
HOUSE No. 394.

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY OF THE COMMITTEE ON
FISHERIES AND GAME, ON THE REPORT INEXPE-
DIENT TO LEGISLATE.

The minority of the Committee on Fisheries and Game,
in explanation of dissent from the majority of the Com-
mittee, and in support of the bill herewith submitted,
relating to the fisheries of Buzzard’s Bay, desires to call
attention to the following facts. Buzzard’s Bay is a unique
body of water. Considerations apply to it which apply to
no other waters in the Commonwealth. No safe action can
therefore be taken, with regard to its fisheries, until so fun-
damental a fact is distinctly recognized. It is a nursery for
food fish, which if allowed to mature, return to other waters
for their continued enrichment by cheap and abundant food.
In its warm, shoal, sheltered waters, and influent fresh water
streams, abounding in shell-fish, myriads of young fish of
many kinds are annually spawned. Into it come menhaden
and alewives for spawning and other purposes, attracting
blue fish, bass and other edible fish more migratory in their
character, thus bringing them within the reach of man. The
Commonwealth has early established and constantly enlarged
a firm protection of these waters for this reason, since
1856, —years before summer visitors came to these shores.
Legislation in view of these peculiar considerations has
been constant. The hand-line fishery is yearly pursued by
many boatmen of the towns on this Bay. Into it they have
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been led to make large investments of their hard-earned
lavings. Another incidental result of preserving this fish

nursery has been the attracting to these shores of very im-
portant investments of hotel and seashore property, and the
erection of many low-priced cottages by a large and ever

from manufacturing cities andincreasing throng

towns, attracted by the low cost of Jiving furnished by the
local fishir

A second fact, only less important than the first, is this.
These fisheries practically are all that many of these towns
possess. Preservation of the fisheries, therefore, is not only
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Buzzard’s Bay by means of these weirs, as testified to by the
petitioners’ witnesses, tend to show a need for general pro-
tection for these waters, and that the minority bill affects
only certain of these towns. It is to be noticed, however,
that such legislation is in accordance with the policy of the
Commonwealth in this matter. In 1870 (chapter 249) weirs
were excluded from the upper waters of the Bay, including
Bourne, Wareham, and part of Falmouth and Marion. In
1874 (chapter 282) the line was drawn a little further down
the Bay, and included a portion of Mattapoisett. This has
been done in response to local sentiment, and as the benefits
and necessity of such protection became obvious to the inhab-
itants themselves. The reasons for this protection have re-
mained constant throughout. But laws opposed to general
local sentiment are not desirable. Now Falmouth and Fair-
haven want this protection extended to their own waters.
They ask that this policy of protection against pounds and
weirs should be extended so as to include them. Mattapoi-
sett has refused to issue such licenses, and all towns em-
braced in the minority bill have already adopted a status,
which, in the interest of obvious fairness, they desire should
be made permanent. All the reasons which call for protec-
tion at all call for an effective one.
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In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Ninety-two,

AN ACT
For the further Protection of the Fisheries of Buz-

zard’s Bay.
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Bepresentative

assembled, and by the authority of theGeneral C

1 Section 1. That from and after the passage
2 of this act it shall not be lawful for the selectmen
3 of the towns of Falmouth, Marion, Mattapoisett
4 or Fairhaven to authorize any person to construct
5 fish weirs in the waters within their respective
6 limits.
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1 Sect. 2. Nothing hereinbefore contained shall
2 be so construed as to impair any authority here-
-3 tofore granted by the selectmen of any of said
4 towns, to any person to construct such fish weirs,
5 or to repeal or otherwise affect sections seventy-
-6 nine and eighty of chapter ninety-one of the
7 Public Statutes.








