“a)so i the hands of a vety mtelligent and clever gen-
1 » well acquainted with the fisheries at home, and
whose writings on the subject had greatly attracted the
altention of the hon gent. [Mr]C FHe had spared no
exertion in acquiring such tull information as the case
required,

Mr Gilbert refuted the charge of opposing the bill,
because the hon. member for Northumberland had
brought it m. He merelyoppesed the extent of the nets,

Mr Cunard denied that he had made such acharge,
He had used the term, « perhaps.??

Considerable further discussion took place, ofa si»

"specting the extent of the nets; which
in the adoption of the limits propesed by the

II; on the graund, that such nets had always been wsed

1e Miramichi fishery, and were suitable for the place
where they were used.

icman,

On the reading of the last section, whieh propesed
that the own-rs of rafts, boats, &c. should bs made
answerable for all damages done to fishermen’s nets,
by running fou! of them.

Mr Harrison stated, that he could not suffer that
section te be adopted, without raising his vo ce agais
it. It frequently happ ned, that rafts drifted or
driven ashere, and were broken up, to the
of the owners, and it would be a very h
make them answerable for all damage ‘thus aceiden-
tally done te nets- Mr Cunard observed, tkat it
was the general course with raftsmen in the river con—
templated by the act, to keep in the centre of the stream
for the sake of the tide; but he had known instaness
of raftsmen having wantonly thrust their rafts through
a range of nets, merely for the sake of misch ef, altho’
such nets were very much out of their way.
never known an instance of unaveidable accide

Mr J. Humbert thought such matters should be de-
termmed by a jury of 3 persons. unavoidable
accidents fi equently oecurred in the p: > of rafts.
The wind offen had a great effeet on them, and
them out of their course,

Mr Hayward id, 1t was well known that rafts were
ungovernab'e, and might accidentally eause mucn mis-
chief. If mischief was wantonly done, it should cer-
tainly be paid for. He should suggest the insertion of
a phrase; to render raftsmen not le for damages
where 7 bad used due diligence in endeavouring to
prevent it.———Mr Cunard replied, that in that part
of the country from which he came, 7 did not find
rafts to be ungovernable. Tt would be a very great
e nets, 1f their nets should
be destroyed, and a very diflict
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hardship to the owners of {1

ask to prove w he-

ther due diligence had been used, Tt would ‘be very
bard for the injured p rty o prove that the mischief was
wantonly done. I inen, would be ‘better; that
the party doing the damage shsuld i that
the suff party should putup w
‘amage would make cautious,
} iligence.
rd said, the proof should be piut on the
parties condueting the raft, not on the fi 1
Mr Simonds observed, that such accidents to nets
often happen at St. John. The

é 1 !
question 'had been

tried there, ‘and'1* bad beer found, that the owners of
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not that ‘the fishermen of Mirar
bat'they would not move their

the fact was, those nets were retained in their places
by large stakes, which were placed there in May, and
not removed till the Autumn, Could such stakes be
removed at a moments’ notice, and 1f not were the fish-
ermen-to be subject to the merry of the raftsmen, or
others navigating the river? The present law provides
no remedy i this case; andit 15 the. intention. of the
proposed bill to provide.that remedy. If the nets in
question would obstruct the navigation of the river, he
[ Mr C.] weuld net have proposed; the disputed section
But there was ample room for the nets, without pres
venting any such obstruction. ~ Wanton damage was
often done among them; nene could arise accidentally,
unless it were in the mght, and 1n such case no dama-
ges could be removed,

Mr. Simonds thought it would have been much better if the hon,
gentleman had explained his ideas, without the aid of (he strong
language he had used, He (Mr 8 ) did not envy the feelings
which had prompted such langnage. He thonght it would haye
heen much hetter if such words as ** profound ignorance’ had not
been uged ~——DMr Allen and Mr Cunard rose together, but
upon the e an being named by the chairman, the lat-
ter gave way.

