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Page 134, second column, resolution for appointment of committee—read “ A, IL Brown,” for < W. D. Box.”
Page 1385, second column, first line—read “ A. H. Brown,” for “ W. D. Box.”
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Appointment of the Usher.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Wednesday, 8 August, 1877.

Appointiment of the Usher—DPrivilege—Lunacy Com-
mission.—Native Birds Protection Bill.—Tortitude
Valley Parsonage Bill—Bank Holidays Bill—Audi-
tor-General’s Pension Bill—Chinese Immigrants
Regulation Bill.—Railway Plans Records of Parlia-
ment.—Adjournment,

APPOINTMENT OF THE USHER.

The Hon. H. G. Simpson said, seeing
the Postmaster-Geeneral in his place, he
wished to draw his attention and that of the
Council to a matter of privilege. Tt was
this :—In the Blue Book for last year he
noticed what he never noticed before,
though he believed it had gone on for
years. The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Legis-
lative Assembly, Mr. Robert Douglas, was
appointed by the Governor in Council on
the nomination of the Speaker, by commis-
sion under the great seal of the colony.
The Usher of the Black Rod of the Legis-
lative Council, who held a corresponding
position, was simply appointed by the
Governor in Council upon the President’s
recommendation, without any commission
under the great seal, or anything further
than appertained to an ordinary Gov-
ernment official. He (Captain Simpson)
did not know whether the Postmaster-
General could give him any explanation of
that, or whether the President was aware
of it. He did not ask the honourable gen-
tleman who represented the Government to
answer him, if not prepared to do so, to-
day; as he should table a guestion for an
early date, and thus give him notice. He
looked upon it as a matter of privilege ; for
he did not see why the Sergeant-at-Arms
should be appointed by commission under
the great seal and the Usher of the Black
Rod be without a commission.

The PrEsTDENT : Did the honourable gen-
tleman intend to conclude with a motion ?

The Hon. H. G. Smupson: He asked
the Postmaster-Greneral if he was prepared
to answer the question now P—if not, he
should give notice of it.

The PostMasTER-GENERAL : The honour-
able member had raised a question of
privilege which he certainly did not under-
stand. As far as he pathered from the
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honourable member’s remarks, an officer of
the Council had been appointed on the
recommendation of the President, and the
House had been so far content with the
action taken by the Governor in Couneil
with respect to that appointment. He did .
not see how it could be an invasion of the
privileges of the Council if an appointment
elsewhere had been made in a different
form. So long as the Council were satis-
fied with the appointment of their own
officer, he thought it was quite sufficient.
However, he was not prepared to answer
questions in this offhand way. If the
honourable gentleman was in want of any
information that he (the Postmaster-Gene-
ral) was in a position to supply, the proper
course was to give notice of his question,
that he might have time for consideration.

The Hon. H. G. Stmepson then gave
notice that he would, next day, ask :—

1. Why the Usher of the Black Rod is not
appointed by commission under the great
seal, as is the case with the Sergeant-at-Arms
in the Legislative Assembly ?

2. Whether the Government will take steps
to rectify this discrepancy ?

The PresioExT: Referring to a debate
which took place in 1866, with respect to
the privileges of the Council, he might
state that he then informed the House, in
reference to some appointments that were
being done away with,

“That the Clerk of the Parliaments and the
Usher of the Black Rod hold the Queen's
commission, signed by the Governor, and
affirmed under the great seal of the colony.”

PRIVILEGE—~LUNACY COMMISSION.

The Hon. K. I. O’'Domerry said, in
rising to call the attention of the House to
the matter of which he had given notice, he
confessed to feeling considerable regret that
he should have been forced into the position
to have to bring forward anything of the
kind. He regretted it, first, because he was
necessarily compelled to speak of what was
largely personal to himself; and, secondly,
because in speaking, as it were, in self-
defence, he should occupy the time of hon-
ourable gentlemen for sucha cause. He
regretted it all the more, because the hon-
ourable gentleman whose statement he rose
to impugn, and to resent, also, in a certain
sense, should be not alone an old and most
valued professional colleague, but a man
for whom, in common with a great many
others, he always felt great respect; and
whom he was bound to recognize also as an
honourable member of the Council, and,
therefore, one of the last he should have
expected to have been forced by into sucha
position as he occupied on the present occa-
sion. 'The letters that he had to direct the
attention of the House to were written by
the Honourable Dr. Hobbs. One letter was
written to the chairman of the commission
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that had been appointed to inquire into the
lunatic asylums of the colony; and others,
of later date, were addressed to the Colonial
Secretary, commenting on the report of
that commission, and introducing his (Dr.
O’Doherty’s) name as well as the names of
other honourable members of the Counecil
in the commentary after a manner for which
he, at least, failed to see the slightest
justification. Now, he was too old in the
world not to be perfectly conscious of the
feeling that was generally engendered
amongst the non-medical portion of the
community at the sight of two doetors
fighting. ~He knew perfectly well that
nothing delighted such persons as he
alluded to so much, and that the more
bitter the combatants became the more the
fight was enjoyed.

The Hon. A. H Browx: No, no.

The Hon. X. I. O'Dorerry: Whether
it was that they had a bitter recollection
of the many black draughts which doctors
had been forced to administer to them in
times gone by, or whether they had some
little recollection of the application of their
cold steel, he did not know ; but it seemed
to him that there was nothing more true
than that, if a thorough relish was to be
given to a debate, it would be by setting
two doctors fighting. So far was he aware
of this, that he, for one, though he had
just cause to feel resentment, should notin
anything he said utter one word that he
thought the Honourable Dr. Hobbs would
have any fair ground for objecting to. But
he should be less than human in nature, if,
when charged with high ecrimes and mis-
demeanours that he was entirely uncon-
scious of having given the least cause for—
if, when those charges were made before
Parliament, he should stand by and hear
them and hold his tongue. He should not
do it. He durst say most honourable
members had seen the letters written by
the Honourable Dr. Hobbs, as they had
been printed and published in the form of
comments, as he before said, on the report
of the commission. Taking the last of the
letters, first, addressed fo the Colonial
Secretary, he thought he should be able
to convince the House that in the postseript
of it—like the postscript of a lady’s letter
—would the key and kernel, the spirit, of
the whole of the comments be found. Dr.
Hobbs thought fit to state to the Colonial
Secretary :—

“Throughout this report I recognize the
‘fine Roman hand’ of the writer of a letter in
the Telegrapk, of October 25th, 1876 ";—

it should have been October 23rd, for there
was no letter or correspondence in any way
connected with the question under dispute
in any other number of the Zelegraph ;—

“and T beg to furnish you with what I con-

sider to be ‘evidences’ from which I have
fermed this opinion.”

[COUNCIL.)

Lunacy Commission.

