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JARED C. WESTON, a native of Nova Scotin, o fisherman by oeccupation, and

vesident of New Westminster for several years, was duly sworn.
By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Weil sir, have you any statement to makein regard tothe fisheries of this pro-

vince, or kindred matters?—A. I would rather if you would ask me questions, sir.

Q. Well, if you have any particular point
afterwards. )

Q. Very well.  What do you think of the effects of throwing large quantities of
offal in the river 2—A. I don’t think it interferes at all with the fish. .

Q. But with regard to health and from a sanitary standpoint 1—A. Well, ns regards
myself, I cannot complain about drinking water, but I know that lots of fishermen have
been in hospital as a result of drinking the water, and have had typhoid fever, &e.

Mr. Hicains.—Water from near the canneries 7—A. Oh; anywhere from the
mouth up. '

. By Mr. Wilmot : X
Q. Do you find much offal lodged about 7—A. Yes; I find lots, and get it in my

A. T would prefer speaking on that

nets. : -
Q. Where do you fish I—A. In the sockeye run, down at the mouth of the river,
Q. Do you natice tho offal in shallow water A, No.
Q. What eftect has i* upon your netst—A. I don’t know as it has any. Tt may
make them divty.

Q. Do nets in that cmdition prevent fish entering them I-—A. No; a man washes
his net often—in fact, every chance he gets.

- Q. Then, on the whole, it is not injurious to fish entering the river 1—A. No; I

don’t think so. i . ) ,

Q. Well, then, as to health-—what effect do you think the offal has?-—A. ‘T think it
injurious. ' o

Q. And some discases may, in your opinion, such as typhoid fever, be brought about

by-this-offal-beiig—thrown- into—the river 1—You-say -some-fishermen—havo-been sick?-

—A. Yes; several have been in hospital. -

Q. What are your views as regards the limitation of nets I —A. Asregards canners
and freezers I would like to see them get no more than one license each, nlso salters :
but fishermen who work their own boats, T believe every British subject should get a
license who requires one. : : )

Q. Then all bond fide fishermen, being British subjects, should get licenses1—A.
Yes, sir. : : oot -

Q. With regard to the close season, what are your views?-~A. Well, T think it

just as good as it is with the exception that if rules are made, I would like to see it
started at 12 o'clock on Saturday to Monday morning at 6. That would give cannersa ~

chance to clean up, and if they were getting too much fish, they could stop their boats.

Q. Then you are quite of the belief that Sunday should be kept wholly hoth in the
interests of wnorality and the intercsts of the fisheries 7—A. Yes. :

Q. If the close season is established at those hours, the canners would adapt them-
selves to the circumstances, would they 1—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What about an annual close time —you know in Nova Scotia there is an annual
close season #—A. T left home twenty years ago—there was not much talk of salmon
fishing there then. .

Q. But what is your view here as to ai annual close time?—A. Well, I should
think when the sglinon are ready to spawn, fishing should be stopped, say from the 25th

of August up to 25th September, or end of September.

Q. Would that give an annual close time sufficient for the protection of the fish 7
—A. Yes, sir. ! . : . : :
Q. What come in after the end of September #—A. Cohoes, and we are not allowed
to fish for spring salmon through the winter. .
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Marine and Fisheries,

Q. Are the sprix‘ug salmon in the rivee in the winter 1—
have known Siwashes to catel

Q. You have never taken any yourself 1A, N

A, Well, I think so. I
18t2el-heads along in J. anuary for their own use up river.
NO, sir.
Q. You think it advisable that some restriction should be placed on the excessive
fishing at the mouth of the river, do You not 1—A. No, sir, T don't.
" Q. But the bous congregate there very largely, don't they 7—A. Well, yes, they
are pretty thick, but if the boats are too thick to catch fish they go farther up the river.
Q. If the boats were lessened in number, would not move fish go up the river 1.
A. Well, I don’t know but it would be that way, - ‘
Q. Is the exact mouth of the river where nettin
there than tarther upl—A. Yes; I think it is,
all over the sands.  Canoe Pass is also a big fishin
to the edge of the Gulf, ’

Q. What number of meshes do yousay you fish?—A." Forty meshes. I have not had

the pleasuro of owning a net yet. I have applied for licenses i)ut never got them,

Q. How many years have you been here?—A. Six years—I have applied for
three years.

Q: What excuse did ihey give youl—A. Hecause I
could have had one in 1888, but I put it o

g is carried on, Very narrow-—more
Still, the salmon goin with the tides
g place and fishing goes on right out

never had one hefore. I
ff too long, and then the licenses ware limited.

By Mr. Higgins :

Q. Are you aware of any men getting licenses who were no
lots of them. I don’t call  Mr. Port or Mr. Vienna fishera

en no more than the
canners are. Also a man named Miller from Washington Territory-—he is a stranger
and should not get one. -

* Q. Do you know of any others 1—A. Well, T

have only heard of others,
Q. Any saloon-keepersi—A. I have heard of them. I heard that Brennan, of
the Cleveland Hotel, got one, . - . .

Q. Mr. McNab, can you tell us anything about this?

Mr. McNaB.—No one of the name of Brernan got a license Inst year.

t tishermen 1—-A. Yes; V

Q. Then I understand the proportion of licenses iss
and others would amount to 60 out cf 580 —that is what
Yes, sir; I'don’t see how Mr. Port.and My, Vienna get ten licenses. I don’t think Mr.
Port entitled, because the ten licenses are laid off when the fish como in heavy, and then

in the sockeye run after the spring salmon ars over, it will take but one or two boats
perhaps to keep his establishment going. ' )

By Mr. Higgins :
Q- What does he do with his fish1—.A. ¥
By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. But is he not a freezer 1—A. He has not frozen any fish to my kuowledge during
last year, and I have been working for Mr. Port for two springs, and to my knowledge he
don’t freeze any fish.

Q. Did you fish for him during the sockeye run 7—A. No, sir ;
for him, : .
Q. Did he freeze an; then1— ., No, sir. . Mr. Port paid 8 cente for fish and Mr.
Ewen was paying 20, so Mr. Port 5.]d his to Mr. Ewen. All the freezers are the same, -
Q. What is the difference between a spring salmon of -about twenty pounds and a
sockeye of frown seven to eight pounds weight— that is, the difference in value 1—A. Ob,it
would be considerable. A spring salmon is worth all the way from 50 cents to $1.25,
. They are often scarce. R
Q. What is their usual size7—A. From fifteen to thirty pounds,
about twenty pounds generally.

ted to persons like yourself
ou complain of, is it not 7—A,

¢ sclls them to the canners.

I would not work

on an average
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Q. And with your experience in fishing, what would you say is about the average
weight of the sockeye 1—A. Some are small, some large, I never weighed them.

Q. Were you fishing in 1889 1A, Yes, sir.

Q. In 18907 That was alarge year I think, was it not I—A. 1889 waso big year.

Q. What was 18907—A. A good season.

Q. What was the average of fish that season 7—A. T could not say—they were larger
than in a big run—I should think they were about eight pounds.

" . By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. You never weighed any 1—A. No, sir; I never did or saw one weighed.

Q. Do you know how many cans an eight-pound salmon would make? Four or five
cans -—A. 1 should think it would make four cans anyway. ' :

Q. And then if it made four or five cans the halance would be offal I—Yes, sir.

Q. Isall that thrown away 7—A. Yes, sir. .

Q. But as & matter of fact you don’t know how many cans a fish would make—you
don't really know 1—A. No, sir; as a watter of fact I don’t really know, I have heard
say they make that number.

Q. Is the ran of sockeye salmon later in the season than formerly1—A. Tdon't
know that it is. -

Q. Not later than three or four years ngo?-—A. No, I don't know that it is.

Q. How long did you fish this year —A. Fifteen or twenty days.—- ..

Q. How late in the season for the cannery I—A. To about the 15th or 20th of July.

Q. And how late the season before I—A. 2bth August, I think. I am not certain
exactly. Our cannery shut down earlier than most of the rest on account of the tins
Leing exhausted. .

Q. Well, now, what about the Indians getting licenses?—A. I think they should

. get licenses, too, if they pay for them and can furnish their own boats and nets the same
as white men, but not apply for a license and then get the cannerymen to pay for it.

Q. How are you going to avoid that 7—A. Let him show his licenss, the inspector
is on the river. ' . : .

Q. The boat you fished with, was it under a boat license belonging to Mr. Port 1—A.

gt - Not this summer. _ This summer I fished for a man named. Boutillier.
AN Q. Is Boutillier here1—A. No, I think not; his partner was here this afternoon.

By Mr. Higgins:

Q. About this typhoid fever, are yor uite sure it comes from the water -—A. Weli,
* I think it was from that—rv partner was sick and I considered it was from that.

Q. Did he diet—A. N sir. . - . .

Q. Where did he live, 1n town or on a scow1—A. Oh, he lived in good condition,
he was all right. I can tell you the fishermen on thisriver, if they can afford it, like to
live well, .

Q. Do many fishermen live in scows 1—A. Yes, sir; a good many.

Ry Mr. Armstrong :

. Q. Where do they bring the scows at night —A. Always in some place right close
to the edge of the water. . LT ’
Q. And if there is any impurity in the water he is sure to get it17—A. Yes, heis
sure to get it. L o
Q. And yet you live there, you think it a proper place for men to live?--A. Well,
we have nowhere else. -

* By Mr. Wilmot ; ,

Q. How did you fish your boat this yeart—A. On shares, I got 10 cents, divided
between myself and partner, or 5 cents each. ’ :

Q. Wi:ub was the market value of fish?—A. Well, I have heard it was 15 cents.

Q. When you got ouly 10 cents#—A. Yes. : \
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Q. What were salmon fetching that were sold to Mr. Boutillier by other people 1
—A. T don’t know, ‘ .

Q. Did you think you got the full value?—A, No, sir; I thought he was getting
"20 cents while I wag getting but ;0.

Q. Well, is this a regular practice for freezers and salters who get licenses and
hire men like you, to-then go and sell the fish to the canners and give you only a share }
~-A. Yes, sir.

Q. If you had a boat of your own what would you have gct1—A. Twenty cents.
A Q. Have you seen dead salmon floating down the river?—4A. I have seen a few in

ugust, ¢ . .

Q. These salinon, in,your opinion, would they be salnion that had been wounded
or weakened and had then died—do you think they had been injured before death 1-_A.
Well, T could 10t say. I think they had spawned, because they looked thin and narrow,
but then we don't stop to investigate dead fish. :

. Q- What about these white salmon.—the spring salmon are both white and red, are
they not1—A. We get a few and salt them for our own use if the market don’t take
them. They will take them if you will give them to them for nothing,

Q. Who does that1—A. My, Port and Mr. Vienna, ‘

Q. And so they take the red salmon and pay you for them, and the white salmon

v

they only take for nothing 1—A. Yes
By Mr. Higgins : : ,
Q. Do you not think the white salmon a good fish 7—A. Yes ; T prefer them to the

red
By Mr. Witmot :

Q. Are they caught more or less all summer A, Yes; all summer.

Q. And are they marketable 1—A. Not the white, _ ]

Q. Are there more of white than red 1—A; Yes; often they are more plentiful.
Q. And you give them away1—A. Yes; often to Siwashes and others,

= A. No;sir; T-would salt them before throwing them away, I would like to say that I
think, on account of canners having so many licenses, that we fishermen should Ke given
the preference on the river. Siwashes or white mon should have first chance, then
freezers, salters and canners, for as long as you issue twenty licenses to canners, when the
big run comes the canners can get fish enough with their own boats and then they do
not want the outside fishermen. )

Q. Then the canners become monopolists ?-—A. Yes; we are prevented from earn-
ing our living. . '

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. That is only during the big runs1—A. Yes ; but if selmon continue as they did
this year, it will be two or three years out of four. )

By Mr, Wilmot :

Q. But is this not opposed to the prevailing theory 1—A. Well,-we have had good
runs in consecutive years,

By Mr. Armstrong : -

Q. Would twenty boats besufficient to su ply the canners last year1.—A., Yes, sir;
the canner I fished for had twenty boats and three outside licenses, and then we had to
shut down because we got too many fish. We had to lay off thirty-six hours in the middle
of a week, that is thirty-six hours in the whole fishing season, - .

. Q What was the capacity of tho cannery you worked for?—A. I have no idea—
it wes Ladner's cannery. -
67
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By Mr. Higgins:
Q.'Do you think the canners should have any licenses}—A. Well, if there are
British subjects and resident fishermen enough to take up all, they sheuld have none, or

_ perhaps one each. They make lots of money, let them buy their fish.

By Myr. Wilmot :

Q. Then you consider they should depend upon the fishermen for their fish 1—A.
Yes, sir. ..
’ Q. Would you think it unfair to give the canners ten or fifteen licenses?  They would
depend upon the fishermen for the rest of their fish if thei' requirad hore.—A. Well, I
don’t object to the caumers if the fishermen get their licenses, but I want to sce the
fishermen get their licenses first. The workingraan on the river should get the first chance.
Very nearly all the fishermen who get licenses stay here all the year round and they

. spend their money here, while, on the other hand, I know some canners who don’t spend

a cent. They spend it away elsewhere, and according to the amount they make the
fishermen spend much more money in the country.

Q. But don’t the canners spend a large amount of money—don’t they pay wages to
the people employed inside the cannery 1—A. Yes; it is true they do, but you know very
well where the money that is paid to Chinamen goes—that does not do any good to the
country. Then many of them get their rupplies from outside, they don’t spend much
money here for them.

Q. What do you mean by *supplies”?—A. Well, the fishermen get all their food
and supplies from the canneries during the season, and the canners get most everything
from Victoria and even from San Francisco—these things are not got from resident
people here: , ’

Q. But do you not consider that the canners put capital—a good deal of money—
into the canneries1—A. Well, when a man makes $90,000 in one season and

By Mr. IHiggins : ,

- Q.. Arve you prepared to state-that on oath 1—A. Oh, no; I am not, but I know it
—it is pretty well known around here.

Mr.-ArysTRONG.—Oh;-but-we cannot take hearsay evidence

Mr. WiLnoT.—Well, sir, is there anything further you wish tosay 7—A. No, I think
not—we want to get licenses, that is the great trouble. - .

—

HARRY NELSON, a native of Norway, a fishermen, nine years in British
Columbia, and a resident of New Westminster, was duly sworn.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Well, sir, what have you to represent 1—A. I have made two applications for
licenses—this year and the year before last, but could not get any license.

Q. What was the reason given you for that 7—A. Because I had not had a license
before. - . . ) ;

Q. Whom did you fish fori—A. For Mr. Ewen last year, and the year before for
Mr. Harlock. ) - i :
Q. On whst terms —A. On shares this year.
Q. And you are not satisfied —A. No, sir; I am not.

Q. Why1—A. Because during the sockeye run others who heve licenses sell to the

canners and get all the benefit—they get 20 cents for their fish while I get but 4 cents
—-8 cents between me and my partner. Mr. Port sells his fish all to the canners.

Q. Did he not freeze them —A. No, sir. . . . o

Q. Then these licenses Mr. Port gets he only uses during the run of spring salmon,

A, Yes, sir.
€8 3

- and then in the sockeye run he sells to the canners and employs you at 8 cents & fishf—_
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b
Q. Then your views would be that the outside fishermen shouiid get the licenses 1—
A. T think that every fisherman who is upon the river for two years should get licenses.

I think they should be all taken from the canners and Mvr. Port and Mr. Vienna and
such others. o

By Mr. Armstrong : '

Q. But does not Mr. Vienna keep a fish market 1—A. Yes, but he can buy all his
fish from outside fishermen, ’ ;

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Well, now, what do you think as regards tics offal 1-— A, I think it very injurious
to the water. We have to (frink it and it is very unhealthy. It is all very well to say
many little fish eat it up, Yut I know tho heads and tails getinto the fishermen's nets—
I have caught lots of them, and the stuff stinks awfully-—a man cannot get within a
mile of it with any comfort. ' '

By Mr. Higgins :

Q. What do you do with it —A. Oh, T chuck it away again.
Q And where does it go 9--A, Oh, the tide takes it out,

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Then you do think it injurious to the health of the inhabitants 1— A. Yes, sir, I
do. Cuses of typhoid fey »r are plentiful down the river. C

Q. Are there any cases above I—A. I don’t know.

Mr. Hicains, —Well, but there is typhoid fever in Victoria and other places, in fact
everywhere.

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Where do you live? Do you live on a scow I—A. T live in a scow, yes,
Q. Where do you usually put it 7—A. Oh, at different places alo 4 the river.
Q.- Then-you-have the-benefit-of-alt-injury-in-the water #— A7 “Yes, ®ir

By Mr. Higgins ;

Q. Have you ever had typhoid fever 1—A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was it from drinking Fraser River water 1—A. No; T would not say it was
from that. :

By Mr. Wilmot :

" Q. Now, what do you think of the Sunday close time?—A. I.think the fishermen
should have all Saturc ay and Sunday—that leaves half a day to fix the aet in and
generally clean up, and leaves Sunday for a holiday. .

Q. Have you seen many dead fish floating down the river 1-~A. Yes; plenty of
them in the middle of August. . o

Q. Where do you think they would come from J—A. Mostly from the canneries—
chucked overboard—they get too many fish on hand and chuck them away ; then of

course, there are a few fish dropred from the nets.

. " By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Did you ever see fish thrown off a cannery wharf 1—A. Yes, onetime at Laidlaw's
cannery. Last year I saw a Chinaman chucking fish over from a scow. . -

Q. Were there many f-—A. Well, T saw about a hundred—I don't know how many
more there were before I came up. ' : S

By Mr. Wilmot :

. Q. What day of the week was that—A. On a Friday.
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By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Why did he th-ow them away#—A. Becaase they wanted fresh fish.

Q. What depth ret do you fish with?—A..T use sixty meshes. It depends on the
depth of water—thirty-five meshes at the mouth of the river-—some use fifty, but then
fish have plenty of show to goup. Most of the fishing is done in slack water, and the
tish have a good chance to go up in the strong water.

By Mr. Wilmot :
Q. Well, have you anything further to tell us!—A. No, T think not, sir.

THOMAS HOOD, a native of Newfoundland, a fisherman, and resident of New
Westminster for two years, was duly sworn, . .. '

. By Mr. Wilmet:

" Q. Well, sir, we will be pleased to hear wiat you have to say -—A. I have been
only two years on the river and_I have but little “experience in this fishery, though 1
have been u fisherman, -

Q. Have you had a license 2—A. No, sir. -
Q. Why not7—A. I was told all were taken up. I fished two years by contract
for a cannery, using their boat and net and license. Last year fish averaged 15 to 20

cents to those with their own licenses, but I could only get six and'a half. I havea

Y

home here and a family, and T came here to try and better myself as a ficherman ; hear- -

ing veports of this country I left Newfoundland to come here. I niight show you, gen-
tlemen, these references given me before leaving Newfoundlaind and which will perhaps
vouch somewhat for my character and standing. (Mr. Hood here handed in letters of
reference from Messrs: Munro and Bishop, of St. John’s, Newfoundland, dated 18th .

. February, 1890, and from G. W. R. Herlei of Bay Roberts, Newfoundland, and which

testified very highly to Mr. Hood's ability and standing as a fisherman and master
mariner.) After the Chairman’s perusal of the above letters aloud,
Mr. WiLvor.—Certainly, Mr. Hood, thoss veferences speak very highly of your

ability and-dexterity-botlr a5 a fiskermnn and mariier,— It “does seem  hard that sucha
» good tisherman should not have been able to get. a license. : :

<. .

By Mr. Higgins :

Q. Do you know of any who got licenseswhom you would consider were not entitled
toitT—A. No, sir, I am but two years here, but still I consider that a number of licen-
ses have 'been granted that should not have been. It is very hard and unjust that only
fifty licenses should go to whitemen who are fishermen out’of 580. It is right that the
cannerymen who have gone to great expense should get licenses, but they should not
have the control of everything. You can see how I stood last season, it is very plain—
I could not get a license myself and was forced to take just whatever the canners

liked to give. T have my own boat and net and have been raised a fisherman.

By Mr. Wilmot ; o )

- Did you catch many spring salmon’—A. No; I only fished for sockeyes.

. What number did you take in your boat{—A. 4,300.

. For which you got 6} cents?—A. Yes. ) .

What was about their average weight #—A. Six to eight pounds.

Did you fish the year before also?—A. Yds, sir.

Were the fish larger thenl—A. They were not as large as in '90,

Have you any idea how many cans the seven-pound fish will make I—A. I don't

LoO0LCO

know,

rs)

. What do you think of this offal that is thrown in the river in such quantities?
~—A. T don't think it does much harm—ths force of the water going down this river
takes it out quickly. - . »
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Q. Have you seen any in the bays and eloughs1—A. No; T fished at the mouth of
the river ; I have not seen the shores farther np. o
Q." Do you think there iz t0 much fishing at the mouth of the river?-—A. Oh, T

+ don't think so, sir. There is plenty of room away over to Point Roberts, and plenty of

room for the fish to come in.

Q. But if less hoats were fishing there more fish would coine up, would they not 7
—A. Ob, no; I don’t think any injury is done.

Q. What do you think of the Sunday close time?--A. Well, I don’t fish on
Sundays ; but upon that point I would not like to lay down the law for others, -
* Q. But do you not think Sunday should be kept1—A. Yes, T think so. For the
two years I have fished on the river T have not fished on Sundays, and I always found
I got as many fish on Monday morning as the others who fished on Sunday night. I
have done the same on the Grand Banks, and have had a schooner alongside me that
fished on Sunday, while we did not ; but it is a fact that we invariably got just as many
tish in the long run as she did.

Q. Then you consider that there is a special Providence that favours the good fish-

erman?—A. Well, it certainly looks something like that. (Laughter.)
By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. If the men commenced tishing at 6 o'clock on Monday morning, how soon could
the canneries commence work I—A. About noon, I think; if there were plenty of fish
running.

-7~ By Mr. Wilmot ;

Q. You think it is not necessary to have six hours in advance to prepare to fish—
that is, they could just as well commence fishing at 12 o'clock Sunday night nsat 6 -

_ o'clock Sunday evening —A. Yes, T think so.

By Mr. Higgins:

Q. You could not induce them to give you more than 6} cents for your fish —

Al NO, sir,

By—Mr:~ Wilmot-; , .
Q. Do you pursue any other calling than tishing —A. T work wherever T can get

work, and whenever T #hn get it with pick and shovel, anything in fact.
Q. Have you anything further to lay before us?—A. No, sir.

WILLIAM DINNEAR, a native of Australia, a fisherman by occupation, and
resident of New Westminster since 1882, was duly sworn.

Mr. WiLsor.—Well, sir, proceed.—~A. Well, I wish to say that I have been fishing
on ths Fraser River for four years, and have applied for licenses but have never
received one. - - .

Q. Why did you nat get them —A. T was notitied by letter in 1889 that the

~ whole number was issued, and if more were given out I would be notified.

By Mr. Higgins: o o ' L
Q. “Were you ever notified I—A. No, siv; I never was. I did not apply last year
because T thought I would be notified ; but T have never received any information on
the subject. This is the letter I got from Mr. Mowat, saying that I would be notified.
(Handed in letter, which was returned by the chairman after reading.) -
By Mr. Witmot : - o - . ,
Q. Have others who came in -the country since you' did get licenses, and who

applied after you or after the date of this letter 7—A. Yes, sir.

11
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Q. Were they residents of the place or were they from‘qther localities t—A. Well, -
I think one or two in particular were foreigners, but I believe they afterwards took out
their papers ; I think they were Ttalians—at least one was. .

Q. What was the other 7—A. I am not sure what he wes.

Q. You think they took out papers—naturalization papers t—A. 1 think so.

Q. Whom did you fish for-—A. I was fishing on shares. Last season I fished
another man’s license ; he was blind and he asked me to take his license and fish it, and
he gave me an order for his license on Mr., Vienna, : - ‘

Q. What did you give himi{—A. 1 gave him 1 cent a fisk up to 2,000, and 1}
cents for all over that number. - : . :

Q. Then you sold your fish for whatever you could to the canneries—what did you
get —A. Ten cents, o : - .

Q. Then youre sized 8} ard 9 cents?—A. I divided fair with my partner after taking
the cont.and cent and a half out. : oo

Q. Could you have sold at higher prices if you had had a license?—A. I could
have, yes. . . . )

Q? Then why did you not sell these at the higher price —A. Well, because I made
an agreement with the blind man to give them. to a certain caunery and they only gave
10 cents per fish, . . .

Q. Did this blind man pay for the license hiinself or was the money advanced by
the cannery ?—A. I think the money was advanced to him.

Q. How many fish did you catch 7—A. About 3,000. .

Q. What was about their averaged size and weight —A. I should say six and &

. half pounds—some perhaps went seven pounds.

Q. What do you think of offal being thrown into the river —do you think it injurious?

* —A. I think it is injurious to fish at times when the water becomes slimy and dirty.

Q. What do you think of it from a sanitary stand-point —A. I don’t think it
healthy— I think it causes a good deal of sickness. . .

Q. What sort of sickness do you think has prevailed?—A. It causes fever_ -
typhoid, I think. I have known éf a few cases, not many.” Then weall have to boil the
water before drinking it, unless we are out in our boats and cannot help ourselves,

Q. Do you live in a scow or on shore--A. On shore, i .

Q. An(i do you see offal lodging in the bays and sloughs?—A, Very often. - -,

Q. And is the smell disagreeable I--A., Yes, very often. : oo

Q. What do you think of the Sunday close time?—A. § think it very good-—it’
gives a rest to all and lets the fish go up. - ) - ,

Q. What do you say about the limitation of licenses 1—A. Well, T think if there is
any limit to licenses, fishermen should have the preference and should have one license
each. L

Q. The Indian also —A. Yes, I think so. :

Q. And -would you o' ‘ect to canners having a fair proportion of the licenses1— A,

. I object to them having a monopoly, but I think they should have a fair praportion.

By Mr. Armstrong :

. Q. In your opinion, what constitutes :. fisherman 1-—A. Ob, a man who can make
or_mend his net and who fishes.

By Mr. Wilmot ; ,

Q. A man who bought his net would be'a fisherman too, would he not1—A. Well,
I mean a man who understands how to fish—I don't think a man who simply buys a
net would be a fisherman. . . S -

C By Mr. Armsirong :

Q. But supposing he bought his net and fished for years, would he not be a fisher- -
mant—A, I don’t think so unless he could mend or- make his nets, R :

Q. How mapy fishermen are there who can mend their own nets1—A.. 'Ob, perhaps
~ & hundred. ’ . . ‘ : :

72




* Marine and Fisheries

Q. You don't know thkt, do you?—A. Well, T would not take an oath to it, but I
think it would be about the number. . '

‘ By Mr. Wilmot :

. Q. But there are many men perhaps who have followed tishing all their lives and
yet cannot muke a boat or mend a net—now, don’t you consider them as fishermen 1—
A. T think all these things should be taken into account. .

Q. How many years is it since you came herel—A. T came here in 1882,
Q. Were you a fisherman in Australial—A. No, sir.
Q. But you are now —A. Yes, sir. - - ‘
Q. Then when you first came here you would not have been entitled to a license as
a fisherman —A. No. . : . -
Q. Then you see there was a time when you were not a fisherman, though, perhaps,
- fishing on the river, however, I see what you mean—you mean by a fisherman not only
a man who fishes, but also thoroughly understands all the practical details of the bysiness 1
—A. Yes, sir, that is it;
Q. Well, now, have you anything further to tell us 1—A. No, sir.

N

{ N2 '
WILLIAM EDWARD D#\'IN E, a native of England, a fisherman, and resident
of the Pacific coast hetween the Columbia, Sacramento and_Fraser Rivers, since 1862,
o~ ] .

was duly sworn, . A, .
N CON e

By Mr. Wibnot : ..~

Q. We shall he pleased to hear what you have to say on the question of the fish-
eries, Mr. Devine I—A. Well, I merely came here to assist my brother-fishermen, as I
think we have a good chance now to speak before you gentlemen. I think it has been
- A piece of injustice from the first go off, that poor men who make their living.on the river
" cannot get licenses, and I know old fishermen who are here now, have applied several
times, but could not get any license. . )
. —. Q. Have youhai  license -~A._ For. the_last three years-I-have - had, sir. - You —-——
see, sometimes we go north--we go up to Skeena and Rivers Inlet and the Naas, and
we happen up country r.ad take chances. We say, if the Fraser is bad, we will go to the -
Skeena or Naas, and we think they will be guod, and when we come back again our
license here is gone—we would ,,be off the list and nio license "would be granted, and
other men come in and get licenses. = Of cgnrse, the more goes in the better for the
country ; but those men who pass their time in physical labour and depend entirely
upon fishing for their living, should get a license. o ’ -
Q. When did you fish on the Skeena last 1—A,-T never fished on the Skeena. I
zid some of us do. I went to Rivers Inlet, but-lately have stuck to here so as to save
my license, : ’ T e . .
Q. You have fisked on the Columbia and Sacramento 1—A. Yes; I .ave fished in
all of them ; Gut for the last ten or twelve years I have remained here.. o
Q. What number of fish do you take 1 ~A. The year before last I took 10,000,
Q. Youmust be a good fisherinen-—A. Well, no. I was right at the door or
mouth of the river, and I fished away out beyond the lighthouse, and these fish are
better than those up river. . : TN -

Q. How long do you think they are e/(gxing from the mouth of the river to, say, up -
here 1—A. Well, T cannot say ; but on the Sacramento we have marked the chinook and
known them to be five weeks making thirty miles. We put our initials on the skin to
see how fast they would travel. )

Q. Was that in tidal water -—A. Yes ; all tidal water. - -
- -Q. How wide was the river where this was done t—A. Well, about six or seven
miles, When the fish ure coming into the river you can stand in a boat and see them
waiting around before they go up. I don’t think that fish go suddenly out of salt water
into fresh.  Of course they come in to spawn. If I have two nets, I always put in the

3
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two. . On a cold day never put in your net in shallow water, but on a warm day go on
the sand.  The deeper the water the warmer it is. In warm weather you will always

see fish play well on the sands, and T have had them alongside my boat for an hour ata

time.

Q You say you have caught 10,000 in one season 2—A. Yes; but others got more
than me. T was sick just from drinking the water of the Fraser River. Some men
turn in 1,000 fish jn one night, ) -

" Q. To whom do you sell 7—A. The Gurry Point cannery,

Q. What did you get for your fish 7— A. Ten cents eacf:'; if any more was given,
we would get more. . :

Q. Should fishermen who get licenses be British subjects 7—A. Yes; to a limited
extent. . .-

Q. What do you mean by that I—A. Well, T would give the licenses to men who
are raally fishermen and make their living by fishing. .

Q. Well, suppose all were really fishermen —A. Obh, well, you can overfish a river,
but the Fraser is not, and T think the hatchery has been of great benefit. Common
sense tells any one that, when for the last three years we have had great runs,

Q. Then you are satistied that overfishing ‘will bring about depletion?—A. Yes,
certainly. Sawdust and cther matters will also hurt the fish. I was in Oregon when
they made the first laws for tishing, and T know they thought all ‘such matters were
very hurtful. ] - :

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. What about the Indians 1—A. Well, they are certainly fishermen and should

get licenses the same as any one else.

no, sir, -
and the rest to the whites.

Q. Why restrict them to one-third 1-—A. Because we have made the coimtry what;
it is—we taught the Indians how to fish—that is, to fish with any degree of success for

commercial purpdses—they were fishing with spears and grip-nets, and all sorts of odd- .

fashioned arrangements when first T came to the country, and all their knowledge of
first-class work they have gained fron: us. L

Q. Suppose 200 Indians applied, would you give them all licenses —A. Well,
Q. Well, then, how many should be given— A. About oné-third to the Indians

Q. How many licenises then would you give the canners .- A. T am not in a posi-
tion to say, but I would allow a fair number, @ ’

Q. Would you say twenty or twenty-fivel—A. Oh, gentlemen, I would say; use
your own judgment. ’ o

Q. But we want to hear what you think in the matter 1—A. Well, in the first
pluce-I would give actual fishermen the preference—then the older fishermen should
have the prefererce—we built the country up and taught the others how to catch fish ;
they should have the preference among the fishermen.

- By Mr. Wilmot ;. Do : ‘

Q. Would it make the boats too numerous to give each of the fishermen a license 1
~A. I think, sir, that it would not be overdoing the thing if each fishernnan who is a
fisherman should get a license, and then give to the freezers and canners, for certainly
they are a benefit to the country and we would not be getting what we are if they were
not here. No bartering of licenses should be allowed., v

Q. In regard to the offal, what do you know of its effects—A. I am positive it is
injurious in a sanitary way. We have to drink that water, and in the dark when we
take up a dip, we dip up guts of fish, and that is a nice drink I can tell you.
(Laughter.) I have taken many a swallow of it to my sorrow. It is all very well for
people to say the current takes the offal all out to sea, but_when you come to take in
your nets and find fish-guts and muck of all kinds, and then when you come to wash your
net I can tell you it is not quite eau de cologne. (Laughter.) S ~

Q Then you know that the entrails, &c., do get into your net!—A. I am
positive, because every fisherman *:ows that we are always picking out muck of all
sorts, then we have to boil our wazer before we can useit. - ,

4
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- By Mr. Armstrong :
Q. Where do you live 9—A. Down at Steveston, when fishing.

By Mr, Wilmot :

Q. But do you think that what is dangerous to man is dangerous to fish 1—A. Well,
we have an example right over in Vancouver. There used to bo great number of
herring there, but since an oil refinery was established there and they were allowed to
run their offal into-the water the herring have disappeared-—therefore, I think it hurts

“the herring. It is believed that the offal must do harm. In regard to trout, I think it
is very injurious to salmon, because the trout follows the salmon and often feeds upon
their eggs and then there is no better bite for a trout than  salmon head. The Indians
in many places get a little pole and put on a hook, and they will beat any London fish.
erman that ever threw a fly, : : '

they do not, and I think that is not a correct theory. .

Q. Then you think the depositing of offal is both injurious to man and to the fish?
~A. I am positive it is injurious to the human family, and am almost sure it is to fish,
and if I was betting I would bet ten to one it was, though of course it would increase
the expenses of the cannerymen to have to look after it, and I would not like to add to
themn-—they have enough to contend with already, but T think the Government should
take up the matter and prevent it from going into the river, for no one wants to drink
salmon guts, or if they do T am not one of them. - .

-~ Q You say you got 10,000 fish—if you had not been at the “door”. and had been

~ kept in the “rcom” as it were, more fish would have come in, would they not 1—A,
Well, I don’t know. The fishermen would be too close and it would be a cause of much
contention ang trouble. It is bad enough now-—sometimes you might as well have your
net in your bed-room. (Laughter.) - ’ C

restrictions should be placed on fishing at the mouth of the river 1—A. Oh, no; I think
it does not stop fish from coming in. . We are distributed away” off —some three miles.

<i' a good plan—it gives the cannerymen a chance, also the fishermen and the fish.

* enough fish for Monday #—A. Well, but who is to-tell when the fishermen will ut out
under that arrangement, but now when all put out when the flag drops at 6 o'clock, it
is quite fair. : : ‘ . o

... Q. What do you think of the annual close season 1—A. I think we should fish all

- the year round. - Each kind of fish has a certain time of coming in and fish are always
going up. There is one thing I would wish to speak about—the reason we want the
licenses is this. Now there are cunneries on this river the owners of which say “we can
do without you,” “we don’t want independent fishermen,” and if the canners are allowed
to have all the licenses they want it will ruin us and we will have to pack up and go to
"Alaska or elsewhere, and if the canners can get Japanese or Chinaiaen to fish for them,
why it takes the bread right cut of ouf mouths, T

By Mr. Armstrong; v : , . .
, Q. Chinamen don’t fish but Japs do—are there many of them employed 1—A. Yes;
English employs nothing else, I think, now, s . .
© Q. What are they paid, do you know 1-—A. About four cents a fish. S
Q. Do they work in the cannery as well$—A. No, sir, they only fish. They put
~ four men in & boat and pay them 4icents a fish; it is starvation wages even for them,
but they will stick to it like glue. The little J aps are most persevering fellows.

By Mr, Hijgim :

the majority of us white men go out, though many contend that as many fish are canght.
up the river as down at the mouth. - : _ .

b

Q. Do you think salmon themselves eat their own eggs 1—A. T am almost positive

Q. Then would you think it advisable, in the interest of the fisherifién, that certain .

—Q1If_the_fishing—commenced-at-12- o'clock Sunday-night, would you nnt- have -

Q. Waat do you think of the close season 1—A. T think the way things have béen A

Q. Are there many fishermen go out to fish at the mouth of the river I—A. Yes 5
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Q. How many meshes deep is your net - A. Sometimes thirty to forty meshes for
sockeyes, for spring and cohoes we use deeper.

Q. The fish swim deeper-—-A. Yes; they swim deeper.

Q. Do you think you keep many fish out by putting your nets at the mouth of the
river, do you frighten them off7—A.” No, sir; the fish have every opportunity to get up.

