have ap-
peared 'in this case. He does appear. but
not tntil the following August, after the

they founded their belief. If it was a
colnurIal)le transaction. as their clients lie-
lieved. and if the affidavit made by Stein-
hoff that le was a British subject and en-
titled to receive transfer. was not lu sub-
stance true. thI law provides that Steln-
hoff might be proceeded against for per-
jury. Is the Department of Marine and
Fisherlies to do that ? It is news to me that
that is our duty. And there i nothing else
là it. Mark you lin reply to that statement
the Deputy Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries wrote to Messrs. Belcourt a nd Me-
Dougal
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