That expressed opinion was, absolutely,
that the writer of the letter in the Zele-
graph, of- October 23rd, was the writer of
the report also of the gentlemen who so
laboriously and so well ecarried out their
work, which they were competent to do, as
shown in their report on * the Management
of the Woogaroo Lunatic Asylum and the
Lunatic Reeeption Houses of the Colony.”
He (Dr. O’'Doherty) should not put before
the House those paragraphs which the Hon-
ourable Dr. Hobbs set side by side as the
evidence of the extraordinary discovery
that he had made. Let it suffice that, to a
certain extent, as pointed out by the hon-
ourable member, those paragraphs did bear
a resemblance to one another. He con-
fessed that he felt rather proud of the fact
that the commission, by theirreport, showed
that they approved of anything he had
written or anything he had stated on
medical matters; particularly when he
regarded the gentlemen who constituted
the commission. He merely brought that
postseript under the attention of the House,
n the first instance, to show, as clearly as
anything in the world could, the animus
with which the doetor must have written the
whole of his comments with especial refer-
ence to himself (Dr. O’Dohkerty); and,
whenever his name was mentioned, it was
in terms not at all proper. It was per-
fectly clear from his deliberate written
statement, sent into the Government, and
in print before the country, that the Hon-
ourable Dr. Hobbs had a moral conviction
that he (Dr. O’Doherty) wrote the report
of the commission, and, therefore, that he
was responsible for everything contained
in that report bearing on the present
state of the Lunatic Asylum. He thought
he need scarcely say to any honour-
able gentleman in the House—indeed, it
was scarcely necessary to say it to any-
body outside of Dr. Hobbs himself and
some of the honourable member’s inmates
of the Reception House—that he (Dr.
O’Doherty) never had the slightest com-
munication directly or indireetly with
any member of the commission, except
when he gave his evidence before the com-
mission. Indeed, he should have a very
small opinion of their common sense if, for
one moment, they would sanction anything
of the kind. He believed that every one
of those gentlemen was much better fitted,
from the information—medical minds, legal
minds, and general business minds—placed
before the commission, to give an impartial
report upon it than either himself or Dr.
Hobbs was. But, as he said, there was
throughout the comments on the report a
very extraordinaryanimusexhibited against
himself personally; and, why or where-
fore, was a puzzle to him. He always
regarded Dr. Hobbs as one of the oldest
medieal men of this colony; and, until
those eomments were made, he never
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uttered one syllable in dispraise of him,
either in his private or professional capa-
city. Therefore, it was to him a matter of
excraordinary surprise that, since that
letter of his in the Telegrapk, which was
explanatory of evidence he had been forced
to give on oath, in an open court of justice,
Dr. Hobbs had lost no opportunity that he
could avail of to bring discredit on him
(Dr. O’Doherty). Honourable members
who would cursorily look over the letters
on the report of the commission would be
astonished when he pointed out more par-
ticularly some of the statements made by
the Honourable Dr. Hobbs with reference
to himself. Could anything be more unjus-
tifiable than language of this sort—unless
it could be proved that it was true P—
“Case D.— Sudden death from atony of the
heart.” This patient made a sudden spring to
get out of the bath, fell back, and died. 'Lhe
commission have endeavoured to attach blame
to me for this accident, and remark that ‘indis-
criminate compulsory bathing is wrong and
reprehensible.’ I have already combatted this
delusion, and I hope to their satisfaction.”

He (Dr. O’Dokerty) did not know whether
the writer had any satisfaction :—

“1 differ from the commission’s remarks in
this case upon the subject of post mortem exami-
nations being made by ‘a medical man ofher
than the wmedieal officer of the institution,’
because the opinions of outside practitioners
are more frequently modified by their feelings
of regard or otherwise towards the medical
officer of the institution than by any post
mortem appearances. The case of the late
Thomas Hassett (Case J.) is a notable illustra-
tion of this remark.”

That was the casehe (Dr. O’Doherty) was
involved in :—

“The post mortem appearances plainly revealed
the cause of death to be serous apoplexy, but
the outside practitioner, whose experience of
these diseases has been very limited, thought
otherwise, and expressed his opinion that
deceased had been ‘ erroneously, unscientifically,
and inhumanely treated’—an opinion and
nothing more.”

Now, he (Dr. O’Doherty) should be glad to
believe that when Dr. Hobbs added those
words the honourable member was not
aware exactly of the meaning of what he
was penning. The Honourable Dr. Hobbs
charged him very distinetly, though he did
not mention his name; because he men-
tioned the case, with the knowledge of the
practitioner who was connected with it, and
accused him absolutely of perverting his
evidence, on being sworn before a court of
justice, to do him (Dr. Hobbs) an injury.
The thing was so preposterous, so outrage-
ous, that he (Dr. O’Doherty) confessed he
was inclined to treat the charge with the
contempt it deserved. He wished he could
prove that the honourable member was
utterly unconscious at the time of writing
of the nature of the language he used. He
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did not believe there was another profes.
sional man in Queensland, or elsewhere,
that could be guilty of anything of the
kind. So far from allowing that argument
of Dr. Hobbs, he said that the eommis-
sion never made a more valuable sugges-
tion than that in all such cases as that men-
tioned, the post mortem should be made by
professional men who were not directly con-
nected with them. Otherwise, what was
the use of such examinations? Lunatic
asylums were public institutions, and the
public required evidence of perfect impar-
tiality and fairness in all doings within
them. e spoke rather warmly; and he
utterly denied the charge made. In another
part of his comments, Dr. Hobbs brought
in his name again, and he was unfortu-
nately obliged to answer the honourable
member’s comments. In his letter to the
chairman of the commission he made the
following remarks :—

“I dissent from Dr. O’Doherty in the opinion
that a resident medical officer is necessary for
the superintendence of so small an establish-
ment as this is at the present time; and I also
differ from him in regard to that very grave
medical question involved in the administration
of a shower-bath and thirty grains cf chloral to
a lunatic patient, should the superintendent, in
my absence, consider it to be necessary. I fail
to discover the objection to such a course now,
seeing that the superintendent has done so for
the last six or seven vears to my satisfaction.
The Doctor forgets that he permits female
nurses to do the very same thing every day ;
entrusting them with the administr tion of the
most potent medicines—some of them more
dangerous than chloral-—such as strychnine,
prussic acid, morphia, &c., and these, for the
most part, measured in a spoon!”

Now, that was a very strong statement to
make, and without a shadow of foundation.
He should no more dream of allowing a
patient of his to be treated in that manner
than he would fly. He should consider that
any nurse who would dare to administer
doses of that kind, unless directed by him
as to the particular hours—in a special
case, no matter what state of mind the
patient was in—was uftterly unfit for her
place; and he did not think there was a
medical man who would allow it. He
durst say there was not an honourable
member present who, without any medical
knowledge, could not see the difference
between the duties of a nurse in a sick
room and the discretion allowed in respect
of those of the warder in the Reception
House. The two cases were totally dis-
tinet; as not in the slightest degree were
nurses allowed to perform duties at their
diseretion :—

“You, sir, are not perhaps awave that the
superintendent, Mr. Adams, has been trained
in the army hospital corps; was with the
army in New Zealand during the war there;
and when the company of H.fi. 50tk Regiment



182 Privilege—
was sent to Brisbane, the principal medical
officer of the troops considered him to be suffi-
ciently qualified to act as the hospital orderly
here. With this experience, and the experience
of about seven years in this institution, why
should Dr. O’Doherty consider him incompetent
to do that which is done by female nurses every
day, many of whom cannot read the directions
on the labels ?”