Q. Do you think that fish finding net after net in their way would go away 1—A.
Well, no; anyway that is not what they find at the mouth of the Fraser, there is plenty
of room for themn to pass up. Some years rgo a hoat coming from China struck a lot of
fish 300 miles away which it was supposed had been stopped going intv the Columbin
River, but there the nets are ever so much thicker, you could walk from cork-line to
cork-line. '

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. This you say is at the mouth of the Columbia 7—-A. Yes, sir; others here could
tell you the snme and it is quite likely they would stop the fish to a very great extent. .
It is often supposed that the fish after trying vainly to get in, get disgusted and go away,
and are thus deflected from their proper river. . . .

Q. Yes; it must have a bad effect in that way. Well, have you anything further
to say 7--A. No, sir; T don’t think T have anything further.

THOMAS SHEAVES, a native of Newfoundland, a fisherman, and resident of
New. Westminster for five years, was duly swori.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Well, sir, have you any statement to present to us?—A. T have heen tishing for
three years on this river ; aboit eight months in each year.
: Q. Had you a license -—A. No, sir. ’
Q. Why?—A. Well, older fishermen were given the first chance.
Q. And you fished for other people1—A. Yes.
Q. Onshares?—A. Yes; in the spring of the year,
Q. What other way did you fish 1—A. Well, I'bought my own net and fished on
shares for the license. i
Q. What was the license fee I—A. 25,
Q. You have been fishing for the canneries?—A. Yes, last year. I made an agree-
-~ ment;- but- I had my own boat. ) : ST T
Q. The person you fished with had got a boat from the cannerynien 7—A. No; he
got a license direct from the office. '
Q. You want to get a license yourself .—A. Yes, sir.
. Q. Well, would you not want sume one to help you ?—Yes, sir,
Q. Should there be a limitation on the number of licenses issued on the river 1—A.
No. s ’

By Mr. Armstrong: »

Q. If every fisherman had a license, would it not be nr:C(’ssary‘ for them to hire a
man to help them 1—A. Yes; bit not necessary that that help should bi « fisherman—
any one can pull a boat. '

By Mr. Wilmot : £ T et
Q. What about the licenses for the canneries?—A. I think they should be limited.

- Q. Could you say what number would be necessary for an ordinary cannery 7—A, 1
could not say. ’ ‘

Q. Well, what do you think about the disposal of this offal in the river, do you

felt no injury. I do not think it injurious either to fish or man.
Q. Does it get in your net1— A. A very little.
’ ‘ 76

-.- think it injurious 3-—A." Well;- T have been drinking-water here for eight yearsand have
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Q. Where do.you fish1—A. Near the mouth of the river.

Q. How about the Sunday close time—do you think that correct I—A. Tt suits me
all right, and I think it correct as at present,

Q. Your principal complaint is, then, that you cannot get a license, though you
applied for one %A, Yes, sir; I think T should get one. Ihave nothing further to say.

JOHN STEVENS, a native of Greeco, though now a British subject, u fisherman,
and resident of New Westminster since 1882, was duly sworn.

"By Mr. Wiimot :

Q. Well, sir, what is your special complaint 7—A. I have had a license for six yeara
past, but 1 want to see justice for the fishermen. The last three years the canneries
have hnd control and fishermen have had no rights at all.

Q. How do you make that out?—A. Because few fishermen are enabled to dispose
of fish, because the canners get all.they want with their own licenses, and I think the
canners should get a less number of licenses and the fishermen more. :

Q. Well, but how does that affect you if you have a license 1—A. Well, my friends
have applied for licenses and could not get any, and I think they should be able to get
them. The markets, freezers and salters have too many licenses and don’t use them
themselves. If I get a license I use my own boat and liconse, but these people nre
different, they let out their liceise and buy fish at just what tigures they like. Mr.
Port gave 3 cents a fish and then sold them to Mr. Ewen—he didn’t freeze any fish at
all. : - : ,

Q. Have you any ideas as to the effects of the offal 1—A. I think it has a bad eflect
upon the health of people. I don’t think.there is a man upon the river who drinks
water that does not think it injurious. i

Q. Do you think it is injurious to the passage of fish 1 —A. Well, 1 think in salt
water it stops them from coming in, for if you-throw a dead herring where herring are
. tho herring will go away. . 4

v, By Mr. Higyins: o

Q. What is the difference betweei fish that are dead or have died in great numbers

- and the offal that is thrown in, both are equally bad, are they not 1—A. Well, the only
thing I know is that the water is bad—my wife had typhoid fever last year.

wiieev ~.Q. . Had you = doctor attending here 1—A. Yes; I had afterwards a. doctor from ... ..

Vancouver—you see at first there was no doctor near and it was four or five days before

I got one from Vancouver. ]
Q. Did he give any opinion as to the cause of the fever —A. Yes; he said drink-

ing the water was the cause of it. )

By Mr. drmstrong :
Q. Where do you live 1—A. T live on a scow.

By Mr. Wilmot: : L
_Q. Do many fishermen live on scows-—A. Ye. ; :most of them live on scows on the
river. There are about fifteen or twenty scows near Ladner’s Landing—here there are

" twelve or fifteen. . ) N . o
—#—= ;- Do you not think that way of living isinjurious to health 1—A. I don't think so.

Mr. ArustroNe.—Well, I wonder you are not all dead—living in that way and
‘drinking that water !

By Mr. Wilmot : ] ‘ ‘
Q. What do you think of the close season—the Sunday close time when fishing is
prohibited 2—A. I think ‘it all right. I would rather commence’on Menday morning
than un Sunday-night. i _—
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Q. But you sce the canners say they want fish for Monday morning?--A. Yes; of
course, that is the reason.

Q. Do you ever get offal in your net?—A. Yes ; I have got heads and guts and
tails in my net when fishing at Canoe Pass, but not when fishing in the main river. I
have got sixty or a hundred heads in one net many times.

Q. Have you seen any dead fish floating_down the river1—A. Well, it is very
seldom—you see them sometimes, - X

Q. Have you seen sockeye red going out of the river I—A. Yes, sir.

Q

Q

S
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. In what season was that 1—A. In September.,
- Have they done spawning then 1-—A. I have
badies at that time. .

Q. ‘Did they look as if they were hurt 1—A. No

Q. What about the white salmon,
quite & lot in the month of August.

Q. What is done with them 7—A. Most fishermen salt them down or sell them to
the Indians—we cannot do much of anything with them.

By Mr. Higgins:

Q. Are they not a better fish than the sockeye 1—A. Yes; they are, but we can
get no market to speak of for them. . :

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Are any being caught now I—A. No, not now ;
spring. . . :

Q. When do you catch them 1— A, Generally in August.

Q. Yes; well, I think, sir, we have goneover most of the questions on our list—
have you anything further to say to us I—A., No, sir, nothing further, ‘

The Commission adjourned at 10,30 p-m., to meet on Monday, 22nd February, 1892,
at 10 a.m,

caught them with spawn in their

; just red. ”
have yon caught them?l—A. I have caught

they are not caught in the

New Westminsrer, B.C., 22nd Februnrj’, 1892,
Third Day's Session,

The Commission assembled in the Court-house at 10 am.

left for Victoria the day previous) and Mr. C. F. Winter, secretary.

The Chairman called the Commission to order, and invited any person present
desirous of giving evidence to come forward ; whereupon .

DAVID MELVILLE, a native of Scotland, u
Westminster for three years, was duly sworn,

’ By Mr, Wiimot :

Q. Have you anything to lay before the Commission or would you prefer that we
should ask you questions 1—A. \6ell, gentlemen, what T wanted to say was_that T have
been three or four years in the country and have tried three or four times to get a
license but have never got one. ' ‘

" Q. What was the reason given you —A. I was told I could not get one, the licenses
were all given out, and that I was a new-comer. . ] »

Q. Do you know of any persons who have got licenses since you came to the

countri\]r T—A. Yes, I know of parties who got licenses gince I was refused and who came
in at the same time I did.

fisherman and resident of New

.

Q. What are the names 1--A.  George Harkness is one—(after a pause) I know of

_noothers,

8
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Q. He came into the country after you, did he?—A. No, at the same time, but he
did not apply for a license until after I was refused.

Q. What year was that 7—A. In 90, 1 applied in ’89 and in '90, and in '91, and
he got a license after I made application, -

Q. Well, sir, what further have yoii to say 7—A. There are lots of nen about the

- canneries who have licenses but don’t fish them —they work in the canneries.

Q. Who fishes under their licenses —A. They hire them out, and are paid 12 cents,

and they pay 8 vents to the persons hiring them —that is for the fish they catch.

Q. Are you satistied that » man who has a license and fishes it himself would got
20 cents for his fishT1—A. Yes, he would.

Q. Or would two men fishing on shares—would they get 20 cents 1—A. Yes, last
year I got 20 cents. We got 20 in some places, at some places 15, and some places 124
lv«'e got 20 cents from Ewen & Co., and 12} from the syndicate, but 1 had to buy my

icense,

Q. What do you give for a license 1—A. $20.

Q. Then you were actually as well off asif you had a license of your own 1—A. Yes, -

last year, but not thé year before.

Q. Do you think it beneficial to fishermen and the canneries that licenses should be
bartered and sold 1-—A. No, I think that the men who get the licenses should do the
actual fishing, and be nctual fishermen.- - T e

Q. Have you any other special complaint?-~A. Yes, about the freezers, who get
licenses but don’t use them. : <

Q. What d» they do with them 1--A. They sell them to the canneries. Mr. Port
had ten and he sold them to the canneries—he didn't fish them himself— he paid 3 cents
while he was getting 12 cents for the fish. -

Q. Did Mr. Port do any freezing last year 1—A. Port is no freezer.

Q. What is his business, then —A. He'ships some fish fresh in the spring, and sells
to the canners in the summer. . . :

Q. Does this matter you refer to about not freezing fish refer to last year 1-— A, He
froze tish the year Yefore last, but he threw them away.

Q. Why did he do that I—A, They were not properly frozen.

Q. How many were thrown away I—A. Some 500 or 600.

Q. Were they all, tov, fish that had been caught that seasun1—A. Yes, they were -

sockeye salmon. ) :

Q. With your knowledge of the freezing business, how many boats with ordinary
fishermen do you think it would take to supply that freezer!—A. The way they use
_themi two boats would be t=0 many, one boat would beenough. .~~~ "

Q. To supply a freezer of the magnitude of Mr. Port's 1-—A. Well, a boat will catch
say 500 salmon.

‘Q. But the freezer’s capacity might be 5,0001—A.  Yed, but he has no freezer at all.

Q. Have you any other. special remarks to makel—A. Well, there are some
Japanese who have got licenses. - '

Q. In what year?—A. In’'89, I think. )

Q. Any since I-—A. No, not to my knowledge. k

Q. Was this after you applied for license 1=-A. No, they got them the same year.

Q. Do you know these Jupanese—had they worked in a cannery for a long time —
A. Tdon't know. : ) )

Q. Then it is & custom is it, which prevails considerably that peoplo get licenses
from the Government officer, but do not use them and sell them to others for profit 1—
A. Yes, sir. . Lo

Q. And some are not fishermen at all#—A. Not at all. _ .

Q. Now, as regards the offul, what do you think of its effects from going into the
river 7—A. I thiuk it has a bad effect on other rivers. l

Q. Do you know that the offal all goes into the river 1—A. Yes, it all goes into the
viver, . ...

8 2 oot i ot s i

Q. \Vhakt,;;féc‘:tm;io ;ou think 't.hat has as regards fish I—A. I think it must have
a bad effect on the fish. : : .
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Q. And what effect hasit on the Yiinan family 1—A. It must be as bad for man as
for the fish. ' !

Q. Do you know of any cases of sickness resulting from drinking the river water - —
A. Yes, T do know of some. '

Q. What disease did the parties have, do you know 7—A. Yes; typhoid faver,

* Q. The persons having this fever—were they immediate residents?—A. Yes, they

were fishing at the mouth of the river. o

Q. Were there more than one case 1—A. I know of one—he is a partner of mine.

Q. Did he recover?—A. Yes. )

Q. Do you know of any others I—A. No, I have heard of others, but T don’t know.

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. How do you know that drinking the water was the cause l—A. Well, it got the
blame of it anyway. ’ :

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Is there an impression anongst the fishermen that the water causes : ickness —
A. Yes, that is the impression, :

Q. Do you know of this offal being used in any way upon the suil- -as manure or
gunno l—A. Tt is used for oil down the river.

Q. How far down the river 1—A. Absut nine miles down.

Q. How do they get the offal—A. It is taken there in scows.

Q. Is it an expensive method, do you think 7—A. No; I think not. The scow is
shoved under the cannery, the offal falls in and then the steamer takes it away.

. Q. Is this done largely or generally, do you know 1—A. Well, an addition to the
factory was made last year, and they are going to build another. '
" Q. Then the business is improving 1—A. Yes.

Q. Would that factory consume all the offal 7—A. It would take but two canneries
to supply the present factory now. »

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Two to supply it all the time1—. . Well, T don’t know that it would—two
would supply it in the sockeye run. :

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. How many scows were there employed in taking the offal from the canneries to

+

" By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. How many barrels of oil were made last summer, can you tell us 1—A. No; I
don’t know that. - ' - 3
Q. Do you know what disposition they made of the offal from the oil factory 1—A.
No; I don’t know. I never saw them throw it in the river.
By Mr. Wilmot: - ’
Q. Do you ever use it on the land %--A. No. .
Q. How many men are there engaged in this oil factory 1—A. Three. .
Q. And how many men are there engaged on the scows —A. There are two men
on the steam-hoat ; they will anage the scows too.
Q. Are these scows and steam-boats kept occupied all day doing this work 1—A. )
Noj; just a short time each day.
Q. What distance was the farthest yway cannery fromn the oil factory —A. About
one and a half to two miles,
1.
L

. By Mr, }irmstrong : .
" Q. 'Who empties the scows at the factory —A. The factory men do that.

- ‘
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By Mr. Wilmot ; k

Q. What class of men are these that are engaged on the scors?—A. Well, it is a
Frenchman that has the factory down there, and he employs French labour,

Q. Have you any idea as to their wages1—A. Noj but T think they get about the
same as what fishermen make.

Q. What do the fishermen make —A. Boatmen get 82 a day ; netters get 22,25,
By Mr. Armstrong : - : -

Q. Are there many white men employed in fishing 1—A. Oh, about 100 or 209
altogether. : .

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Then the business you seck is to get a license and then hire & man to help you,
is that 16 1—A. Yes. :

Q. Do the canneries employ many white men —A. No; they get Siwashes and”

" Klootehies ; inside it is squaws and Chinamen ; only about five or six would be white men

out of about 100 altogether. The most I have seen in a cannery is 120 or 130 ; I was -

one year in a cannery. '

Q. How many white men do you say out of this number!—A. Six ; all the rest are
Chinamen and Klootchies. . ’

Q. Have you any idea of the daily pay of a squaw or “ Klootchie,” us you call
them out there?—A. About £1 4 day. : -

Q. And what do the Chinawen get 1—A. Well, some are hired by contract:; you
see a boss Chinamen takes a contract to put the fish up in the cans, and he employs

" others ; they get about 48 cents a case, or about 1 cent a can. )

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. What labour does this include---A. Everything ; they make the cans, clean the
tish, put them in the tins, put on the labels, and in fact do nearly all the inside work
connected with the fish, : :

By Mr. Wilmot ;

Q. Do the Chinamen do the more important work with the retorts 1—A. Noj; a

white 1man does that. ‘ . . : A
Q. The boss Chinaman does not furnish the labels, does he?—-A. No,
Q. Nor he does not furnish the boxes-—A. No; but he puts them into the boxes
ready to go away.

Q. What do you consider the average weight of the sockiye tanning’ in"the viver?

—A. From six to eight pounds ; seven would, I think, be a good average.
Q. Have you seen the process of cutting up the fish in the canneries 7-—A. Yes.
. Q. Are the heads and tails cut off —A. Yes. -
Q. How many cans would a seven pound fish make 1-—-A. About five,
Q. Then the rest would be offal -—A. Yes. _ ’
Q. During the season of a big run of fish will they make more cans to the fish or
less 1—A. They will make less ; they then take more off the head and tail, ‘
Q. When fish are scarcer they will make more cans and less offal ther *—-A. Yes.

£

"By Mr, Armsirong :

Q. I think ycu said the canneries ought to have a certain number of licenses each

-—~A. Yes, . ' ,
Q. A small number?— A. Yes; ahout four ot five each. - )

. Q. You think every bond fide fisherman who applivs should get a license1-— A,

Yes, if he does not hire it out—he should fish himself, .

By Mr. Wilmot ;

- Q. Would you give licenses to all #-—A: Yes;-all British subjects and resi(ienhﬂ of

" the country. 81
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Q. Have you any knowledge of the cffects of saw-lust in a river?-—A. No; I don’t
see much of it—T don’t know much about that.

Q. There are quite a number of extensive mills near here, are there not 1--A. Yes,
but they have hurners; they don’t throw their saw-dust into the river.

Q. But are there any small rivers running into the Fraser on which saw-mills are?
--A. T don't know, ‘ .

Q. Then altogether you think the canners should get four or dive licenses and every
British subject and fisherman should get one 7—Yes ° .

Q. What do you think about the close season for the preservation of fish1--A. [
think fishing could be done up to Saturday at noon, but Sunday should be kept as a day
of rest for the tishermen ; we could start at 12 o’clock midnight. ‘ :

Q. What about an annual close season—were you a fisherman in’ Scotland 1—A.
T was.

Q. Did you fish there on Sunday ?--A. No; not at all.

Q. There ure no canning establishments there though .- A. No.

Q. Well, what do you think of an annual close season? - A. T think the tish are all
up by the time tishing is done here.

Q). Do you think the fish are aull up in October?--A. Yes. ,

Q. What is it chey are fishing for then I—A. For cohoes, but we don’t count them.
. Q. Have you seen many dead salmon tloating down the river?—A. Not many—I
have seen some, )

Q. What kind were they? —A. I have never seen spring salmon—1I have seen
sockeyes but not in very great numbers.

Q). Have you ever seen any going down from the beds?—-A., Oh, I have seen one
or two, but not in great numbers. -

Q. Have you seen any going down with spawn in then?—A. I have seen them in
August with spawn. ~

Q. Do you think they all die after spawning -—A. No; T have caught themn at the
mouth of the river after they have spawned. : :

Q. What state were they in then 1—A. Lean, weak, emgaciated fish.

¢ Q. Itis the same elsewhere. Take places in Scotland and you will see ‘the same

thing after the spawning. season 1-—A. Yes; lots die on the spawning beds in England.

T have seen hundreds going down in the spring of the year afterwards. ‘
Q. T am asking these questions because the opinion prevails in this provines that

fish all die, and my object is to endeavour to find out if thisis correct, because I consider

it quite contrary to nature. 1o you knov anything about young fish, parrs and smolts?
-—A. T never heard of them here—1I have in the old country,

Q). ‘What is a parr?--A. A young salmon. ‘

© Q. And a smolt and grilse 1-=-A. Still larger salmon, — = s

Q. Have you ever seen any parrs, smolts, or grilse coming down this river1—A.
Well, the sockeye is the same as the grilse in the old country. .

Q. What es—in size and weight 1—A. Yes; in everything. ;

Q. Then grilse in Scotland weigh from six to seven pounds I-—A. Yes; you getthem
up to ten pounds. They are young salmon and the first may be coming up to spawn—

the next year they are salmon.

By Mr, Armstrong :

Q. Then the sockeye you think is the same species of salmon 1—A. Yes; they look
the same salmon. I don’t think there is any difference between spring and sockeye salmon,
except one is larger than the other.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. And you think the sockeye the grilse or.young of the larger salmon I—A. Well,
it looks like it. . - v . :
Q. Have you ever heard in Scotland that the: grilee are finer fish than the full-
grown salmon of the same species I—A. I have not heard that—the meat is the same.
Q. If a three pound grilse what would it bé 1--A.” Well, it would -not have reached ~ "
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Q. How do you distinguish parrs from smolts 7--- A. By the spots on the body.

Q. And when bars cross the body trunsversely, what do you call it then 7— A" It is
salmon then, or rather a parr. : '
Q. Have you ever seen these grilse here 1--A. No, sir. »

Q. Are smolts found in Scotland at the mouths of rivers I—A. Yes; they work
down river and stay in the estuary awhile and then go to sea.
) Q'. Do you think this would apply to this country if it was looked into 3—A. Yos;
it might. . i
’ Q. And if small-meshed seines were used at the mouths of rivers these fish would
be caught and it would be very destructive, would it not 7 A, Yes, of course, if too
many tish were killed.
Q. Then you have a sort of idea that the sockeye might be as the grilse is towards
“the _arger salmon 1—A. Waell, it looks like that—it resembles the salmon anyway.
Q. Can you discern: the male from the female in catching sockeye, before cleaning
them1—A, Yes; yoa can tell by the heads. ’
Q. The male’s is more elongated 1—A. Yes. 4
Q. Have you ever seen any some distance up river when far advanced in spawning ?
A. Noj; but they have a big hook on the nose which they have not when they come in
first.
Q. And this hook ; on which fish is it 27— A. On the niale,
Q. Is the hook un when lieis in?—A. No. )
Q. Is there any remarkable difference takes place in the -female from the time she
comes in until she has spawned 7—A. No; there is no change.
Q. Tn regard to the spring salmon, do the same appearances show on them 1A, In
the fall of the year the male has a large hook on his jaw. ’ ,
Q. Is it the same in Scotland 1—A. Yes; it is the sawme all over.
Q. There is an identity between the sabnon in both Scotland and the Fraser 7—A.
Yes. . ’ .
Q. There is another fish here, the steel-head, what are they I-2A, Well, we havo
some in Scotland—they are called bull trout- -they are in the Tay and Tweed.
) Q. What distinguishing marks are there between the trout and the salmon in
* Scotland 1—A. Well, they have straight tail, straight up and down-—the salmon is forked
in the tail—the head is larger here ir. the steel-hesl.
Q. Do bull trout in Scotland grow s lurge as salmon, and do steel-heads grow as targe
us salmon here —A. About the same. ‘ ,
Q. Then there is a great identity bo’ween the steel-head and the bull trout of
Scotland 1 —A. Yes: ,
< Q. Well, T must say sir, with very much pleasure, that your views as regards fish
and fish-lite are identical with those of the most learned persons everywhere on the
subject. Now, with regard to the next run of fish after the sockeyes, you have what are
- ealled humpbacks ; what do you think of them 1—A., Well, I.don’t know, I never saw
them bhefore. . Lo T R
- Q. Why are they called “ huripbacks ” 1-—A. Because there isa hump on the male’s
back. ' ’ L.
Q. Is this hump seen on him at vei, 2o well as in the rivers I-—A. Yes; T have caught,
them so. ; . . '
Q. Well, you must remember that Atlantic and Scottish ealmon come in vithout a
-hook on their anouts and that they afterwards get thein—do you not think it possible
that the humpback at sea may not have the hump on him, but when in the river it grows
upon him and distinguishes the male from the female I—A. Well, it might, but I cannot —
say about that. . . Lo
Q. What about the cohoes—they come later again, don’t they 3-—A. Yes, sir; they
are spotted something similar to spring salmon, and are a good eating fish when red
"meated and fit for canning. - s . . ) ;
Q. Is it canned —A. No; it is not_needed because they get plenty of sockeves—

but if the sockeyes are scarce they would can them,
83
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: Q. If cohves or humphacks are caught in the nets for catching sockeyes, what is done
with them 1—A. The cohoes are canned, but the humpbacks are given away to the
Siwashes. . ‘

Q. Then the spring salmon which are first caught are all alike in colour of meat,
are they —A. Well, no; not altogether-—some are white but not many.

Q. Are there more white than red in the after part of the season!--A. Yes.

1) Are these white and red almon distinguished by any marks that you can tell
them by when taking them from the net?-—A. No; you must cut them open hefore

ou know. . ' ‘

y Q. Are numbers of white salmon thrown away 1—A. Yes; some are thrown away,
some are salted. '

Q. Are they as good fish to eat as the red?—A. T don’t think <o,

Q. \Vhere(i) you fish—at the mouth of the river or the upper part I—A. In the
sockeye season I go down to the mouth of the river,

Q.- About Gurry Bush ?—A. Yes; and away outside.

Q. How far outside I—A. Sometimes out to the lighthouse.

Q. About four miles out —A. Yes. ‘

Q. How wide is it across the river from Gurry Bush 1— A, About three-qaarters of
amile. ' ’

Q. At what tide?—A. At low water. :

Q. Does it get wider farther out 2—-A. Yes; but about a quarter of a .ile out the

water gets narrower. U o ‘ .

Q. Tt is hetter fishing from Gurry Bush out 7—A. Oh ‘vell, all about there is about
the same. : ’
Q. Avre thetish congregated in thepassbeyond Gurry Bush?— A. Yes: atlow water.

By Mr. Armstrong :
Q. You say you go out four miles 2—A. Yes.

By Mr. Wilinot :

Q. What is the object in going out therel—A. Well, because the tish are easier
caught there.

Q. Would it not be as beneficial if the fish were allowed to come up?—A. Well, it -
would be, but you have to go out to get clear of the other fishermen.

Q. What mesh doyou use fromGurry Bush out !-—A. Forty and thirty meshesrleep.

Q. And in the river farther up?—A. Fifty and sixty meshes—the water is deeper
inside. :
Q. With & thirty mesh net when being swept to get fish, will the lead lines nearly
touch bottom !—A. Yes; they very nearly touch the bottom.

Q. Then when fish are coming along, with 130 fathoms of net in length and thicty
meshes deep, it would sweep all along ioth top and bottom?—A. Yes; but there is

lots of room for the fish to get in for all that.
‘ - Q. But would not there bo lots of other boats and would not the nets almost form_
a fence across--A. Yes; virtually they would. .

Q. In your experience and with your knowledge of netting, do you find the fish
strike the upper or the lower parts of the net?-—A. Oh, they stiike it evarywhere. The
most are caught akout the centre. . -

Q. Then if & net was twentymeshes instead of thirty, more fish -vould escape, would
they not?—A. Yes; for there would be no net to hold them—certainly more would
escape, but when a fishermen is fishing he wants to catch fich. : -

Me. ArMsTRONG here showced witness a map of the mouth of the river and channel
and asked him if the channel was filind up with nets I—A. No.

By Mr. Wiliot :

Q. How many boats have you seen st one time fishing out beyond Gurry Bush
© towards the lighthouse 1— A, Oh, about 300. - . - :

it1—A. Well, no; we go there to get clear of one another,

Q. The fishermen go ther in preference because the fish are easier taken -is- that -
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Q. Bug i it not heeause you would catch more fish there than you wonld up the
river——A. 1 never fished up the river, ) .

Q. What number of fish is your average catch a day 1—A. About 900in a big run.
The average would be about 400 or 500, speaking generally,

Q. What would be your gioss catch in a season?-—A. 1 have caught 12,000,

Q. What do you get each for them 1—A. Six cents ; the owner of the boat gets four
~—ten cents in all for each salmon. ‘

Q. What was the marketable value of the fishl.—A. Ten cents.  Canners have
~ paid twenty—they paid twenty last year.

Q. Do you think the great numi)er of nets at-the mouth of the river would have
the tendency to prevent fish from waking their regular migration up river .—A, If you
catch them there they cannot go on up the river, that is certain.

Q. Do you think a lot of boats and nets at the mouth of a river would turn fish away 1

—A. No, sir; nothing would prevent the salnon from going up when he comes for that

purpose, except the catching of them.

Q. Do you ever get offal in your net down there I—A. Yes ; heads and tails—some- .

times lots of them. .

Q. What condition would they be in-—would they have a nice flavour? (Laughter.)
-—A. (Laughing) Yes; some of them were so, o - :

Q. Do you get offal in considerable qnantities 1A, Sometimes lots, and sometimes
we don’t get any.

Q. Iz offal injurious to a net for taking fish 7—A. T don’t know.

Q. In Scottish rivers is not sline and refuse matter injurions 1 —A. Slime is, but
no offal goes into the rivers there.

Q. Is not there slime here in the rivers—A. Yes

Q. Then slime and offal cotnbined should be bad fur the nets, should it not 1--A
Yes; but the water is colder here. U i ,

Q. Do you paint your nes or colour them in any way I-—A. We bark them here ;
they are mostly tarred in Scotland.

Q. And what twine do you use?.-A. O, &-10, about the same as in Seotland.

Q. Then the salmon net is the same as in Scotland as far as the twine is con-

“cerned 1---A. Yes. : . : ‘

Q. And what mesh do you use -—A. Six inch mesh.

Q. And what in Scotland 1—A. Three and a half for seine and six for drift net—
extension measure.

Q. You state that you have caught salmon that have been spawned out7—A. Yes;

I caught themn down the river.

Q. Are you sure they were spawned before you caught them?—A. Yes.,

Q. When1--Tn August, in the latter part. ] ’

Q. You are quite sure they had spawned 1—A. Yes; quite sure. o

That will do.” T may state to you, sir, that though your views may differ with
those of many fishermen here, still they agree with the views of the best authorities
generally as to the habits, &e., of salmon. A

Mcr. Peter Burrill here rose in the audience, and addressing the Chair, ;}ccusel Mr.
Wilinot with puttinig questions’ to witnesses in such a way as to elicit certain answers,
and protested against the continuance of such a practi e. He was called to order by the
Chairman, who also directed the secretary to erase from his note-hook the remarks made
by Mr. Burrill as they were offensive. : ) )

The Comumission adjourned at 11.50 a.an., t« meet in the Court-house, New W it-
- minster, at 1 p.m. o
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- Afternoon Session.

“22nd February, 1892,

The Commission ussembled at the Court-house, New Westminster, at 2 p,m. and
proceeded to business. :

Present :—Mr. 8. Wilmot, in the chair; Mr. Sheriff Armstrong, Mr. C. F. Winter,
secretary.

Dr. H. M. COOPER, of New Westminster, a medical practitioner nnd resident of
New Westminster for nine yeais, stated his desire to give evidence, aud was duly sworn,

. By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Well, sir, we are prepared to hear your statement?— A. T wish to give some
evidence regarding the effects of this offal in the river. I have been requested by
parties interested to come and give evidence in this regard. The offal, I think, does not,
when thrown into running water or cold water, have any effect upon the health of the
community along the river or watercourses, and it is by no m.ans the cause of the
serious fevers which are along there, for they come from another source altogether and
not from decaying animal matter, but from the upper surface of the soil and

subsoil of the country--vegetable decomposition. Even the excreta from towns where .

there ave diseases is puritied alniost as soon as it reaches the river, that is a flowing river,
That is according to all the latest investigators on thesubject. The German investigation
on the subject found that what they called the pathyogenic (1), germs that is the origins
of disease, when put into river water soon lost their power and disappeared, and they
also investigated in regard to the typhoid bacillus and the cojus vilrio (I)—animal
matter—and found that although they were capable of development in stérile water,
they could be kept in that for some time, but disappeared rapidly on being put into river
water, .

Q. This is from other authorities, not your own, doctor - A. Yes, from Cross——
“ German Commission for Investigation,” and isthis: * Tt thus appears that the bacteria
of water alone, that ‘is what belongs to all water, have certain power of their own,
and that they will destroy outside organisms in running water in a given time.”

Q. Thav is, that wuter has a tendency to cleanse itself -—Ycs; of anything that
may be brought into it—-that is the function of running water. I know this for a fact
from my own experience. Now take the Susquehanna River---we found in Plymouth
and Kingston and places where the water was kept in reservoirs, the people had

. fever, while in towns where the people took the water from the running river they

. create. poisonous matter }—A. Perhaps in the first stages of decomposition. . There_are. .. ..

“meat, but the mere

had no fever. .

Q. But would the pollution yesulting from excreta be more injurious than that from
offal l—A. Ob, yes; for instance, take neat—it may be eaten in a partially decaying
state and yet not produce disease. Taking animal matter in itself dees not produce
disease. = People eat muggots in cheese, and then many English people leave their game
until it is almost bitter before it is eaten. S

Q. But would you, as a medical man, recommend that 7—A. No.

Q. Would you advise it —A. No; but it is a matter of taste.

Q. Is not meat more healthy when sound than when decomposed I—A. Yes, and
fish is better. : : ;

By Mr. Arm.strbng :

" Q. Meat decomtposedwis it not poisonous I—A. No; there way be poisons in the
act of decomposition does not make it poisonous.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. But does not its decomposing state draw to it such atmospheric parts as would

persons whom the finest lamb wili poison almost dead.
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Q. Small things are compared with large, vice versa large with small, A bandy of

water with decomposing matter put in—-would it he as healthy for man or beast1.-A.
* If & running stream it would not be affected. If in cold running water it would not
be affected. . , s

Q. But any animal inhaling that water, or fish, inhales more or less putrid or
decompasing matter, vegetable or animal-—now would it not be affectedt.—A. I do not
think that animals are affected in that way with it, because you will find them around
among the worst decomposition that we can have ; people who work among it have no
more diseases than other people— butchers are as a rule, a healthy class, and they have
no more-sickness than people living in the cleanest habitations. Then you will tind that
seavengers in the big cities are around among filth and yet seem to be very healthy.

Q. Then our sanitary needs are no use?—- A, Many of them ave not.

Q. But if the air is contaminated it must be more or less injurious I A, Yes, the
air; but decomposing matter in itself is not injurious or deleterious to health -as a
matter of fact vegetable life lives upon it. ‘

Q. Is it not a fact that the higher orders of fish frequent the more pure and limpid
water I—A. Oh, yes. .

Q. Salmon frequent pure and limpid water? -\, Yeos; they do not frequent any
stagnant or impure water. .

Q. Then as salmon are a tish whose habits prompt it to always enter more pure or
limpid water than those waters that are contaminated, it must be more or less injur-
ious?—A. Yes; if there are any poisonous or deleterious matters in there decomposing,

Q. But if any extraneous matters are thrown in, would it not affect them . \.
Well, it would be food for them. '

Q. For the higher orders or the lower 1—A. O, for the lower.

Q. But if anything is put in this pure and limpid water, would it not attect the
quality of the water? If even slightly injurious to fish must it not be injurious to the
human family, who are of a still much higher order in the scale of lifel-—A. Well, weo
don’t know in what way it would affect them.

Q. Then, sir, your conclusion” from your own personal knowledge, whether the
depositing of offal into the Fraser River in'such immense quantities as it is--seven or
eight million pounds per annum —do you think it injurious to animal life? -~ A. T don't
think so. ‘

Q. Do you think it beneficial ---A. No; but I think it less injurious than it would
be under any other circumstances.

Q. Taking a standard would you put it on the side of being more injurious or more
beneficial 7—A. T dow’t think it has any effect in running water. -

Q. But if the water is coming backwards and forwards, what thenl—A. Tt is
always in motion. S ( . ' )

Q. But if lodgments are. made along the shore what is the effect I-—A. If in warm
water, or in water that is standing, it might he injurious,

Q. A large portion of the river—in bays and sloughs —would be water of that
description, would it not 1—A. Well, I don't think it would be injurious to the surround-
ing country ; but if the people have to drink it, then it might be injurious. ;

Q. Then if persons are compelled to drink the water it might be injurious !— A,
Yes ; in shallow water. ) : ! R

Q. In regard to the vccupation of fishermen whose residences are principally on
scows ulong shallow waters—in drinking that water, they would come in contact with
what would be injurious, would they not?--A. Well, most of them have to be out on
the stream, hut T find that these men do not suffer as much as those on the land.

Q- Then the people on land suffer more than the fishermen, do they 7---A. Yes; but
it does not come from the water—it is from the soil and the subsoil.

Q. Have you anything further you desire to statel—A. No; nothing more than
that T was asked to give my opinion as to whether this offal going in the river was
deleterious or not, . T L .

: Q. Very well ; have you any knowledge of the Ontario Department of Agriculture
- -—would you think them a good authority? A good authority in connection \.vnth' an
upinion as to the effects of this offal 7—A. Not unless they had a scientific investigation.
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Q. But if the Department of Agriculture has certain medical men would not that .
- make their authority good1— A, Yes; I think so. ; . .

Q. Have you read an article in the “ Colonist” of last Saturday regarding fish and
offal I--A. No; T don’t think T have. .

Q. T will just read portionsof it to you. Have you ever heard of Professor James !
—A. Yes; I have heard of him. - ' -

Q. Well, he was detailed to analyse certain portions of good salmon and herrings,
as well as the offal from these fish—al: from the province of British Columbia. - These
samples were sent to him and he seems to have devoted much time and attention to the
matter as he gives a long and apparently careful analysis of them. I will just read his
conclusions :--- . .

“Conclusion :  From the consideration of the whole question, I ani of the opinion
that the manufacture of the refuse into a fertilizer, is strongly tv be recommended,
because : o

Ist. It will thus utilize n by-product that otherwise is a total loss.

Jud. It will prevent the water from becoming contaminated.

~ 3rd. Tts proper manugement must tend towards a more healthful surrounding.

4th. Its return to the soils of the farm will partly offset the waste of our cities by
sewerange carried to the lakes and rivers. ’

Sth. If properly handled it will pay well, :

From the great importance of this question to the health of the community, the
welfare of the fishing industry, and the progress of agriculture, I have endeavoured to
reply at this length.” . o .

