XY;II-FREPORT UPON THE PROTECTION WHICH SHOULD BE

EN BY LAW TO THE FISHERIES OF THE ATLANTIC COAST.

By MarsHALL MCDONALD.

In Pursuance of Senate resolution of July 26, 1882, dire(':ti{xg ¢ g gub-
Committee of the Committee on Foreign Relations, cons1§t1ng of Mr.
apham (chairman), Mr. Edmunds, Mr, Miller of Ca.}iff;rma, Mr Win-
om, and Mr, Morgan, in conjunction with the Commission of F-lsh and
Flsheries, to examine into the subject of the protection to be given by
AW to the fish and fisheries on the Atlantic coast, as proposed in Sen-
ate bil} o, 1823, first session Forty-seventh Congress,” you were P?ea'sed
;0 designate me 1o act as the representative of the Commission in the
mvegtigations conducted by the committee during the summer of 1883,
and to direct that I should hold myself in readiness to accompany the
COmmijttee and assist in the conduct of the investigation authorized.
Ceordingly, in response to the request of the chajrman, Mr. Li'l-p-
3, I reported to him at Washington July 10, 1883, and acco.mpamed
© committes in itg investigation of the coast and ocean fisheries of the
tlantie 8ea-board tfrom the capes of the Delaware to Portland, Me.
e88i0ns of the committee were held at Cape May, Long Branch,
erkley Arms, Coney Island, New York, Boston, and Port-;land, Me.
A Voluminoug mass of testimony was accumulated, which, being drawn
r(?m Witnesses representing each of the interests engaged in‘the: fish-
"Ules, necessarily presents many contradictory opinions, opposite inter-
Pretationg of the same facts, and broad generalizations, based upon in-
e;Vi ual and local observations. This testimony has been printed in

0y In connection with the report of the committee, as a Senate
documept,

At Portland
Jeet

the committee adjourned to meet at Old Point, Va., sub-
%o the call of the chairman. .
2 October 12 the committee convened at Old Point, Va., in response
o the call of the chairman, and held several sessiops there and .at,
el’rysume, which is the center of the numerous pound-net Qshenes
0 the eastern shore of Chesapeake Bay. An interesting session was
also helq at the extensive menhaden factory of Darling & Smithers, on
ack River, Virginia. This poiut being the rendezvous of the large
fleet of menhaden fishing-vessels in the employment of the factory, we
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were enabled to secure very interesting details in regard to the purse-
net tishing for menhaden in the Chesapeake.

The important point established by the inquiry in the Chesapeake
was that the schools of menhaden entering the capes do spawn cither
in the bay itself or in the tidal estuaries ti'ibutary to it. The evidence
to this effect, though ctreumstantial, is so full and precise as to leave
little or no room for doubt, and confirms the conclusions at which I had’
already arrived from the study of data previously accumulated. Such
being the case, the menhaden fisheries of the Chesapeake region are
under like conditions and affected by the same agencies as the shore
and river fisheries are, the fish being taken on their spawning grounds
or intercepted and captured before reaching them.

As the necessity of legislation for the regulation of the fisheries,
cither by Federal or State authority, was not apparent unless it could
be clearly shown that the abundance of the food-fish supply could be
injuriously affected by man’s agency—either directly in the prosecution
of the commercial fisheries, or indirectly by impeding or hindering ac-
cess of certain species to thicir spawning grounds—I was requested by
Senator Lapham, chairman, to appear before the committee as a wit-
ness and submit for their consideration the conclusions reached by me
in reference to this question.

The statements and conclusions submitted for the consideration of
the committee were substantially as follows:

Thbere are two fundamental questions involved in the inquiry prose-
cuted by the committee: The first relates to the possibility of the
exhaustion of our salt-water as well as river fisheries by the inter-
ference of man, either directly in the prosecution of the commercial
tisheries, or indirectly by the exclusion of the species from their spawn-
ing grounds. If this question is answered in the affirmative, what
measures of legislation are necessary or expedient in the interest of the
fisheries ¥

THE RIVER FISHERIES.

That man by his interference, directly or indirectly, may scriously
impair or even destroy our river fisheries does not admit of question OF
controversy.

The most important river fishes, those which are the motive and the
object of important commercial fisheries, are what are termed anadro-
mous, and the most valuable members of this class in the Atlantic coast
waters are the salmon, the white shad, the rock or striped bass, an
the alewife or river herring. These all spawn in fresh water, ap
access to fresh water is the fundamental condition for reproduction-
The young spend a portion of their lives in the streams, and then go to
the ocean and remain one, two, three, or more years; there they get
their development, and return to the rivers only for the purposo o
reproduction. If, as in the case of the salmon, the spawning groudl 8