The Honourable Dr. Hobbs gave a high
opinion of the man ; and he (Dr. O’Doherty)
seconded him, so far as the man’s
ability as a wardsman was concerned. But
any intelligent medical gentleman of the
present day would be unwise to come before
the public and state, as his opinion, that a
man utterly unqgualified, without any
knowledge whatever of diseases and dis-
eased action of the human mind, should
have the power actually to deal with life
and death, as the warder was allowed to
do, under circumstances of the greatest
possible gravity ; and the statement of the
honourable member was most surprising!
All that he (Dr. O'Doherty) would say,
was, that when the Honourable Dr. Hobbs
laid it down, ex cathedra—as an opinion
not to be questioned for a moment—what
had just been quoted to the House, hon-
ourable gentlemen might be asked to read
the opinion of another medical practitioner
who, ag far as he could see, had as high
qualifications as the Honourable Dr. Hobbs
to form an opinion on the matter under
notice. The gentleman referred to had
been twice acting-surgeon-su%)erintendent
of the Woogaroo Lunatic Asylum, and he
was a member of the Royal College of
Surgeons—that was Dr. Prentice. Here
was his opinion, in answer to the interro-
gations of the commission :—

“Have you remarked the shower-baths
there P’

In the Reception House, Brisbane.
answer wasi—

“ T have not ; I merely had to see a patient
there, once.”

“I may tell you there is one shower-bath
very high and very heavy in the fall: do you
consider it advisable, on the admission of a
patient to the Reception House, to place the
administration of such a bath in the hands of
an unqualified man? Certainly not. It may
be administered as an instrument of torture, or
it may have a salutary effect. It should be
very ravely used. You might almost drown a
man.

“But to thrust a man into a box shower-bath
and lock him in—would that not aggravate ?
It would aggravate, by producing intense dread.
It should not be done under any pretext what-
ever.

“'Where the shower-bath is necessary, do you
recommend that the medical officer should be
present? He ought to be; decidedly he
should be, to be between the subordinate and
the patient, and defend him from brutality or
barbarity.

His

[COUNCIL.]
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“ Do you consider it possible that the shower-
bath, in many cases of that nature, might actu-
ally cause death ? It would be saying a great
deal to say ‘in many cases;’ it might in heart
disease ; it should very rarely be used on any
pretext whatever ; they are getting entirely out
of fashion.

“You think it a cruel mode of making a
violent patient quiet? I think it cruel and
dangerous. A moderate shower-bath is quite
another thing, from a comparatively slight
height.”

He (Dr. O'Doherty) did not want to make
this in any sort a medical discussion; but
he wished the House to have the opinion
of other medical men in reference to the
use of the shower-bath, simply because the
Honourable Dr. Hobbs, writing ex parte,
utterly ignored the evidence that had been
Elaced before the commission, and placed

imself on a pedestal of supreme authority,
and would endeavour to lead the public as
well as the Government to believe that any
difference from his opinion was not to be
thought of the slightest value whatever.
He was not aware what special qualifi-
cations the Honourable Dr. Hobbs ever
attained to justify an opinion of that kind.
He understood the honourable member had
been in Brisbane twenty-five or thirty
years; but he did not see that this was a
very grand school. The honourable mem-
ber thought fit to speak of him as one
having no experience of such matters, and
so on ; but really he did not recognize the
ground upon which the honourable member
took his position of such supreme superi-
ority ; and he denied that Dr, Hobbshad any
right to assume it towards him. Another
point upon which the honourable member
was equally emphatic—and here the con-
duct of Dr. Hobbs must be spoken of as
that of a Government officer in charge of &
public institution—and it was now spoken
of because he (Dr. O’Doherty) honestly
believed that the opinions put forward by
Dr. Hobbs were absolutely attended with
great danger to the minds of patients in the
Institution, so long as it was carried out in
the manner complained of —was respecting
the administration of chloral. Now he would
go further, and utterly deny the virtues of
that grand panacea and remedy which Dr.
Hobbs claimed forit in lunacy cases. And
it was a remarkable fact that, in one of the
latest numbers of the Lancer, the leading
medical journal published in London, which
was ““ The Times” of the profession, was
a leading article devoted to combatting the
now almost universal practice of adminis-
tering chloral in eases of mental disease,
to produce quietness. The idea was, that
if quietness were once produced everything
was accomplished in such cases. Ag far
as he remembered, he had not heard of or
read any evidence put forward by Dr.
Hobbs, that anything else than quietness
was attained or sought for by him in the
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course that was adopted by him of giving
baths, and chloral afterwards, in such
cases. He asserted, however, that such
treatment was attended with great danger;
and he appealed to the latest authority
from home, as evidence worthy to be
brought forward, showing that the Gov-
ernment should not receive statements of
the kind made by Dr. Hobbs in opposi-
tion to the recommendations of the Royal
Commission, without, at all events, due
inquiry as to the value to be attached
to such statements. Another great point
made by the Honourable Dr. Hobbs was
in the comparison that he saw fit to make
between the results of the treatment of
atients at Woogaroo and the Reception

ouse and at the Brisbane Hospital, enor-
mously to the advantage of the Reception
House and disadvantage of the Hospital.
The honourable member knew perfectly
well that there were several of his medical
colleagues who were responsible, more or
less, for the treatment of the patientsin the
Hospital ; and it would have been but fair
and courteous of him, when he putforward
statements broadcast through the country,
betore the public that was interested in
the management of the institution, to have
taken the pains to assure himself that his
statements approached somewhat to cor-
rectness, When he (Dr. O'Doherty) saw
the statement made that, during 1874 and
1875, there were six cases of delirium
tremens treated in the Hospital, of which
five died, he was most certainly astonished ;
and he at once requested the resident
surgeon of the Hospital to look over the
books and make out a return of all the
cases that had been treated there, so that
the truth might be known. He should
read the letter of the resident surgeon, and
he should lay the return on the table for
the inspection of honourable members :—

“ Brisbane Hospital,
“ August 3, 1877.

“ Dear Dooror—Accompanying this I for-
ward a list of all the patients who have been
treated in the Brisbane Hospital for delirium
éremens, alcoholism, &ec., from January, 1870, to
July, 1877. You will notice I have given as full
particulars of each case as the limited space
will allow ; but I have offered no opinions, nor
volunteered any notes beyond what arve to be
found in the case books.

“ There seems to be a great deal of ambiguity
about the term ‘alcoholism, and I observe
that occasionally, when the case is entered as
such, if death follow, then the certificate is
made out for delirium tremens.