Are these sound conclusions from a scientitic man1—A. No, sir; thescientific men of
France used theirs as fertilizers—they tried it—but their last instructions were to take
it to the sea, for if left on the land the decomposing matters and substances go into the
soil. T think where people make a mistake is that it will make a good fertilizer, because
on land like we have here the innocent part will be .left on the land, but the drainage,
&e., will take the more dangerous parts away and carry it down to the rivers. :

Q. But if utilized by being manufactured into something, would it not prevent
* waters from being contaminated into which it would otherwise be puti—-A. Well, that

would depend upon the conditions of sewage, &c., for I consider it would be far more
injurious if left on the land than put in the water.

Q. But would it not tend to a more healthful surrounding, if utilized7—A. Well,
perhaps it would ; but I know in France they have ordered that it should not be so

-utilized. - I don’t think it-would have any effect on the health of the community, no

matter how much offal was thrown in. 'As to agricultuve and fertilizers, I think the
experience in France is o good guide, - ’

Q. Do you belong to the Board of Health of New Westminster 1—A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know that the Board of Health has petitioned about this-—A, Yes;
but we aleo have other things that have been petitioned against. :

Q. Are they a good authority 7—A. Well, yes ; they ought to be. ’

Q. Would not a Crofter hinmigration be useful to this country t-—A. Yes; 1 think so.

Q. Well, T see that inducements have been offered for Crofters to come to this
country, and one of the inducements is that they can catch plenty of fish, and & com-"
pany is being formed "to utilize the offal. In this connection, if you will permis, I will
just read you a short extract from an article in the Victoria Daily Times, of the 21st
February, 1892. The article touches upon the whole subject of the Crofter immigra-
tion scheme, and after explaining that the fish caught will be shipped in the cold
storage system, &e., it goes on to say :— R A

*In addition to thix it is understood the company will be prepared to cure fish by
a variety of processes, extract fish oils, and nanufacture fértilizers, &c., from the offal.
So that all kinds of fish procurable will be utilized and there shall be no waste. The
reader will at once perceive how these two branches of the scheme will work into each
other, and the whole tend to the development of the deep-sea fisheries of the province,
thus establishing a new industry, the possibilities of which are as boundless as ‘our
great séa farm.’ "—A. T don’t object to that at all.
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Q. Well, with tho above, and the Government stating that the offul of fish is

unhealthy and hurts the water, it surely shows a tendency to prevent its going into the
water I—A. There are a number of in({vucements held out in that way and it might
induce parties to make money _out of it, but what I am contending is that animal
matter put in a river is not injurious, but if put on the soil then it becomes injurious,
and when the water sinks down on our soil there is typhoid fever there, but when it
rises such all goes away again. T

Q. Then you do not agree witl: the views put forth by Professor James, nor witl
the Provineial authorities on the mutter of the (rofters 1-—A. No; I think there are
several remarks made there for the interest of parties and made to suit them. 1 will
just vead yov a few extracts from Keating, on the history of diseases.” Dr. Cooper
then read se veral extracts from Keating's History of Diseases,” vol. L, p. 444, relative
to the origin of typhioid fever, the transmission of the typhus bacillus, &ec. .

Q. Have you forined your views, Dr. Cooper, froin those books or from your own
personal experience and knowledge 7---A. Oh, from my own personal knowledge ; T only
used these books to show what they think in other countries. )

Q. Then you disagree with the authorities of the whole civilized world wlw are
trying to keep the rivers pure? - Have you any further evidence you wish to givel.—
A. Noj; T simply wished to say that T believe no discases come fyrom offal in rivers;

however, T would say that there is one thing that will prevent fish going up a river ’

and that is savw-dust ; that will prevent them from going up right enough.

- Q. You are aware that saw-dust is thrown into the river and that it is injurious ?
—A. It is thrown in the inlet and on the sound, and T am sure it hurts the fish; 1
think the fish dislike contact with it. )

Q. And if it settles on the bottom ‘it will prevent vegetable growth, will it not 1—
Al Yes. :

Q. And you think it injurious 1-~A. I am positive of that. -

Q. Well, sir, is there anything further you would wish to urge1—A. No: I think
I have stated what T wished to, namely, that I do not consider that the throwing of the
offal into the river is injurious to health. ' . '

My, Witvor..-Very well, sir, that will do.

EDWARD BONFIELD, a native of Ontario, and resident of New Westminster
for five years, and a fisherman, was duly sworn.  He had also been a fisherman on Lake
Erie, in Ontario, ’ :

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Well, sir, what do you wish to state in connection with the Fraser River
fisheries, or any of the other fisheries of British Columbia 1-~Well, I came here on the
recommendation of an immigration agent, and through the circulation of pamphlets
stating that fishermen were in great demand in this province.  When T came here 1
found they were not at all in demand, in fact there was no demand. When I tried at
the canneries for employment they told me they employed Siwashes. - The next year

there was a limit put upon the numbx r of licenses. I a[:f)lied for a license but could -
1

not get one. . When I went to a cannery for a boat and net I was told again, “ We
intend to employ Siwashes this year and work at different schemes ; weintend to put a
double shift on and work day and night ; we will employ men by day's work’ this year.”
The year before they had put most of the boats on & certain percentage of fish in pay-
ment. T managed to get employed by getting in that fall on an outside license.” We
were given to.understand when these licenses were given out to individual fishermen
that it was a sort of recompense for the rest of the licenses being given to the canners,

- By My. Armatrong : o i ‘
Q. Tell what you know yourself ; we don’t want what you understand.—A. Well,

we read in the papers about it.  The following year after.that T applied for u-license
- again.  This is the fourth year I have applied, but s far have been unsuccessful.
8
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By Mr. Wilmot : '

Q. Have other persons who applied afte: you got licenses I—A. They have.

Q. Do you know why —A. Well, either they got them through influence or
friends.

Mr. ArvsTrONG.—There you go agnin—you don’t know that, you * think.”

By Mr, Wilmot :
Q. Did uny of these penple tell you why 7 Why they got their licenses in

preference to you I—A. No.

Q. You have been a fisherman, you say —A. T have.

Q. How do you work 1—-A. Heve 1 hnve been employed by the day, on shaves,
and in different ways, . ‘

Q. A sharo as a fishing boat was what %.—A. One-half, ; -

Q. If you had a license of your own would you have double —A. No ; 1 would
have to give another man one-half. ) .

Q. What value d3 you get for fish—what per share 1—A. We get & cents each.

Q. Who owned the license .- A. My partner owned the license ; he was one of
those that applied since. .. .. __. e i

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Do you think the canneries should have a certain number of licenses each %-—
A. Not an excessive number—they have too much of a monopoly of the business
now.  T'don’t see why they should have any.

By Mr, Wilmot :

Q. Why not -—A. Because they ean buy of the fishermen at reasonable rates.

Q. You say they have a mnonopoly now—-suppose the canners had no licenses
granted to them, could not the fishermen form a moenopoly against the canners 1— A,
No; they have no other market for their fish-—they are obliged to sell to the
canneries, ’

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Do you think every fisherman who applied should get a license 1—-A. No : 1
think that would be detrimental to the best interests of the river,
' Q. How many do you think should be issued I—A., Well, the present number is
very good-—it is about as many as can be accommoditad on the river without the

fisherimen getting in each other’s wuy,
By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Then you think five or six hundred quite ample for the capacity of the Fraser
River I—A. Yes. ! ’ :

By Mr, Armstrong :

Q. How many qualified white fishermen nre there on the river I— A, That T am
unable to say, . .

Q. Do you think there are enough fishermen on the river now to do all the work
necessary 1--A, I don't think so at present. , o

Q. Then how would the canneries be supplied-if they got no licenses I—A. There
are Indians and others ; but if the white men could not do the work for the canneries,
the halance of the licenses might go to the canners. ,

Q. Then you think, if licenses were given to all individual fishermen, the canneries
would get abundance of fish for their canneries —-A. I think S0,

By My, _m'lmot :

Q. And should it include all British subjects I—A. Yes; all British ‘subjects who
want them. - : :
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Q. What is your experience or views with regard to the offal being thrown into
the river — A, T think it injurious in a way, . )

Q. Tn what way 1—A. It floats down and injures the nots—in some localities it is
very nasty for the people on some of the sloughs. It is injurious in all other parts
where I have been. 1 vemember at Port Ryerse—n large fishery was carried on at
Long Point and the offal was scattered over the land, with the result that an epidemic
became prevalent and popular opinion placed it on the offal being thrown on the land us
the real cause. , ' . ,

Q. Have you fouud the water offensive for use 1.~ A. Well, not in the rviver - not
to the taste,

Q. What otherinjury, then A, In washing up on the shore and lying on the
land, especially in the sloughe. S .

Q. What do you think of the close season 1—-A. I think the close scason ns at
present is of no use ; it is principally for the sockeye salmon that it is carried out,

Q. T mean the Sunday close season 1-—A. Oh, I think that very beneficial to both
llishermen and cannets, as it gives them rest and allows them to clean up for Mon.
day. ' : S -
= Q. What as to the fishi 7 <A Tt lets them get up and is boneficial.

Q. What as to an annual close season L—A. Tt is of very littlo use, in my opinion.

Q. Are the runs of fish in thia river regulur every yearf-—No, they are not, though
they are more regular the last fow years than they usedyto be. '

Q. And do the runs seem betfer of late years—A. Yes, they secin to bo, -~

Q. Can you give any reason for that and the greater regularity of the runsl—A.
Well, there may he some natural cause-—for instance, high water comes up soon sonie
years.

Q. Do you think there has been any artificial cause—do you think the hatchery
has been any benefit 1A, Yes; it has been beneficial in other laces, why not here |

Q. And do you think that more hatcheries should he startetr»—«A. Yes; T think
it would be better to have more. : ; .

Q. Where do you fish in the river 1 —A. Oh, I fish in all parts.

Q. Where do you get the best luck 1. —A. Well, from the Gurry Bush out is the
best fishing place. * The mouth of the river has gonerally been used because it. allows
better scope for the fishermen’s boats.

Q. Then do you think 500 boats cnough to sustain the fishery 1~ A. Yes; I think
s0.  1f there were any more they would be crowding each other,

Q. How many boats have you seen out beyond Gurry Bush 1— A. Oh, from two te
three hundred. : ] ) S

"~ Q. Do you call the mouth of the river from Gurry Bush down to Pelly Point .-
A. Well, T call the mouth of the river outside of Gurry Point, including the sand fats.
There ure several channels and some are accounted very good. .

Q.. What eflect would it have on the river above Gurry Point up to New West-
minster if fishing were not so largely carried on outside-of Qurry Point1—A. T don't
think it would make much difference. :

Q. Don’t you think more fish would come in 7—A. Well, more might come in, but
the boats would be so ¢rowded they would be in each ot.er’s way.

Q. But if more fish come in would it not be beneficial 7 Would it not be beneficial
to the river1—A, Well, yes, of course, ) . .

Q. What size of net do you use-that is, how deep I--A. Thirty, forty and fifey
meshes. )

Q. How many fish a day do you catch as a rule—-say, during the lust three years?
—A. O, four or five hundred would be about the average.

Q. About how long do the sockeyes run -—A. About six weeks. o

Q. Then you catel. about twelve or thirteen thousand in o seasonI—A. No; I never
‘caught as many as that. I never caught.more than-seven, eight, or ten thousan'd in a
whole season. There is one thing I would like to say, and that is, that I believe it
would be a very good thing if fishermen were allowed to catch sea trout. L

Q. Are they not allowed to catch them now—I don’t think trout fishing is for-
bidden by the law on the subject 1-—.A. Well, I never could getany information about it.
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Mr. WiLsor-—(veferring to the Fishery Regulations for British Columbia).—Well,
here are the regulations regarding trout fishing—T will read you what it says i~—
“ Section 2. Trout Fisheries,—No one shall fish for, catch or kill trout from the 15th
October to 15th March, both days inclusive, in each year: provided always that Indiuns
. may, at any time, catch or kill trout for their own use, but not for the purpose of sale or
trathe.” :
This would, however, I presume, be subject to the first section of the regulations for

the provinee, for the eapture of these fish, for section one SAYS - )

« “ Fishing by means of nets or other apparatus, without leases or licenses from the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, is prohibited in all waters of British Columbia.”
—-A. But T mean sea trout. They have the same habits as saimon, o

Q. Well, but these sea trout, as you call them, are like the young saimon--only

that the one remains in salt water while the other-is in fresh water. Fishing is pro-
hibited fom the 15t} October to the 15th March, Well, sir, is there anything further
you desirve to state 2—A. No, sir, T think not. '

\IUR])OCI{ ‘\VIICL:\.UC}”JN, a native of Seotland, a ﬁshorlmm,’uml resident of
New Westminster for two years, was duly sworn S

By Mr. Wilmot .

Q. T notice that a grengt many of you who come forward give in your occupation as
fishermen, but will not that be only for a short time 1—A. Well, if you have a license
. you can make it last all the year round. T have been a fisherman all my life and was a -

tisherman in Scotland before coming here.

Q. Have you anything t suggest upon the questions before this Cerumission 7 A,
Wel), about these cannerv licenses—the licenses that were granted lust year to new
canneries, but no fish we .« put up, while the licenses were used. :

Q. Do youknow the number of licenses that were used 1——A. I don't know the num-
ber, but I know the canneries—Mn Ewen’s, Mr. Laidlaw’s, Mr. Wadham’s and Mr.
English's, ull new canuneries last year, but they never canned a fish in any cne of them —
two of them T don’t think have the smoke-stack on them yet since the sockeyo run was
over, *

Q. These buildings—are they good, sound, substantial buildings —A. No; I don't

think so-—they were put up in my estimation simply to get licenses. T have no doubt there
would have been eanning in Mr. Ewen’s only that there was so many fish last year and
he put all his up in his old cannery. Also, the people who hold licenses to salt and
i3 freeze, they sell their fish to the canneries in the sockeye season-—they use their licenses
@i in the spring fishing, but sell their fish to the canneries in the summer. We don’t think
! this is fair at all, because toa- mnan with ten licenses it is worth £10,000 to lay asida in
the house und do nothing else. ) ‘ '

Q. Why do you not think it fair1—A. Beeause they get licenses and shermen
cannot get licenses-—we came to this country purposely to fish--we ave real, actual fisher-
men, and yet we find we cannot get leave to fish-——we certainly think it very unfair.

Q. What induced you to come to this countsy I-—A. Why there were pamphlets
distributed all around our place at ho:.e stating that this wasa great country for tishing,
farming, &e. |

Q.b Have you tried farming?—A. No; that is not in my line—fishing is my line.
T was brought up a tisherman. .

Q. You have iished, though, here, have youl —~A. Yes; for Mr. Ewen.

Q. Did he furnish you with boats and tackle?—A. Yes. )

Q. What remuneration did you get per day or did you fish on shares?—A. We
fished on shares. ) ; ) '

Q. How much did you get?—A. Five cents. The syndicate only gave 12}, Wad-
ham gave 15 and Mr. Ewen gave 20. ‘
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Q. ‘And you got tive I-~A. Yes; of covise the other man in the boat got five, too,
Q. Then the price paid was 10 cents n fish 1

By Mr. Armstrong :

A Q. And the other 10 cents went for the bout and net 1---A. Yes,
Q. And do you think you could do better if you had a license .~ would you not
have to get u boat and net -—A. Oh, that does not mean so much.

By Mr, Wilmot ; ‘
Q. How many fish did you'ecatch 1A, 5,000,
By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. How long were you fishing1-~-A. From the 9th of July to the close of the
season on the 26th August. -~

. By Mr. Wilmot ;

Q. Does the proprietor of the cannery board you—A. No; we board vurselves,
- - Q. Have you formed any opinions as to the effects of this offal—the effects of
throwing it in the river in such immense quantities 1--A. Yes; I think it injures the
fish and also the men fishing in the river.

Q. Why do you think it injures the tish?—A. Because the offal gets rotten and the
water cannot be pure, _1f it was slow water T don’t think the salmon would come into
the river at all, i o

Q. What effect do you think it has upon manl—A, Well, T don't know.

Q. Have you ever been affected 1—A. Yes ; T have had diarrhen through it.

Q. And you attributed it to the wator I.--A. Yes; becauss T never hud anything
ut all the matter with me until the sockeyo season, and then I had to boil the water
before using it.

Q. Does the offal affect the nets?— A. Yes; it rots them to a certain extent,

Q. How does it rot them 1—-A. The slime and stuff gets on the nets and rots them
and wakes lots of labour for us in cleaning them.

Q. Does iv affect the people living along the viver who drink the water 1A, Well,
I cannot say that--T only know about myself, though fever was provalent all along.

Q. Does the offal lodge in the bays, sloughs, &e.1—-A. Yes; and when thoe tide goes
out the stench is frig_xhtful'.g

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Do you think the canneries ought to have any licenses 1—A. No, Tdon't think
so—canning fish is one industry, and catching them is another. . !
Q. Do you think every fisherman who applies should have a license 1.—-A. Yes,
., Q. Are there fishermen enough on the river to do all that is necessary 1.—A. Yes,
quite enough--giva the licenses to tho fishermen and the canneries would be as well sup-
plied as they are now—it would be more oxpensive though, T suppose, for the canners,

By Mr. Wilmot : ‘

Q. In'What way I—A. Well, the way they fish now. they pay two Indians who fish
all day and then two others take the boat and fish all night and one gets 82,25 and the
ather $2.50 in both shifts, o

Q.- Do you see many fish Hoating down the river dead I—A. Yes; a great many of
them, principally sockeyes in the latter part of August. ‘

. Q. Are those fish that come down from the upper f):rt of the river, or are they
injured in the river 1—A. T think they are fish that have eninjured in the net. Many .
after getting in the net struggle and got out, but they are more or less injured.

Q. Do you think all fish that come up the river to spawn all die after spawning, or . °
do they return to the sea t—A. Oh, they return to the sea. : i

Q What evidence have you of that1—A. We have caught them-down the river
- after tuey have spawned. : 03 :
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"~ By Mr. Armstrong
Q. What time in the yeardo you catch them 1A, In the letter part of August.
By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Whendo you knock off fishing 1--A. At the end of the sockeye season, the 25th
August, ) , ‘

Q. Then you cannot say what quantity of fish that have heen spent by spawning
above—pass down the river1-—A. Well, the next moith you see is closed---probably
they all pass down in that month. : : '

Q. Then you think it an error that all fish that come up die 1——A. Some die --many
of them—but many return to the sea. .

Q. You fish with the usual depth of net—A. Yes; hetween 30 and 40 meshies out-
sitie the river and from 50 to 60 meshes inside.

Q. Is there any further matters you would like to represent to us -—-A, No, sir.

Mr. Wisot.— Very well then—that will do, sir, thank you.

Mr. Wienor.——I may mention, Mr. Armstrong und gentlemen, that it may be con-
sidered on the part of outsiders and on the part also of others here, that it is useless to
sk the same questions from all parties that come before us; but these are the matters
at issue between the canners mu{’ the fishermen, and the department wishes to get all
the information possible—--that is the reason why I repeat the same questions so often to
the different witnesses. Tt may be s matter that may cause parliamentary discussion
e therefore the Government is anxious to get all thie information possible, T speak in
this way from my stand-point and view of the case, and I wish you will understand my
reasons for doing this, ‘

Mr. ArvsTROS G, —Oh, yes; T quite understand—-that's all cight.

Mr. J. E. LORD, of New Westminster :

I would say that this discrimination in license fees bears vei y harshly on fisher-
men.  Why should we on the Fraser River be called upon to pay 820, while only &5 is
paid for a license on the Skeena and other rivers?1 '

M. WiLnor.—When we adjourn from here we will hear from the people on the
Skeena, I hope, and they may tell you very good reasons for paying only &5,

Mr. Lokn.—But the taritf should be general; does it cost more to control the
fishermen on the Fraser River! '

Mr. WiLynor.—In my experience it does, sir.

Mr. Lorp.—Well, T may call your attention to the fact that if trouble nrose on
the north-west coast it would take a man-of-war and hundreds of dollars, whereas you

_could manage things on the Fraser with a couple of policemen. «

Mr. ArvstroNG.—I object, Mr. Chairman, to this man addressing you in this way,
if he has nothing new ; he has spoken, and has been before us previously, and if he has
no new points I think he should net be heard. '

Mr. Lorv,—Oh, well, I will sit down ; I merely wanted to show that I considered
there was an unjust discrimination, that's all. N

Mr. WiLyor.—Yes; we cannot have persons addressing remarks from the audience -

JOHN PETERS‘OK& native of Sweden, a fisherman, and resident of New
Westininster for eleven years, was sworn.

By Mr. Wilmot ;

Q. Well, sir, what have y;)u to state 1—A. My trouble is I cannot get a license.
Q. Had you a license before I—Yes, I hiad a license before, but for three YEArs now
"I have heen unable to get them. “
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Q. Was any reason given for this A, Well, I went to the Skeenn River, and
when I came back here 1 could not get one, B

Q. Were you told that?—A. My Mowat told me all the licenses were out, and
that I could not get one.

Q. Since that you have heen tishing in what way 3-— A, Fishing for the canneries .

on shaves.
' Q. In the same way as others who have been heve - A, Yes, siv; about the same,
Q. Do you think that all British subjects of the country who arve fishernen

actuully shoul get a license if they want it1—-A. Yes; in preference to all canners,

tish dealers and freezers. )

Q. Why would you debar canners and freezers i— A, Because they could buy all
the fish they wanted from the fishermen without having licenses of their own,

Q. Would they have to pay more for their fish under these circumstanees 1~ A,
Yes; to a certain extent they would.

. And you think the tishermen would get more? —A. Yes; they would get more,

Q. And the canners would have to puy more i---A. Yes; because they could not -

hire Indians,

Q. Then you think one license suflicient for eachi fisherman?--A. Yes, siv: one
boat, une man, one license. - B B ' .

Q. And the average number of fish taken by you-—would it corvespond with the
evidence you have heard just before—400 fish teo o boat,n day 2—A. No,sir; MY average
was less ; some years they ure very numerous and some less,

Q. But take an average ; say the lnst thice years 1~ A, Oh, well, about 300 a day
for the hest part of the sedson. ’

Q. You got for those 10 cents each7--- A\, Yes, sir; but only ore year out of three
"~ —in the other years wétgot alittle less. Twenty cents for salmon has only been this last

Fenr, .
? Q. Well, persons fishing alongside of you, what prices would they get -—-A. Some
12 to 15 and 20 cents a fish. :
Q. What did they pay for fish other years -~ A, T have fished for 5 cents and
furnished my own boat and net. Ten cents was the highest for years, and 20 cents is the
highest price known on this river.

By Mr. Arinstrong:

Q. Then when fish were only 10 cents --when two of you were fishing vou would
only get 24 cents cach 7--A. No; we got 6 cents—3 ceuts apiece, and the canner got 4
cents.

By My, Wiliot :

Q. What about the offal that is thrown in the river—do you think it injurious or
‘otherwise1—A. T think so—T think it hurts the fish and the water and is unhenlthiy.

Q. What are your views as to the weekly close time }—A. T think it good till six
- o’clock Sunday. ‘

Q. How do you view that from a ‘moral standpoint 7—A. Oh, I am not very reli-
gious myself—1I consider Sunday over at six o'clock in the evening.

Q. Some people think it over at daylight in the morning1—A. Gh, well, they pro-.
bably have a night view of the question,

Q. Do you think the fish are increasing or decreasingl—A. I think them as good
as when I first came here. : . ] ) )
Q. Do you think the hatchery has done any good I—A, Yes; I think it has been
rood. L T .

L_ ‘Q. Have you heen fishing at the mouth of the viver1—A. Yes; during the sockeye
run I have fished there. T

By Mr. Armstrong :

boats.
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I By Mr. Wilmot: - - e

Q. The great majority of the tishing is done at the mouth of the river during the
sockeye season, is it notl—A. Yes, . - ) - »

Q. Have you made any ohservations regarding the red und white salmon }— 4.
Yes, a little, .

Q. Are hoth used in the markets?—A. No: canners don't use the white at all, and
tish inarkets and freezers will not take them, unless they cannot help themselves.

Q. What is done with them?--A. Fishermen salt them a good deal but some may
be thrown away. I would suggest ubout the freezers—tney are holding ten licenses
, and they dci't wse them—they sell their fish to the canneries and don’t put them in
2~ their freezers. - 1 can prove this, and I think if the licenses they absorb were distributed
3 among the actual fishermen it would be a great deal better.
i Q. Then you consider it unfair that freezers should be given ten licenses and not .
' use them but sell them to the canneries1—A. Yes, sir, I do. o

Q. Ts there anything further you would like to state 7—A. No, sir.

ettt .

PETER BIRRELL, a native of Scotland, but for trhirty-t\.vn years a resident of
British Columbia, a salmon canner and resident of New Westminster, was duly eworn,

By Mr, Wilmot : e '
Q. Well, sir, have you any statement you desire to makel!-ZA. Well, T would

rather answer any questions You may wish to ask. .

Q. Well, sir, one of the most important questions is this offal question—what are
your views -~ A, Well, T helieve that it is not deleteriousat all, neither to health, either
of fish or human life, so long as it is deposited in the channel of the river, \

Q. You think it not injurious7--A. From my observation T have not seen any ill
effects, and I believe it i, t Joroughly impracticable to do away with it without materi-
ally atfecting the industry. T have tried in a‘'small way to burn some of it and took a
day’s work in the cannery to make the trial, and the one day was very offensive, but T
did it with the object of using it ns a fertilizer, but it was not good as a fertilizer—it
killed some of my trees. ‘

Q. You think it not injurious if put into the water, but injurious if put on the
land —A. Yes ; without using proper judgment. ’

Q. Do you put up your views es against practical men and scientists of approved
worth ?—A. Well, T had some of that. So far as heads of fish are concerned and
the men who have only a knowledge of fish on the east coast, they don’t know much of
our fish out here. : ’

Q. Do you know it is a fact that offal is not allowed to go into the rivers in other
places I-—A. Well, I don’t know it as a fact, but it is different from out here. Thisisa

. < very large body of water and there is a strong. current, and in the old country it is
thickly inhabited, and it is very desirable to keep the water as pure as possible, As
people do here T don't see where it has been offensive, except in the immediate vicinity
of town. If there is no suitable place where discharged, the cannery takes it to places

g . where the small fishes can fesd on it. T am sure that the offal does not get but n few

g hundred feet from the cannery before all the offal is devoured by these small fish, and
oy the heads and tails are devoured by the seals. At my cannery, and, I believe, near all
the canneries, there are large numbers of sturgeon, and 1 know Indians go out with a
line and get any numbers of thém. .
.. Q. Do seai); come up to your cannery I —A. O, yes; the seals come right »p the
river, » - ‘

- Q. To any extent 7—A. Well, not as much here as in some rivers on the coast, and

they dispose of the larger offal—the heads and tails, because I have never heard of any
heads being found down at the mouth of the river from any of the canneries, :

Q. Then you don’t helieve the evidence given by persons here that they have taken
heads and tails from their nets-—A. I don’t beliove it to be true, except in some cases
where persons have been salting fish, and a good deal of offal is got in shallow water.

\ 0% - :
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T T QO Yow are engaged in the canning business 1~ A. T am engaged in the canning
business, . ' )

Q. What cannery -— A, The British Columbia Packing Company.,

Q. One of the syndicate 1A, Yes. . ‘ T

Q. Of what capacity is that cannery I—A. Well, I have put up 26,000 cases in one
season, : :

Q. But the average, say for the Jast three yeas? A, About 15,000 cases.  The
lnst three years, a little less than that, . . ) :

Q. Is yours of the same capacity as othors, sxcepting Mr. Ewen'sT - AL Yes, ex.
copting Mr. Ewen'’s. Lis is a little larger.  Mine is about as the othe:s,

Q. Well, the fish that are caught daily are brought in-the heads and tails are cut
oft—how ave theso disposed of 1-—A. Tu has been disposed of in this way. In the early
years of the canning industry we just let it run into the water, and it was very deleteri-
ous when it became putrid and floated in to the sides of the ri-er, but this year we havoe
made arrangements to dispose of it in the channel of the river, and at my cannery, hy
adopting this mode, no ‘one hwl been annoyed from offal from my place.  The offal usedd
to flont there, but T have made provision for that, and no one ean have o word to say
from oftensiveness or on account of the offal going there, for it does not interfere with

- anyone. . Of course, where 1 am situated, there is no one but myselt anyway, and it

t
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was oftensive, only T made arrangements for disposing of it in this way.
. Q. Your fish ave caught, brought in and put in the eannery—-their heads and tails
cut ot and entrails taken out, and the offal skoved into the water—A. Yes: but we
vf have deep water. ' .

Q. Then if the ottal falls down it does not fall into the channel of the river, does
it?—A. Well, whero my cannery is there are two channels. - ‘

Q. Do not canneries stand on piles1—A. Yes; nmost of them ave, .

Q. And are the piles numerous —A. Yes: they are generally eight by ten, sufhi.

© clent to hold vp the building. ‘

Q. And the offal is thrown down amongst these piles 1 A, Generully, but they are
naking provision now to take it all into the current.  Of course where there is no cur-
rent it piles up, but in the channel it goes right off. ) -

Q. Can yju runa hopper out from your buildings to the channel 1-—A. Yes; in
nost of then, I beliove. .

Q.- And you think it would be injurious in the shallow waters and where it could
not get away, but if thrown in the channel it would not be injurious I— A\, Quite so .—I
think so from long observation and experience.

Q. And do you build canneries in channels or deep water 7—A. We always like to
get-them-imn channel or deep water because steam-hoats must load our fish, &c., and we
must have plenty of water for thetboats to come alongside, &e. »

.- Q. During past ycurs have you-conveyed the offal in scows out to the deep water
channel, or allowed it to run into the river L-—A. This last year T have conveyed it by
spouts and it was perfectly effective. - :

Q. Then the conclusion you come to is that offal is not injurious if put into the
channel, and it is injurious if in shallow water I—A. Well, not to fish life—1I don't think
it is, bacause there are nyriads of decomposed fish that come down the river—1I don't
think it injurious to fish life or any life, :

Q. But T suppose you know corporate boards in towns always consider it o
nuisance 1-—A." Well, suppose so—you know a cannery is not un caude cologne factory
(laughter), '):md anmongst people it is not well liked.

By Mr, Armstrohg L ‘

Q. Do you think any disposition could be made of that offal in any other way than -
by putting it in the river —A. None other-—you miust put it in the river, .

Q. Do you not think it might be made into oil and fertilizers 1—A. Well, I have -
examined into that thoroughly. .Mr. Lawson and Mr. MeDavin have a good deal of
uioney in an oil refinery at Vancouver, and have sunk a good deal of money getting all
modern appliances for pressing out oil and drying refuse of fish for fertilizers. ' 1 met

07 . ’
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e them in New York and they asked mo to investigate-the thing;-and T did-so as far as [-—- -——

‘ could. T made inquiry and got acquainted with most of the, oil factories in Massachu-
setts, 1 told them conditions here were very different, and told them I did not think
they could possibly make a suecess of it. I took some time and spent some days in
looking up this dvying pivcess. . There they use artificial heat for drying it, but the
difference is, this fertilizer brings 833 a ton in England---it can be cured to ship across
to England from the eastern sea-hoard, but it is impossiblé™ to-cure it here to ship to
England—the ship would have to be abancoied before it got to England. The people ~
of the company even got the president, & Frenchman, to come out and T met him here

“and he thought they ought to succeed in doing it, but when they took into account th
difference in climate and the distance to ship the product, they abandoned it. Then
Joe Spratt took hold of it and they spent several thousands of dollars in it, but it all
was given up. - Joe Spratt put a good deal of money in it and he had to give it up, and
what was thervesult7 - All the vefuse had to be dumped into the water, and all that had
the effect of poisoning the water at English Bay, and really I think that drove the

- herrings out of the inlet—-1 cannot say for certain, but T veally believe that did j—of
course Burravd's Inlet is a big difference to this river.

Q. Do you know the unfortunate way in which you cannerymen stand by the Inw t
You know thereis a law on the Statute-book of the Dominion that you are liable te fine
‘every time you throw offal into the river. - Now you know no (Government, either Pro-
vincial or Dominion, has the right to say the law shall not be carried ou®  Now, any man
can go before n magistrate and complain of it and have you tined for it every timel—A.
Well, you would have to stop the industry. 1 quite understand that nbout the law, but
this industry is n very important one and gives employment to many persons on this river.

Q. Well, you should take some steps to get this law repealed 1~ A:-Well-we have
taken steps, hut the departnent has been very remiss in complying with the suggestinns
we made---that is our opinion out here. . '

Q. Well, 1 think the departnent has been very lenien! s the law is.  Here is tie |
position you are in. —Any man whom you may offend can go and have you tined every Gy
youdo it 1—A. “Well, it is a farce about the offal being an injury to the fish. '

Q. Well, but there is the law 7—A. We have been fighting to vemedy the matter
and have sent a delegation to Ottawa to have laws formulated to suit the industry and

4] i the welfare of all parties conderned.  This delegation came back here and gave the
balance of people engaged in the industry-—ygave us to understand that everything was
JBoing 1o be put all vight, and that these gentlemen who conduct matters in the depart-
S ment were quite in accord with them in their opinion, but when the rules came out they
+ were very different---they were ridiculous, and in fact we could not carry on our business.
© Then v 4 went to our members and an Order in Council was passed rescinding it, and
then we put offal in the river for our own comfort, ahd at a meeting the other day we
agreed to make provision to put it in deep water. B -

Q. Of course the Governor in Council has power to mnke rules and regulations in
reference to the fisheries, but the Governor in Council has no power to rescind the Act.
They can make rules and regulations under the Act, and the Act says you may be
tined 1A, Well, if Mr. Wilmot had remained here-—when the telegram from the -
department came asking if it was convenient for him to come now, I was in Victoria, 1
said no, we could leave this thing till the tish were running and get Mr. Wilmot, for we
know Mr. Wilinot is quite an authority on fish—eastern fish—anel we could disabuse his
mind on many points regarding our ﬁs{, but they wanted these rules made for the com-
mencement of the fishing. ' .

Mr. ArvstRoNG.—But, Mr. Birrell, this Commission is not here to carry out Mr.
Wilmot's views or my views—we are kere to go upon the evidence.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. 1 believe I heard you say you have made arrangements to put the offal in the
deep part of the river—why, did you rot put it there before?—A. Yes; we have made
arrangements to do it. : T o

Q. Then you think it injurious otherwise I-—A. I think it not injurious to fish life,
but it is offensive tc people in the immediate vicinity. . ,

T —
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= QU Bt this was acknowledgiment of canning people that offal was offensive and
that by putting it qut in the river you would overcome tﬁut offensiveness -\, Quite so,
. Q. You say your establishment cmplays many people l—A. Yes, .

Q. How many are employed in your estuhlisfnnent LA About ninety. :

Q. How many of the ninety are actusi settlers and hond fide people of this country
—how many whits men?— A, Well, not many—-about fix or seven—-semetimes more-—~
sometimes ten, , . . )

Q. And the rest are what — A, Chinese and Tndian women. . . )

Q. Then do you think you employ the veal bond fide people of this country b A,
Yes; we employ tho lords of the soil, respeetable Chilliwaks. (Lauyhter.) S

. Q. Now if hulf of the people were respectable: white people would it not bo better
for the conntry 1A, Well, if we could get them.

Q. You don’t get them as long as you can get Indinng and squaws at lower prices 1
A Well, T don't know. ' :

Q. You stated that offal going into some bay near here drove the lmrring awayl— A,
Well, in English Bay the offal was the offal of the vil factory —not heads and tails of
tish. ' '

.. Q- Then you think there is a difference betweon that offul and the offal herel- A,
I will tell you'—the factory was a failure. “They filled it full of this vefuse and it spoilt -
on them. ™ They got unlimited numbers of herrings and they pressed them for the oil .
and the refuse was dumped in. 1 don’t know how many times they filled up their factory
and tried to hake it into a fertilizer and fuiled. Then the dunds here dont want any
fertilizer—the farmers would not use it. T : :

Q. You put up 15,000 cases of fish, principally sockeye--what was the average
weight of these fish1—A. Well, nearly eight-pounds, probably o little less. between
seven and eight. -

Q. Then in going through the process with an eight pound fish You would make
how many cans1— A, "Well, they would average but little less than five-four and n hadf
to five cans .

Q. Then three and a half pounds goes s offal 1-—A. No; not so much 1y that for
this account, because there is always more fish in a éan than o pound— generally an
average of not less than eighteen ounces. .

Q. You put that in for shrinkage--A. No: not at all, but you take uny can of
fish and you will find they g0 over a pound, many twenty-one ounces—-then the can,
solder, and all, weighs three and a quarter to three and » half ounces, :

" Q. Then do T understand Yyou to say thy canners put in upwards of 60,000 pounds
overweight in packing 15,000 cases 1— A, Well yes, 1 think, as o ru, . They may not
uverage that —of course we are very careful and always do our best to lm\'q the full
weight in. They don’t all avernge that, some may be a fraction less in size or in depth,
but I think my cans as o rule will average an ounce or two more or less over the pound.
Then some of course are short, but we try our best not to have any less.in the tins
because there is reclamation then and & loss to the packer.