Mr. Allen hoped the hon. member (Mr C.) wouid -nét think j
necessary to explain. He (My. A.) had listened to what the ho#t,
menmber had said Pe (Mr. C)) did tainly use the words
** profound ignarance,” but in his (Mr 3) opinjon, he did not
mean to imply any ignorance as-te the law, n the hon, member
for St. gohn, but mevely te the local peculiarities of the fisheyy
In question. It was, inly natural, that no hon member, un.
less he had trave e thither, and made personal examination,
could understand this loeal question fully.—As (o the question now
before the house; he (Mr., A.) wasin some respects favourable to
it.—But some conside tion was reqnisite as to thig matter con-
cerning the rafts. The large stakes or '8, mentioned by he
hon. member for Northumberlund, were mly used in the bay of
Mi ichi, 'l'l:v)_\' ce t:xil]]} were a very great expense to the
etimes spars of 25 or 30 feet in length, were con-
-2 miles.—He (M. A.) believed that very few rafty
passed where most of these spars were placed He j, \gined that
the greater part of the timber was s ipped above that place. He
had even spmetimes observey, that, instead, of coming dewn he-
bw it, the timber was sometimes towed up above it.  He had seen
rafts of 2000 or 8000 tons {owed up.

Mr. Chand]er objected to the section, and eons
raftsmen should he only lLiable for wilful damage.
law would not justify obstructions in

tinued for

lered that the
The common
not | a highway, nor the imped-
Ing the navigation of a river. He would profose as ap amend-
ment, the introduction of the words, * wilfully or maliciously,”
into the section, ¥ X

Mr, Humbert concurred,

Mr. Cunard aseented; and proceeded to obserye
all times pey fectly willing to read his recantati
WAas coavin of the necessity; bat he would remind hon. members
that t “ Ignorance,”” was not orignal, but borrowed. Jt

t been applied to him by —-——

» that he was at
n, whenever he

submitted that he was not out of

T'he hon. member added two or thre
vject under discusgion-

few further

’

order, but was
e further remarks
observations frem Mr. S. HZumbert and Mr
eaker rose, and staq d, that he djd not mtend to make
any observations on the proposed amendment, but he wished to
observe, that he fear those | yentlemen, ‘who had landibly en-
doavored to gerve the point, in th guestion, would be the cause

L 10 poor people were gene-
ciutunrn(:mcc*s; which ag-
] ser would illustrate. Boats, bateaus, &c.
frequently vun thro gh nets, and -do them great iRjory, witheut
aremedy being available. Certainly 1',1!’:,-;’Y &e.
keep it “the ¢ manel. Tt was the best and
for them. { wavordable cireus

of duing them some injury.  Mischie
ily done by those who were in better
ertion the hon. &

boats, &c. ought te

]h'? most I’l'l)lY(“!' course
stancey might drive a raft upo
for.the parties to

ity whatever for small

He (the Speaker,) would

et yet i such cases, jt w
i > matter; but there y
§ie. to be out of the
section stand .

additional re

i ] arks from Messrs Chandler, Cunard
and the Bpeaker, (he

was adopted;  the
ported the bill as agreed to, with
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chairman left the chair, and pe
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In justice to my own
satisfy induced £o enquire of
“Exposer,” whether I am the person he censures in the
'Z.“‘l, number of the f;lw:au:;rj' rom his cammunication
it is even for me to asgertain, I am
the 1mpossibility of accomplishing the en-
public situation tu the entire satisfactien
c:)ll:wr:i‘uu of being actuated by 1pright

. iples n the fulfilment of those repos
1 ."“?Jllf':»sf_',' request, that if I am the Pusl—l\]as«

ter <“ Exposer” ajludes to, his charge,

character—and in

order te
public curiosity, I am

and its bear—
IROS may
“S10R—or that he will in the yeyt nums
the Gl aner_acquit me of a charge, vhich,
would be deemed by many guil-
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€ immediately placed in the impartial scales
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