“ Dr. Hobbs’s statements about the death-rate,
&e., for 1874 and *75 are all adrift; he looked
over the books Zimself, and a good many of the
cases of D, T., let alone alcoholism, scem to have
escaped his notice, * * * * *

“Jory THOMSON,

“ Dr. O'Doherty.”

Attention was here drawn very completely
by Dr. Thomson to the question in dispute;
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and a list was given of seventy-nine cases
that had been treated in the Brisbane
Hospital from the 1st January, 1870, to
the 31st July, 1877—that was, during the
time the Reception House had been open—
and he (Dr. O’Doherty) was very happy to
see that the percentage of deaths was
nothing at all to be compared to what had
been alleged. Out of seventy-nine cases
treated, there were but ten deaths; and, if
it were any satisfaction to the Honourable
Dr. Hobbs to know it, twenty of those
cases had been in his (Dr. O'Doherty’s)
charge, and he had lost but one of them.

The Hon. W. Hosss said he was sorry
to interrupt the honourable member ; but
he had scarcely defined whether the cases
were alecoholism or delirium tremens. They
were very distinct.

The Hon. K. I. O'Douerry: According
to the statement of Dr. Thomson, they
weve regarded as pretty much the same.
If a patient died, it was certified as deli-
rium tremens, though at first entered as
alcoholism. All honourable members must
know perfectly well that cases admitted as
alcoholism frequently degenerated, in the
course of twenty-four hours, into delirium
tremens. However, there was the tabu-
lated return, with nothing dragged into it
in what he called an ungentlemanly man-
ner—at any rate, in an ungentlemanly
manner by one who raked out the books of
the Hospital at night to bring about a dis-
torted report of the results of treatment
there in an especial way to the disad-
vantage of his brother professional men.
He was happy to lay a correct return of
the cases betore the House. He was any-
thing but gratified, but rather the contrary,
at having to bring forward matters of
this kind. There was not, he believed, an
honourable gentleman present who would
not relieve }%im from blame in sp doing.
There was not in the House, there was not
in the colony, a medical man, he ventured
to say, who Kad sought less to bring him-
self 1n any way into antagonism with his
professional brethren than he. Tt was a
thing he utterly detested and abhorred.
And the Honourable Dr. Hobbs had no
justification whatever for taking the course
he did take with regard to him, in the
present case. Anything that he (Dr.
O’ Doherty) had done in reference to the
public institutions of the colony, especially
the Lunatic Asylum-—as he endeavoured to
explain to the honourable member at the
very commencement—was directed against
the system, not against Dr. Hobbs. He
had had no desire whatever to bring the
honourable member’s name into the con-
troversy. The letter which had probably
given rise to the inquiry by the Royal
Commission he proposed to lay before the
House. He believed it was the origin of
the inquiry ; and he was happy that it was
so. He hoped sincersly that it would havs
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the effect of remedying what he conceived
to be the very great defects of the present
system of treating lunatics :—

“Tar BrisBave Receprion HoUsk.
“To the Editor of the ‘Telegraph.

“ S1rR—My attention has been directed to the
following paragraph in the last number of the
Week :—

“Thomas Hassett died suddenly at the Recep-
tion House on Monday last. Dr. O’Doherty
stated at the magisterial inquiry that the man
had been subjected to inhumane and unscienti-
fic treatment. Serous apoplexy was the actual
cause of death.”

Honourable members would bear in mind
that the letter was written a few daysafter
he had been compelled to give his sworn
evidence in open court about the death of
the man Hassett. Ifever there was a case
that should create warm sympathy in the
hearts of honourable gentlemen it was the
case of that unfortunate man. He was in
the very prime of life, not more than five-
and-thirty years of age, and had just come
from the old country, where he had been
recently married ; he found himself getting
the worse of drink, but he did not, like
many others, go from bad to worse ;—no, he
came of his own accord to the police office
and asked the police to take care of him.
This was the care they took of him! They
received him on the afternoon of one day;
they threw him into one of the cells, in a
state of drunkenness ; they left him lying
there for four-and-twenty hours, without
assistance of any kind—no doetor saw him !
—and he was then transferred to the Racep-
tion House. Did honourable gentlemen
know what those cells were, at the old
poiice office? He knew perfectly well
what they were; and, possibly, they were
as bad asthe Black Hole of Caleutta! On
the afternoon following his admission to
the eells, the man was transferred to the
Reception House. In that Reception House
he was taken charge of by warder Adams,
and put through the stereotyped treatment ;
he was put into the bath by Adams, under
circumstances quite unjustifiable—for it
was not merely a dash of water over him ;
but the -man was kept in the cold water
long enongh to be washed ;—and he came
out shivering like an aspen leaf, was put
into bed, and never rallied. He (%r.
O’Doherty) held that that was most im-
proper treatment. But, worse ;—before any
directions were taken from a medical man
called to see the patient, without any pre-
caution, before reaction had set in, thirty
grains of chloral were given to the man in
his prostrate condition I Most emphatically,
he said, from having seen the condition of
that man’s brain after death, the whole
treatment of that poor man, the terrible
ordeal that he was put through, was cal-
culated to kill him ; and 1t did kill him—

for Hassett died three hours after taking |
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the chloral! 'When he gave his evidence
before the court of justice, he had not the
least idea of saying a word except against
the system that was in operation, and that
he charged the Government with. He had
a right, as well as anybody else in the com-
munity, to do so; and he said further, that
any institution of that kind should not be
without its resident medical man. He
appealed, whether the Honourable Dr.
Hobbs or anybody else had grounds for
taking up his language in the way that had
been done, and for endeavouring to bring
discredit on him for what he had said :—

“As this statement is calculated to convey the
impression that the officers of the Recepti n
House were guilty of inhumanity, T hasten to
deny that my evidence on the occasion was
capable of such interpretation. Dr. Hobbs, the
medical officer of the institution, did not pre-
seribe at all for the man, and I took carein
giving my evidence to state my belief  that the
superintendent, Adams, acted to the best of his
ability.

“On the police magistrate demanding of me
my opinion on oath as to the treatment the
unfortunate man Hassett had been subjected to,
from the time of his being shut up in the eell
at the police office until his death, I felt it my
duty to state that I counsidered the entire sys-
tem adopted in such cuses—a system aptly
illustrated by this man’s case—as b th unscien-
tific and inhumane. I can conceive nothing less
consistent with humanity than shutting up a
man in the condition of Hassett in the police
office ¢l from 12 o’clock at night until 5 o’clock
the following day, without power of removal
until some red-tape routine had been gone
through, instead of allowing Dr. Hobbs—or
any doctor who might be called in his absence
-—discretionary power to have the man at once
sent for treatment to the Reception House. Ido
not presume to say who is responsible for this
—but I do not think, in designatingsuch treat-
ment inhumane, I lay myself open to the charge
of exaggeration.