Q. Then you give 60,000 pounds overplus --A. Well, about that. )

Q. Have you ever thonght of the quantity of oftal thrown into the river from the
canneries working on the rivor 1--A. Ol, of course it must be very great, )

Q. Between seven and cight million pounds of. offal —A. ‘Well, I suppose it may
bo—TI never figured on that. i . . L L.

Q. You read a report that was publishéd—a report of an inspection of this river
two or three years ago, did you not 1-~A. Well, I read some report—yes. .. o

Q. If that report makes just exactly these figures you are now stating, it is pretty
nearly correct, is it not' =—A. I should think 80, yes. L .

Q. As I first concluded from your remarks, you think it is not injurious if thrown
into the channel of the river, but injurious or offensive if put in _shnllow water 1—-A.
Offensive? Yes, if allowed to remain near the banks whew_them is no current. )

Q. Would its offensiveness be so much as to cause miasmatic air 1-—A, \\’ell,.nt
would not be nice, I know.

10e—T7}
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Q. Would it be a preventive to sonie good, sound, wholesome men settling . ...

there !~ A. Not in near my cannery. - It would be unhabitable, T believe, if the refuse
of the cannery was buried within half w mile from any cannery, and as a matter of fact
the oil factory at Burrard Tulet, it was so offensive to the people theve that the people

- burned it —burned the factory up. 1 was through the town about a year hefore they

burned it up and the offensiveness was very grent. ‘ .

Q. If you were living in the neighbourhood where such bad smells were created,
you would help in the sume thing 1—'A. Well, I a not an incendiary.

Q. But you would not like it ---A. No, I would not like it.

€. You made some remurks as to the canners going to Ottawa.” Are YOu nware
the.o suggestions were carvied out at their instigation I—A. Tt was said so.

Q. Have you read the reports of the department 1-— A. Well, T used to, but I
don’t get them now, ‘ ' ‘ v '

Q. You think the report made in regard to offal thrown into the river by an officer
of the department was not correct 1—A. Well, if the oflicer reported it was put in the
channel of the river it would not be deleterious to fish life or offeasive to anybody. 1
concur in that, and I think so does everybody. .

Q. What about the limitation of nets?—A. Well, I think it is necessary that
ech cannery should have 25 nets for the proper conduct of their business. Those

-who have. a capacity for more and wish to do so can buy fich from outside boats,

Q. You put the canners on the same basis, but if one has an excess in capacity he
coukl get from outside hoats 1-—-A.” Yes. . )
Q. What nbout fishermen —A. Give them a net and license each.

Q. As many’ as applied for them 7—A. No, I um different from some of the can-
nerymen in that regard-—I believe it would be well to fix a limit. T believe that is
very desirable to encourage men who follow fishing at present on the river—they do
nothing else and make theiv living on the river. These meon are very useful in

- supplying the markets with fresh Hsh which it does not pay the canners to put up.
* These men, if thereis no protection, the result will be ~they don’t make much out of

the spring fishing, they make very little over net and boat, &e., hut they depend
almost entirely upon the prices they get during thie sockeys run-—the result will
be, if everybudy goes into the river, even if they get 15 cents, they will have to
abandon the fishing, because they cannot make encugh to keep thiem at that business
all the year round. ~ The trouble is, that there are many foreign fishermen during the
sockeye run and if they come in the fish will cost too much, and few by each man will
be caught.

Q. How many licenses should your cannery get 1A, Twenty-five.

Q. You want all the rest of the canneries to get twenty-fivel—A. Yes: I think
all shoula get twenty-five. '

Q. What chance would or(linm'y fishermen have if all the canneries on the river
. got t\v(‘nt{-ﬁve each 7---A. Well, there would be enough outside fishermen to supply

the local demand.
* Q. Then you think the local demand enough for outside fishermeni-—A. There

would be little, if any, work for them from the cannery.

Q. In an abundant season how many boats would supply your cannery with
15,000 cases 7--A. Oh, that would altogether depend upon the sbundance of fish,

Q. Yes; but on an average 1—A. I think twenty-five on an ay erage.

Q. Fifteen would not supply you at ali?-—~A. Ok, no.

Q. Would twenty-five fully - ~A.. Yes.

Q. Then if the cannerymen had twenty-tive hoais there would be no work for out-
side fishermen at alll—A. Not st all ; some canneries some years ago used the products

“of double that number.

) Q. Well, but 1 am putting you all down at twenty-tive; would not the result be
no} chance for outside fishermen to sell fish?-—A. No; it would not be the result,
because if T engage outside fishermen it is customary for outside men to make
arrahigements to take tish beforehaind. - .

. Q. Yes; if the canneries had not enough btoats of their own?-—A. Oh, no. Excuse
me-—on one occasion I gave nine men a contract to supply me with fish. Well, fish
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came in very abundant that year—I took the fish
refused one, and because T got more tish than 1 could handle

from those nine boats—1 never
I withdrew my own hoats.

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Was not the reason because you had a contract 1—A. Yo, o
Q. Would it not be different if there was no contract A, Well, T}
done this, even if 1 had outside bos
then.

Q. Would you give a fair number of licenses to froezers ar salters - A, Well,
it is not for me to say that. It is my opinion that these so-callod freezers are not
freezers at all; they are the same as outside fishermen. These can get ten leenses

- each, and they speculate with themn. .

Q. Would you give them more than one license LAl These men who have a

- trade in fresh fish to be put up in broken ice, these men ought 1o have licenses, but ten
is an excess—-more than they use.  Mr. Vienna follows that business entively ; 1 think
he ought to have three or four licenses; T think that would be quite suttivient.  The
other places are the same.

Q. Tae freezers you think are about froze out ?
(Laughter.y — - T e

Q. Do you think curtailing the number of licenses to e
commercial value on them?.—A. Which?

Q. On the licenses - more than what would be if every fisherman who applicd got
a license 1—A. T don’t clearly understand you. ,

Q. Does it not make them more valuable?  For instance, we have it here that
as high as 250 has been paid for licenses ; after the canneries got their number only
& few were left, and consequently they brought as high as 250 1— A, Well, 1 should sy
that would establish a commercial value, if it is sure they were sold for that price.

Q. Well, do you think it would be any injury to the fisherics generally if every
British subject got a license 1—A. Well, 1 tflink it would be injurious to the cannery
people because so few fish would be caught in the boats it would’ not pay them, und
the same for the single fishermen, because few fish would bhe caught each, .

Q. But would it be jnjurious to the fisheries interest if every British subject
got a license who paid forit1.- A, Well, | reaily think it would not ; T am nof prepared
to give an opinion, but T don’t think it would, '

mve nlways
s T have always taken a fair shave of fish from

Ao e about froze out.

issued on the river puts a

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. You say that with twenty boats you have taken 15,060 eises?-- A, No: 1
don’t say that; T had twenty licenses, but | might have twenty outsiders as well,

Q. 8till, twenty boats have produced for you 15,000 cases : well, there arve twenty-

two canneries on the river-—multiply 15,000 by 22 and we get 330,000 cases with
twenty-two canneries. Now, 330,000 eases are greater than you had on the Fraser Rivert
— A. But there are canneries that have not operated yet, :
‘ Q. Yes; but we are not putting them in; only the twenty-two who operated,
Now, if you get twenty-five boats it will give you 412,500 cases : the consequence would
be you almost double ‘the catch you have-had any time: now, would you buy a single
fish from outside fishermen 7---A" Well, but you ave taking the supposition that there
will be a good year every year.

Q. I take your own average.—A. Well, hut these last couple of years have heen
fairly good. -

’ Q. Well, according to your own statement, in 1890 you had 13,116 cases (report
Board of Trade, 1890, p. 52). Now, if you had twenty-five boats you would have your
' factory filled with ns many cases as you had any of these years ; now, would you employ
an outside boat I—A. Of course we would; we have to arrange before the fishing com-
mences, and if fish are not abundant we don’t get fish enough to keep us going, then we

lay oft our own boats.
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| Q. And with twenty-two canneries you would employ 132 white men, and all the
¥ I rest would be Siwashes and Chinamen, and not a single’ ‘rhite man to run your -
i canneries —A. Oh, but there are a great many men employed Jutside of direct work
1 . in the canneries. There is coal and wood to bu got, &e.

: Q. But I put this because we have had extravagant requests from fishermen here

HIB who wanted to get all the licenses, and now you say the fishermen should not have
4 licenses 1—A. No; T don'’t say that. . -
Q. Well, that is the Eng{ish of it.—A. No; excuse me. <
Q. Butif you have twenty-five boats it is more than you want—A. Noj; it is
not more than I want, bhecause if there is plenty of fish' T will huve to withdraw my
own boats, :

By Mr. Armstrong :

R

A ey s i <5 et
RSOt

i (. But we have before us taat it takes 25,000 to build a cannery, and you get
4 £25,000 gain by not employing outside licenses..— A. It is not the case.
p Mr. Wievor.~Perhaps you should not make these remarks as yet, but we get so
% contlicting statements, Here we see where good nien come to the country and then
'?I . they cannot get a license to tish.
gitr%:? A By My, Armstrong :
lf_%':* : = Q. And here is o man who gets ten licenses and lets them out and walks around
qi%i town with his hands in his pockets and a good fisherman cannot get a license to fish.
§;A Now, don't you think that should be regulated —A. Yes, certainly, and time and time
f% again T have urged it that freezers have got an undue proportion of licenses. 1 acted

for secretary of the board fourteen years ugo, and I know that.
Q. Do you know of any influence brought to bear by those people to get livenses 1
—A. No; Tdon’t know: I have heard, but. T really cannot say. . o
Mr. ArMSTRONG. —-It seems there has been unfair influence brought to hear by
someane o so.ichody,

By My, Wilmot :

Q. Aud in taking down this evidence it would be wrong for us to do so, that either
canners or fishermen shall have all the licenses, s0 we have to take hoth sides. I think
' that the cannerymen should have a sufficient number of licenses to enable them to
- independently carry on their husiness without being overrun by the fishermen, but I
v also think the fisherien who are good men should not be debarved from their fishing too,
Ae—Well, those are my sentiments; but I wish to say a word or two about the way

5 Mr. Wilmot has been taking evidence and putting questions. Some of the men who
by have given evidence are very good men and have been on the river some time, others
i have not; but the way the questions wero put was particularly to bring out the views

of these men from an eastern standpoint.. - We think highly of your views on eastern
© matters, but we don’t think much of them on points here,

Q. Well, T think when intelligent men come forward, T ask questions as I think
correct I - A, But T think you should not eulogize men who come forward. It hes this
tendency : it clicited and got evidence from men who have little or no experience.
There are some here who had, but most of these men quite agree with you about the
habits and methods of the tish, but these men have had no experience here.

Q. But you had experience in Scotland, had younot I-—A. Well, perhaps ; but there
are men who have given evidence here who cannot tell the familiar dog-fish from a sock-
eye. Tt will have this effect T don’t think they do it intentionally. Tt has this effect :
hiere is the preponderance of evidence establishing nintters which we know to be €rroneous,
and it will militate against this industry, ‘ -

Q. But T am simply endeavouring to gain knowledge. There was a time, years
ago, when people didu't believe electricity could drive a car, hut knowledge has brought
it out7—A. Yes; I know that. .-

Mv. ArusthoNG.—Well, but if we allow you the same privilege' to rebut this
-evidence, you cannot complain —you can put in any evidence to disprove what has heen
said —you should not exmplain if we allow you to do that.
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By Mr. Wilwot :

Q. What do you say about the close season 1--A. The present close season is correct, -

for this reason : if you stop the boats from going out at 6 o'clock on Sunday, it will be
impracticable to carry it out.  As soon as it gets dark all hands will go out into the

- river, especially the single men *-over and nbove all that, we want a supply of fish for ~

Monday. Generally, there are only thirty days fishing, and many of these. days we are
short of fish anyway, . , . ]

Q. But, if nine-tenths of the population think the Sabbath should be kept, it Jdoes
not follow that one-tenth should make a profitable business out of it.  However, you
think the Sunday close time right now - A. Yes. )

By Mr. Armstrony :

Q. But what do you think of a change --from 12 o'clock Saturday to § o'clock

Monday morning -~ A, Well, you sec we would not be able to get away with the fish,
and would have to work on Svuday to put fish up. o

Q. Do you work at night 2. -A. Not if we can avoid it.

Q. Do you think it would be ‘0o long close time from § o'clock’ Raturday morning
to 6 v'elock Monday morning?- A. ‘tou long a ciose time? 1 think so. [ would object
to that for this reason : the ru. only lasts tor six weeks, and there are only twelve days
when there is any quantity o fish, and in good year we are fully handed only in ten
or twelve days, and the resuit would be we would not be able to get up cnough fish to
recoup us, and as soon as fish cease to run, then it does not pay to put them up.

Q. Would you make a division on Saturdny —say 9 o'clock 1 —A. No, 1 thinkaiot —
for to be able to du a day’s fishing we must start early in the morning —if an unlimited
number of nets all right, but we eannot get them. - : :

By Mr. Witmot :

Q. Why not start at daylight .\[bonduyAnwrning 1—-A. We want fish to work at on
Monday—all people, trades people and any with interset in British Columbia, with the
exception of Missionaries, will back the cannerymen up in that respect. :

~

By Mr, Arms‘lrong:

. Q. We have too many fishermen who don't agree with you.- - A, Such as they
were-—new-timers and come from Scotlund and have been fishing here only a few years.
These men may change their mind in a few years, especinlly if they have any money

in business,

By-Mr. Wilmot :

- Q. Proprietors of canneries ‘are generally very well off and can go to church if they
. like, while fishermen eannot--as his ' rend and butter depends upon it.—A. Well, no
* canner will object to a man going to chureh-—he is not working in the afternoon-—you
see there is a close time from 6 o’clock on Satunday morning up'to 6 o'clock on Sunday
afternoon, and surely that is a long time. But there is a bad effect in the way you
ask questions. - C ’

Q. What about the arnual close season !-—A. Of course, T believe in that, because
- there is no fish to be had. :

Q. Very generous ! Can you nccount for larger runs than usual the Inst fow years
Do you give credit to the season or to uny artificial aid at all 1A, T give the credit to
the season—it is a matter of chance more than anything else, I give credit, of course, to
the hatchery, but since the hatchery was established it has been of very little use,
owing to the remissness of the department in not supplying the inspector here with
sufticient labour to look after it properl})\', and one of the reasons it was asked for 14
or 15 years ago, was to allow people who put their money in this industry to find out
about the salmon in the river, and of course, when established it was established under

tlie rules of the department, undeér a paid officer, but this officer has been left without .
knowing what he was to do—they did not allow him to employ hands until it was too

late in the season. He had no opportunity to get spawn off the healthy ti-%,
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' Q. There is no season in which the hatchery was not'filled to over-tlowing with
: egys of fish. The reports from various ofticers are that it was filled too full with . ry¢s -
A. Yes, 1 believe that, but filled from fish not in the hest condition. .
" Q. Ob, T cannot say thai—canners themselves say they want egga from the sock-
eyel-—Yes, but they don't go to get them in time, o :
. Q. But I suppose you know you cannot get eggs before they ape ripe 1—-A. I think
they could have got them earlier. *

Q. You helieve the hatcheries are ygood though 1—A. Yes, if properly conducted,
and if suflicient appropriation is made to look after them. R

Q. Big salaries?—A. Yes, the men were paid very small salaries and everything
was done in a niggaedly way, and the rosult has been very unsatisfactory:.

Q. The object when this hatchery was originally started was to breed the quinnat
salmon, but cannery men said “no, they are not numerous enough—we want the sock-
eye,” and the government took overy means to get the sockeye ; but from evidence
brought up at this commission, it scems that if yuinnat ” were bred the majority would .
be white and red and thrown away as useless. Now your fivst run of sockeye is in
July 1-~A. Yes. .

Q. Well, we have been collecting eggs for n number of yearsaud we never get them
until the-end of September or October?—~A. This is the run of fish that T would want
to take the spawn from, hut you take the tail end of the vun, and all know that the
healthiest and most robust are the first that go up. : .

Q. But you have to wait until they are ready to spawn?-—A. Well, we know this
-=tha inspector complained very much-—the late Tom Mowat—matters were always
doleyed too long---and two lines from the department would have done it.

Q. Oh well, you know if all compluints were gone into we could not think of attend-
‘ng to them.  Now, have you anything more to say 1—A. No; T think not.

Q. We are much obliged to you for your evidence 2—A. You are welcome. By the
way, a friend of mine, Mr. Laidlaw, asked me to say that he was not very well, and he
would like to put in a statemes.t. ’ -

Ma. WiLsor.-—Oh yes; let him put it in—-we will put it on record.

( ——— === Mr. BRr:LLZ Very well, thank you. , L. .

J.COA RMSTR.ONG, a i%ritish ‘ﬁumdiun, a resident of New Westminster, and
living in British Columbia since 1838, was duly sworn,

By Afr. Wilmot :

Q. Well, siv 1A, T merely wish to remark about the spawning grounds. T have
been up and down the river—my impression is, if up at the Harrison River, at one
place, the Government would employ an Indian or whiteman a month at certain seasons
to let little salmon out; it would increase salmon more than the hatcheiy, ata very smell
expensc T have been there myself and I have seea the littls salmon ih the twe little
creeks where they go out, and when the water recedes they get dammed up, and the
salmon renwmin there in millions, because they cannot get out.

Q. Then how hemmed in, sir 1~ A. This all gots flooded and the little sabion that
are able to swim, rise, and the viver drops quickly and they cannot Lot out.

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Th~ water goes down andi they cannot get out?-—A. Yes ; I k-ve taken a stick
and let many of them out. ,

By Mr. Wilmot :

- Q. You have heen up there and seen them, they wers salmon 1—A. Yes; I was
with M. Mowat. . ‘ .

Q. What time of the year was it when you saw them there?—A. Along about the

, tirst of May or June. _ : |
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Q. What size woull they be 1—-A. W
had the egg absorbed. )

Q. Some you say only an inch and a half long and smme with the sae
A Yes, ) o

Q. Were these naturally-bred fish or deposited 1—-A. Yes, natarally-beed fish,  If
you will dig down you will find the spawn there now the water comes in and then
dries up and the littie salmon die. They were so pleniirul chat years ago the Indians
used to get a stick and put it in and get the spawn and dry it for their Christmas

- pudding or something of that sort.  Another thing—about tha trout—1 have seen the
salmon as they came in to spawn followed by great numbers of those trout who goin to
eat the spawn.  The trout are the suiie as a pack of wolves after sheep.

Q. Well, one view is that Providence has provided things very well, and nature
provided these spawning beds up there—-but the most destructive animal to salmon and
the young fish is man himself and not those creatures whom Providence lhias put there?
~-A. Well, I have seen as*mauy salmon between Yale and Spencer's bridge as the
canners put up in a whole year, ‘ ' '

Q. What about salmon dying up the river? - A, Well, T don't know, T have come
through a great many of them, probably acres of them.

A. Do you see live ones -~ A. No, ~ )

Q. They were underneath--—you seldom see the live ones, they would be underncath
—it is only the dead ones you see. Well, T am sure we are very glad to hear your
report and if our officer here will take up the matter and veport upon it, 1 hope it will
be attended to.  We thank you for your information.

ell, some could run around, but vthers hardly

k on yet -

——

THOMAS LADNER, of Ladner's Landing, a native of England, a resident of
Luadner’s Landing, in British Columbia, sirce 1858, a salmon cannery proprietor, was
duly sworn, ‘

By Mr. Wilnot ;

Q. Well, Mr. Ladner, have you any statement te make or would you prefer being
questioned T-- A. T am quite willing to answer any questions you may ask.

Q. What about the offal —A. Well, my views in vegard to offal are that it-does

no injury to fish whatever., ‘ _ A

Q. What has it to do with the human family .—their comfort, or health? ~ A. Well,
speaking personally, U live right in it, and [ don’t know that it has injured me much,
I don’t think that it injures anyone ; it causes a little stench sometimes, which, if the
dead fish went, it would be more use, .

" Q. You think it offensive —A. Yes, in certain localities as vegards smell ; but it is
not injurious to fish or the human family generally. _—

Q. Are you a believer-in science, or have you seen the authorities put forward by
the Department of Agriculture, Province of Ontario 1— A. No; I have not.

Q. Well, here is a statement from an Ontario Government oflicial who has analysed
offul of fish, and says — - ’ '

* From the consideration of the whole question, 1 am of opinion that the manu-
facture of the refuse into fertilizer is strongly to be recommended, because :

“1st. It will thus utilize a bye-product that otherwise is a total loss,

“2nd. It will prevent the waters from being contaminated. N

“3rd. Its proper management must tend to & more healthful surrounding.

‘““4th. Its return to the soils of the farm will partly offset the waste of our vities by
sewerage carried to the lakes and rivers.

* oth. If properly handled it will pay well. .

“ From the great importance of this question to the health of the counnunity, the
welfave of the fishing industry, and the progress of agriculture, I have endeavoured to
reply at this length.” ~ S ) :

—(Victoria, B.C., Colonist, 20th Feb., 1892,)
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Mu. LapXER.-—Who is the authority ?

Mu. Witsor.-—The authority is Professor C. C. James, Professor of Chemistry in
the Chemical Laboratory of the Ontario Agricultural College, at Guelph, Ont,, who has
analysed offal of cod fish, dog-fish, cannery refuse from salmon and herring. Those are
his conclusions, ‘ , ‘

A. They are right in some ways and in others wrong. As a fertilizer we don’t want,
it here—then you must take into account the cost attached to it —what costs 81 in -
Ontario costs 310 here, -

Mu. WiLyor.—-Then the Pruviucial Govermmnent proposes that a syndicate be
formed for the utilization of the oftal and waste in connection with the proposed fishing
operations of the Crofters to he brought out here for settlement. I will read you an
extract from the Victoria Daily Times of the 21at February. After explaining the
leading details of the scheme, the article goes on to say - .

‘ As it is understood, an English company is in course of organization with a capi-
tal of a million sterling, for the purpose of purchasing tlie tish from the boats of the
Crofters az soon as caught, and transporting them through a cold storage system on
stenmers and cars to every important market on the continent. In addition to this it
it is understoud that the company will he prepared to cure fish by n variety of processes,
extract fi-h oils aad manufacture fertilizers, &c., from the offal, So thit all kinds of
fish procurable will be utilized and there shall be no waste. The reader will at once
perceive how these two branches of the scheme will work into each other, and the whole
tend to the development of the deep-sea fisheries of the province, thus establishing a new
industry, the possibilities of which are as boundless as ‘our great sea furm.””

Mu. Lavxer.—Thatis o good idea, 1 only hope that they will do it---they ave quite
welcome to all the offal on the Fraser River without buying it.

By Mr. Armstrong :
Q. Would you deliver it to them '—A. Yes: we would deliver it to them. -

By Mr. Wilmot ;

Q. Then you think it offensive - —A. Not universally an offensive thing—only once

- and awhile you smell it.

Q. Does it lodge?—-A. Ol a little—heads and tails,
Q. s not that the largest portion?-—A. No; I think the enteails the largest por-
tion, :
Q. It depends how much you cut off—A. Yes. :
Q. You thiuk it not detrimental to fish-—is any other substance detrimental to

" tish? Would saw-lust be injurious —A. Yes; I think it would be injurious if it got

in the gills, otherwise I don’t think it would.
Q. Do you think from your knowledge, that saw-dust or any description of offal, if

_strewn on beds where eggs are laid by salmon would be injurious t—A. T suppose it
" would. :

Q. How about the limitation of nets —what are your views? Under the present
rule the canners ave entitled to twenty boats each and the fishermen in number to take
up 150, while canners 350.-—A. Well, if you take it on the basis of my opinion, I would
allow fishermen to buy all the licenses they wish, and T think canners should have at
least twenty-five nets each. Every British subject and vesident of the country should
be intitled to get one boat and canners not less than twenty-five.

Q. Now, Mr. Laduer, I cannot help but refer to the figures, as in the case of M.
Birrell ; but do you advocate an unlimited nuinber of canneries ! —A. Yes ; ANy person.
who wants to put up a cannery, let him do so. i

Q. You are more liberal than many others 1---A. Oh, T don’t know, I don't advo-
<cate a monopoly of the canners at all.

Q. Then you think canners should have twenty-five licensss and fishermen have an
unlimited number-—one each 1—A. 1 do.
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Q. There are twenty-two canneries on the river - Al Yes,

Q. Are others to be erected 1—A., Possibly. :

Q. At twenty-five boats each and twenty-two canneries it would hring a product of
15,000 cases for each cannery in excess of any one year you have fished this river -
A, Well, T don'’t know how you make that out.

- Q. Well, you see, if twenty-two canneries at twenty boats each are required to pro.
duce as many cases as have been produced 1--A, On what authority do you place the
boats at twenty 1 There vould be outside boats would ther® not ¢~ Then' the ruus vary
=-you base your figures that they catch so many fish every day.

Q. No; T base my figures on nn average of 15,000 cases, and that is the aversge of
all the canneries except Mr. Ewen's?. -A . No; I have put up more than that. 1 work
according to the market.  1If it justifies me in packing 25,000 cases, | will do it.

Q. Then you thiuk Mr. Birrell not corveet 1-.. A, I disagree with him in that
respect,

Q. inen twenty-five hoats would always, with fair vuns of fish, supply your
factory 1--:A. But I say they would not. :

Q. What would you say that twenty-five hoats would produce daily with an
ordinary van of fish I-~A, Well, when you speak “daily " you cannot form a basis of
opinion on daily eatehes, because, some yewrs there are Invge runs amd some smal;..

Q. Well, tuke 1880 or 18907. A, Well, say 1800, "In the day you were here
twenty-five hoats would supply a cannery.  That day was the only day [ saw so many
fish on the Fraser River. ' '

Q. The fish came to meev me then. (Laughter )7 -A. Yes, siv ; but you cannot base
an opinion on 23 hoats, hecause you cawiot take the run of a big vear--there i only a
~ few days in the year when the big run happens. - some days they will be fifty to o
hundred to a boat and even 300, and 1 have got 400 to the boat, but that is an excep-
tional thing.  You cannot hase an opinion on that —T am speaking of twelve years ‘ex-
perience now.

Q. Well, you say you would be satistied with twentyfive boats 1-- A, Noi "1 would
not.  Isay T would be willing to work on a basis of twenty-five hoats and ohtaiu the
balance of fish I require from outside boats, because twenty-five would not supply my
cannery, cither in a4 inrge or small year, . .

Q. How many hoats did you run last year? - A, 1 think it was twenty and some
outside boats, : :

Q. And your pack was 12,700 cases - A, If that book shows it (refercing to
departmental report in Mr. Wilmot's hands), that is it. ' .

Q. Then you think you could not keep your cannery running satisfactovily with
under twenty-five boats I —A, Not with twenty-tive hoats -1 take a basis of twenty-
five, and what 1 require over and above that T get from outside boats—now one year I
used thirty boats,

Q. Do you think you could overtish the river2--A. No, I don’t think so. -

Q. Would a thousand boats affect it, or 10,0007 A. Well, in reason they would,
but our fishing is done in tidal water almost entirely. T saw’ a easo in point
where they brought in an average of 150 fish to a boat, and next morning they don't

bring ten fish to the boat, and that was the whole length of the river, and that satistied

me that fish come in and stay in one day —they get beyond all chanée of being caught.
Fish have plenty of chance to get up river. ,

Q. \\":nt is your idea as to freezers and market-men - A, Well, my idea is they
‘have an over-sapply of boats, because they use them during the sockeye run, In the
spring run and fall run they vequire boats, of course, but during the sockeye run they
don’t use the number of hoats they get. . ) ) ]

Q. But if n freezing establishment is put up with the view to employing capital
and men to work it and can put up an equivalent to 15,000 cases, should not the indus-
try be encournged 1—-A. Certainly. ) i . .

" Q. Don’t you think they would be equally beneticial 1— A No; canneries employ
more labour, and thus are more benecficial. L

Q. But cannevies employ Indians and Chinamen?—A. Oh, T differ ; I employ 20

whitemen in my cannery ; canneries differ. :

i
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Q. But in putting up an equivalent to 15,000 cases of canned salmon the amount
of labour would not be so great as the amount of labouy required in canncries 1—-A. No,
of course not.

Q. But the whole tish would be taken ; none would be thrown away I—A. Well,
it wight not be thrown away here, but it would be thrown away somewhere else. [
don’t krow whether they gut them or not, but this must be thrown away somewhere,

Q. What about the heads and shoulders and tails 1.— A. Oh, well, we o't throw
away as much as all as we are represented to do. -

Q. What is the average weight of the tish you takel. - A. About 7 or & pounds.

Q. These were perhaps a little larger than” usual when 1 was there?— Oh, about
an average ; in a good run they are smaller.  That run when you were here was excep-
tionally good, and ¢nly lasted for one day. ,

Q. How many cans do you make to a tish?—A. Between 4 or 5 cans.

Q. Then fish weighing & pounds will give you 5 cans and 3 pounds offal . —A.
Yes. : - . .
Q. You have read the statement of an individual in a public document, have you,
that an ¥ pound fish would mike 5 cans and 3 pounds thrown away as oiial 7 A,
Well, T will tell you, Mr. Wilmot, that T was so disgusted when I saw that cut in the
veport that 1 did not vead it. Th .t is the honest truth. T was so disgusted with that
cut 1 wouldn’t read it.

Q. But the actual figures are corvect 1— A, Well, ageording to that cut there was
more than half the tish thrown away,

Q. You have good eyes, have you not - A. Yes; very good.

Mu. Winvor.—(Showing eut in veport, Department of Fisheries, 1890, p. 66).
Does that cut show more than half the fish thrown away 1—A. Yes, it does, provided
you take the entrails out. The cuts should be shown nearer the head and tail.

Q. But the facts are that three pounds of offal are taken from an eight pound tish
—A. Oh, well, the facts are just as T state them.

Q. Then you contend the canneries should have twenty-tive licenses—-that every
man should have one, and that as many canneries as like to should go in the business?
-—A. Yes; and as regards freezers—1 think they should have enough to conduct the
business, but T don't think freezers should have licenses to traflic in.

Q. Do you think canners should have licenses to trafiic inl—A. No.

Q. Is it ever done2—A. T never heard of it being done. *

Q. What is the custom of canners employiig outside fishermen?—A. Pay._them so
much each for their ftish,

Q. Ts it the habit of canners to do somewhat similar to what freezers do, namely,
apply for ten hoats and then when they cannot use them sell them to others 1~ A. The
nets should not be used as nets for freezers when issued to canners—it is proper they
should be used for the purpose for which issued. ' i :

Q. And the sanie should apply to canners 1.—A. Of course. :

Q. Do you think a settler or farmer should fish at a small fee for his own use I—A,
Yes; or what is more, if lie chooses to fish he has just as much right. -

Q. But the fee is different 7—.A. Oh, well, in that case, yes.

Q. Well, these things I have put to you are just the very laws as they standon the

Statute Book 1—A. But I want twenty-five licenses and unlimited licenses to outsiders. )

Q. Would you give them in the same way to Indians?--A. No; I would not.
Q. Why 7—A. Because T don’t think them capable. )
Q. Do not canneries employ great numbers of Indiansi—A. Yes.

Q. Are they not capable of doing their wark .—A. They are capable in a way ; but
it does not make much difference—they should be allowed every privilege possible. We
claim in British Columbia the Indians are self-supporting, but they should not have same
privileges as whitemen. : s

Q. What about the close seasonl--A, T think the close ~eason as at present is
correct. )

Q. That is what you practised last year?—A. Yes. .

Q. What about an anmual close seasonf-~A. T think there should be an annual

close season, ‘ -
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Q. What time would you say for that b - A, From st Mareh to 25th August as
open time —nets not less than 51 inches. ‘

Q. And the close period from?— A And from 25th August to 25th September nets
should not be less than 7% inches - .we have then spring salmon running in the fall.

Q. Do you can them 7 —A. Yes ; sometimes. - )

Q. Are some white and red 1--A. . Yes.

Q. What do you do with them 1~ A. Give them to idians,

Q. Are none thrown away - A. I never saw any. X

Q. From'25th September what then ! - A. From 25th September ta 1st November,
nets should be of not less than 5§ inch mesh. My reasons for this is that in early spring
we catch the spring salmon and of comse that vequires Inrge mesh and we don’t require
snall meshes nets until along in July.  Well, 1 put it 5§ because you can use as much

larger as you like, but you must not use smaller.

Q. Five and three-quarters is the established mesh—from 1st November, what do
You do then 1— A, Well, we don't tish——not after that.

Q. And you would have a close season but no fish ! A. Oh, there are fish, but we
don’t catch them. '

Q. Then you are willing to give a close season for tish when You cannot get ot use
them - A Well, we give two days throughout the fishing season now.

Q. Can you assign any cause for the good runs in the last few years?o AL T think
the hatchery is o decided success. - ' '

Q. And is it your view on Lehalf of the fisheries of the ceuntry, there should be
additional ones built - - A. Tt s, 1 think there should be one on the head watets of the
Fraser and on the head waters of the Thompson,

Q. What fish would you breed 1 - A. Thesockeye - I would advocate big salmon, only
that you are just as liable to hateh white ones as red ones. It is very hard to tell them
when you take them out of the water--you can tell them though -experienced fisher-

- men c¢an tell them:

Q. Would they prevail at any season except when they ave spawning 7~ A, Well,
I don’t know, perhaps so, ’

Q. Where is the fishing carvied on principally in the river 1---A. From the mouth
of the river to Stave River. ] . )

Q. Where is the mouth of the river? —A. From Garry Bush to the opposite Point
—I consider that the mouth of the river proper, but not for fishing-—the prineipal fish-
ing is carvied on out on the sand heads and from New Westminster down.

~=——- Q.. What would be the proportion of boats that would e fishing from Garry Point

outwards?—A. Tt 1s pretty hard to say =1 don't think half of them. I have never
taken it into consideration. )

Q. Therefore, there is really not a greater but equal proportion of fishing carried
on outside of the mouth of the river?--A. Yes, [ think so.

Q. And do you think any interference with fishing outside the mouth proper would
not be countenanced by canners or anyone elsel —A. I don’t think they would count-
enance it, because little-harm can be done. ‘They very often catch more fish above
Westminster than we do at the mouth of the river. ~ All the nets you could put at the
mouth of the river would not stop fish going up. )

Q. Then you think the present limit for fishing on the Fraser River is correct 2--

" A. Tidal waters up to Sumas,

- Q. No, I may state the Dominion Government has agreed to establishing the boun-
dary at Pitt River bridge and at Hammond on the main viver, for commercial fishing ?
—A. Idon't knov: anything about the Pitt, but I don’t see why fishing should be
stopped at Hammond —they fish at the mouth of the Stave River. .

Q. For commercial purposes I—A. Yes, they bring them down to the canneries.

Q. The idea is to allow fish that have passed the gauntlet of your nets to go free up
to the spawning beds, (showing diagram of proposed limits for fishing on Fraser River,
report, Department of Fisheries, 1890, p. 77.) now, you go gen-rally to the mouth of
the river—you would .10t seriously object to the lines laid off there 1-—A. Yes, T would
not mind as regards Pitt River, but T think fishing should be allowed up to the Stave
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River.  The limit should not be lower than Stave River. I think the present limits
are all that is required--they have been the limits for years and there is no veason for
changing it. :

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. What do you consider the present limits 7—A. Up to Sumas,
Mr. Winyor.—I don't think so.

By Mr. Armstrong : - -

Q. Why would it not do to make the weekly close «<.son foan 12 o'clock Saturday
to 12o%clock Sunday night 1— A, Well, thereis a great numbero. reusons ~-the prineipal
is if the close time is 12 o'clock at night we would not get .ore-third of our boats out. .
tishing and the consequence would be we would lose all day Yoturday, all day Sunday
and all day Monday—three days each out of five weeks. .

- Q. Well 12 o'clock Saturday to 6 o'clock Sunday 1—A. No; that would not do-—
we would have to work on Sunc ay and that would cost us double—:var-time is double’
time. If that is to be it would he just as well that all consent for people who will not
work on Sunday not to work,

By Mr. Wilmot ;

Q. If you commenced tishing on Sunday at 12 o’clock midnigi:t, could not fisherinen
be enabled to get fish for next morning I—A. No; they could not eateh suflicient
(quantities——we would not get one-third of the Loats to work., .

Q. Then Sunday close time amounts to nothing 1—A. Oh, no ; Sunday closes—.it
closes cqually in the majority of people’s opinions here,

Q. But if you break Sunday at all, is it not as bad to work a part asall of it 1— A,
That is a matter of opinion. Now, we have valy a few weeks in the year, and I con-
sider it a greater sin when these things are given us if we don't take care of them.

Q. Wehave in evidence that some fishermen will not work on Sundays 1— A, Well,
perhaps they are christinns like Mr. Wilinot, and others are christians like me. (laughter).
I think it would be a great injustice to make the Sunday law any different—all persons
can do as they like.—some persons’ conscientious seruples should not rule the others.