“ Again, asregards the stereotyped treatment

of cas s on adumission to the Reception House,
as deseribed in the evidence of Dr. Hobbs and
Mr. Adams, I think, on the very face of it, the
charge of ¢ unscientific * is not misapplied. So
long as a most unwise economy is permitted to
have sway in the management of thi- institu-
tion, I quite admit that whoever is chief wards-
man must necessarily be allowed & certain
amount of discretion in the treatment of cases
on admission ; but I cannot agree with Dr.
Hobbs that that discretion should extend to
the power of giving a co'd bath, or whatis guite
as bad, washing all patients in cold water, and
then administering such powerful remedies as
chloral hiydrate in thirty-g:ain doses.”
He was happy to say that, since the publi-
cation of the letter, that course had been
remedied, and at present that erroneous
system was done away with :—

“TI know of very few conditions of disease
that requires the exercise of greater medical skill
than that in which the unfortunate man Has-
sett was when admitted to the Reception House;
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and I will venture to say there is not a pro-
fessional man in the colony who will not agree
with me when I suy that to leive such cases to
be treated at the most eritical period of their
ailment by warder Adams is both unscientific
anid inhumane.

¢ T need not repeat that I say this without the
least desire to reflect upon Adams, whom I
regard as a first-class wardsman, nor upon Dr.
Hobbs either, who, no doubt, does the best he
can with the aid all>wed him. :

“It may be said it is very easy to find fault,
but not so easy to find a remedy. Now,in
this matter, I hold the remedy is plain. Dr.
Hobbs, in his ev dence at the police court
informs us that close upon 700 cases of lunacy
have passed through the Reception House during
the past six years. Four-fifths of those cases
were suffering from acute lunacy—i.e., fromthat
form of disease most capable of relief and cure
under skiltul treatment, and, therefore, I main-
tain requiring, quite as much as in the geneial
hosp-ral, a resident medical officer of high quali-
ficalions, aided by a consulting staff.

“I think it a question open to argument,
whet er a system such as I propose, which
would secure to patients in the early stage of
attack the highest medical skill available,
would not be in the end a saving system for
the Government in reducing the cost of Woo-
garoo—the asylum for the chronic and hope-
Iessly insane.”

Now, as he had no desire to back out
of a word he said in that letter, he was
very glad, indeed, to find that one, at all
events, of the suggestions made by him
had been ecarried out; and he wished
sincerely to see very speedily the whole
system on which the reception houses were
worked placed upon a satisfactory footing.
He congratulated the House and the
country upon the fact that at length the
Government had adopted the recommenda-
tion that was made, if he mistook not, in
1869, when the first commission on Woo-
garoo was appointed, and that was repeated
by the last commission—to appoint a gen-
tleman who had been trained and was
properly qualified to take charge of the
Lunatic Asylum. He understood and
hoped, and he had no doubt, from the
qualifications that the gentleman who had
been selected brought to his work, that the
colony would very speedily see a more
satisfactory system carried out in the treat-
ment of the insane. He had nothing more
to say, only to apologize for occupying the
House so long with matter personal to
himself, and he should wind up by moving—

“That, in the opinion of this House, the
statements contained in the letter to the Colo-
nial Secrvtary, to wheh the attentim of the
House has been called, are uncalled for and
unfounded.”

The Hon. W. Hosss said he did not
think it would be necessary for him to
meake any lengthened observations on the
address of the Honourable Di. O’Doherty,

who had just repeated all that had been !
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written and said before, and that had evoked
some comments from him, and that now he
should not trouble the House by replying
to. 'The honourable gentleman, in mention-
ing the vircumstanees of the case of Hassett,
forgot a conversation that took place in the
court-house just before he was called to
give evidence. On the occasion, the hon-
ourable gentleman turned to him (Dr.
Hobbs) and said, T am going to pitchinto
this whole thing.” He wentinto court pre-
pared, as he had said, to pitch into the
whole thing.

The Hon. K. I.O'Donrrry : The system.

The Hon. W. Hosss : He was giving the
same words as the honourable member had
used; at any rate, they were the same in
meaning. '

The Hon. K. I. O'Domsrry : The system.

The Hon. W. Hosss : He remarked to
the honourable gentleman that if he pitched
into the institution he ecould not do it
without pitching into the officers connected
with it ; and that if that was done by him,
he should fesl bound to reply to him.
There was the challenge given. He had
replied to it. And, now, the honourable
gentleman came before the House to make
a representation that he had been ill-
treated.

The Hon. K. I. O’DorErTY: No.

The Hon. W. Hosss: After throwing
down the gauntlet, the honourable gentle-
man ought to be the last man to complain
because he had the worst in the contest.

The Hon. K. I. O'DonErry : He did not
think so at all.

The Hon. W. Hosps: He thought the
honourable gentleman had the worst, or he
should not now complain,

The Hon. K. I. O’DorEerty : Not at all.

The Hon. W. Hosss: However, that
was one circumstance mentioned that the
honourable gentleman had forgotten. The
honourable gentleman treated very lightly
the paragraphs from the Telegraph, com-
pared with the extracts from the report of
the commission. He passed over them, as
a matter of course, and repudiated the idea
that he had any connection with the report
at all. But he (Dr. Hobbs) did not say
that the honourable gentleman had; he
only intimated that it was quite possible—
that the letter and the report were connected
in the same writer—that the latter might
have been copied from the former. Extracts
from both were shown in print, and the
honourable gentleman did not, and could
not, deny that, compared together, the report
was like the letter of which he admitted he
was the author. Anybody reading the para-
graphs in juxtaposition must admit their
similarity ; they most certainly had the
same meaning, and those from the report
were almost the wverba ipsissime of those
from the newspaper. The honourable

entleman charged him (Dr., Hobbs) that,
throughout his communication, an animus
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was shown. Now, at any rate, there was
evidence that the animu- came from the
honourable gentleman himself, in the first
instance, because of his statement that he
was going to pitch into the whole thing;
and, of course, the honourable gentleman
had pitched into him, also.

The Hon. K. I. O'Dousrry: No, no!
He denied that.

The Hon. W. Hosss: Of course, the
honourable gentleman could not piteh into
the institution without pitching into the
medical officer, and the animus was on his
part. There was his letter, too. If he had
no animus towards him, what could have
induced the honourable gentleman to treat
him to those remarks, that his treatment
was erroneous, unscientifie, and inhumane.

The Hon. K.I. O’'Dorerry: He spoke
of the whole treatment; and the honour-
able member had nothing whatever to do
with if.

The Hon. W. Hosss: If that did not
exhibit animus, he did not know what did.

The Hon. K. I. O’DonEerry: The hon-
ourable member had nothing at all to do
with it.