" By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. But you say you could not get all the boats out if they wentat 12 o'clock Sunday
night {—A. Because they -will not be over half a shift—they say so sometimes in the day
time—we could not get our men to go out fishing—some might go but some would not.

By Mr. Wiltmot : : o IO

Q7 Have you anything further to say 1—A. Yes ; when your Commission is sitting

in Victoria, I would like you to call upon Mr. Smith, who can give you very good infor-

mation on spawning grounds and the way the Indians ave taking the young fish—they

take them out, he says, in waggon loads.  He could give you very good informnation,
Mr. ArustioNe.—Yes ; we will endeavour to get him when we go there,

—

_Mr. D. H. PORT, who had previously given evidence, presented himself Wefore the
Commission and stated his desire to -make a few explanations in view of statements
made by different witnesses. He had not thrown large quantities of fish away, but may
have thrown away forty or fifty, but that would bo all. He also had sold some fish to
the canneries and considered the fairest limitation would be in the close time and not in
the limitation of hoats. He had not bartered licenses or sold them, but had worked
them on shares—the fishing materials being supplied by him and arrangements made
with the fishermen. ) T

The Commission adjourned ut 6 p.m., to meet at the same place at 10 a.m., on the
23rd February, 1892, R o .




Marine and Fisheries

New Westminster, B.C., 231d February, 1892,
The Commission met in the Court-house at 10 a.m.

Present :—--Mr. 8. Wilmot, presiding ; Sheriff Armstrong, Mr. C, F, Winter,
secretary. ’ *

' At the request of Mr. P, Birrell, and upon permission of the Cliair, the secretary
read over a portion of his notes of evidence given by Mr. Birrell the day previous, and
about which that gentleman was in doubt. My, Birrell expressed his satisfaction with
the recora. : . : :

ALEXANDER EWEN, of New Westninster, a native of Seotland, twenty-eight
years resident in British Columbia, a salmon canner and proprietor, was duly sworn.
By Mr. Wilaot ; ' '

Q. Will it be as well to commeénce by asking questions, or will you give a state-
ment I—A. Oh, just as well to ask questions, .

Q. Well, the first matter of importance is the offal question.  Will you state con-
cisely your views as to what you think on this matter—what are your viewsl— A My
view on the subject is that ofia) does no injury to salmon-—it has no injurious effect
upon them. .

Q. Not injurious to salmon I~ A. No; nor to fish life of any kind, It has heen o
question that has vaised a great deal of agitation here, but on the whole Pacific coast it
has always been put in the rivers and waters—on the Columbia River, on which there
is n great deal more fish put up than here, and on the Skeenn, and I cannot see any
effect during the twenty-cight vears 1 have been fishing here. The salmon are aus

* plentiful now as they ever have been. 1 think the first year T was i the country
salmon were scarcer than ever I have scen them since.  Five or six years after that we
had one summer when they were very scarce, :

Q. Then you think it is not injurious to salrnon or fish life of any kind7—A. No;
that is what I think. T

Q. What do you think as to health, or looking at it from a sanitary point of view !
—A. Well, T have scen no « flect: that it has had, and T have been working nt it myself
and somctimes employed a good many nien, and there is very little sickness that I have
seen around any of the tishing establishments. :

Q. Then you don’t think it injurious, from a sanitary point of view, to anyone 1.7,
-To no one working around “the cannéries-—I have used the water and everyone around
has also done so-—-white men, Indians, and Chinamen, and as far as I know it has never

been filtered around my place,

). It is filtered in some places 1A, T don’t know.

Q. Is it usual to take it right out of the river, or do you hoil it?—A, When
‘making tea ‘t is usual to boil it, but not for drinking. . )

Q. Do they drink water therel—A. Yes; we are often forced to drink it, of
course, . o LT » .
Q. But as a usual custom is water used for drinking l--A. Yes ; a8 o general
custom it is used the same as in the city for all culinary and other purposes

Q. Drawn directly out of the river at the canneries?—A. Yes; at the canneries.

Q. So you ate under the impression that it is not injurious to fish, man, or beast ?
—A. 'Well, T am under the impressini that it is not so—thero are waters in stagnant
sloughs that are not fit to drink, but there is such rank vegetation there.

Q. This water in the sloughs—is its condition brought about by offal1—A. No
oftal can get there—it is flat land—ofie does not affect. it thers, Itis a great trouble
on Hat land for farmers have to go to the viver to get good water.

Q. Is the water saline up at your cannery I—A. No; it is alwayi fresh water.

Q. Now, as you are a practical man here and of large oxperieiice, have you ever
made any attempt to dispose of the offal ai 1t{m law requires -—A. No.
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Q. Were you aware all this time that you were open to heavy penalties f-— A,
No, Inever thought about it—there is no use of anticipating anything bad-it was never
put in force. - Of course if it had been put in force T would have had to do the next
best thing. .

(& Younever looked forward to having it done!—A. No: 1 never bothered about
it. K ' ‘ ‘
Q. Have you in conncetion with other canners latoly thought it wlvisable to put
oflal out in the channel of the river ...\ Well T think it is put in the channel in most
cases.  The canners will always do anything that will satisfy the people as far as we
can comply with it, but at the same time T don't think it would be any material henefit.

Q. Are canneries erected in the channel of the river !—A. Well, they are not in
the centre of the river, but they deposit offal in deep water and in a current as deep as
in the channel, unless you g0 to pick out some deep places in the channel,

Q. Is the channel sometimes S0 strong as to require considerable steam power in a
ship or tig so as to stem it 1A, No: the avernge current is akout fou miles an
hour. It may be more at low water and according to the strength of the tide —it niay
be on the sand heads as much as seven and eight miles an hour.

Q. Then there is considerable current in the middle of the viver- —is the current

sitiillar where the canneries ave built L—-A. Yes; the same cwrrent - from four to siy -

miles an hour.

Q. Is it a fact or not that some canneries are huilt so that they almost touch the
banks of the river?-- A, Well, they are all built in that way -—some may be built in not
80 much current. : . )

Q. But all are more or less built $0 that a portion is over the vater on piers and
part on the land 1—A. Yes, the building ; but they are all built so that we clean the fish
all over the water, and in a great many places the banks of the river are almost perpen-
dicular---you are right in deep water at once.

Q. You know that the law was, offal shall be disposed of otherwise than by putting
it in the river—what suggestion could you make as to its disposal 1--A. Well, T don’t
know any way it could be done. . o
. Q. Is it cast down in such immense quantities-—A. Yes, the only way 1 think it
could be done, would be to put it in scows and take it right out to the middle of the
Guif, but that would be an impossibility, because the expense would be great and one-
half the time it would have to be put right on the fishing grounds, especially when the
sea was running, and powerful boats would be needed to take it out, .

‘ Q. Would that be heyond the lighthouse 1—A. O, yes ; five or six miles helow the
lighthouse,

Q. Is fishing carried on out beyond the lighthouse?—A. Yes,

Q. They get along very well with small boats there 1 —A. Yes. . .

Q. Then a steamer could carry it out —A. Yes,but at great expense, and it would
be w matter of consideration for me whether I would do without catching salmon at all.

Q. Do not some canners send offal to the oil factory at a distancel—A. Yes, some
(o-—T have smelt it (Inughter)—still I don't think it any benefit. They may extract,
some oil from it, but this offa) again goes into the river. )

. Q. Is the oil establishment still running -~ A, No, it can only run for two or three
weeks, ) R :

Q. But it ran last yearT—A. Yes, and I think the year before,

Q. Do you know what they do with the oil they make ?—A. No, 1 expect it is
exported from the country —there is dog-tish oil —that is exported,

Q. Do they make dog-fish oil there I—A. No. i

Q. Tt has itecn running two or three years?—A. Yes, but not running to any

—extent:

Q. If the establishment was larger they could handle mose offal1—A. Yes, but

that would be no benefit, their offal is still going into the river—(i.e. the offal from the
vil factory), ..

Q. Then you think anything extracted from the offal would not take away any of

the injurious effects 1—A. No, I don’t think it would—they only take a portion of the
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oil from it, they don't do it all and a great deal of _mon?iy has been spent in British -
t!

" rivert—A. I don't know anything about that.

Columbia in trying to make this oil business a success and they have brought men from
New York, but it has failed.

Q. A good deal of English capital has boen invested in canneries here, has it not 1—
A. Yes, I believe s0, °

Q. Do you not know it to be so —A. Well, there is a good deal of .this money in
the business, but many people here still retain their money in it, too. o

Q. Do you not think that if the law was enforced these capitalists who have
invested nioney in the cannery would not go o with the oil factory and prevent
the offal from going into the river1—A. Well, T don’t know that, - 5

Q. But would these people not carry out the law and extract oil 1A, Well, I don’t
knnl»{v anything about it—my opinion is, that if I was in that position I would stop -
work. , :

Q. Do you mean to say that the canneries would stop if offal was prevented from
going into the river l—A. Yes, as far as I am concerned., Give me the fish for nothing
and make rae comply with the law and I would not touch it. .

Q. Hav> you made calculations on that LA, Well, I have made calculations, and
I know what the cost of the steamer would be to, carry the offal to thy factory, and I
know it would be greater than the cost of our fish—then the other way, that is putting
it into the Gulf,—the only means that I can think of, and I know if that was done in a
reasonable way we would go into it, but no matter how we did it we would find it a
greater nuisance than that complained of, = - v .

Q. Yet the canners are willing to carry offal out in scows to the channel of (he

Q. Do you belong to the Canners’ Association 1—A. No, I don't—in fact there is
no association. ‘ :

Q. Do they not have meetings and n:ake rules, &e. §—A. Well, there was an azso.
ciation a few years ago, but it is broken up.

Q. Before they went to Ottawa f—A. Yes; I think so~—I am not particular in re-
membering dates. . , ’

Q. Do you know the cause for breaking up tho association #—A. Well, I don't
want to say—1I don’t think it would do any good to tell you-—people disagree, you know.

'Q. Do you know on what they disagreed 1—A. Well, greatly on this question of
licenses. - .

- Q. Were some wanting more licenses than others $—A. Well, those are questions
it is useless to ask, for'I speak only for myself. . .

Q. Then your opinion is it would be injurious to the canneries to be compelled, as
the law directs, to consume offal otherwise than by putting it in the river 1—A. Well, T
consider it would be unuecessary expense, and I cannot suggest any way that would - -
lessen the expense to do this and which is not necessary.

" Q. But suppose a higher authority said it was necessary, what theni—A. Well, I
would have to do it or stop working, - . . .

Q. And you think if that was the case, it would be very injurious to you t—A. Not

to mé wholly, but to the industry. o

By Mr. drmstrong ; .

Q. But you know what is the law if ;’ou throw offal in the river, and the Govern-
ment as a government have no power to change that law .-A. T don’t know if they

" have power or not.

Q. No; they have not. An Act of Parliament cannot be changed except by an-

other. Act which supersedes it.— Now, you- stand; as canners, in- this Way-—anyone can
go before a magistrate and complain of you throwing that offal in the river, and you
could he fined up to 100 for every day and every time youdo it. Now, would it not
be beter to do something to get out of that position -—A. Well, we have been teying
to do all we could. ) o )

7 Q. Well, but you have done nothing, but a few canners have started an oil fac-
tory 1—A. Well, but it is not a success and then most of their offal goes again into
the river. , ' ) oL - 3

100—-8 N 1 1 3 N ’ . X “‘
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Q. Are you aware they have tons of it there and have not thrown any of it into
the river 1—A. T am aware tons of it have gone into the river.

Q. But you stand in that position still and liable to be fined 8100 every day and
every time you throw it in?—A. Well, if you put it at $100 a day, in a good run it
would be the cheapest way we could get out of it. ,

Q. But it would be 100 every time you put it ini—A. Oh, well, I might make
wnother suggestion-—that if the Government. put that in force it might be the best thing
for the country. I rather think if any people are doing evil, it is within the province of
the people to stop it. If it is wrong, they are the governing authority. I am aware of
the position we are in. : : '

Q. And some day some one will come forward and lay complaint 7—A. I know it.

By Mr. Wilmot : - : ) ‘

Q. You say there were tons of offal went in tho river from the oil factory. Can

you tell how much 7—A. Two tons or ver.

By Mr, Armatrong ;

Do you think it a5 injurious as the offal of fish, or worse —A. Well, I would con-
sider it was more so. They take the oil away from it, and the oil, you know, is pretty

good food.  Lots of people live a good deal on it—the water goes down smoother

“(jokingly).

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Now, about 200 tons of offal are thrown away from each establishment on an
average. Do you know how riany establishments sent offal down to this factory 1—A.
No ; I bave heard two, but I cannot give definite information. You ask L}:idlaw or

Wadham, and they will tell you,

Q. You think it a hardship that the Government should insist upon offal not being
thrown into the water? I think you said no other countries interfered with this1—A.
I don't know of other countries. : '

_Q. T will show.you what other countries do: In the State of Washington there is
a penalty of from 850 to $250 exacted from persons throwing deleterious substances in
streams I—A. Well, that is observed something like it is in British Columbia. . .

-Q. Then in the State of Oregon. there isa penalty of from $100 to $500 for persons

V putting in deleterious substances 1—A. But I beg your pardon—they all allow offal to

__ applied for that

go into the river, and don’t consider it one of the nuisamces. That is their reading of
the law.

the water, nor u{:::athe Adtlantic shoves where fishing is carried on, and fishermen have
use, they say, where offal is thrown in, fish gradually disappear. I

Q. The law applies throughout all the Dominion that offal shall not be thrown into-

merely mention that to show that the Fraser River is not alone where a law regarding . .. .

offal is in force. In England, and in Sweden and Norway, it is not allowed 1—A. I
fished for over twenty years in England and Scotland avd there was no such law to my
knowledge. - - - : - . .

Q. But probably since you came away the waters became defiled and depleted, and
it became necessary to make this law—A. Asa rule, there is not the amount of offal

thrown into rivers there as here, and it is utilized in various ways; but.I -have seen -

great quantities thrown outside of harbours into the water,

Qi -But you don’t seem willing to do even that here 1—A. Well, but when it cannot

be carried away, it is put into the harbour. This happens two or three days during the
herring fishery. : ,

Q. Are you aware at Burrard Inlet there was a factory there and the quantity of
offal, &c., thrown in has driven herring away 1I—A. Well, erring have gone away, as
they have in several places, but there is a city thero now and other things. The her-
ring came into tidal water to spawn upon rocks, old logs, &eo., but the saw-mills and
sewerage have destrayed vegetation, &c.,—the saw-dust from wood when it lodges upon
thé mud changes it—it gets black as coal tar and very offensive, and it was these causes
that stopped the herring—they had ndthing to spawn upon. ‘
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Q. Was saw-dust so plentiful as to cover the body of the harbour?—A., Well, it
became very plentiful, and there is a city there now, The herring have disappeared
from many places on this coast. '

Q. I suppose you know there are 1nany places in the Dominion where salmon have
wholly left 1—A. T don’t know about other parts of the Dominion,

é But if you were told it was so and they left from such causes, would you not
think herring (fisappeared from similar causes?7—A. Well, fish disappear as civilization
comes in. .

Q. Do you not want civilization to come because the salmon will disappear 7—A.
Oh no; but I want people to have fish while they can—they are as plenti?ul as ever
they have been, L \

Q. And you think offal not injurious tc fish life, or in sny way 1—A. Well, not o
fish life—I am not a scientist. 4 ‘ ; )

Q. You heard articles read yesterday about these matters?—A. Yes, I heard some-
thing, but I did not get a full knowledge of it. . . .

Q. Then you defer to practical men and scientists and medical men who say it would
tend to u better surrounding if not put into the water, and they then say it will pay
well, &e.1—A. Well, let them try it—practical experience is often different to theory.

Q. Then you think the remarks falling from these men are not correct 1—A., No, I
would not say that, but I do not think they are correct as regards here—it has not yet
been shown that it is injurious here—the ﬁ’;.h are as plentiful as ever they have beea.

Q. But fish were scarce when you came here first 1—A. They were at first, yos.

Q. You had smaller appliances then I—A. No, just the same—there were just six
or eight nets, or ten then. . .

Q. Now there are about 600 7—A. Yes, but we were catching then ten and twenty
snlmon in & day. ' - ‘

Q. But how 1maany now 1—A, Well, in some off years that is the average we catch
now. :

Q.- What is the cause of their lving more plentiful now I—A. But I don't say they
are more plentiful—as plentiful as ever, not more plentiful.

Q. What do you think of the effect of artificial breeding here 9—A. Well, I have
not seen anything from it that has shown anything to give an opinion upon—it is
altogether in an experimental stage yet. The artificial breeding of salmon I don’t think ,
has been anything of a success—anything as I have heard or read about.

Q. You think it no success anywhere 1—A. Well, I have never heard of it. I have
seen artificial breeding abou fifty years ago. I have been round the coasts of Scotland
marking the smolt when they wers leaving. The first year T was here I saw many
smolts but have not seen the:n since. They can be seen very well ; the water is crowded
and you can see them. We were fishing with same mesh as used in Italian seine for
catching oulachons, and in catching these we got a number of smolts or young salmon—
there was not a great number. Then I take a great interest in salmon—I have been

Q. Do you think saw-dust injurious to rivers —A.7 T don’t think saw-dust injurious -
to salmon. When they come in here they are forcing their way through anything—
they get beyond us in twenty-four hours. e e s

At 11.35 a.m. the Court room, being required by His Honour J udge Boles for the

p-m., Mr. A. Ewen to return at that hour for further examination.

N\
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Afternoon Session.
WESTMINGTER, 23rd February, 1892.

The Commission reassembled in the jury room, Court,-house; at 1 pm. Present:
Mr. S, Wilinot, in the Chair ; Sheriff Armstrong and Secratary Winter. Cu
The examination of Mr."A. Ewen was continued. . . . !

By My, Wilmot :

Q. We got as far as the offal question, I think 1—A. T have one bit of correction
of my remarks to make. There is a Canners’ Association in existence yet. It is not
confined to cantierymen, but, in common, most prominent men in the province belon
to it. It is not a Canners’ Association alone, but takes in salt fish and others as well,
{):; ‘Sewdquarters are in Victoria. There are a number of cannerymen in it, and others

ides.

Q. Cannerymen and fishermen, is that it1—A. Yes, anybody. - It is open’for you
to be a member, if you like. - The f¢ is %ii0, .

Q. Will you advance the fee? I might get information from it more than heret
(laughter)—A. Oh, well, if you ar disposcd to put your money in it, you would see.
And then there is the question of my having only one cannery-—the question was put
to me several times. I have two, but i\, never came into my head ; but JI don't look
upon it as more than one. . h ’ ;

Q. Both fully equipped and ready for work —A., Yes; ready for work butI
have never operated in the new onv. I could not get fish enough to do anything with
it. I got the licenses, but used the boats for the one establishment. I could not get
either fish or men to work it. T

Q. What is the capacity of your factory =—A. Oh, I don’t know. In the one that
I worked I put up over 2,000 cases a day. . o

Q. The annual output has been equal to that 9—A. This last three or four years it
has been about 25,000 or 30,000 cases—taking the past three or four years,

Q. What is the ordinary average pack—yours is the largest by far, is it not 7—A.
No; I don’t know that it is much larger than others.

Q. You do more business than others?—A. I have been doing more than others,

Q. What is the average pack of theirs, have you any ideai—A. Well, the state-

ments are different évery year in the Dominion blue-books, and the statements are made
here from the Board of 'i"mde. ‘ . )

Q. What capacity should a cannery be to allow it to obtain the usual supply of
licenses1—A. I don’t know. : . .

Q. Should a cannery be established with a capacity of usivng ten boats, but yet get -

twenty T—A. Well, that is a question that no person can calculate ‘upon—it depends
upon what fish you get.  You may begin, and wish to put up forty or fifty cases a day,
and get boats for it, but after the run begins, you may have to take off Lalf of the boats

and then this large catch is only for a fow days—ten days or two weeksas a rule—that — -

you can get more fish than you can cure.” The rest of the time you don’t get {such a

- supply ; perhaps not near ns many as you want, o o
Q. What do you think the number of boats should bs for a cannery—what the

outsids limit .—A. Well, T should like to have at least forty. Last year I got fish from
over sixty. ’ ) ’ '

Q. Then the outside limit should be forty 1—A. Yes; I don't care what limit it is,
as long as the limitation is on the whole river. It was placed, I believe, two years ago,

when the department put the limit at twenty or twenty-five boats, and the $20 licenso

fee, but it was with the understanding that the river should be left open.
Q. Then the canneries were to be unlimited in licenses —A." Not particularly the
canners——we had reason for that on account of labour.

- By Mr. Advmstrong : ‘
Q. Limited to what1—A. To twenty-five—it was on account of labour, but outside

. of that we tried for the river to be unlimited.
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"By Mr. Wilinot : ‘ )
Q. Then yov as a body of canners wished the river to be open without limit 1—A.

Yes ; that was what we asked for ; but then they raised the licenses, but still kept the

limitation on. i ‘ .

Q. But the object now is to know as near as possible what is a fair division of
licenses. You were willing to say then that twenty-five should be'a fair proportion to
the canners and fishermen unlimited —A. Yes; but I would he willing for that yet,
and the reason we want that quantity is on account of the Indinn labour. It is impos-
sible to vut up a large quantity of fish in that time, unless you have Indian labour. -

By Mr. Armatrong :

Q. Do you think each cannery should have the same number of licenses 2—A. Well,
if licenses were unlimited to outsir{e parties, I see no necessity of one cannery having
more than another—no real necessity ; but if the river was limited it would be unfair
to give them all the same number of licenses.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. But your view in a few words means this—you are of the impression that it
would be best for canners to he limited to a certain number?—A. No, T dont say it
would bé best—but it is making no material difference,

Q. But should canners get licenses not exceeding twenty-five and outside fishermen
get all they want1—A. Yes, I think it would do, but it would not he satisfactory if
the same limitation was kept up. , f . :

Q. And would 25 boats be sufficient for canners to run establishments with a pack
of 15,000 cases!—A. No it would not. .

Q. How many would it take to do it 1—A. It would depend on the season. Be-
tween thirty and forty boats. They might not use all during the heavy run. '

By Mr. Armstrony : i
Q. Could you give us*an average '—A. It is Jimpossible to give an average. The

. real reason that you want to have those boats of your own and get Indian fishermen as

they bring their families around and you have Indian women.and boys, and some of
the men, not tishermen, to work in the canneries, and when this extra fishing comes on
you can take off your own boats and get off to work in the ‘cannery. There are not so
many Chinamen as there were, and Indians, these last few years, are moreé pliable and
will work in the cannery when they see there is a rush. Three or four yesis ago they
would ne? do this, but now they are more pleased to work when they get more wages in
the cannery, and they will work during that périod when salmon is so plentifal. This
is the real reason why we would like to have these licenses, or rather that I would.

Q. You found last year forty licenses necessary to run one cannery i—A. Yes; I
run between sixty and seventy boats and they didn’t get near supplied. There was .

- more fish come than we expected. I took off a number of Indians and limited men who

were fishing down for a day or two till we got over the run, it only happened one or
two days somehow like that. : y :
- Q. And you think it necessary to have that number of boats every year1—A.
Well, we would like to have that privilege. = This year I had a lot of boats and gave
them to persons who could not_get a licenso—some took them on shaves—that is the
great trouble many of tha best fishermen could not get a license.

Q. But you would like to get forty 7—A. Yes; but out of that forty I don’t fish
myself more than fifteen or sixteen. - .

Q. The rest you let out 1—A. Yes; I give them to good men.-

Q. Do you get fish cheaper that way 1—A. Well, it just depends—sometimes you
get them cheaper.

By M. Wilmot : . .
Q. Have you an idea of the gross nuinber of boats fished on the river in 1890,
A.“;-NO. . ‘117 . .
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Q. The limit was 500—how far did it exceed that number 2—A. T don't know. I
never knew it exceeded that at all. ) . _— '

Q. Areyounot aware it exceeded that number by forty or fifty 1—A. Well, I
doi’t know—T heard so—1I believe there were some licendes came out after the others
were taken up.

By Mr. Avmstrony ;

# Q. You would be willing to do with these licenses if the river was thrown open to
all bond fide fishermen to get licenses?~A. Yes; and I think it an im nssibility to
over-fish the river under the present system as fished, as you are conﬁne(r‘to gill-nets
and limited to tidal waters. ‘ : . -

By Myr. Wilmot ;

. »
.

Q. What is worse than gill-nets, then 1—A. I don’t know of anything worse that
could be applied in this river, for fish that enter the Fraser River are beyond the reach
of the fishermen and protected after they enter the river, the water is cold and the fish
swim fast and they go right past us, you may say the same day they are at the sand-
heads they are at Yale, the diffevence of time, you can hardly distinguish it.

By M. Armstrong : .

Q. Yousay under the limits they could not be decreased I—A. Well, under the
regulations we can only bar one-third of the river.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Ts that observed 1—A. Well, yes it is, I think. :

Q. It is something like the offal, perhapsi—A. Well, I don’t know, you would
want a steamboat, perkaps, to have it perfectly observed. ]

Q. Well, you say you cannot. adhere to laws, or won’t adhere —A. Well, I main-
tain these laws are framed without consulting the peculiavities of tho river. It is
impossible to over-fish the river with the loose drift-net—the river is wider in one place
than another, and your net is drifted at three and four and five miles an hour, and you
get in places where you canuot use it.

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Do you think the fishery in danger of being exhausted, if all fishermen get
licenses 1—A. No; T don’t think there is any danger.

By Mr. Wilmot

Q. Then how did the fishermen come to the conclusion about the limitation of 350
and 150 —/4. Well, that limitation was asked for for a number of years, and I don’t
think I was in favour of it any more than now. .

Q. It was at the instigation of the canners !—A. Well, T don’t know ds it was at
their instigation altogether—reports were taken from the Board of Trade, and I think
that it was the Board of Trade that sent these representatives— the Board of Trade of
Viectoria. : R T e : . '
Q. Do they rule the fisheries of the Fraser River?—A. No; but they may heve a
word to say-—but there were representations made that were not wholly correct.. It
was correct in this way, they showed that the pack was much less than years before.-

Q. Because of scarcity of salmon in the river 7—A. They attributed it to that, but
it was not so; the canneriés were running so low because the markets wsre so over-
supplied there was no demand for them, -

Q. But we don’t want the markets, we are talking of fish1—A. Well, I tell you it
was not scarcity of fish ; the people here have been suggesting things to the department,
but this thing of over-fishing the river has been pressed upoun the mind of the Govern-
ment, and it is that which has hampered the industry here. - '
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Q. But you ask for a limit of 500 hoats, to be divided among canners and outside
fishermen ; then twenty boats was the limit for canners—now you wint twenty-five
or thirty—therefore fish must be getting scarcer i—A. Those are hot fucts.

Q. I merely mention this to show that there must be somo cause now why you ask
for twenty-fiva or forty I—A. I dispute the facts. T

Q. But if you require twenty-five or forty nets now to do work which you did
with twenty, there must be a scarcity of fishi—A. But this suggestion never came
from this association ; T don't know w{nt private individuals have done, but I dan't
know as it has ever been stated that twenty boats were quite sufticient.

= Q. Then you do not agree with the general opinions of t); : association7—A. In
- some I do, but in this I do not. They might have been satisied with twenty licenses
in these last fow years, if the river was loft unlimited. . .

Q. Well, it is just simply this, all tiey were entitled to was twenty ‘icenses 1—A.
Last year was the first time it came down to twenty licenses ; the year before T had
thirty-eight or thirty-nine. = - . . .

-Q. You think it necessary to have a greater number of licenses than twenty to
carry out your work 1—A. Yes; because the industry is getting greater all the tine,
and more going into it. Fish are just as plentiful as ever they were, but more capital
is going into the business every year.

Q. Do you think anyone should put up a cannery who likes?-—A, Well, it is all
right—there should be no restriction. - o

Q. Then factories should be unlimited in number, the outside fishermen should be
unlimited in number—then what about the limit of licenses to canners?--A. They
should be unlimited—-if they were I might not take ten or twenty licenses, but I want
- the privilege of doing it to get Indian labour around my cannery—the whole ohject is’
- really to enable us to get the Indian labour. ‘ ,

Q. You consider the fishing should be thrown open to all—as many canneries as
people like to build and all fishermen to get licenses1—A. Yes; it means virtually
throwing the river open. v .

. Q. Then you don’t think too much fishing can hurt theriver1-—A. No; it has never
' dlone 50 yet, and I don't think if it is thrown open there would be more fishing done.

Q. No matter how muck fishing is done you cannot injure the river -~ A. Yes;
there is nothing to show injury yet—it might be over done perhaps, but kee ing in
view the present modes of fishing and the limitation that we cannut go beyond the tidal
-waters, it is not atall likely, but when theselimits are on you cannot overfish it-—you
may get some years when it is easier getting supplied up the river, that it may be profitable
to fish higher up and especially now when they are working the cold-storage system and
shipping fish all over the world. - .

Q. Then you think that a wholesale throwing open of the river would not be in-
jurious to the river?—A. No: under present laws it would not be. The fish in
twenty-four hours ave beyond our 1cach—the river is alive with them. <o

Q. Well, the next matter is, arethe fish pretty muchthe same everyyear —A. Some
years they are larger and some smaller, but there is not much difference—some years

when there is a heavy run they are smaller. o

Q. What average-—seven or eight pounds 1. —A. There abouts. d .
- Q. Do you put more than one pound in a can7—A. As a rule—sometimes there is
less—when you are canning you cannot weigh them all and the light ones come back
to the canners’ loss—they would average about eighteen or ninetesn ounces to the tin. -
Q. How many cans do you get to the fish 1—A. Well, it will run betwecn four and
five. . : . ‘

Q. So with an ordinary sized fish you can four or five cans and the rest is thrown
away as offal— of an eight pound fish there would be four of meat and three of offal 1~
A. Yes; sometimes you may get them larger or smaller—I don't know exactly the pro-
portion—I have weighed them but I haye nat gone into the thing so close.

Q. Have you any idea of the quantity of offal going into the river in any one year?

. —A. No. . gue . -

Q. Would you be astonished if I told you it was many million pounds weight 1—A.

No; but it has been very much exaggerated. - -
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. By My vArmsh'ong:

Q. Yes; to get more licenses)—A. Well, I was under a bond for 840,000, and
these twenty licenses cost me 816,000, which was money throw away for no use,

Q. But men say you made 25,0007 A, Well, T knew T threw that away; it is
impossible to tell you what you make or what you lose in the season,

Q. I want you .0 give an average ; surely you can do thatl—A, Well, not very
well ; in the past five or six years the canneries have made from 10 to 20 per cent
upon their investments ; they wight have made 10 per cent ; last year there is a great
possibility there was 20 or 30 per cent loss, ; , . )

Q. Well, we want to know what it costs in order to know if any incumbrances
should be put on the canreries —A. But incumbrances are put on as the offal and the
limitatiors that are put on. - :

By Mr. Wilmot ¢

Q. But this—the offal—is not an incumbrance, because the law has never heen put
in force 1 —A. But we are afraid that it will be,

By Jr. Armstrong :

Q. You see, as the law stands at the present day, you are liable to a fine if
any person lays complaint hefore a magistrate, and if you want us to recommend this
matter to the Government we must get figures to know I— A. But if this oxpense is put
on us we will have to shut the cannery ; this offel question is the most serious question
put against us. . C

By Mr. Wilmot :
Q. But you have never had any trouble?—A. No; but we expect to,
By Afr. Arinstrong :

Q. But we must have figures to show 9—A. Well, fet the Government put the law
in force and let them see how it wil' act ; then they will see if it will be beneficial to
the country ; I am not speaking personally, but for the province and the industry. I
might speak the other way if T spoke personally, not only on offal but everything else.

By Mr. Wilmot: -

Q. Well, Mr. Ewen, have you anything else to lay before us7—A. No; I will give
way to someone else. i :

——

ALBERT FADER, 6f Vancouver, a British Canadian, a resident of British
Columbia for thres years and nine months, and a fish dealer, was duly sworn,

Mr. Faper.—T represent now the British Columbia Fishing and Trading Company,
limited. '

By Mr. Wilnot :

. Q. Have you anything special to lay before us 1—A. Well, about the close season ;
[ don't quite understand that the close season means outside of the Fraser River or
not. . .
Q. Itisapplicable all over British Columbia 1—A. Well, I think it would effect the
salt water fishermen. . v

. Q. Theyare fishing where 1—A. Anywhere in salt water; T mean outside of rivers,
on the coast ; there are lots of salmon taken by hooks, and some by gill-nets, and it is
for local trade and also for some trade shipments to the mountains; I think it would
effect the trade generally. - o
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By Mr. Armstrong ;

Q. Do you think the canneries a benefit, to the Indian population of the province
—A. Well, I believe they are ; it is work the Indian naturally likes to work at and
they get good wages and whole families work at it.  If the Indians departed from work-
ing at that, T think there would be nothing for them but to go back to reservations and
let the Government feed them. There are a great number of them, nnd if the Indians
were not here we could not put up our work like we do. ;

By Mr. Wumot ;

Q. Ave Indians and Indian women employed exclusively -—A. No; not one-half
or one-tenth-~the most are Indinn boys, their ambition is to be fishermen. J find now
the Indians are only too willing to get in the cannery and work there as long as there
is work for them. "We want to get everyone to work in the cannery during the run of
fish as long as we can get fish, but if we cannot get fish we put them out to fish ngain.

Q. Suppose the Fraser River clear limpid water-—would you catch more tish with a
gill-net or seine 1—A. Well, it would throw the gill-net fishing into night work, because
you would get very fow in duylight, and it would allow the salmon to congregate in
shoals togetiier and with seines You would get more fish at less expense. T believe in

fishing with a seine in_clear water where you can see it would be the best way, but in’

~ muddy water you cannot use it so profitably. -

Q. Then a seine is a more destructive engine than a gill-net 1—-A. Well, you will
find in British Columbia more seines than gilln:ts ; they throw the seine out into the
river, stretched out, and watceh for fish going vp. It is a question of economy which is
best to do.

Q. What do you think of the close season 7.--A, Well, I think thé present rule for
the weekly close season is as good us can be made—from six o'clock Saturday morning
to six o'clock Sunday night.

Q. Do you think it would be injurious to your interest to extend the time to twelve
o'clock Sunday night?—A. Yes; I would rather have it to six o'clock Monday morn-
ing than twelve o’clock Sunday night, but if you make it twelve o'clock Sunday night,
make it begin at twelve o'clock Saturday noon, .

Q. Well, I think your views are correct ; from the moral point of view what do
you say I—A. Well, look at the great trouble you will have getting the boats out; the
people would have to be around in the evening if you made it twelve o’clock Sunday ;
it would evade the carrying out of the law and be very disagreeable.

Q. T think your views very correct that fishing might commence on Monday morn-
ing 1—A. The question is whether would the Sabbath observation be beneficial, and it
is & question for the Government ; it is the first time that T have heard it advocnted by
the Government to take Sunday.

Q. Well, I think you will find statutory enactments that work shall not be done
on Sunday—emanating from both the Provincial and Doininion Governments, if T am
not mista{en 1—A. Well, I don’t know that. :

Q. You think then the Sunday close time all right 1—A. Yes,

Q. What do you think of an annual close season?—A. Well, an annual close
season in British Columbia, and the Fraser River particularly, it would be very hawd
to keep—we have so many different kinds of salmon here. .

Q. Do you havea close season now1—A. Yes,

Q. When?—A. When fish are done ; they make a close season for themselves,

When the canneries commence they fish for a” very short portion Jof the season, but
the great difficulty is, we have five different kinds of salmon here and they don't all
run at the same time. There are fish caught in the river that should not ba caught.

Q.. What are they 1—Well, there is tho early spring salmon, the sockeye, the hump-
back, and everything else. . o )
Q. You say the spring salmon should not be caught 1—A, At certain seaons.

Q. What seasons 1—A. Well, after they are down in condition and are ot good

food

.Q. When they have spawned I—A. N% i before they spawn.
: 1 _
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Q. When would that be?—A. In the latter part of August and early part of
" September.

Q. Then they should be preserved in August and September1—A. Well, sometime
about that.
’ Q. They are running the whole season through {—A. No; but you will \get- them
after that, but not plentifully. At that time you will be catehing the sockeyes, but
they are not good. -

By Mr, 4 rmsh'c'mg :

Q. What time should you not catch the spring salmon -—A. Well, about the -
middle of September.
Q. For how long 1A, Until the following spring, April.

By My, Wilmot :

Q. What would you consider a proper close season for sockeyel—A. Well,
they run until the middle of August. N ‘

Q. And until when should they not be caught 1—A, Well, not until the first of
next July again,

Q. The next most valuable fish is the eohoe, is i4 not1— A, Well, yes; it is the
next best connnercial fish. ’ '

Q. Should they have a close season1—A. All should have close seasons.

Q. What for cohoes?— A. Well, T cannot think of these things all at once—well,
they come in along after the latter part of the spring salinon, about the 15th September,
and they hold out longer than any run we have,-except it be the spring salmon.