The Hon. W. Hoess : It was those com-
plaints, and that letter, which 1éd to the
appointment of the commission, to the
report, and to his comments. The honour-
able gentleman began it; and he (Dr.
Hobbs) finished. e merely quoted a few
words. The honourable gentleman said
that he had made a misstatement in regard
to the Brisbane Hospital. Well, his refer-
ence was only to the years 1874 and 1875 ;
and he found now, on looking over the list
laid on the table by the honourable gentle-
man, that what he stated about the deaths
in the Brisbane Hospital in those years
was perfectly correct. The honourable
%entleman was trying to mask the cases

y connecting alcoholism with delirium
tremens. If either he did not know
the difference, or was not candid enough
to admit them to be distinet, it was
to be regretted. Delirium tremens arose
from the effects of aleoholic poisoning of
the brain ; alcoholism arose from aleoholic
Eoison affecting the other organs of the

ody and not the brain. The honourable
gentleman said he (Dr. Hobbs) was igno-
rant; or, that he was not aware in what
school his knowledge and experience were
acquired. Well, that was pretty well
known in this community ; and no one knew
it better than the honourable gentleman.
But where had the honourable gentleman
. got his experience? He (Dr. Hobbs) could
tell the honourable gentleman that pretty
nearly all the cases of delirium tremens
for the past twenty-five or thirty years—
in fact, the whole of them—had passed
mainly through his hands, and they
amounted to a considerable number. He
asked the honourable gentleman if he had
a quarter, or one-tenth, of the experience
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that he had had, in that branch of their
profession? But he had not come to the
House with the intention of making a
speech ; he had come merely to he a
listener. He had put his views in writing,
and they were before the country. He
contended that he had not dealt severely
with the commission, or with the Honour-
able Dr. O’Doherty.
An Hoxovrasre MEuMBER : Hear, hear.

The Hon. W. Hoses: He thought he
had to complain of harsh treatment from
the commission. If any report presented
to the Government—or any Government in
the world—was a one-sided one, theirs was.
When the Governor appointed the Royal
Commission, he expected, no doubt, a fair
and impartial statement of facts. But
what did he find ? Nothing in the report
but condennation, from beginning to end,
and not one word of commendation or satis-
faction ;—like a dishonest trader, keeping
debits on one side of his book and putting
no credits on the other. He thought he
could charge the commission with disin-
genuousness—he repeated the word, disin-
genuousness—in suppressing the very short
report he had made, or statement, rather,
on the results of his treatment The treat-
ment was a secondary matter ; results were
of primary importance ; and it was to this
end that all treatment should be directed.
He had shown that his proportion of deaths
was 7 per cent., while that of other places
was far greater; in faet, he knew of no
returns that could equal, or compare with,
the returns and results of suceessful treat-
ment at the Reception House. Here was
a remarkable passage :—

 That the administration of bathsand chloral
by a non-medical man is irregular and danger-
ous.”

The Honourable Dr. O’Doherty was con-
neeted with the Brisbane Hospital in 1874,
when le considered a non-medical man was
quite capable of taking charge of that insti-
tution with 100 more beds.

The Hon. K. I. O’'DorERTY rose to ex-
plain.

The Hon. W. Hoses: He did not inter-
rupt the honourable gentleman.

The Hon. K. I. O’'Domerry: He would
not allow the honourable member to go on
with a statement that was not in accord-
ance with fact. He wished to explain that
the medical authorities of the Brisbane
Hospital gave the opinion that the patients
might be safely entrusted to the care of the
dispenser of that time, as a temporary mea-
sure, the resident medical officer being
away; and the visiting surgeons, receiving
pay, were bound to look more efficiently
after the patients than they otherwise
would be, with ahouse surgeon. That was
the ground on which the Hospital was lefl
to the dispenser. )
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The Hon. W. Hosss : With the permis-
sion of honourable members he ~should
continue, and refer further to the matter,
to show the inconsistency of the honourable
gentleman.  Throughout the year, the
average of patients in the Reception House
occupied eight beds; yet the honourable
gentleman was one to recommend that in
the Brisbane Hospital a non-medical man
should take charge of 100 beds. The com-
mittee drew up a report which contained
this paragraph :—

“The committee being anxious to ascertain
the character of the attendance to the patients,
and supervision of the hospital since the resig-
nation of Dr. MceGrath, requesied the visiting
surgeons to give a veport.  From each of these
gentlemen they have received a letter to the
effect that the patients are well attended; the
instructions given by the. visiting surgeons are
faithfully carried out, and the wards kept clean
and neat. The present dispenser now in charge
is reported to be carrying out, with care and
intelligence, the measures deemed requisite by
the visitmg surgeons for the benefit of the
patients, and is well qualified to deal with any
case of emergency that may present itself. Zhe
experiment of the committee kas, therefore,
thus far been a success.”

And why should not a non-medical man in
the Reception House be a success? There
were many other topies that the honourable
gentleman had touched upon; but he did
not think it was worth his while to notice
them, because they had before been placed
under the notice of the House and the
publie.

The Hon. E. I. C. Browxe said he had
not intended to be engaged in a duel
between two medical members of the
Council ; and he should have preferred to
have left the Honourable Dr. Hobbs entirely
to his antagonist, feeling that the honour-
able member had his hands quite full
without any other antagonist, while admit-
ting that the honourable gentleman had
just shown himself as capable of defence
by word of mouth as he had before proved
himself with the'pen in his hand. 'There-
fore he had not intended to say anything
reflecting upon him, until he heard him
charge the commission, of whom he had
the honour to be a member, with disin-
genuousness towards him. Of course, he
could not sit quietly by under such an
imputation as that; and for that reason he
begged to draw the attention of the House
to the report. He should not go through
the report, which had been in the hands of
honourable members for a long time, and,
he believed, had been carefully studied by
them and the evidence thoroughly sifted.
That being so, he felt that he could safely
leave to them that case which had been men-
tioned in connection with the Brisbane
Reception House; and they would judge
between the commission and the Honour-
able Dr. Hobbs, as to whether the latter
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had been treated with unfairness. He
could tell the honourable gentleman that
he was only expressing the opinion of all
his brother commissioners—and not only
that, but he had had the same expression
of opinion nutside—when he said that, so
far from being treated with unfairness,
or disingenuousness, or severity, he was
treated, he (Mr. Browne) was going to say,
almost with improper mildness. The hon-
ourable member might laugh

The Hon. W. Hosss: No, no.

The Hon. E. I. C. Browns: He was
smiling, then. .

The Hon. W. Horss: No; be was not
laughing.

The Hon. E. I. C. Browne: He might
do so. But he (Mr. Browne) had no hesi-
tation in saying, as was said by others more
capable of judging than he was, that the
honourable gentleman might consider him-
self a fortunate man-—it might be for that
reason that he thoroughly condemned the
commission—if, in many of those cases of
deaths arising in the Reception House,
had a post mortem been held on them by
a medical man unconnected with the insti-
tution, and a proper examination gone into,
he had not made himself liable to a verdict
of manslaughter. He could tell the hon-
ourable member that he was perfectly
satisfied that there were some such cases
reported to the commission ;—beyond that
he was not going into the charges that had
been made. He had had no intention of
going into that matter, or of rising to speak,
but for the honourable member speaking
against the commission. He merely meant
now to express his opinion that the Govern-
ment had made themselves liable to com-
plaint on the part of the commission, for
the way in which they had been treated.
The report had been before Parliament for
about three months, and, with the exeeption
of one matter—the appointment of a sur-
geon-superintendent for Woogaroo, which
was certainly necessary, the former officer
being dead—he did not know that the
Government had taken any action what-
ever upon that report ; though many
matters had been brought before them in
it, more especially with regard to the
serious charges against the management
of the Brisbane Reception House. He
might be wrong—probably the honourable
gentleman who represented the Govern-
ment would set him right—but the Bris-
bane Reception House was, he believed,
left under the same control, and in
charge of the same man, and under the
same arrangements whish were so seri-
ously condemned by the commission. It
seemed a strange thing that the Govern-
ment, having appointed the commission,
should so thoroughly ignore the report
which the commission brought up. It
had been referred to in another place, and
porhaps it was unnecessary for him to say
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anything upon the point; but he could
not but remark upon the great delay that
had taken p'ace before the Government
took any action to supply the place of the
late surgeon-superintendent of Woogaroo.
They did not carry out the advice which
they sought before the commission brought
up their report, as to the course they
should take when Dr. Jaap died. They
delayed for about six weeks before they
sent home any instructions to the Agent-
General to seek some person to supply Dr.
Jaap’s place; and, although the advice of
the commission was that a surgeon-super-
intendent should be sought from the large
field of Europe, and of England espeeially,
the Government had got one from Victoria.
He (Mr. Browne) was not going to con-
demn the appointment they had made, as,
from all he knew, he trusted that it would
prove to he a good one, and that they
would find they had been successful in
obtaining a very valuable person to fill the
situation. What he mainly wished to
point out was, that he thought the commis-
gion had cause to feel themselves ignored
altogether by the Government that had
appointed them, as regarded tne Brisbane
Reception House, which was the institution
more particularly condemned by them, and
which was still left to the same control,
and under the same management, and sub-
ject to the same arrangements as the com-
mission had such cause to find fault with.
The Hon. A. H. Browx said he thought
the debate was altogether irregular.
HoxovraBre MEMBERs: Hear, hear.
The Hon. A. H. Browy: Ithad merged
into an almost personal discussion between
two gentlemen. Of course, he had great
sympathy ; but he did not, as an English-
man, feel altogether pleasure when two
doctors differed, or when they were engaged
in active hostility. If any portion of the
community deserved sympathy in conneec-
tion with the question raised, it was the
commission ; and it was only on that
ground, he considered, that the question
should be brought forward in the Council.
There were members of both Houses of
Parliament on the commission, and by the
action of the Honourable Dr. O Donerty
in the Chamber, he thought honourable
members had a right, in justice to the
commission, to assert their privileges and
to defend them from the accusations that
had been heaped upon them. The com-
missioners were-— William Graham, Esq.,
M.L.A. (chairman) ; the Honourable E. L.
C. Browne, M.L.C.; the Honourable J.
Mullen, M.L.C.—two members of the
Council ;—Dr. Bancroft; W. G. Bailey,
Esq., MLA.; W. H. Groom, Esq.,
M.L.A.; and W. L. G. Drew, Esq. He
(Mr. Brown) rose more to protest against
the language used by the Honourable Dr.
Hobbs in the letter he had written to the
Government, and also in his place in the
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Chamber, than for any other purpose. If
struck him that the commission had taken
a very large amount of trouble; they had
sifted matters thoroughly and, he thought,
impartially. The report said—

“1. Your Commissioners have held thirty-
three meetings, and inspected the Woogaroo
Asylum, the Brisbane and Toowoomba Recep-
tion Houses, and obtained evidence as to the
s ate and conduct of the Reception Houses ab
Rockhampton and Townsville.”

They had not confined their attention
simply to the Reception House over which
Dr. Hobbs presided. The report went on to
say—

« With a view to obtaining evidence on the
subject under inquiry, we caused advertise-
ments to be insered in several of the pub-
lic mewspapers, requesting persons desirous of
giving evidence to communicate with the com-
mission.

« We invited Dr. Manning, superintendert
of the Hospital for the Insane, Gladesville,
New South Wales, to give evidence; and, in
reply, were infor ned that he could not be spared
from his own duties for that purpsse. This we
much regret, because we fe-1 assured that that
gentleman’s evidence, founded on larg - experi-
ence and attentive study of the whole question
of the treatment of the in-ane, would have
been of considerable value. To supply as far as
possible this deficiency we submitted ceriain
questions to Dr. Manning, which, with his
replies thereto, will be found in separate Apren-
dix B. We have also derived much information
from that gentleman’s report published in 1668,
and from his annual reports on (ladesville.
The other papers that have been of s:rvice to
us for purposes of reference are :—

«1, Report of Kew Lunatic Asylum Board

of Inguiry, Victoria.

«2, Report of the Joint Committee of both
Houses (Queensland), published in 1869
(many of whose recommenuations are
still nnattended to).

«3. The annual Reports of the various Medi-
cal Superintendents of Woogaroo Asy-
Tum.

«“We have examined a large number of wit-
nesses, some of whom we thought were likely
to give valuable evidence ; and have inquired
into several charges of illtreatment of patients
in the Woogaroo Asylum and the Brisbane
Reception House brought under our notice.

2. We propose first to report the conclu-
sions we have arrived at touching these cases,
the majority of which are in connection with
the Brisbane Reception House ; secondly, to
espress our opinion as to the present con-
dition and management of the Woogaroo Luna-
tic Asylum, and the several reception houses of
the colony. so far as we have been able to obtain
information respecting them; thirdly, to sug-
gest improvements which we consider necessary
to be immediately carried out in connecrion
with those several institutions; and, finally, to
state our views as to the best means for provid-
ing for the increase in the number of the insane,
which it may fairly be assumed, from past
| experience, is certain to take plave.”
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He merely read that because it appeared
to describe what the commission had done.
It would take too long to enter into detail ;
but there was matter of great interest in
the document, which entirely contradicted
the assertion that Dr. Hobbs had made,
that the revort was one-sided. In proof of
that he found, further on, in the second part
of the report, the following :—

“On inspecting this institution we found
ample accommodation for a greater number of
patients than will probably he there for some
years. The only apparent wants are a store-
room of moderate size, and improved appliances
for warm baths. It is clean, orderly, and well
kept.

¢ The system of management, more particu-
larly in relation to the treatment of patients, is
however, defective and objectionable. There
are no printed or written rules for the control
or guidance of the chief warder,in whose hands
too much power is placed.”