Q. Then, the close time for spring salmon would cover ‘cohoes, too I— A. Well,
"you might make it for cohoes all the ¥ear, excepting two months, beginning the middle
of Septemher—September, October, and the first two weeks of November—this is the
time you have them in good condition, but you cannot fish for one without catching the
other, . ’

Q. Well, but you could pitch them away, as you do with white salmon 1—A.
Well, that is what is done with them all.

Q. Have you any objection to the present limits for fishing in the Fraser River.
Do you agree to a stoppage of fishing from Garry Bush outl-—A. No; it is from
Garry Bush out that we have the greatest area of fishing ground,

Q. The best fisting ground-—A. Well, you have a larger fleld to work in there.

By Myr. Wibnot :

Q. Well, suppose & mile from Garry Bush outwards was prevented from being
fished, what effect would that have i—A. The fishing is not done altogether in the
channel— the fishing is done nearly from Point Roberts to Point Grey, going outside as
faras they can get fish to work with, as there is a larger area of ground. :

Q. You think it injudicious to shorten the limits of the river'—A. Yes; I don’t
think the present limits interfere with anyone much, . ‘

Q. Then, the present limits are all right 1—A. Yes, I think they are about right.

- Q. The present limits extend up to Sumas.  The recommendation now is that it
be shortened down to Pitt River and Hammond, the present regulations say “tidal
water,” now this is with a view that it will prevent in the future more canneries being
built up to the Sumas, where fish would be annihilated, and so the department says
we will shorten up'the distance down to Hammond and Pitt, River,

Q. Now, Mr. Ewen, who, in your opinion, should get licenses. Should everyhody
get licenses, if British subjects 1-—A. Yes; let any man, even not a British subject,
we have the same privilege with United States citizens, for fishermen can go down to
the Columbia River and fish. (Voice from the audience.) No; it cannot be done.

Mr. EweN (continuing.) If the limitation is kept on I should certainly say only
British subjects should gotlicenses because when a limit is put on they work into
parties hands who are not as deserving as others. .
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Q. Do you think the transfer of licenses correct, and is it right to barter them?
—A. Well, I don’t know whether right or fiot—I have no objection—it perhaps would
not be fair, but it would allow the fish to be caught in the country. )

Q. Otherwise is it just that a man who comes to this country to settle cannot get a
license should others Luiter them out to him 7—A. No; that is not justice, but T main-
tain if the limit is taken off no harm would be done.

Q. Well, Mr, Ewen, we have had a long discussion with you—unless you have
something else to say wo are quite satisfied 1—A. Well, have you been doing anything
about the sea fisheries? There are a number of fishermen who are more acquainted with
salt water fishing than with fresh water fishing on the Fraser River—it has not been
touched upon. There has been # discrimination of licenses here in British Columbia
that has not been fair. :

Q. Do you think a man on the Fraser River should pay twenty dollars and a man
on the Skeena or Naas pay only five dollars?—A. No; T don't think it fair.

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Should fishermen with boat and net pay the same price as cannerymen 1—.4,
Yes; and when this twenty dollar license fee was suggested, and I believe I was one of
the principal ones for dning it, it was intended the feo should be the same, -

: Q. Do you think the license fee should be the same all round—A. Yes; I think
it should be the same —there is more competition hore and less on the Skeena and other
rivers. 1 think the canning industry should be hampered as little ns possible ; there
has been a great deal of canned salmon put up for a number of y .iry and the consump-
tion i3 not equal to the supply, and it has been done for the purpose of forcing it on the
world, but people are going away from eating canned goods rather than taking more of
it, and I think it not wise to hamper the industry. Here we should not be too much
cramped—we have Alaska and other places to compete with, and British Columbia
would be shut out of the market altogether if you hamper us too much.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Would 500 boats catch more than 1001 —A. Oh, yes; 1 suppose so,

Q. Now, if you gave unlimited fishing here to everybody would it not increase the
cateh i—A. Well, T don’t think it would increase the catch nor increase the number of
boats fishing on the river—that is my helief—but it would make it satisfactory to every-
one employed in the industry.  People would not take more licenses than they require,
if free to all. I might not want ten Jicenses, if plenty outside, and certainly T would
not put up a great.quantity of salmon unless I'vould sell them,

Q. But if another Government allows the Alaska fishermen to bring their fisheries
to an end as fast as possible, should we not husband ours here I—A. 1 don’t know what
it is in Alaska, but I know the Culumbia River is similar to the Fraser River and sal-
mon are as plentiful as ever they were. o .

Q. Yes; but the United States Government are instituting means whereby they
shall not be fished as much as possible ? o

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. You say that if the fishing business here is hampered you will not be able to
compete with the industries of other countries. How are we to know that unless you
give us figures as to cost of putting up a case of fish, &e. - It has been _stated here that
you can affurd to put up a cannery for 25,000, and by getting twenty licenses can make
$25,000—how are we to know if that is correct, <. that you ave hampere(! 1—A. Can-
neries that are up here, already in existence, ard under present regulations, cannot
work up to their expenditure. '

By Aer. Wil;not :

Q. “Well, how is it you build additional canneries every year1—A. Well, T huilt
" an additional cannery last year because I got cornered.
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Q. How s01—A. Well, it has been exaggerated—h})w much blood is there in a
fish? Then there is always more or less water inside them—uwell, all these things should
be taken into consideration—it is a good deal of guess work with anyone, -

By Mr. Armstrong : . )
Q- Do you think there is half a pound of blood ina fish1—A., Yes; T should
think =v. :
" Q. Then that should be deducted from the offal I—A. Yes.

By Mr. Wilmot ; -

Q. Would you be astonished to hear that you had put 3,373,012 pounds of offal into
the river in 18897—A. I don’t know. : : ‘ ’

Q. Well, how do you say the figures are oxaggerated I—A. Well, take the quantities
of fish, and T am sure it is exaggerated. )

Q. Well, but take the fish caught—they made so many cans, and the balance would
be offal, would it not?—A., Yes; but it is all guess work—you know the number of
cases made, but you cannot tell how many fish you put into them.

Q. Well, but you say your fish average so and so and you make so many cans -—A,
Well, in seme cases you make more—some seasons you don’t average eight fish to the
case. The way to do is to bring it right through, one season with another.

Q. But when you state public prints are exaggerated you shouldbe able toprove it?
—~-A. Well, it is taken from report, not from observation. .

Q. Tt is taken from your own reports3—A. Well, we don’t get them.

Q. Don’t you sell your cans by so many numbers 1—A. By so many numbers, but

that does not represent the whole work-—you eannot, get it unless you go down and see
it. . - ‘
Q. About saw-dust—you think it injurious to the river?—A. I don’t think it mn-
jurious to salmon—the saw-dust between here and the mouth of the river-—hecause sal-
mon don’t lie hiere—they are not in any pools—they are vnassing hundreds of miles
berond them. )

Q. But, you must remember this Commission is not dealiug solely with the Fraser
River, but with all matters regarding the fisheries of British Columbia—now do you not
think saw-dust injurious 1—A. If it lodges on the spawning grounds, undoubtedly.

Q. How can you prevent it lodging on the spawning grounds 1--A. Well, in British
Columbia I don’t think it could get on the spawning beds unless it ran up-hill. It is not
proper to put it in streams where it can lodge upon spawning grounds, but I am not so
rabid as to say that it should not be put into streams where it does not do injury.

Q. But it might be injurious in uns stream and not in another f—A. Well, I think
it would be injurious in all streams, because where there is saw-dust it hurts the spawning.

Q. What are your views as regards tishing with seines?—A. Well, fishing with
seines is the only way that has been attempted to fish in salt water inlets and bays as
yet—they could not work them in the Fraser River.

Q. But as compared for destructive qualities—the gill-net and seine?—A. I don't
think either very destructive-—you could not usc a seine inthe Fraser River. I expect
what you want to get at is that seines take all the young fish that are unfit for food.

Q. Do you think they do?—A. No, I don’t; but I never had much experience with
them—I never saw any young fish. - . S . ;

Q. But if a seine is hauled around the coasts of creeks and rivers, is it more injuious
than a floating net%—No ; I think both equally the same.* It is not injurious, it is onl{
a mode of catching them ; if fish have to be caught eithor is good—it is a question which
is the cheapest way of catching them. :

Q. Then if both ave alike, all your gill-nets are seines #—A. No, they are not ; you
require smaller mesh for seines—-it is for catching fish without gilling them, When vur
fish are coming plentifully they are striking the nets everywhere, If it was clear water

" in the river you could not catch them with gill-nets.

Q. Then it is muddy water that gives the opportunity of getting caught in gill-
nets?—A. Noj but it makes them cheaper in that way. We could not catch them with
gill-nets if the river was clear on the shoals, &ec., and the muddy water makes it unpro-
fitable to work seines. :
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Q. Well, sir, you think then that nuf' close season would affect, trade i iwlation to
catching fish on the coast —A. Yes; I do, .

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. Do you mean weekly or annual close season 7—A. The annual close season,
By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. You think it injurious to enforce the weekly close season =—A. 1 think the pre’
sent law in that regard very good. :

Q. In your capacity do you represent canners —A. No, sie. :

‘¢. Simply the ordinary fishermen on the coast T—A. Yes; we have fi
whom we buy and we have a steamer in the deep water fishery,
to go on this river last year but could not gat them, and we think ourselves entitled to
ten licenses as well as freezers to allow us to compete with them in castern markets,

Q. At present you have no licenses!—A. No, sir; and our trade is hampered
accordingly. ’ '

Q. \V‘;mt fish do you deal in1—A. Ajj kinds, halibut and salmon principally,

By Mr. drmstrong :

Q. Do you get many cod 1—A. Yes, several ; but there is not much demand for
them just now. .

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Well, as regards this deep-sea fishery the license would not apply 1—A. No;
but I am speaking of salmon in salt water, and talking of seine fishing in rivers—in
clear water—now, that is the only way you can catch fish in the rivers up the coast.
The rivers there are just as clear as can be and salmon will not gill at all,

Q. Have you any information from other parts of the world 7—A. Yes ; I came

from Nova Scotia—the Atlantic coast. ‘ )
‘ Q. Are you not aware they fish in these limpid waters with gill-nets?-—-A. Yesi
but salmon is a leading fish ; at the mouths of the rivers they pla; around for several
days and will not get across over twenty feet —if they strike a net they sheer off from
it. T have tried a trap the same as we use in the east and I have not caught a salmon
in the trap. - . . :

Q. Do you know Bay des Chuleurs or Bay of Fundy I—A. Yes ; I know the Bay
of Fundy, but they have very swift tide there ; the water is not very clear and runs
rapidly. - , ;

P Q’., You think the Pacific water more clear than the Atlantic?—A, Well, I don’t
know as it is. ' . ‘ .
Q. But the salmon act differently -~ A. Well,” you know our fish in the east will
come and stop for nothing, but here it is different—salmon will fly around in coves and
- creeks after the small herring; the water is very full of small bait and they will not
mesh as they will in the east. I have tried it in all ways, and as I say brought out a
trap-net, but we could not catch them at all. .
Q. But the last witness says fish cannot see and run into anything 1—A. That is
“in the Fraser River—that is right. : . - '
“"Q But in Great Britain they catch salmon in gillnets7—A. T know, and on the
Atlantic we do the same. - .

Q. But here you must use a seino?—A. Yes; Ihave been up the coast pretty often
and could name several rivers I have been into and in which it would be no use to set
4 gill-net at all, they would not mesh. . . - )

Q. Therefore you think that to prevent seining at the mouths of _rivers would be
injudicious to you ‘and the people you deal with?—A. Yes; in clear rivers. :

... Q. But we cannot distinguish one as a dirty and one as a clean river1—-A. Well,
you can easily find out—there are very few dirty rivers. ’

Q. Therefore it would apply generally 1—A. Yes ; there are not over three or four
where you can gill salmon, 12 :

. Wae applied for licenses -
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Q. Do persons who fish for you haul seines in the rivere1— A, Well, we have not
boughit any yet from seines, ) .

Q. Then why are you giving evidence of the inability to catch salmon with gill-
nets 1-—A. Well, we have tried gill-nets—I am speaking now of the river from Alert
Bay where gill-nets have been tried time and time again and never with success—it is
a limpid river and I have been up it, vight up to the lake. Now on a river like the
Fraser River you would not wart a seine because the salmon gill. .

Q. If they used the seine here would not they catch more fish than with the gill-
net I-—A. Well, yes, I think they would—if your seine took the bottom, of course, they
would. ;

. But a seine generally does take the bottomi—A. Yes, of course—the Fraser

~ River T am not so well acquainted with, but in smaller rivers I know that is the only

chance to catch them. ;

Q." The seining you propose—is it on the river proper or on the coast1—A., At the
mouth of rivers. —

Q. Just where fish congregate to go up to spawn 1—A. Well, of course, they have
tu come there to get in the rivers. : :

. 'By Mr, Armstrong ; -

Q. Are they large rivers—how wide at the mouth 7-—A. Some rivers 200 feet. I
should say from 200 to 300 feet.

- By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. And you draw the seine within that 200 feet and you take in all the river?

- —A. Well, a seine drawing on each side would take in—well, all the mouth.

Q. How many meshes in the bag of the net1—A. Well, it runs from five up. It
just depends where you fish. Seines would run from ten to twenty feet deep.

Q. And what length 9—A. Twenty to thirty and seventy-five fathoms.

Q. The lead lines always dragging on bottom and the sorks on top, forming a bag
as you draw it in1—A. Yes. -

Q. What mesh do you use?—A. From two to four inch.

Q. Do you catch sockeyes there I—A. Well, those fish are caught in one river
there. The only river we seine for the cannery is the Minkish. I don’t know if any
are used north of that or not. ] ‘

Q. Have you been present when seines are drawn {—A. Yes ; I have been present.

Q. What fish are caught, principally 2—A. Sockeyes during their season. I have
not heen present when drawn ) ' )

Q. What other fish?—A. I have seen small fish-—herring, flounders, and anything
coming within the compass of the net would be brought in, :

Q. What sizes of salmon?—A. Well, about the same size as on the Fraser River.

Q. Seven to eight pounds?—A. Yes. - :

Q. Are not smaller salmon, from two to three pounds, caught there1—A. No; I
never heard of any, ’ - )

Q- How are smali salmon exposed on the markets for sale—are they caught in
seines —A. I dont' know. T » '

Q. Have you any on your stalls?—A. Well, a few are brought to me by fishermen.

Q. What time of the year are they brought 1—A. I have seen them last March—
some in February, a few—1I never saw many on the market. -

- Q. Or you don’t know how many are caught with seines at the mouth of rivers 7—

A Tdon't think many at any time of the year. I think smell salmon come in when no

one is fishing. )
" Q. You catch herring1—A. Yes. . o o i
Q. And colachans I—A. No; the meshes are too big, and then it is only in a few
rivers where the colachans are. : ~ : " :
Q. What is the size of herring caught I—A. Smoall —eight to ten inches.
Q. Then the net would catch small salmon of oight or ten inches?—A. Yes; it
would. CT » ’ :
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~ 7 Q. And if small salmon or trout were
the” would be caught 7-—A. Yes.
Q. What do you mean by trout?—A. T menn river trout. :
Q. Do you know small salmon from trout 1-—A. Yes: I know them,
" draw for herring at the mouths of rivers with inch mesh
Q. Do you meun inch extension measure 1—A. Yes ; extension mesh,
four inch are generaliv used in the mouths of rivers,
Q. And would four inch catch salmon 1—A. Oh, no; there
used on the coast. v . - )
Q. But they may grow to a great extent and create injurious results 1A, T don't
think they would be an injury in deep water fisheries.
Q. Then if the use of seines were forbidden at the mouth of
catch salinon farther . way A, No, sir; yod see there could be 1
in these rivers, unless taken by a seine. .
Q. Why—A. Because they will not gill.
Q. But why should seines bo drawn at the mouth of rivers L-A. W
you. See here—(here witness dx
and presented to the Chairman.) ’ )
Q. But it would not catch more fish that way I-=-A. Oh, yes ; of comse it would :
but parent fish have plenty of chance to get up the river. - You see, it takes, say, three
hours to throw the seino, and then they have the whole night for etting up,
Q. You never throw the seine at night 1.—A. Well, I never (fmw my seine .t night.
I cannot see that the fishermen-up north can make a suc:ass of fishing there for salmon
without seines. - Tt is impossible for them to do it. S
Q. Well, that was the way in all other places—in England and Scotland, &e. 1—A.
- But do you not know that an Englishman gave away part of our country hecause the
salmon would not take the fly (laughter). Well, that was the way when I came out
here. I put down my trap and could not understand why I could not catch any salmon.
I have set a gill-net for 230 miles up the coast, and I have set a trap up as far north as
Cape Scott (north-western part of Vancouver Island), and ncvsr caught a salmon with
either of them. ' Sulmon will not leach here, sir.
Q._And you say salmon always run to the east!—A. Not here ; they run every
way. I said on the Atlantic coast they run east, but here they do not.
Q. But sup a north and south river—what would they do?—A. Well, this is
what I mean (illustrating his meaning by pencil diagram on paper). T have had trap
nets and consider nets and salmon on the Atlantic coast quite different to the ones here.

going in or out the mouth of these rivers,

but they never
Two to

are very few seines

rivers, could they not
10 salinon taken at all

ell, I will show
ew a pencil diagram on paper, to illustiate his nieaning,

By Mr, Armstrong ; _
Q. Do you think salmon knows its native river?1—A. I do; and they go to that
river and no other, because I see there is a little difference between the salmon here
and the salmon north.  You notice some difference between the Fraser River salmon
and the northern salmon, ' . ‘

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. No matter then whether the river runs from east, or west, or north, he would

go in that river-—A. Yes; but our mackerel do the same thing; they follow down _ -
the American coast. As regards fishing for salmon, though, on our coasts here I
- think T am pretty correct as far as my experience ‘goes from the way we have had
“our nets set, &e. ; - ",
o :3. \Veti’l; then, if salmon al go to their native rivers—and wh‘ich is an admitted
fact everywhere—and a river is 200 yards wide at the mouth, hauhp,g a seine for 200
yards at the mouth of the stream, would it not interfere with the ‘migration of salmon
going up that river to breed 1—A. Yes’; to a certain extent ; I don’t believe that every
salmon that goes in the river spawns. - . ) )

Q. Why chould they leave their feeding grounds and go up rivers if not for some
purpose —A. Well, they follow the flock. -
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Q. Then if an old fish went up and didn’t fee-), and went to breed, she would take
the smaller ones and they would wait until she was through and them come back —A.
Well, I believe so ; of course I have not had the same experience here as in the east to
have the same knowledge of salmon, but as far as I know-I have given you my
experience. - ’ .

. Q. As salinon all frequent their native stream, and at annual periods migrate up
that stream, any extra tishing at the mouth of a river would prevent the family going
up then, would it not -—A. Of course it would thin them out to a certain extent, but
I'think there are plenty of chances for enough to get up to spawn, outside of them, -

Q. What is the width of the mouth of the river you have reference to 1—A. Tt is
quite narrow ; there is & lake further up. .

By Mr. Armstrong : ) .

Q. Do fish get up to the lakei—A., Oh, yes ; they get up to the lake : ‘I have seen
Indians coming down from the lake with dog-salmon which they have dricd for their
ownuse. Now, I know a L!ace where we have taken fish out where the river strikes
the canyon, perfectly black with salmon, but they went no further, and came back ;
they are not merchantable salmon, but very good salmon. :

Q. Are these cohocs or humpbacks #—A. They are not just exactly humphacks ;
the flesh is like the humpback, but they are different to sockeyes and cohoes.

Q. Have you steel hends there 1—A. Yes; there are steel-heads,

Q. Then these rivers are practically the same as those down here !— A, Yes;

- practically much the same. .

Q- What is the usual average mesh of gill-nets there I—A." Five and seven-eighths.

Q. This is used for gill nets1— A’ Yes, . '

Q. You use seines with three and four-inch mesh #—A. Yes ; I have seen them
with three and four-inch mesh. . ~ :

Q. Yer; equal to'two-inch mesh ; would not this be more likely to take salmon
than five and seven-eighths-inch mesh in a gill-net 1—A. Certainly, it would. - ' .

Q. And it would not only catch more salmon of the same size, but smaller ones
too I—A. Wall, no; T have never scen any smalPones in these northern rivers,

By Mr., Wiimot :

Q. Well, but one must destroy more than the other—one floats on the surface and
the other drags on the bottom all the time, thus a seine must be more destructive than a
gill-net, taking one of each1—A. Oh, yes; if you take one of each, but here is a river
with 200 boats in it and here one with “one seinein it. '
Q. But wonld not a seine be more destructive than a gill-net 2—A. I would sooner
take my chances with a gill-net if the water was muddy.
Q. Aré not all rivers in these parts more or less muddy in certain seasons of the
© year?—A. I think it is likely they are in certain seasons of the year, but salmon may
not be in those rivers at that time, ) . : .
Q. What time do salmon generally enter the rivers therei-—A. Well, the rivers
north have salmon earlier than the rivers here, 3 :
Q. But the rivers you speak of 1—A. I.am not talking of one river, I am speaking
of several rivers, because I know of several where we would operate if allowed. .
Q. In what season would you operate!-—A. The latter part of J uly and August.
Q. Is that the period when the fish are running up river!—A. Yes; they make
the river about that time, ; )
. Q. Is.this the sockeye :—A. No; we don't fish for sockeye—we want big spring
salmon for shipping east ; they don’t suit for canning-—they have been tried but were
not thought well of, . .
- Q. You want seines for catching spring salmon 1—A. Yes; I wish you to under- -
stand_me—we have not caught any, but we desire to do so. .
'~ Q. Then you want the use of seines, to be permitted at mouths of rivers to catch
salmon?—A. Yes; in rivers with clear water. There are rivers up north that are .
gravelly bottomed rivers and seines don’t éffect them and it would be wrong t5 have the
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river only to catch fish with gill-nets like in the Fraser River. I have seen several rivers
up north, of course I have not stayed there every day tosee, hut from all the information
we could gather from Indians and inhabitants we understand it was all clear water.

Q. Have you anything further, sir7—A. The reason that makes me speak of the
salt water fishing is this seining is an industry for catching fish that cannot be caught
otherwise owing to the physica peculiarities of the streams. Then these salmon are not
fit for canning but would be a valuable fish if we could place them on the market ; I
think they will be a profitable fish for sale. We have not tested it but we intend to test
it and think these privileges should not be stopped.  We have been making a study of
the coast before commencing operations.

Q. Do you understand that the same thing has occurred in other parts of the
country ! And you have left it to hetter yourself in this country 1~ A. No; I did not
come here with that intention solely. In ‘the Fraser River there is no need of seines,
gill-nets do their business there, but in clear rivers with salmon it only lets the fish die
off and no one gets the henefit of them at all—they come there and breed and die off,

Q. Do they die off 1—A. Well, I understand” that & salmon dies always at four

rears old. . : ’
? Q. Do you see fish coming down after spawning!--A. Oh, yes; I have seen dog-
fish coming down after spawning. ) . :

Q. Many persons think that «ll fish die that go up the Fraser River 1--A. Well, a
great many (ﬂe anyway, .. ’ .

Q. Do you adhere to the close season up therel—A, I don't think *hey fish on
Sundays up there—not for salmon, _

Q. What do you think about the license fee 1 --A. Well, that is a pretty hard ques.

- tion for me to answer.

Q. You only pay 25 -up there?l—A. Well, of course, I am not in the cannery
business, and it would not be right for me to interfere in the canners’ business,

"~ Q. But we want all the evidence we can get1-~A. Well, I think we are all trying
to get licenses as low as possible, if we.get them at all. - .

Mr. ArvstrRONG.—-Mr. Chairman, this room is very close and the atmosphere
oppressive, we have a large number in here and the room is not large, and I would move
that we adjourn for 15 minutes. -

Mr. WiLsor.—Very well, it is rather close here, this Commission is adjourned for
15 minutes. ' : :

Intermission.

The Comnission resumed business at 4 p.n.

Mr. Faper.—Mr. Chairman, before you proceed with a fresh witness I would like
to bé allowed to state that I think fishermen holding salt-water licenses should be
allowed to cotne inside of the boundary to the banks of the sand heads, and persons
with fresh-water licenses should not go beyond half way to the straits. oo

CHARLIE CAPLIN,a Siwash, Chief of the Musquam Indian Band, was duly

" sworn. Being unable to speak English sufliciently well to give evidence, Mr. John Rose

acted as in#erpreter, and was sworn to translate correctly the questions put to the
witness and his replies, o ; L
The witness handed in the following note to Mr. Commissioner Armstrong by way

" of introduction: —
_“W. J.- ArustroxG, Esq., .

“Dear Sir,—The bearer, of this is the Tiee of the Musquqm Indians and wishes to
express his grievance to you with regard to gettir!g' fishing licenses, &c., for himself and

-'his Indians.

“ He seems rather excited, and,- if possible, I wish you could give him a hearing.
) + “Yours respectfully,

o (Signed) - “JAMES WISE.
“ New Westminster, B.C., 23rd Februle,lg'. 1892, . ] ;
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By Mr, Wilmot :

Q. Well, what is it the chief wants!—A. (After being interpreted.) He wants to
tell you that it is about licenses:—there are lots of Indjans on the same ranch as himself -
and they can’t get licenses. , . :

Q. How is it they cannot get licenses1—A. He says he don't know what is the
reason, but it has been for lots of times—some Indians get licenses, but he could never
get one. ) ,

}?. Ask him how many Indians get licenses 1—A. Ten Indians get licenses on his
ranch. : . -

By Mr. Arnwlroné :
Q. Ten Indians of his tribe 7—A. Ten only. -

By Mr. Wilmot : .

Q. Where do they fish when they got licenses 1A, They fish always on the North
Arm of the Fraser. . e '
Q. What do they fish with =—A. With gill-nets, the same as whitemen. .
Q. They follow the same regulations as are given hy the department for white.
men J—A. Yes, sir. ¢ - ' o
Q. Do they pay the same fee ?—A. Just the ame, sir. K :
Q. Do they fish for their own use, or for sale to canneries?—A. They fish for
sale to the canneries, ' ST
Q. Are there many other Indians besides these ten who fish for the canneries,
without licenses I—A. Ten more fish for the canneries without licenses. :
Q. How do che{ fish without licenses -—A., They work by the day, sir.
Q. Do any work on shares?—A. They always work by the day. :
Q. What usual price per day do they get 2—A. $2 for a net-man, and $1.50 for a
hoat-puller. : ' L Ce T
' 8 The principal grievance is then that more Indians cannot get liconses to fish on
their own account I-—~A. He grumbles slso about the depth of the nets ; he thinks they
are killing salmon too fast down at the mouth of the river. ‘ i
Q. Does that apply to canneries and fishermen as well I—A. Well, he says it
is not right that one should be deep and the other shallow fishing in the same
waters. K . - )
Q. What kind of net does his ten Indians fish with who have licenses 1—A.
Twenty-five mesh-nets ; generally thirty is about the run. ' )
Q. How many mesl.es deep are the nets that he says are too deep?—A. Most of

’

“the whitenen use fifty-mesh nets.

Q. They don’t gencrally work in the same waters as whitemen 1—A. Ob, yes;

Call fish in the same waters.

Q. They fished in the north arm of the Fraser?—A. Yes,
Q. All the ten Indians fished there]—A, Yes, sir. ;
Q. How far da they fish out from the mouth of the north arm into the Straits 1—

-A. About a quarter of a mile from the mouth, off the Island. -

Q. From Sea Iiland? How far out from Sea Island do they fishj—A. They
g0 out about two miles from the island. - : ;
Q. What would be the average of salmon caught by each Indian in a season?
—A. Last summer one of them caught 5,000 during the season. )
Q. Would all be sockeyes 1——A. All sockeyes.
Q. Is not 5,000 a large number #-—A. Yes; quite a large number.- -
Q. They would not average that!—A. No, sir. - ’
Q. What do they get per fishi—A. $15 a hundred Jast year, and 810 a hundred
the year before. : ' ' . B} ,
Q. Do they fish for any special cannery 1-—A. Mr. Todd’s and Mr. Munn's
Q. Where are their canneries’—A. Mr. Todd’s is on the north arm, and Mr.

Mann’s on Sea Island,
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Q. Are there any
cannery going up there. )

Q. Todd’s and Munn’s are close together, are they 1—A, No,
piece away, but they fish together. Mr, Munn’s is on §
the north arm.

Q. Where is the nowly built one 1—A. ,On Lulu Island.

others on the north arm besides these?—A. There is a new

sir ; they are some
a Isiand, and Mr. Todd's on

Q. Then does this Indian think that these deep nets are too destructive to salinon
—A. That is their idea ; all the Indians think they are too deep.

Q. Ask him if the nets drag near the bottom 1—A. Yes ; they do.

Q' Do you know the difference between & seine and a gillnet 2—A. Yes; but
seines arc no good for salmon in the Fraser. '

Q. Ask him if the working of deep gill-nets’ has
.seines 1— A Oh; these both kill the salmon the same.

Q. Ask him if the salmon are scarcer or more numerous now than years ago 1—A.
He says they are nothing now to what they were when he was a boy.

Q. What reason does he give for that?—A. He thinks the nets are too long and it
stops the salmon from going up and has a tendency to kill them all, '

Q. What does he think the salmon goes up theriver for —A. He knows well what
they come in for—they come in to lay their eggs up*the rivers and he doesn’t want to
see them killed off,” : o T i e

Q. Does he think the amount of fishing now, if continued, would seriously injure
the river fish?—A. He thinks it will in course of time if the long nete are kept going
~—it will destroy the salmon in time. ‘

Q. Has he seen many dead salmon far up in rivers or in lakes I—A. Yes ; he has
seen lots of dead salmon up the creeks, some floating, some half-dead, &o.

Q. At what season of the year would he see them floating and half-dead i—A. He
could hardly tell that, sir, they go by the moon—he says he don’t like to see the salmon
killed and thrown into the river after caught. ¢

Q. Ask him whether he knows if a large number are thrown into the river I—A.
He thinks all fishermen do it-—when fishermen have a great quantity and cannera can-
not take them, they throw them overboard.

Q. Ts it true that fish not adapted for the canneries are glven to the Indians1—A.
Yes, sir; all they require and can take away. - ’ .

Q. Are the quantities so large that Indians cannot take them away, and are the
rest thrown away I—A. If it is not good the Indians will not take it but throw it away,

Q. To what extent, so far as numbers go, has he seen thrown away at one time?— -
A. If very plentiful they do it, but if not very plentiful they take care of them. :

Q. Has he seen as many as a boat-load thrown away at any one time?—A. He has .
seen them thrown from a boat, but they are generally on the wharfs. -

Q. What does he call a boat-load —A. Oh, he says he does not see the fish thrown
in—he sees them in the water. : .
. Q. Does he think that injurious, and the offal, does he think that injurious to fish
or to Whitemen #—A. He thinks it injurious to the salmon because the siwashes never
throw the guts, &c., in the water because the salmon will not cross the teposits of offal
in the river. o . -

Q. How does it effect the water for the Indian or whitemen to use I—A. He
thinks everybody on the Fraser River will get sick if it is continued to be thrown in the

" water. ' ‘ . .
Q. Would it be wise on the part of the authorities io prevent offal going into the
water I—A. He thinks it would be good if they were not thrown in. S
Q. Has offal created any sickness or disease amongst the Indians1—A. He says he
thinks some of them get sick by drinking *'. water. . : o
Q. About the early run of fish called spring salmon do they catch them principally
for market, or all sockeye?. A. They don't fish generally for spring salmon. . .
. Q. Ask him whether us a tribe do they consider the spring salmon or the sockeye
the best for ther own use?—A. They would rather have the spring salmon for their food

than the sockeye—some Indians will not look at the sockeye 40 eat—they don’t like
them. - - :
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By Mr. Wilmot : , )

Q. Ask him whether before the canneries weve established here or the big fishing
business commenced, they caught sockeyes to any extent at all, or preferred catching
the other salmon for their purposes!— A, They always catch spring salmon for their awn
use. :

Q. Ask him if he thinks it right to Yrevent fishing on Sunday?—A. He thinks
fishing on Sunday should be stopped. :

Q. Is it right for the licenses when obtained by companies or others, that they should
be re-sold or bartered to the Indians or any one else I—A. T cra’t make him understand
that sir, .

Q. Oh, well ask him what time in the year do the spring salmon spawn up the
rivers .—A. Towards the fall. T o

Q. And the sockeye and the spring salmon, do they all spawn nt the same time I—
A. Yes; he thinks they spawn about the same time,

Q. Do cohves and humpbacks spawn about the sanie time as the others1—A. Yes ;
he has seen lots of those up the river spawning at the same time. :

Q. Then does he think that all salmon 8O up river to spawn at or sbout the same
time?-~ A. He thinks they do spawn about the seme *ime, .

X Q. Could he answer what month. A. Ny ; they go by moons—I could not calculate
that. -
Q. Are Indians of the belief that all salmon die and none return down I—A. He
thinks they never return—about one-half stay in the river swimming about until they
die—he thinks some return to the sea again. o '

Q. Has he ever seen any salmon going down the Fraser River or the North Amn
a long time after the fishing season was over!—A. He does see_salmon going down,
and he thinks about half of them go down to salt water after they have spawned.

Q. Ask him that again to be sure1—A. Yes, he has seen them lots of times going
down, and about half, he thinks, goes down. :

Q. Have Indians applied to pay for licenses? Do all want licenses?—A. Yes,
they all want licenses. o

Q. Wouli they make more nioney than fishing for canneries or otherwise 7—-.A.
Yes, they would inake more money with a license. ‘

By Mr. Armstrong

Q. Have the ten who have licenses, have thé}' boats of their ownl—A. Yes, they
have, : ‘

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. And fish independently 7—A. Yes; they buy nets from the canneries.
. Can they make their own nets or boatsl—A. Oh, yes ; there was no one else

here years ago but the Indians. -

Q. How many are there of his band?—A. 34 belong to his ranch—that is, able-
bodied Indians, ) '

Q. Do they consider it safe to fish directly at the mouths of rivers #—A. He thinks
about one-half the salmon are caught in that way. )

Mr. WiLmor.—Have you anything further to ask, Mr. Armstrong?

Mr. Ar¥sTRONG.—No; I think you have covered all the points, .

Mr. WiLmor.—Tell himn we are much obliged to him; that will do. We are
obliged to you, sir, for your services as'interpreter. o -
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FRA?IK WRIGHT, of New Westminster, a native of Ontavio, a fish dealer and
exporter, living in British Columbia for six years, was duly sworn,

. By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Well, sir, what have you to state I---A. Well,.T have been in the tish business
about four years in the province, about two years in New Westminster, and there are
two opposition nuarkets here and one had ten licenses. ’

Q. What do you mean by opposition markets?.—A. People engaged in the same
business as myself. T represent Wright Brothers, '

e lQ' And the other firmi—A. W. H. Vienna, there is another market, too, M.
rd. . B .

Q. Do you send fish away in ice 1— A. In ice. .

Q. Where are the markets you send to?—A. New York and Boston, and Manitoha

and the eastern_provinces.

Q. What may have been the extent of business in any one yearf -A. Well, we
have been so handicapped by not getting licenses that we have ractically no business,
Q. Do other companies get licenses 1—A. Port gets ten un(F Lord gets two but we
get none, we applied for them and engaged boats and nets and went to great expense

- last year in telegraphing to Ottawn for licenses, but could not get them.

Q. Do Lord and Vienna—-do they fish practically themselves I—A. Well, they do
fish some of their own hoats—we depend prinei ally on the spring run of fish—the
otll]mis are not so good for export—we ({epemf principally upon these, though not
wholly. , )

Q. What other fish do you get 7—A. Sockeyes, but they dun’t do so well.

Q. Sockeyes are used wholly in the canneries?—A. It is used also in the home
markets, .

Q. Dou you catch spring salmon when sockeyes are running?- - A. No; we get them
later in the season, but not so good then. - )

Q. Why are they not so good?—A. Because there are more spent fish among
them, ) , .
Q. What do you mean by “spent ” fish?—A. Ob, fish that have spawned.

Q. What season of the year does thiis take place when they are spent?.—A. Well,
just after the cohoe run—about the st of September, .

Q. When these are brought to you to purchase do you find others that are not
spawned and eggs still in their bodies 1—A. Oh,yes ; a great mahy have been in brackish
water so long they get soft and flabby. ) ' . :

Q. Well, nov/, in regard to these licenses that other persons engaged in the same
trade as you-—one has ten and the other two—you think they have = superiority over
youl—A. Why certainly, when fish begin to run we cannot get any and they had a
monopoly for outside boats. ‘ -

Q. And you were handicapped in this way 7—A. Yes; we should have the same
licenses, as we are in the same business.

Q. How many licenses would satisfy your trade 1—A. Five; we only applied for. ...

two, but T think tive would be about right. - )
Q. If you had five licenses would you practically use the boats yourself —A., Yes,
sir. ' :

. Q. But you could not use them all unless yon hired them out?—A. Oh, we have ‘
unlimited market and capital and would use them by our own men. ’
Q. On shares 7—A. No; not for spring salmon—perhaps for sockeyes. .

Q. Would you withdraw boats in the sockeye run?—A. Well, it might pay better
if other parties were doing the same. )

Q.' Do you salt fish at all’—A. No; we deal in salt fish, but we never put any up
as yet. . -
" Q. Have you made any observation in connection with offal thrown in the river—
whether it is injurious in one sense or another 7—A. Well, I don’t think it does a gieat
deal of harm, yet it cannot do any good. ‘
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Q. What is your view in regard to the limitation of nets to canners and ordinary
fishermen-—do you think all applicants who are British subjects should get licenses I—.A
I think every man who has a boat and net of his own should get license, but he should
be a British subject and a resident, - .

Q. And that they should be unlimited 1-—A. Yes.

Q. In regard to canning or other industry, should any be injured or their licenses .
fixed, what do you think I—A. I think twenty boats quite sufficient for canners,

Q. What is your view regarding the close season, namely that Sunday should not
be used for fishing 1-—A. T think the present close time very good.

Q. You are sware six hours of Sunday is at the present time utiiized for work-—
what do you think of that?.—A. Well, the sockeye run only such u whort time, they -
would have no work on Monday if they did not start till six o’clock Moaday.

Q. Have you had anything to do with the coast fisheries or sea fisheries indepen.
dent of the Fraser River?’—A. Yes ; T have, when I was in Vancouver I dealt, in salt-
water fish—in the drying and exporting of cod-fish and other salt-water fish, ’

Q. What was the result —A. Halibut pays well but not cod-fish.

Q. Have you any opinion with regard to benefits accruing from artificial breeding
here 1—A. Yes, I think the present hatchery is a decided success—I think there should
be a hatchery also to beeéd the first run of spring salmon. This export business is just in
its infancy now-—it is only, you may say, two yenr old—the largest export last year was
ninety cases, that is 720 salmon, and we pay one dollar a piece for them on the river—
that is 8720 a day to the white fishermen. '

Q. The value of the sockeye is what 1__A. Tt averages from 10 to 20 cents.

Q. What is the usual weight of the dollar salmon 1—A, It averages from fourteen
to sixteen pounds, i "

Q. And the average scckeye 1—A. Seven to eight pounds,

Q. You ship the whole of the spring salmon away I—A. Yes.

Q. Do you clean it at all —A. No.

Q. Lverything is shipped 1—-A. Yes. i

Q. You sell them at so much each 1—A. No, we sell by the pound.

Q. What might spring sahinon bring you per pound in the New York or Boston
nmarkets -—A. The first run brings 25 to 30 cens. . )

- Q4 Have you ever shipped any sockeye to these markets I— A, Yes ; but they
comy ¢ in_the season, and the first run strikes the markets when there are 10 other
fish there. . When you send sockeye the lake fish are in the markets and you get very
little for then. ' N

Q. What would sockeye fetch —A. From cight to fifteen cents per pourd.

Q. Then is it a much” more profitable business to fishermen on the river at such
prices to catch and dispose of spring salmon than sockeye—the ordinary fisherman, I
mean 1—A, Well, T don’t really know ; it depends a great deal ‘'on the run; sonie-
times they run forty spring salmon to the day, and 400 or 500 suckeye a day, so it
would be about the same thing; the average spring salmon caught would be six to
twelve a day. S o

Q. What colour is the spring salmon %—A., Red.

« Q. Allred?—A. There are some white ones, but very few on the first run ; they
come in after'the sockeye, '

Q. How about the quality 7--A. The white are not marketable fish, .

Q. Are they marketable later on in the season I-—A. They sell here at the first run,

Q. Your object then is all the way through, that you who are engaged in the
business of fishing here, should be placed fairly on the same basis as others engaged in
the same work I—A., Yes, sir. ' T o

Q. Have ycu any suggestion you would like to make -—A. Yes; I would like to
make a suggestion as regards trout. There are two different kinds; one follows the
salmon and destroys spawn, and the only time they are valuable is during the close
season. They are most valuable in the market from September t» March, and T would
like to have the season open from the 1st Septembar to lst March, o

. Q. Would that not be the very time when spawning 1—A. No ; they don’t spawn -
until after that; I think they spawn in April, : ) .
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Q. How do ’I?'ou know that?—A. Because I have examined _them and found eggs
in them then, hey are caught extensively then, but they get disec’ ured and slimy,
I don’t think there is anything else about which T wished to speak,

MR. ARrMSTRONG :—We aro much obliged to you, sir, if that is all.

JOHN B. MARQUETTE, A native of Olltnrio, six years in British Columbia, and
‘a resident of Mission City, B. C.—a trader and exporter of fish, was duly sworn,

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Do you follow the operations of a trader and exportert—A. Yes; T am both a
trader, salter, and exporter.

Q. Where is your place of business?—A. At Well's Landing—-ahout two miles
above Mission Station. I have not been able to obtain a license,

Q. Have you fished on a license lately 1-—A. I have fished on other men's license.

Q. You have applied for licenses 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was any cause given why you should not get one 1—A. One time T was informed
my application was in too late, although put in in the month of January, :

Q. What number of licenses did you apply for :.--A, For one.

Q. ‘And in your business as a salter, would one be sufficient —A. T ought to have
from two to five, . . :

Q. Then any work you have carried on, it has been depending upon getting your
fish from other parties7—A. Yes; I got the use of other parties’ licenses ozl furnished
boats and mén, ‘ ’ ]

Q. Did you have to pay nnﬂching in excess of the licensos fee?—A. One T had to
pay twenty dollars fee and another T had to pay more for—the one I got for twenty
dollars was for anly part of the season. . ,

- Q. What wus the amount you paid for the other1—A. T hirty dollars.

Q. What was the man doing from whom you hought the license 1—A. He has been

‘carrying on business for some years and sold out to me—his warehouse and outfits, &e.

By Mr. Arnstrong :

Q. Where do you fish#—A. Right at Well’s Landing, at a place called Nicomen
Slough. :

By Mr. Wilms: : . : .

Q. The fish that you catch in this lake —what are they like?—A. 1 never fish in a
lake-—it is in the main Fraser. ’

Q. Do you find the quality of the fish there as good as at the mouth of the river?
—A. I don't see any difference. - : ; . ‘

Q. What quantity would a boat get there fishing in a day 1—A. Oh, last year's
run was not very good. We would get from five and six to eighteen and twenty—some-
times more and sometimes less—that was spring salmon—I have caught over eleven
hundred sockeye in eight hours. Some sockeye I shipped and others T salted.

Q. Where did you ship the sockeyes -—A. To Montreal,

Q. Did you find a ready sale?—A. Yes, sir, - :

Q. How did they sell compared with spring salmon 1—A. Not as good—they don’t
take as well,

Q. You don’t freeze them -—A. No; we pack them in ice. ~

Q. Is the demand large for these fish, below there —A. Yes, sir; T'had no trouble
in finding plenty of markets for mine. : s

- Q. Have you tried the American market1—A. I have shipped to New York—that

is the only place in the States I have shipped to. - o o o :
. Q. I-fave' you anything to say about this offal question ---A. That isa thingIknow
nothing about. . . . - :

Q. You shipped your fish whole 1—A. Yes ; except those we salted. -

Q. With them did you do like the reslta’lg—-A. Yes, we threw it in the river.

e




- ’

56 Victoria. Sessional‘Papers (No. 10c.) A. 1893

Q. Is much fishing done there!—A. Not a great deal.

Q. How is it done up there—by whom I—A. Oh, Indians, half-breeds, and white
people. ’ ;

Q. But the catch is comparatively smalll.—A. Yes, there are not many employed
in the fishery.

By Mr. Armatrony :

Q. Do you think you could catch as many there as farther down #—A. No, I don't
think so—not as many as at the mouth of the river.

Q. It has been stated, though, that fish when they get in the mouth of the river,
leave the sgge day 1—A. That is not my opinion. : ' *

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Have you any theory as to how rapidly they niigrate up river?—A. Well, I
think spring salinon takes longer to get up than the others—I don’t think they go over
twenty miles in a day. : .

Q. Have you ever observed that they travel more at night than day time 7— A,
Yes, I have, and I think they travel more at the turn of the tide than nt any other
time. ’

Q. Are there any saw-mills near you #—A. Yes, sir. .

Q. Do they throw their sawdust and rubbish in the river I—A. No.

Q. What do they do with it—A. Well, there is no saw-mill near my place. There
is one at Langley and one on Silver Creek—-but then this is not on the creek—it is near
it, but on dry land. :

Q. What do you think of the effects of sawdust if thrown in the wateri—-A. 1
think it is very injurious to fish.

Q. Have you anything to say as regards the limitation of the number of nets?—
A. I think that bona fide dealers and fishermen ought to get licenses. o

Q. In what proportion—all alike—one license1—A. Well, no sir; T think a man
who is shipping is entitled to more licenses than an ordinary fisherman. I think a man
who has nothing more than boat and net—he should not have as many licenses asa man
carrying on a large business—still, T don’t think it a good plan to grant licenses to
everybody, unless a bona fife fisherman and owner of his own boat and net. -
~ . Q. Would you allow foreigners and others 1—A. Well, I think that all should be
British subjects and residents for some time before they apply for licenses.

»

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. What do you think of allowin%sfarmers licenses at a cheap rate for their own

consumption -—A. Well, there is an obstacle to that—the farmer cannot go and buy a
boat and net as cheap as he dan buy the fish, however, T think the most of the farmers’
licenses are proper.

By Mr. Wilmot : -~ : .

Q. But, if he wants to get a stock of fish for his own use? —A. Oh, well, I think he
should be able to get that withovt a license, but if there was a licensed man there he
should buy fish from him, but if he gets a boat and net of his own, he should be allowed
to catch fish for his family by all means. _ S C

Q. What number of licenses would you say for Canneries?—A. Well, that is
something on which T am not posted. They should, I think, get licenses according to
their size and capacity. - | - : 5

Q. But if all of the same capacity, what would be a fair average i—A. Well, if
every British subject and fisherman got licenses, I think the cannerymen would not
fret whether they had one or three dozen. ‘

By Mr. Ahmtrong :

Q. On the same ground the exporter would ot eitheri—A. No; on the same
ground he would not. » -
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By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. On the principle of two or five licenses being sufficient for your demand, you
think in what proportion should licenses be granted to canners?—A. 1 think twenty n
reasonable limit.

- Q. Do you think the present close season right - A. Not exactly; I think we
should fish week days and keep the whole of Sunday. :

Q. Have you taken any notice of the effect of artificial breeding of fish on this
viver1—A. I have, some. : '

Q. What do you think of the system of hatching by artificinl tneans on the river 1

~—A. A good thing and a success, to a certain extent.

Q. Would it be much more successful if largely increased?--A. T think it weuld,
and be beneficial to the province. .

Q. Have you taken notice of dead fish in the river to any oxtent7—A, Yes, Thave
seen 6 great many,

Q. In what season?-—A. September and October. .

Q. What is your theory as to the cause of death! - A. Well, they get up in small
lakes and shallow waters and they fight and kill one another-—I have seen the greatest
quantity in Harrison Lake. '

Q. Do you think all tish that go up river die?7—A. No; T don't--T think very few
of the spring salmon die, you will see very few of them dead—-more of the sockeye and
humpbacks, :

Q. They are very numerous both in going up and dying 1—A. Yes; I may say'l
think white salinon is made so by being longer in the river. I have cut them open on
the back and the firstehalf inch wonld be perfectly white and farther in and around the
back-bone would be perfectly red. i

- Q. Andwhite salmon of the spring species, would you call those fish in Ml condition

or otherwise 1—A. Early in the season spring salmon are in good condition--I think they
remain in the river all winter, having gone up in the autumn of the previous year. I have
seen them caught in nearly all the months of the year by the Indians,

Q. Then you think white salmon is really red salmonin the sea, and it changes its
colour in theriver —-do you think it is the same as the sockeye—-A. Yes; but sockeyes
stay in a shorter time--the cohoe turns white, too, and the humpback is always of a
lighter colour, and the dog fish are red when they first come in. - o

Q. What about the steel-head 1—A. Well, T never saw one white-fleshed,and I have
seen them caught in every month of the year. The principal time for them to spawn is, I
think, in March and Apri, after which they are spent fish and very poor. .

Q. Are you of the opinion that these fish, too, have gone up the year previcus and
would be in best condition just previous to the commencement of this spawning time you
speak of 1—A. Yes, and they must have come in in January and February.

Q. You have seen them, too, opened?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Andws many eggs as the spring salmon 7—A. No; I think not.

By Mr. Armstrong :

Q. What is your opinion as regards the limit for fishing—it is now tidal water--~
should it be reduced any ?--A. Well, there is nofishing that Tknow of done as far up as
tidal water—tidal water goes to Harrison River. ’ .

By Mr. Armstrong : S

-~ Q. Oh, no, the tide never goes above the rapids at Miller's Landing —A. Well, I
have been told it does. Sumas Lake is tidal water is it not.

Q. Yes, but that comes in below 7—A. Well, T have been told that they have -

three inche; of tide at the mouth of the Harrison River. .

By Mr. Wilmot : ’ T

Q. How far does the ordinary fisherman fish up river to supply fish to the canneries
below 1—A. None above Well's Landing. T
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Q. Then are boats engaged in fishing all the way up from New Westminster to take .
fish down to the canneries 7— A, Well, at certain places—many places are not good fish-
ing grounds, ' .

Q. And where it is good fishing grounds 1—A. Well, there is tishing there,

Q. Js there anything further you would wish to state—A. No, I think not.

Q. Have you anything further to ask Mr, Armstrong 1— A, Mr. Armstrong, no,
nothing more. . . ‘

By My, Wilmot - ",
Very well, that will do. i . :
he Commission adjourned at 5.58 p.m.,to meet again at the same placeat 10 am.,,
the following day. '

New WESTMINSTRR, B.C, 24th February, 1892,
T e Fifth day's Session. T -

The Commission assembled in the Court-house and was called to order by the chair
at 10 a.n, .

i Present :
Mr. Wilmot (presiding), Mr, Sheriff Armstrong, Mr. C. F, Winter (Sécretﬂry.)

MARSHALL M. ENGLISH, of New Westminster, a native of the United States,
though residing in New Westminster for the last 15 years, engaged in the salmon can-
ning business, indirectly representing the local board of management of the Anglo-
British Columbia Canning Co,, representing eleven canneries in British Columbia, was
duly sworn. .

Mr. WiLvor.—Have You any statement to make ?

By Mr. Armstrong ;

Q. You represent eleven canneries, Mv, English 1— A, Yes, sir; two up north and
nine on this river,  * : .

‘ By Mr. Wilniot ;

Q. Do you wish to submit anything -—A. Not at present. The canning industry on

¥

~ this river is a big one and no two Years are alike—there is a rotation of four years, and

the number of boats that will answer for one season will be very much out of proportion

in another. I think the cannerymen should have at least 25 boats and have it made a

fixture, and not changed from one year to another. : - . -
Q. Not less than 25, and it should be a fixed number —A. Yes, not less than 25

Q. Would you advocate all and every cannery to get twenty-fivel-—A. Well, T
don’t know as you could do anything else. :

Q. No restrictions —A. Well, it would rest with the department. I would not
recommend one way or the other—I don’t think that those who have been in business
for a number of Years should suffer for the building up of others. . .

Q. Then that would be, no new canneries would be allowed 1— A, Well, that would
be at the disposition of the department—it would make no difference if we were not
cut cown for building up others—if a limitation on the river, then those who established
the, industry should be protected first. ' S

Q. Would twenty-five licenses do “that 1A, Yes ; with outside licenses, they
should, I think, . -

© Q. But, would twenty-five licenses, if permanent, sufficiently protect you 1A,
Well, while it would that far, I don't think twenty-five licenses enough for any
cannery, ; ‘
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Q. But a suflicient protection 1-—A. Well, it would be a protection, of course.

Q. Are the companies that you have acted as agent or manager for wholly on the
Fraser River1—A. No, 8ir; two on the Skeena and nine here. v

Q. What is the capacity of these canneries genernlly—in ordinary average seasons t
—A. Well, I think that all of them ave capable of 25,000 cases and upwards.

Q. And would twenty-five licenses give to these canneries suflicient fish for 20,000
cases 1—A. No, sir. :

Q. Would it give them 156,000 cases?--A. No, sir.- -

Q. Would it give them 10,000 —A. On an average 1 don’t know that it would—
it might. Now, as an illustration, I packed in two canneries this year, the Phoenix and
another and with twenty hoats packed about 7,000 cases. I don’t think twenty-five
boats would average over 10,000 cases. Tako four years ago, I packed, with twenty-

- seven hoats, 4,000 cases—that was in 1888 ; in 1889°T had about thirty-five boats and .
. packed something over 20,000 cases, in 1890 1 had thirty-two boats and packed between
14,000 and 15,000 cases, I am speaking of my own property all that time, in 1891 1
packed about six or seven thousand.
Q7" Do you recollect how many liconses you had in 1890 7—=A. In 1890 I think-I
had twenty licenses, and twenty-four in 1889—the additional boats were got from out-
side. We always used outside boats, even when the river was open—the average
number of boats fished by the canneries was about forty. .

Q. How many in 18897_A, Twenty-four were allotted me in 1889,

Q. Twenty the standard, and four allotted to youl—A. No; the balance was pro-
portioned pro rata to capacity. : '

Q. Then you got four pro rata l—A. It was only the one year. The Government °
inereased the number in 1389, They trind to make the limitation on the basis of
capacity and gave Mr. Ewen thirty-nine boats and the British Columbia cannery were
ullotted) twenty-four. ~

Q. That was nineteen over the twenty, and you got four over the twenty?—A.
Yes ; some got eighteen, some got twenty, it was worked up on the basis of what each
cannery had packed for co many years.

Q. In 1889 then you had twenty-four licenses I—A. Yes ; twenty-four—T think I
used thirty-two or thirty-three boats. .

* A. And your pack was 20,000 cases1—A. Something over 20,000,
Q. Who is “English & Company 1”—A. That is my cannery.

Q. T see two names here (B. C."Board of Trade Report, 1890,) “ English & Co.,”
and “ The Phoenix Packing Co. 7"—-A. T am connected with hoth of them. '

Q. Well, that is one and the same thing 7 —A. Well, T never called it the
“ Phoenix ” Company-—it was in the hands of W. D. Coleman for a year or two, and T
think they called it the * Phoenix ” Company—the brand was the * Phoenix ” brand.
English & Co., worked from 1877 to 1884, inclusive, then we came in again in 1888,
1889 and 1890. In 1882 I operated over here, right opposite the city.

Q. In 1889 your pack was aver 20,000 cases -—A. Something over. twenty thousand
in 1889—four licenses over the standard number. . ... __ . .

- Q. In 1890 you say you had twenty licenses—and how many outside boats did you
get1—A. I think I had eleven or twelve, - ) :

Q. And your pack 1—A. Something about 14,000 cases. o .

Q. Is that a fair average?— A. You take the four seasons and I think it is a fair
average. : . . .

Q. For the eleven establishments you are now manager of I-—A. I thl'nk so—I
think any one would pack over 20,000, if they had more storage roomn they might pack
25,000. When the river was open we fished forty boats, we always took outside hoats .
and employed outside fishermen besides the forty of our own—what was the position ?

Wo in many cases furnished them with gear, boats, &c.,; and took payment out in
fish, : :

Q. Were you fishing in 1877 1—A. Yes; I packed then about 25,000 cases—there .
was then only five canneries on the river. , ,

Q. What number of hoats did you use thent—A. Well, I don't say we had forty
boats and upwards and I could not say hmiv3;’nany we had besides, we also had a trap in
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the river which the department made us take up. We also. took fish from Harrison
River and . . Yale. : : .

Q. How late did you fish . in the Harrison Riveri—A, Up to September, we
followed the fish. up after they left here, :

Q. What condition were, the fish in then ?-—A. Harrison River figh were very good,
the Yale fish were not so good. . . -

- Q. Were the fish then in appearance very large as regards spawning?—A. No; but
towards the last many would begin to get discoloured and then we moved down the
river. - - ‘

Q. You fish as long as you could for the sockeye and then when you found you
were not catching them as numerous as you wanted you followed them up the Harrison
and Yale?—A. Yes; but we didn't catch very many, we could not get them down from
there, ‘ : e

Q. That is now prevented 1— A. Yes; I think it a good thing, too—there was no
profit in getting them up there. We bought fish from Indians at 84 a hundred or what.
ever we could get them for, once a steamer brought down thirty thousand.

Q. All caught by Indians in dip-nets?—A. Yes; in the eddies,

Q. And in 1877 you had 25,000 cases, how many fish to the case then?—A. About
the same as now.

Q. What do you call a general average 1—A. Well, it is according to the season,
the average one season with another would be ten or eleven fish to a case, I packed
one season—I think in 1884-—the run was a light one and fish averaged ten or eleven
to the case. = .

Q. That is a case of forty-eight one pound tins? Forty-eight pounds?-—A. Yes,
sir; sometimes they run more and some less—last year they would take fourteen to the
case in the eacly part of the run.

Q. But the general average would be from ten to eleven to a case 1—A. I think so.

Q. The average weight of fish then would be between seven and eight poands '—-
A. Well, I think about seven or under, .

Q. Because most of your brother canrers have stated they run from seven to eight
pounds §

By Mr, Armstrong :

Q. Did you ever weigh the sockeye —A. No; I do not think I ever did. T have
weighed most of the other kinds, but we would not weigh a sockeye unless an extra
large one, © | . L -

Q. But if a person stated they weighed about eight pounds would he not he about,
correct 7—A. I should think the sockeye would average seven pounds or s0. A man -
.could pick up ten fish that would weigh eight and a-half pounds, and then they might
not weigh only four.. ' ’ ‘

Q. Were fish small in 1890 7—A. Fish, were small that year. '

Q In18897—_4, They were smaller—in 1888 they were larger—they are always
larger in an off year. -

" Q. What was the great year?—A. 1877, 1881, 1885 and 1889—1882 and 1890
were exceedingly fine years also, SR ) . .

Q. They don’t give you credit for fish in 18851—A. No; we did not pack in 1885,

Q. Why I—A. Well, we could not get anything for them. .

Q. It was not because the fish were not there I-—A. Oh, no. o

Q. What about the Wellington Packing Company t—A. Wel), they are capable of
packing over 20,000 cases—they generally pack 25,000.

Q. Well, they never packed that many, except in that one year %--A. What did
they pack in 13891 o

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. They packed 20,000 then!—A. Yes ; I thought so. _
Q. But in 1886 11,000 ; 1888, 7,000 ; and in 1889, 20,000. Do off years gene-
rally average about the same thing?—A. Yes; as far as I know—1889 and 1890 were
good, and 1831 and 1882 were fairly good. " : i
. 14
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Q. How do you uccount for “off » years I—A." Well, I don’t know ; I have thought
about it, but' the more You think about it the less you know about it ; it occurred
befere I came to the country, and I have talked to Indians and they eay it occurred
before they were boys, ’ )

Q. Does this apply to all the rivers of British Columbia 7— A. Well, I think the
Skeena is different. ' ‘ ' , , :

By Mr. Armstrong ;

Q. Do you think fish are not as early as before 1-— A. Well, I don’t know ; there is
no change. In 1882 they came ir on the lst of July, and in 1877 on the 20th and
22nd of July.

* Q. What time last year 7—A. Near the end of July ; the last two or three years
they have been late, but whether it is the general rule or not I cannot tell.

By Mr. Wilinot :

Q. Then what years do you say were off years 1—A. 1883 and 1884 ; 1885 was a
good year; 1886 was a very light year for a second year, and 1887 and 1888 light
ears. .
Y Q. Do you recoliect what 1882 wasl—A, 1882 was a very heavy yenr for a second
year, and 1885 should have been the next big year.
‘ Q. The biggest year was 18821—A. No; but fish ran up longer. 1881 was a
good regular season.” "I ran two canneries in 1882 myself. ..~ o '

- Q. Well, take 1886, 1887 and 1889, about the same number of canaeries
were running then?—A. No; I think there has been an increaso ; I don’t know that
there was an increase in 1887 and 1888, 1886, 1887 and 1888 were off years. )

“ 7 Q. 1885 was a good year then 1—A, 1885 was an excellent year, but the canneries
did not run, .

Q. How did you know that it was a good year if you did not cateh fish 1—A. Well,
there weré several canneries running ; I think Mr. Ewen packed 20,000 cases. I have
no theory for off and heavy years; I.don’t think anybody can tell.  We know fish come
in and spawn and then young fish go out, but that is about all we can tell. They are
never seen at sea, ' “

Q. They are caught at sea, though?-.A. Well, I have been told they are never e
seen. . _ . ;
" Q. You would not call the Georgia Straits then a sea1—A. Oh, no; we know all
fish coming are seen as they enter the Straits of Fuca, but they are never seen outside,
nor ten miles outside there, but the moment they enter the Straits they are seen, and
t"* "ndians begin to catch them then,

:%. But the three last years have been pretty good1—A. Yes; agood average.

Q. Did you look forward to 1889 as being a good year?—A. Yes, sir,

Q. It was a late run, was it not1-—A. Yes ; they came in late and ran late ; they
were running after we closed down.

Q. A d what do you think of the coming year1—A. Oh, an off year ; a very poor
year, but lust year we got more fish than we expected, )

Q. An'' you look forward to 1893%..A. Asa heavy year; but the last two poor
years have been exceedingly good. . - i

Q. In 1889, which you called a first-class year, the pack was 414,294 cases; in
1890, 409,464 cases ; that was not much of a falling off from 1889 —A. T think it is,
however, about 330,000 in 1890, about 90,000 cases less than the former year, .

Q. And of the 409,464 cases, 241,889 of them were taken in the the Fraser River

in 1890—more than balf of the whole?!—A. Yes; last year the Fraser River pack was
about 165,000 cases ; your reports are not just exactly correct.

Q. But we got the information from the canners themselves!—A. Oh, well, a
" variation of a few thousand cases would not make much difference ; & man may give iy
“a few more cases than he should. . C '

' Q. Oh, I always thought they were disposed to give rather less than more 1—A.
Oh, Mr. Wihnot, the canners are not disposed to give anything, lower ; they are not
afraid of anything that way. : "™

’
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. Q: What do you say of licenses being granted to all British subjects, resident
fishermen in the country 1—A. I would not object to any of them getting licenses ; but
I don’t know anything about it ; I have got nothing to do withit. I think it is for
this commission to find out whether they should have any. I think I would give them
all a license, . :

Q. But I think you equally bound to answer even if the question regards the can-
neries or fishermen?— A, Ob, well, I think each fishermen shou(}d get a license,

Q). Should they be given to all upplicants, or to British subjects, residents of the
country 1—A. Oh, to British subjects, residents of the country ; T don't think every one

shou!d come in here and get & license ; I think in the United States they follow that
plan, '

Q. From being so exclusive as at present? If fifteen or twenty licenses is the
meximum would you not be able to got sufficient fish to supply the canneries from the
outside fishermen?—A. I don’t think s0; I think a canneryman should have a suf.
ficient nunber of boats to protect his industry. '

Q. But if you had no licenses you would get all the fish you want {—A. Well, I
v:ould not like to be in the business ; if we have licenses we know what we can rely on.

Q. But you stated you think we should give unlimiter; licenses 1—A. Well, T don't
think it would increase the number of licenses very much ; everybody is not going up
to apply for licenses ; I think there was 900 or over in 1882, -

Q. That was a good year tool—A. Yes; it was a second year but an extraordinary
good year; I think there was about 900 boats—something like that_] know there
was a very large number, . ’

Q. But then the limit of late, the outside limit of all has been from five to six
.hundred 1—A. T think so. - ‘ .

Q. And that only admitted of about sixty or so outside white fishermen to use
hoats —A. Oh, there was more than that,. :

Mr. McNaB.—Not over that, for you see out of the hundred or rather hundred and
tifty, three freezers had thirty and then forty went to the Indians.

Mr. ExaLisn.—Well, there was about seventy white men, do you draw the line at
colour ? :

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Well you do in fish—you put up nothing but red salmon (laughter) however, do
you think Indians entitled to fish and get licenses I—1I do certainly—the same as other
men, : T

Q. Are they not employed in the canneries-—do you not employ them?—A. Yes;
T have one Indian who has fished for me ever since T had a license, but generally I do
not think it deex Indians any good if all get licenses—I don't think it good to give

'Q. Then, why do you employ them 1—A. Becauso we have to—-we cannot import

veeks and then go home again—white people would not do this,

Q. Do you furnish Indians with gear and money to get licenses 1A Oh, yes ; we
furnish them in everything——grub, nets and eve thing else, ,

Q. Is it the habit of sending Indians to the epartmental oflice for licenses, and that
the Indians are otilt ypder the control of the, canneries 1—A. Well, I have heard it but
don’t know of it. I have gone there myse'f and made application and paid money for

Jlicenses for Indians, but only in one or two cases. . S ‘ :

Q. Do you employ Indians and whitemen outside of your own boats at day pay, or
on shares I-~A. Whitemen have a lay ” or share and Indians we pay by day wages. -

Q- Do you give them the full market value of the fish 7—A. Imakea bargain with
them before we begin, ‘ t .

‘ : s 142
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Q. What was the price last yeari—A. T paid six and ahalf cents and reserved the
rest for gear—Mr. Ewen was paying 20 cents. '

Q. What did you pay outside licenses F—A. Some T paid twelve and ahalf cents,
somy fifteen.

Q. Then the difference between these men with a “lay " and outside men would be
about one-half 1—A. About one-half. ' :

Q. And if these people who had a lay " had licenses they would have got twelve
and a half or fifteen cents 1A, Yes; if I wanted the tish,

Q. Then the difference between men who get licenses and those who do not is one-
half7—A. No; he has to get his gear. . :

Q. But as to the price of fish I—A. Oh, yes ; but he may lose a net the first night,
.if he has a ““lay ” I have %0 give him another net.

By Mr. Av-}nslrong s

Q. What is the price of a net and hoat 7—A. The boat and outtit about 250 or 860,
the net about $90. - .

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. How long do nets last 1—A. Generally only during the sockeye run,
Q. And the outfit for a fisherman would be about 3150 1—A. T would say from
$150 to 175, . : '
Q. Have you taken any observations, or can you express an opinion in regard to
the operation of the hatchery and artificial breeding of fish as a benefit to the river 1—
TAL Well, T certainly think it a benefit ; T have an idea that the incréase in the last
three or four years—that the hatchery has something to do with it—of cougse I don't
know, but T don’t see, though, how anybody can help thinking it a benefit. v
Q. Have you any knowledge if it is a benefit elsewhere on the coast 1—A. I know
it has been benéficial on the Sacramento River ; the fisheries there wero totally
ruined by mountain deposits covering the spawn, and they were replenished by the
McKay Hatchery, and the catch of fresh fish tﬁere is now very great.
' Q. Then you think artiticial breeding of fish an adyantagei— A. Why, I certainly
- do. When first I came to this coast there was no shad—now there is plenty of them
- on the Pacific coast. - '
Q. You know, as a matter of fact, that shad are now disposed of in the markets
of San Francisco, and that they were not indigenous to the waters of the Pacific 1—A.
Plenty of them, and there was not a shad here before ; I don’t think there is any doubt
as to the success of the artificial fish culture,
Q. Do you think the system should be extendedl—A. Yes; I think there should
be hatcheries on the Thompson, Fraser and Harrison Rivers.
. Q. Well, now, what do you think of offal 1—A. I think the best thing you can do’
with offal for all concerned is to put it in the river. : ;

. Q. As you do at present1—A. Well, it might be improved upon by putting it in
deeper water ; at present it is put on the bank in some places, but if put in deep water
it will be taken away. The canneries are generally built near the water, or over it, so
as to accommodate stesm-boats coming up to the factory, At my place wo have plenty
of water ; we loaded two ships there this summer. v

Q."You are the last cannery down the river 1—A. No; there are two below me.
I don’t think offal can be handled differently ; if it can be profitably, cannerymen
would be only too glad to handle it, and you cannot do anything by putting it on .
land ; it would drive people out. , s : .
- Q. Is it not used now in an oil factory 1I—A. Yes; but T don't think - they are
doing much with it ; the cannerymen would gladly transport it if any one would take it.
Q- Do you think it wise of the Government to encourage capital to come here to
dispose of offal -—A. Well, if on the east coast it might be profitable, but T don’t
think it would be here. ) _
Q. Do you always find packing fish pxl'o‘gtable 1—A. Well, one year I lost $17,000.
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" Q. Other years you have made profitst—A. Well, we could not loso all the time ;
I think I have about as much as I started with, and have got a living all the while,
" Q. When you first commenced salmon canning here was it profitable 1—A. It was
very profitable the first year; the second year it was unprofitable, but we did not
understand it.
- - Q. Well, but don't you think this oil factory would be profitable when they learn
how to work it 7—A. Well, I don’t think there is enough oil in it (%. e. the offal) to
make it profitable. , :

Q. Well, but your local Government here is trying to encourage Crofter immigra-
tion, nnd one of the features is this industry of converting the offal into oil, &c., now,
would there not be a big field for their operationsi—A. Well, there would be lots of
offal anyway, but there is not enough oil in offal to work profitably—tke oil is in the figh, -
not in the offal. :

Q. Do you know the menhaden or herring of the Atlantic Coast 1—A. I know the

herring here—I don’t know the menhaden.

Q. Well, all along the coast of the United States on the Atlantic seaboard they
have sixty or seventy large canning establishments to catch herring for turning them
into oil and making fertilizers? - A. Well, they would have markets for it there, but I
don’t think it could be profitably employed here. !

Q. What do you think of it (4. ¢, offal) as reian:is health 1-—A. I think for a

t stuff would be eaten by fish.
The heads and tails would never rise to the surface—the current is so strong it takes
them all out. : . .

Q. If it lodges along the bays and sloughs i it not offensive 1— A. Well,sometimes,
if decayed—all animal matter is when in that state. .

. Q. Have you heard of diseases being encouraged by these deposits 1—A. T have not
heard of it—in 1882 I had camps with four or five hundred persons in it, and Indians, you
know, are not generally very clean —whitemen were there too, but I didn't see any
sickness resulting from it. ' R St e

Q. Do you think the white population would be more sensitive to it 1—-A. Waell,
they are more sensitive to anything of that kind. .

Q. Can you suggest anything to do with this offal 7—A., Put it in deep water.

Q. This is not generally done now 1—A. No, ) ; '
) Q. Are canners desirous of putting it in deep wateri—A. Oh, I think so—it would .
be a tax upon them but they would have to stand that—they have generally to stand
everything that comes along, even the Government.

. Q. Is this offal frequently taken in nets at the mouth of the river 1I—A. Well, I
have so heard it stated here, but I never heard it conmplained of—I suppose sometimes
they catch a little in their nets. ' . .

Q. What makes nets get useless after one season?—A. Slime off fish and the hot

- weather.,

Q. Then if slime off fish and heat of the weather injures nets, would not an addi-
tional amount of it injuré themn more ?—A. Well, you don’t get much slime from the
offal —T never heard any of my men complain—I have had men fishing in the river for
the last fifteen years aud never heard it. o . ,

Q. And then nothing but the heads and tails and bony parts would get in the
nets I—A. Yes; nothing else. I have seen Chinamen go with d bucket where the offal
was going in and get a bushel and a half of suckers 'and small fish that were feeding on
the offal, in a very short time. - o . .

Q. So you think then that offal is_not injurious to man, or the fish in the riveri—
A. Noj not if put in the deep river—we had a camp on one side of us and an Indian
camp on the other—we drink Fraser River water and my family never had any sick- -

" ness—but the only wa{ is to put it in the channel of the river.

Q. ‘And you think cannerymen arve prepared to do thati—A. by think they :are

Q. You know then that it has been contrary to law 1_A. Yes ; but by permission
of the department it has not been contrary to:law. _ ) o
Q. Was the refuse thrown in last year #—A. Yes, sir, -
: ' ) S L o
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Q. And no permission to do s01—A. Yes; I think so—I think the Minister gave
permission to suspend the regulation. - , - <

Q. No; not sot—A. Well, I think, if I am not mistaken, the department wrote
the Inspector that the throwing in of offal laat year would be allowed, liﬁ: in 1890.

Q. T may say that you are in error in that respect, because I know that it was not
gAranYmd. You think the only way then is to put it in the deep channel of the river 1—

. Yes, :

Q. And that there it would be harmless$—A. Well, T don't say it is harmless—it
might do good. The Chinamen in the factory are all fat fellows and I think the sweet
smell in the cannery makes the cannerymen fat, (laughter.)

Q. Well, you are certainly a good specimen, SIaughter) Well, what do you think of
the effects of saw-dust in the streams?—A. Wel), T think it is injurious—they have
laws in the United States to prevent saw-dust going in—I always understood it hurts
ﬁsh,lg' getting in their gills,

Well, but they also have laws in the United States that offal shall not go into

the rivers either 1—A. Well, but where do they can anything but oysteérs.

Q. Washington, Oregen, &c. 1—A. Well, but they don’t enforce it—I know they
throw offal in and I have heard that young salnon hatch from where the offal is thrown
in.

Q. Oh, well, that is so far beyond a possibility and next toan absurdity that we will

not discuss it—eggs could not be “hatched unless ripet—A. Well, it might have been

ripe—I have been told by parties who have seen it that young fish come from where
offal was thrown in, ~

Q. Do you think it a proper principle, that of transferring licenses-—A. Oh well,
I don’t thini it makes any difference to the department whether & man sells his license
or not. B : i - [
Q. The department makes nothing out of it—it is the public1—A. Well, nor to the

public—I think perhaps after all it might be better t» have licenses not transferable.

‘ Q. What do you think of the equality of fees—should they be alike everywhere 1—
A. T think they s{ould all be uniform—all the fishermen uniform with canners, and
each should be uniform among themselves. .

Q. What are your views as to fishing limits on the Fraser River?—A. Well, I

don’t think that makes any difference to the department—1I think things in that line -

should remain as at present—I dontthink there would beany fishing above Stave River.
Q But you must not say * an{ difference to the department ;” the department is
simply the mouth-piece of the public?—A. But the department is holding this com-
mission for the public. ’ R : =
Q. What do you think of the close seasoni—A. I think the close season correct,
and ample for the protection of the salmon. . .

Q. What do you think of it from the stand-point of morality 1—A. Well, I don't
think you should change it; the present Sunday close season is quite right, and a man
can be quite good enough from Saturday night until 6 o'clock Sunday night. I have
seen men come out of church and pile up hay; I don't think these fellows that are
always too good are always the best ; there are half a dozen ways of being good ; you
_can ge too good, you know, , : o
Q. And you can be too bad?—A. And you can be too bad. Continuing). I
think all these fish, you know, return in the shape of offal, whether ¢ ey are killed or
not, (referring to the numbers that die up river.) : :

" Q. You are a mewber of the Board of Trade I—A. The Board of Trade of West-

minster? Yes. .
. Q. Are you aware of what generally transpires theref—A. No; I am not a good

attendant. , _
Q. It is a public body +—A. It is composed of merchants here.
Q. No; fishermen —A. Well, not unless you call us fish traders,
Q. Have you read a document from a public officer regarding matters on the
Fraser Rivert—A. Yes; I have read the document. :
~ Q. Are you aware in what it says that exaggerations and misstatements were made 1
A, Yes; I think it is very much exnggemﬂteg, especially the cut you made. :

1010 ’ ‘
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Q. Well, that officer made tho statement that five cans were made out o
pound salmon #-—A. Well, I don’t say fish are all eight pounds ; some are, but many
are less, and then you must remember all the salmon we catch don't go into cans, and
the waste as given is too much. :

Q. Three pounds out of eight -—A. Well, T don
misleading. . ¢

Q. Oh, but I soe (looking over report British Columbia Board of Trade), this is
from the Board of Trade of Victoria ; do you belong to that A, No; it is the Board
of Westminster I belong to. _ .

Q.- Well, here is this statement that that repo
member who has éome before us and sworn has born
anything else, sir, to say 1—A. No ; T don’t th
thing again, I will come before you.

Mr. ARMSTRONG.—Yes ; if any new matter that is important, it would be a good
thing to get one man to represent you in any new matter sud "ot him come before us,

Mr. WiLMor.—Very wel), that will do, Mr. English. ' .

f an eight

't know that it is; your cut was

rt was exaggerated, and yet every
e out those statements. Fave you
ink 50 at present; if I think of any-

—— —

Mr. DAVID MELVILLE addressed the Commission, and requested permission
to make a statement, which was allowed, '

Mr. MervitLe—T wished to say that there are eight persons who came to the
country-—some before me, and some after, from Scotland, who have gone back because
they could not get a license.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Are you aware of your own knowledge
and fish1—A. Yes; two came \X{Fh me—some applied twice, some three times, and
some that were fishermen in Scotlind went back to fish there,
Q. You have stuck to it here9—A. Yes,
Q. Do you attribute that to the improper way the licenses are distributed at
present1—A. Yes; because we cannot get them. , .
- Q. You have nothing further to say -—A. No; nothing else. ]
Q. Very well, sir, that will do, your statement is duly recorded. - .
The Commission was thereupon declared adjourned by the Chairman at 12.15 p.m.,
to meet again at the same place at 10 a.m., on 95t February. S

that they came here to become residents

Mr. Commissioner Wilmot and Mr. Winter, secretary, spent the afternoon in ‘
visiting the fish hatchery at Bon Accord, returning to Westminster abont 6.30 p.m. .

6th Day's \session,

- NEw 'WiisTMlssrxa, B.C,, 26th February, 1892,
The Commission assembled in the Court house and was called to order by the
Chair at 10.15 a.m, ' : ' A ,

Presont ;—Mr. 8. Vilmot, presiding : Mr. Sheriff Armsteong, Mr, G, F. Winter,
secreiary. - - .

JOHN WAGNER, of New Westminster, a native of Canada, four years resident
in British Columbia, and a fisherman, was duly sworn.

. By Mr. Wibnot: -~ - i :
Q. Now, Bir, have you anything special to relate7—A. W

ell, only as regards
Captain Grant’s liconse. T understand that it. has been stated here that I bought a
license from Captain Grant and paid $50 for‘itf L T :

. 146




RS,
71

el

o " want u.bout the seventh fish for the use of the license, and af

Marine and Fisheries,
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Q. No; What has been said is that a man bought a license from Ca?taili Grant
and paid him $50 for it I—A. Well, when I was going down the river fishing Captain
Grant and I have beon good friends over since I have been in the country, and he was
going away to Vancouver, and would not be able to use his license, and he asked me if I

< 1ld not arrange with some fisherman to take it on shares, and he told m - he would

k take it, and in the mean-
while the man who stated it here was a partner of mine, and I reasoned the thi

that unless my partner and I took up the ' license ' and work
it no one would do 50, and we thought it the best thin
rig it u) the same as the canneries ang take one-third for our share and give two-thirds
for running it. T went to Mr. Ladner and got a boat and we gave it to a man to work,
but he only caught one humpback or so and I took it away grom him, but the other
man did better, and when we wound up there was about $90 over, after paying for the
net and all. Then when we came up I reasoned with Nollis (1) and thougf‘:t_tbo least
he could give Captain Grant for the use of his license was 850, and thoughit that he

should give 850, Wel), he thought it too much, but I thought Captain Grant should -

got this mych, so we took $20, apiece and gave Captain Grant 850, X <
Q. It is true that he paid you $25 for half of Giant’s license? —A. Oh yes ; out of
the $90 the gear made—that is exactly the statement I have to give.
.+ " MR. GrANT. —(from the audience). Oh not so, he paid me.
Mg. ArusrrRONG.—No; he didn't. ‘
MR. GRANT.—Well, T thought that was it. .
MR, WiLMOT.—Are you a practical fisherman I—A. Well, T have been fishing for
three years. o -
Q. With licenses of your own 1—A. Yes, for two ¥ears of my own,
Q. Where else have you been fishing ---A. In the Tsland of Cape Breton, .

" Q. Can you give an idea of the quantity of fish taken during each yearl—A, Well,
the first year I fished for the British Columbia cannery I think we put in eight thou.
sand fish, - :

Q. What year was that%—A. Ihat was three years ago, 89,
Q. A good year?—A. Yes, sir; that was a big year here. ‘
Q. What did you catch fishing here that year?t—A, Well, a little over nine thou.
sand—I had a better outfit. - . o
Q. That is you and your help-mate in the boat?—A. Yes ; we could have taken
more, but the canneries limited us—they could not handle them. ‘
-Q. Well, but those that they could not handle, what did you do with those7—A.
But we don't fish then, sir, ' ; ‘
Q. You were notified before hand 1— A, Yes, sir. )
Q. What did you get for fish in '897—A. Ten cents apisce-—we had to_allow the
cannery for the boat and net—we got about six and a half cents. e ‘
. Q. In 89, however, you got eight thousand fish and sold them for ten cents each?
—A. Yes; one third to the cannery and six and a half cerits to myself and partner.
Q. What was the buying price of fish that yearl—A. 10 cents, sir.
Q In 80 you had a boat of your own and you caught nine thousand fish 7—A.
About 9,000. : .
-Q. How much did you get for those -—A. Ten cents. . B
. Q. How much in 1891 7—A -1 didn’t fish for the canneries at all last year.
Q. Did you fish at all?-—~A. Yes; in the spring, but fish run so bad T could not
make wages out of it and having a family I quit it and went to other work. g
" Q. Do you fish night and dayI—A. Yes: we call it tide work—when the tide suits
we go. . R S . Lo D
- Q. When the cannerymen have their own men empluyed will they work a-greater
number of hours than ordinary fishermen --A. Yes; I think they do—they go out at
an early hour in the morning and again at night. , - o

A 147
10¢--10}

g t0 go and get a net and

=




56 Victoria. Sessional Papers (No. 10c)) A. 1893

Q. Then one boat in the cannery has two sets of men to work it, while the
ordinary fisherman has but one?—A. Yes, sir. - )

Q. That is an advantage, then, over ordinary fishermen 2—A, Well, I think so.

Q. But would this favour cauneryuen, or men working alone #—A. Well, T think
cannerymen would have the advantage, because a man has got to sleep some time.

Q. VWhen working in 1890 you caught 9,000 ‘ssdmon ; have you any idea what a
boat similarly situateg, but working with two sets of men, woulg have taken in the
same time1—A. Well, “hey should %mve put in more if working as much as contract
men would ; they shou'd have caught fully one-third more.

Q. Well now, those eight and nine thousand salmon you caught, what would they
;ver}x:gs t—A. Well, T think the first year they did not run as large as the second year

fished. .

Q. But in 1889—wers they big fish?—A. They were mixed ; but T think would
be about six pounds. : ’ .

Q. What in 1890 9—A. About the same.

Q. Have you nver weighed fish1—A, N o, 8ir,

Q. How do you come to the conclusion thet they would be six poundsi—A. Well, we
. neve. weigh them ; we count them when giving them in to the canneries.

Q. Well, woild a conclusion of seven or eight pounds be incorrect I—A. No; I
would not think so0; I never weighed them ; T have haudled many fish east, and might
judge them before, but I could. not say oxactly about the salmon. ’

- Q. Then your average for three years would be about eight or nine thousand ;
would that be a fair average for boats working along with you?—A. Yes ; I think that
~ would be ahout the average. . o R

Q. How many have you known to be taken with one boat for a season 7—A. I
have heard of 1s high as 11,000 fish taken in one vear,

Q. And vou think your catch would be about an average for fishermen who were
industrious, and while you might get between eight or nine thousand, a cannery toat
should have taken between -one-third and onehalf more I—A. Yes; provided they
worked like vs. : . :

Q. Did you ever work in a cannery, or about onet—A, No, sir, - )

Q. Hava you formed any idea about offal being thrown in1—A. Well, that is some-
thing I never g:ave much heed to, but if the offal is thrown in where the tide can ta'e it

..away it would not be injurious, but it would be worse for nets and the fishermen—that

is my opinion, o :

‘ Q. Then it is not thrown into the channel now #—A. Not that I know of ; it

would be injurious to the nets ; we get sone of it in the nets now. )
Q. Where do you fish?—A. At the mouth of the river, but it was up the river

where the offal-affected our nets, ) :

Q. Do you know of any unpleasantness, offensiveness, or illness aricing from offal
being on the shore?—A. Yes; it throws off a very bad smell, but I don't know if it is
injurious to health. v '

Q- Is i better to live in good air than foul -—A. Yes; I think so, but while it
makes a bac smell I don’t know as it is injurious to health, - ‘ :

. Q. Do you think it has any effect on fish1—A. No, sir; T don’t think it hus any
effect. ' - )
Q. Do you think saw-dust has a bad effect 1 —A., Well, T don’t know—I know in
the rivers at home where saw-dust and refuse from mills has been thrown in, the trout,
once plentiful, have been driven away. : SR

Q. Ts there any offensive smell from saw-dust in the water{—A. Not that ) know
of. . : L ,
.. Q. Do you know what effects there are from saw-dust in preventing the fish from
going up1—A. No, sir; I don't, but I shink if saw-dust is thrown in in large amounts,
it must effect the fish, and if offal is thrown in it might have some effect perhaps—-not on
salmon but on other fish-—I know, for on cod-fishing grounds if fishermen clean fish
and leave it or: the grounds, fish will all leave the grounds. T know of some of our best
fishing ground:. being spoilt by refuse beinlg4 ;hrown on the grounds, " R
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W "Q. And the universal belief down east is thrt offal effects the fishing grounds 1— A,
ell, yes. .

, Q. Is there anything in the water here that would provent the bad effects found in
the east I-—A. Well, the water is dirtier here.

Q. And more dirt added to it would help it, you think t-—A. T don’t think it
would help it any. T ‘

Q. And do you think residents and British subjects should get licenses?—A.
think that all actual fishermen and residents and British subjects should get licenses.

) Q. Would one licenso be sufficient 1-—A. Yes ; I think so—where 50 many in the
river. : .
Q. If one licenses would do the ordinary fisherman how many would you say for
the largest allowance for a eannery 1—A. T don’t know, sir; you see I don't understand
what it takes to carry their business on, o

Q. Well, but if one boat produces 8,000 fish, then if twenty boats were fished at
the sun". ratio that yours was they would get one hundred and sixty thousand fish. Do
you know how many fish will make « case of canned fish§—A. No, sir; I have no idea
—not the least. T never worked in a cannery—I never saw a case of salmon filled, ex-
cept by going through a cannery—but that is all. : '

Q. It is said that it takes about ten or eleven-—so that twenty men fishing like
yourself that year would have produced 16,000 cases for n cannery at that rate of so
many fish —A. Yes, sir,. : '

Q. Have you any idea with regard to the effect of seining fish—whether seines are
more injurious or less injurious for catching fish than gill nets —A. Oh, yes; wel'ime
seining for destroying the fish on our coasts at home —we used to have abundance of
mackerel before Americans came, but after that the fish all left. ‘

Q. What effect would a seine have if drawn at the mouth of a river—(seines) 1— A,
I think it would be injurious to fishing-—it would take more fish than a gill-net, but I
don’t think it would suit the fishermen here. It takes the tish too 1nuch by surprise and
the fish get frightened and leave the river. The seine draws everything within its reach
—-with & gill-net many escape, but the seine takes all kinds, big and little, and even fish
they are not fishing for, and fish get killed, die, &c. T have fished about thirty years
andythink seining more injurious than the gill-net. L .

Q. Its effect in the mouth of a river—is that very serious?—A. Yes; I think it
would be, .

Q. Are the mesh of seines and gill-nets about the same sizel—A. No, sir; seines
have quite a small nesh and take big and little—everything within its reach. -

; Q. If seines were used for catching salmon along thu coasts here, should the meshes
be the samne as the gill-net, if used for salmon alone 1—-A. Well, T don’t think it would
suit—they have generally smaller mesh, :

Q. V%hy a smaller mesh?-—A. Well, T have always seen smaller used.

Q. But if a gill-net is used at 5% for sockeye-—a seine with three-inch mesh.-—would
it Lo more destructive?—A. Yes; it takes so many more small fish—it would ‘ake both
large and small. | . . ’ . ' :

Q. And gill-nets at 3§ would take medium sized all through—a small fish would
pass through?—A. Yes. ‘ o Lo L

Q. What do you think of the Sunday close season, do you think it just 1—A. Well,
fishermen don’t think it so well, but it suits cannerymen very well on acconnt of getting
away with fish on Saturday and cleaning up the cannery, &c., but it does not suit us

fishermen.

‘

Q. Whyt-—A. Well, we fishermen don't like to leave home stxnday night—the olcl‘_

law suited us better—from Saturday night to med::{ movrning. : o
Q. But if the cannerymen did not fish on Saturday -and if you fished on Saturday

what would you do with the fish1—A. We don’t fish on Saturday. -

Q. But if you did 1—A. Well, if they would not take them why we could not fish
for them, but what I alluded to is the fishermen would rather have the old law.
Q. All Sunday a close season !—A. Yes, to twelve o'clock Sunday night would be

better, . .
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" By My, Athrmm : '

Q. But if you fished on Saturday and the canneries took fish what would they do
with them !—A. ‘Woell, they would have to work all day Sunday. N )

Q. And you only fish half Sunday—don’t you think that better than the canneries
working all day Sunday1—A, Well, T don’t know—I speal from my view—I would
prefer keeping the Sunday, if possible. , o

Q. Do you think it Injurious to the canning industry if the close season is made
from six o'clock Saturday to six o’clock Monday morning1-—A. Well, T don’t known.

By Mr. Wilmot : : !

Q. Otherwise speaking, would thev be able to get sufficient salmon from 12 o'clock
Sunday night for the canneries tocommience business on Monday 1—A. Yes, I think they
would. I know plenty of fishermen on this river who didn’t go fishing until 12 o'clock
and yet when they wpund up they had just as many fish as those who commenced at,
6 o'clock Sunday night. I have l{ad to fish Bunday night myself—we have to do it.

Q. Then you think bly having a law which allows one man to fish on Sunday night

well posted on that matter. .
" Q. Have you made aiiy observations 88 to the effect of the artificial breeding of
fish7—A, No, sir ; none, .
Q. You know there is a hatchery here—have you any ideas as to its benefit or
otherwise I—A. T think it should not be otherwise than a benefit.

Q. Do you think that applies to canneries as well 1A, Yes, all licenses should he
the same,

Q. Have you anything further to state 1—A. No, sir.

——

Mr. Arex, FEwgy (speaking from the audience).—I would like to say that this
gentleman says ho only fished his license a short time in the spring— that goes to show
that there are more licenses than are really worked. L

Mr. WiLsor, —Well, but the canneries are applying for double the number.

‘Mr. Ewex.—Bat it depends on the year—sometimes we don’t require them, but "
ofton we do. This last witness says he only fished the liconse a short time—practically
"it may not have been fished the usual length of time, ~
Voice from the audience, Mr. ‘McLashan).—Yes, it was fished, : ,

Mr. ArMstroNG.~~No more interruptions now, please. S .

.. Mr. WiLsor.—Well, if the man didn’t fish the licenses himeelf he may have let it
out on shares, ete. R :

Mr. ArustroNG.—Don’t talk to him—not unless he is under oath. We cannot
discuss matters this way. i

Mr. Ewen.—I consider I am under oath yet. T :

Mr. ArMstRoNG.—Well, we don’t want any dispute here or any arguments—I will
not have it - 0 . . :

Mr. Witvor.—~And I think we should disabuse the minds of gentlemen that
because they have taken the oath they are under oath for all time~—the oath only applies
to the time a man is giving his evidence, o -

—————
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JOHN ROSS, a resident of New Westminster for sixteen
Britain, and a fisherman for sixteon years, was duly sworn,

By My, Wilmot : o

Have you any special matter, Mr, Ross, that
—A. I have had licenses for the last two years. ]

Q. Where did you fish1—A. At Sea sland on the North Arm.

Q. What depth of net did you use 1—A. Thirty meshes,

Q. Isthat the usuci net used there 1—A. Yes; from twenty-five to thirty meshes,

Q. Is that the same sized mesh net Indians use 9-—A. Yes

Q. What quantity of fish have you takon there on an av
season 1A, I have averaged between three and four thousan
else but sockeg'e down there,

- Q. Aro the fish that you get there disposed of to the canneries?—A. Yes, sir,

Q. What is the usuai price 1—A. Sometimes ten cents—sometimes fifteen.
el Q. What the last two years!—A. Fifteen cents—Mr. Ewen was giving twenty, I
helieve, ' ’

Q. Out of the number of Tndians on the ranch down there,
licenses?—A. Ten.

Q. And if all obtained licenses 1—A. Thirty-four,

Q. Do all want licenses?—A’" Yes, sir,

Q.- Would it be beneficial 7—A. Yes; I think s
licenses.

years, a native of Great

you wish to say in regar;l to licenses 1

erage at that point during a
d sockeye—we tish nothing

what number get

o—if no limitation all should get

By Mr. Armstrong :

But any Indian with no boat and neti—A. Oh, well, of course if fishermen or

Indians have no boats and nets they get them from the canneries and pay for them in
fish. - ‘ -

By Mr Wilmot ;

Q. Has a person who gets a license an advantage over those who have not?—A.
Yes ; of course they have, especially lately—years ago it was different—a man could
,b'::ike more by the day than on a license—that was when the river was open to every-
yQ. Then men made more wages when the river was open to everybody than when
a certain number of licenses was established 1—A: Yes, sir,
Q. How have you observed about offal—is it all thrown in at Sea Island 1—A. Yes,
sir, I don’t think it effects fish. ‘ :
Q. How about ment—A. I don't think it injures anybody—I have been about it
for sixteen years. ‘ . ;
Q. If the offal law was carried out it wonld effect you, would it not 1—A. T sup)
- you throw your offal in the same as the canneries +—A. Oh, 1 don’t know as it would—
I would just as soon do anything with it if there was a rule. . ’
Q. Is it not easier to throw it in the riveri—A. Oh, yes ; if a man cleans a fish
for himself he just goes down and throws the offal in. .
Q. Are fish as plentiful as years g0 I-—A. T think they are more plentiful.
- Q. Can you assign a reason for that j—A. No; I cannot-they are more abundant
than years ago. - :
) Q. You catch more of them 7—A. Yes ; and they are more abundant, .
Q. Do you know anytiting of artificial breeding of fish +—A. No,sir; I don't know
anything of that. : . . .
Q. Do you think it an advantage to hava hatcheries established on the river?—A.
I think it would do good in course of time. . o
Q. What do you think of the'Sunday close season §-A. I think there should be a
close season—the present one is about right as it is to everybody—the Sunday should be
closed. : : - : -
Q. You have something to do with Indians, have you not i—A. I have had a good
deal to do with them since I have been in tge country,
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Q. You are not officially connected with them in any way—interpreter or anything ?
—A. No, sir; not at all. «

Q. What do you think of granting licenses w everybody who applies for them 3—
A. I think it fair if there is no limitation. , .

Q. But if there is a limitation 1—A. Oh, British subjects only,

Q. What about transferring licenses, is it right —A. No, sir; I don’t think it is
—a man who gets a license should be an actual fisherman and employ his own boat and
net.

By M. Armstrong :

Q. Don't you think all should get licenses who have a boat and ne, of their own ?
—A. I'think so—yes,

By Mr. Wilmot ;

Q. What is your idea as to the fee for a boat, should it he the same to all fisher- )
men —A. Yes, all fishermen. ‘ )

Q. And the same to fishermen and canners?—A. Yes ; all the same and the same
on all rivers. .

Q. You have been delivering fish to canners—have canners any advantage over you
or'men having & licenss for one baat by reason of having four men to work a boat I—A.
No; I don’t think it is. N . :

Q. Then four men don’t catch more fish than two —A. No; they generally den’t
—men working by the day don’t generally catch more than two men working by
contract. - , ,

Q. But cannot four men relieve one another 1—A. Yes; but men working by the
day don't work as well as others. .

Q. Then & boat with four men cannot catch more fish than a boat with two men !
Additional men don’t make any difference then 1—A. I don’t think it-makes any
" difference. ’

Q. Rather hard on those who hire four men to do two men’s work, is it not 9—A.
No; but they hire Indian labour to get the wonien and others to work in the cannery.

Q. But would the four wives of the four men be engaged in the cannery 7—A. Yes;
and the children too. ’ _—

Q. Have you any idea with regard to the method of fish being put up in the can-
neries —A. I don’t understand you, sir, I have been around canneries all the while,

Q. Well, do you know of the system pursued when fsh are brought to the can-
neries 1-—A. Yes, they are brought in scows to the wharf, . .

Q. What then 7—A. They start to clean them on the wharf. :

Q. Ts it under cover 1—A. Yes; they are thrown up from the hoats and then .
cleaned. .

Q. Are they just taken out from the pile and cleaned on a table -~A. Yes.

Q. 'What next occurs—A. They are headed and gutted and passed over to another
crowd—the heads are cut off and then the Klootchies take the fish and gut them—then
they go through water and then they are cut up and these go to the ralt table.

Q. What is done with the head, tail and entrails I—A They go down to a crib
below the cannery—it goes off the table into a hole and if there is 1o boat underneath
it falls into the river. ) »

Q. Arecanneries built on piles 7—A. Yes.

Q. The piles are pretty numerous -—A. Yes; but they generally have cribs
underneat!. :

Q.. Does the water go through these cribs I—A. Yes ; they sre made of planks. _
) Q. Does the water pass through?—A. Yes ; the water passes through with the
tide. :

Q. What is the usual average size of sockeye}—A. From seven to eight pounds—
sume years they are bigger than others. : .
Q. When the heads and tails are taken off and the entrails taken out, how is the
fish cut in pieces I—A. With a kind of long 2revolving knife. - :
16
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Q. Are they cut up to a special size 1—A. They are cut to it the cans.

Q. How many slices of salmon would they get for cans?-—A. Well, T could not
say—four or five—-about that according to the size of the fish,

Q. But fish nre all of the same size—very nearly, at least 1—A. Well, 1 suppose so.

Q. Now if any person should say that was not so, they would net be coriect, would
they I—A. T should not think so. ! ~

Q. You are not giving an exaggerated Account, are you. It is not misleading 1--A.
No, sir, I am giving an account as near as I know. ) :

Q. It is very interesting work, is it not, to see a cannery running t—A.  Yes, sir.

Q. What probable number of men would you think necessary to carry on the husi-
ness when you catch four or eight thousand fish1—A. It depends on the sizo of the can-
nery—some have as high as 200—sometimes they cannot get the men on any considera.
tion. : -

Q. Of these 200 what number might be whitemen?.—A., Well, some years-—Ewen’s
is ns big as any cannery on the river and he employs ns many as he can get.

Q. But would there be any others than for the retorts and bosses? How many of
these 7—A. O, eight, ten, twelve—the rest Klotchmen, Indians and Chinamen.

Q. What principally #-~A. Principally Chinamen.

) ']!'y Mr. Arinstrong : - )

Q. Working inside 1---A. Yes. .

Q. Don’t you think there is as many Indian women and Indian boys as Chinamen’
in some canneries 7—A. Well, no; they cannot get them, they get as many as they can,

Q. Then you think about ten whitemen would be the proportion to the average
canaery 9—A. Yes. ’ '

Q. Chinamen-—do they fish outside?— A. No, sir.

Q. Indians generally and whitemen 1—A. Yes, sir, all colours— all nationalities. .

Q. What do you mean by “all nationnlities” I—A. Well, Greeks, Italians, Chilians
Sandwich Islanders, &e. ’

Q. Would these be fishing on their own livenses —A. Most of them fish o their
own gear, ' : )

Q. Say that a cannery having its 200 persons, employs about ninety inside—they
would be Indian women, Chinzmen, boys, &e., with about ten men to manage the whole

thing inside and a number of hoats fishing outside for the cannery would be Ttalians,

Greeks, and others—what would be the proportion of outside foreigners_ to the 200 j—
A. Well, I could not answer that. There is quite a number on the river.
Q. Do you ever do any sea fishing -—A. No, sir. ‘
Q. Well, do you think the Indian Chief we had up made a mistake when he said
always say that, but I don’t think they really know. .
- Q. Is there anything else you would like to put in?-~A. No; nothing else,

there was not so many fish as there used to be 1—A. Well, T don’t ‘know, the Indians -

Captain C. GRANT who had given evidence on the 20th February, (p. 81.) was re-
called and sworn,

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. You have been a fishery guardian under the Government }—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What was your beat og opf cations I—A. From Mr. Ewen’s cannery up to Stave
River. .

Q. Oh, your duties were not below—not down the river —A. No, sir. o

Q." Who is guardian down there?1—A. Mr Green. . )

Q. In your duties as guardian what course did you pursue to see that boats licensed
by the department are only used I-—A. The boats are numbered—thiey have numbers on
the sides of the boat. ‘ ) .

- Q. In starting out at six o'clock Sunday night, what is the ‘course pursued I—A.
Well, they get ready with boat and net ab(l)g; four or five o'clock and wait until six.
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Q. Do allistart, out at once 1--A. Oh, well, some will get out and lay on the on

" ready to stact.

Q. How do they know the time 1—A. Most of thew have watches,

Q. Are you supposed to be there 1—A. Yes; I have known a case—three or four
years ago—when a man started out at four o'clock. I had him brought up and he was
fined accordingly. :

| Q. Are watches all kept pretty much alike!—A. Well, I would not like to say
that.

Q. Have you known of any instance where a boat numbered in 1890 as a certain
number would fish with the same or other number in ’91 —A. Not as I am aware of,
v Q. Are the numbers all put on each year 1--A. Yes; I can tell if a number is
new.
Q. But suppose a man g0t No. 18 license in '90 and might get No. 23 in 91
would he change the nuinber 1—Well, I don’t know if he would,

Q. Well, how do you know if that is_his right number?—A. Well, T get a book
from the oftice, and I fook at it and see if it is the same number.,

By . Armstrong :

Q. And the number of the license don’t always correspond with the number on the
boat 1—A. No, sir; last year 1 saw a boat which did not agree with the book, and I
asked him about it, and he said Mowat had given him the license, and T hauled him up.

Q. But, for instance, if No. 18 was the boat and license last year and he got a li-
cense for the same hoat this year No. 23, would the boat’s number be changed 1—A.
Oh, yes; he would re-paint the number.

Q. Then the number of the license and the number on the boat corresponds every
year?—A, Yes. '

By My. Wilmot :

Q. You have been a guardian how long —A. Four years,

Q. During those four yoars has there been only one conviction for improper num-
bering 1—A. Only two that T have had, 1 have to settle many quarrels and disputes,
Q. What is the limit they have to fish aﬁart '—A. The length of a net from one
another. - They very often get one ahead of the other and that is not according to law,

By Mr. Armatrong :

Q. Do they generally leave one~th-ird of the river open I—A. Well, yes; up here
they do very well—-—perhui)ant so well lower down.

Is there any other guardian down the river except Mr. Greenl--A. Mr.
McDonald was last'year on the N orth Arm.

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Is that where the Indians fish1—A. Tt is the Armon thiy side—the North Arm
of the Fraser River—McDonald was guardian there—he takes in from down below here
a piece all the wuy down to the mouth—T take from Mr. Ewen’s cannery up to the head
of Harrison Lake—I went up with the steam launch_genemlly Mr. Ewen’s to Mission,
I take in Pitt River and Stave River—Pitt River always,

By Mr. Armstrong :

PO

Q. Do you find many violations of the law 1—A. N, 0, sir; not many— sometimes
little quarrels—they keep to the routine of their business, | :

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. You are not troubled then with many infractions of the law '“TA Well, I um
around, and these wen would rather stop off at the proper tiine than ‘lose boat and net.

Q. And that was the only cuse of seizure during your term of service— four years)
—A. Yes, sir, ,
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Q. What was the decision of the Magistrate in this case of the boat a.u netl—A,
Well, the man could not speak good Einglish—he pleaded off—.T think they., telegraphed
to Ottuwa—1I don’t. know exactly how they semez; this. .

Q. And was he fined any sum of woney 1—A. I think ho was fined the expenses, °

Q. Then the penalty was nothing 1—The law is penalty so much and nets confis.
cated -—A. Oh, yes; I am wrong sir—I took sonie nets from a man of the name of

- up there and I found nets set across a creek, and T went to the
Siwash and said what was he doing with nets—he said they were not his and belonged
to a man up here, but he said they didn’t belong to hin, they belonged to the Siwash—
and I hauled them (the nets) into the boat and irqught them down—so they fined him,
and he paid the fine. ‘ .

Q. Then a system is pursued that a person whe offends against the law—as far as
your knowledge goes-_he may have to pay the penalty of the court but pay no tine, -

Mr. A RMSTRONG.—Well, you see the magistrate is generally lenient when a nman
does not vnderstand English, &e, . .

By Mr. Wilmot :

Q. Ave you aware if any instructions came direct from Ottawa to let the man off ?

—A. No, sir; I gave it into the hands of the magistrate and he settled it. . ’
Q. Well, what I want to show is persons vio‘{ating the law they get off as easily as

the canners do ahout the offal—the law is of no avail?—.A. Well,

the reason was—he was sick, T think, too. : :
Mr. ARusTRONG.—Well, Mr. Ch vman, T cannot agree with you—TI think the law

as regards fishing is as strictly carried hut, as much as in any other country. ‘
Mr. WiLyor.—1I can understand that a citizen of the country here would naturally

stand up for his mountains. : :

Mr. ARMSTRONG.—Well, there has been so little violation of the law that there has
been few convictions. ’

I don’t know what

. - --‘_‘ ’ N . !
By Mr. Wilnot : - N .

Q. How long would it take you to go from E
or five hours—it depends on the tide. S
Q. Well, how can you tell if Sunda
cannot see all the way at once—I d
Q. Wel), I only say this to sh
many miles of river :mdy
Forty miles,
- Mr. ArusTRONG.—Oh, of course, it is impossible for him to be here
at the same time—there should bo more guardians,

By Mr. Wilinot :

Q. You are on duty the whole season 1A,
months—this season T was to get seven months,

Q. What time do you commence I—A. About 26th March. .

Q. And end when7—A, September—after that T go to the Hatchery.

Q. And how do you get up and down the river I—A. With the steam launch,

© Q. It is possible there might be many infractions during the night as regards these
numbers on-the boats 1—A. Well, there might be—T look pretty sharp during the night,
but still there might be infractions. . .

Q. Numbers might be changed and you would not know anything about it %—A.
Well, T generally look sharp_after thew.I know the men and the numbers—I get a
book from the department with every man’s name and number. . .

Q. But that does not prevent a man from having two numbers—well, th?t will do,
unless you have something further to ask the witness, Mr., Armstrong I—A. No; I have -
nothing further. o : B

Mr. WiLmor.—Very well, that wili di)5g‘aptain Grant. .

wen'’s to the Mission 2—A. Oh, four

y fishing is not done?—A. Well, of course I -
o what I can and often 1 am out all night.

ow that it is absurd to have one man to attead to so
expect the law to be crrried out— how far is your beat 1—A

and at Mission

:

No, sir; T used to get on four or five
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On the request being made by the chairraan for-any further witnesses now to come
forward : ‘ : ’

E. A. WADHAMS.—T would prefei- giving my evidence to-morrow when Mr.
Higgins is here,

By Mr. Wilmet :

Q. Well, I don’t think that is right—1 think it a reflection upon the Commissioners
present I—A. Oh, now ; I don’t mean that, but I would like Mr. Higgins to be pre-
sent. S .

Q. Well, but here are Commissioners appointed to come here, and if Mr. Higgins
is not here it is not our fault—suppose Mr. Higgins is not here to-morrow—would you
give your evidence at all 1—A. Well, T would give it if my evidence is necessary—I
only state it as a preference—if it is offensive, why—

Q. Oh, no; it is not offensive—we simply state it because the court is now sitting 1
—A. Well, T understand that the evidence was given at our convenience somewhat. '

Q. No, sir; at the court’s convenience-—but we cannot, delay the court 7—A. Idon't
wish to deluy the court—you see we had nothing to do here yesterday afternoon and we
heard you were coming here to take evidence to day. ’

Mr. ArMSTRONG.—And we now have nothing to go on with this afternoon,

Mr. WiLsor.—And Mr. Higgins cannot get here until two o'clock to.
morrow I-—A. Well, as regards my own feelings I would prefer giving
it before the whole board. I am willing to give it this afternoon—1I have stated my
wishes in the matter and I now leave myself in your hands, but would it put the Com-
mission to inconvenience if I gave my evidence in Victoria. i

Mr. AnvstroNG.—Well, we do object to taking evidence on Fraser River fisheries
in Victoria—I"don’t see why I should go to Victoria and hear evidence on Fraser River
fishing and T am not going to do it if I can possibly avoid it, and I don’t think the gen-
tlemen engaged in business here are treating this part of the country fairly in insisting
on going to Victoria to give their evidence, (suppressed applause from majority of au-
dience.) : ' -
Mr. WiLsor.—Order, order, gentlemen, (continuing-to Mr. Wadhams). Because,
if a man tells the truth he can tell it heve just as well as in Victoria, and if there are
any influences being brought to bear it should be avoided and if those influences are at
work to prevent a New Westminster man giving-evidence here it should be prevented.

Mr. ArustrRoNG.—We would like to have your evidence to-day. .

Mr. Wapnaus.—I have been charged with discourtesy, but I don’t think it all on
one side—I am willing to give my evidence now. :

By Mr. Wilmot : |

Q. Well, but, Mr. Wadhams, don’t say we implied discourtesy 1—A. Well, T was
charged with discourtesy—1I would rather give my evidence to the full board. '

Q. Well, but you certainly did throw reflections on the two Commissioners here, for
it seemed as if you thought they were incompetent I—A. Well, I will be willing to give
evidence this afternoon—I am in_the hands of the Commission. :

Mr. WiLyor.——Very well—this Commission is adjourned until this afternoon at
one o'clock. v . - o

The Conmission adjourned at 12.10 p.m.