That was a point which Dr. O'Doherty had
referred to. The honourable member com-
plained that the person left in charge, who
was not a medical man, was left to his own
disceretion very much :—

“He appears to be permitted to administer
chloral and baths to patients whenever he deems
necessary ; in fact, the treatment in this res-
Pect seems to have assumed a stereotyped form
to which all patients are indiscriminately sub-
jected, and with, we believe, in at least one, if
not two cases, fatal results. Considering the
various coustitutions of patients, the numerous
causes and forms of insanity, and the fact that
it is in the earlier stage of brain diseases poper
and jud:cious medical treatment is most e sential
to recovery, we ca mot but express our strong
disapproval of such practice. The opinions of
the medical men—members of the commissiim
and others—confirm our view that the adminis-
tration of baths and chloral by a non-medical
man is irrezular and dangerous.  'Wherever per-
go .al restrint is de>med absolutely necessary,
it should be immediately reported to the
medical officer, and only continued unler his
direction. We dislike very much the form in
which the large shower-baths are administered.”

The letter of Dr. Hobbs showed that the
report and Dr. O’Doherty’s letter were
similar in tone; but there was no evidence
that Dr. O’Doherty had anything to do
with the report, and that was the point
that Dr. Hobbs had to show. The gentle-
men who for.ned the commission wers men
of edueation and intelligence, and were per-
fectly capable of arriving at a very proper
conclusion in their report. Speaking in the
first of his letters, the Honourable Dr.Hobbs
described the report of the commission as
“disingenuous and one-sided.” That was
insulting in its tone to the commission.
As he (Mr. Brown) said before, he had no
sympathy with Dr. O’ Doherty ; he believed
that the honourable member made a very
good case; but he was getting impatient
under the discussion that had been raised;
~—he stood up now to defend the commis-
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sion, to whom both Houses of Parliament
and the country were very much indebted.
The Honoureble Dr. Hobbs said, further—

“It must be evident to the most impartial
read.r of this rep rt that, from its beginning
to its ending, @ foregone conclusion had been
determined up m, and that was, the condemna-
tion of the institution and its officers.”

Now, he (Mr. Brown) did not know why
so sweeping a condemnation should be
made of the commission, that those gen-
tlemen were biased. He thought they
would be the last to aet as the Honourable
Dr. Hobbs had asserted. Although it
would be but just to the commission that a
discussion should take place, yet there was
other business of importance on the paper;
and he should eonclude by briefly express-
ing his regret that a letter characterized
by so much bitter f2eling should have bzen
written, from which such a misunderstand-
ing had arisen between two honourable
members of the House whose services were
so valuable.

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL said: It ap-
peared to him that the diseussion—which
might have originated in a very proper
motive on the part of the Honourable Dr.
O’Doherty, to put himself, as he thought,
right with the public, in regard to corbain
accusations—had become rather too dis-
cursive, and he thought it would be expe-
dient for the House to abandon it. and
proceed to the business on the paper.

HoxovraBLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

The PosTmMasTER-GaNERAL : He thought
that the doector would b2 satisfied.

An HoxovraBre Mgexser : Which
doctor ?

The Hon. T. B. Stepmexs: Both of
them.

The PostmasTER-GENERAL : The learned
doctor who introduced the resolution would
be satisfied with the explanation that he
had made to the House, and that would
thereby go b:fore the country. He (the
Postmaster-General) did not himself see
that there would be any good gained by
the House approving or affirming the reso-
lution that the honourable member had
proposed ; and he did not think that the
honourable member should press the matter
to a division at all. If the honourable
member took his suggestion he would with-
draw it.

HoxovraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear.

The PostMasTER-GENERAL: If carried,
the result would be nothing ; and it would
be just as well that the House, as at pre-
sent advised, at all events, should refrain
from expressing an opinion upon the hon-
ourable gentlemen’s misunderstanding.

The Hon. E. I. C. Brow~E wished, by
way of explanation, to say what he had
meant to say before, and thought he did
not say. It was this:—He thought it his
duty, as one of the commissioners, to give
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the most emphatic denial to the statement
made by Dr. Hobbs, that Dr. O’Doherty
had anything whatever to do with the
report of the commission.

The Hon. X. I. O’'Dongrry said he was
uite disposed to accept the proposal of
the Postmaster-General to withdraw the
resolution.. The honourable gentleman
was quite right in supposing that his only
object was to set himself right with the
House and the country, in consequence of
the glaring charges that had been made
against him by Dr. Hobbs. He regretted
very much that the honourable member
should have done so. However, he was
not desirous to push matters further
. than merely to clear his own reputation
and position in the House from any asper-
sions of the kind. He begged leave to
withdraw his motion.

Motion withdrawn, by leave, accordingly.

NATIVE BIRDS PROTECTION BILL.

The House resolved into Committee of
the Whole for the consideration of the
message from the Legislative Assembly,
returning the Native Birds Protection Bill
with amendments.

In reference to the postponement of the
close season, “from 1st October to the 1st
of Mareh,”

The Hon. W. D. Box, who was in charge
of the Bill, said he did not care for the
change ; but the Bill contained a remedy
within itself, as the Governor could vary
the close season, if it should be found advis-
able, at any time. If the amendments of
the Assembly should not be accepted, the
Bill would be lost; and another season
would pass over without any protection
being afforded to the birds.

There were several other amendments,
the next most important of which was the
omission from the schedule of “ pelicans,”
“butcher-birds,” and “red-bills (all spe-
cies),” and the addition of the following :—
“ Ibis, lyre-bird, mopoke or owl, wagtail,
satin-birds and all bower-birds, cuckoos,
woodpeckers, robins, wrens, finches, larks,
water-rails.””  All were agreed to, and, on
the resumption of the House, the report from
the committee was adopted, and the con-
currence of the Council was communicated
zo the Assembly by message in the usual
orm.

FORTITUDE VALLEY PARSONAGE
BILL.

The House went into committee on the
‘Fortitude Valley Parsonage Land Sale
Bill.

The Hon. F. T. GrEGORY, as he was not
present at the second reading of the Bill,
protested against the principle of permit-
ting trustees of lands granted for public
worship to divert them from the purpose
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for which they were specifically vested by
the original donor. It was becoming too
much the practice to pass private Bills
through Parliament with the object of
alienating what might ultimately become a
valuable estate for the permanent endow-
ment of the institution for which land was
in trust. He expected that some such course
was intended in reference to the district in
which he resided ; and he should oppose it,
as also all such aection in future. He was
not sufficiently acquainted with the circum-
stances of the case contemplated by the
present Bill to move any amendment.

The Hon. W. TmorxtoN explained the
circumstances which gave rise to the intro-
duction of the Bill. A new parsonage was
to be erected on part of the land now occu-
pied by the new Church of England,
Fortitude Valley, as most convenient for the
incumbent; and the proceeds of the sale of
the present parsonage and land, inconveni-
ently situated, were to be devoted to the
object in view.

The PosTyasTER-GENERAL admitted that
there was great reason in what the Hon-
ourable Mr. Gregory had urged, that
specific trusts should not be deparfed
from. In this case, however, one freehold
was to be exchanged for another, dedicated
to church purposes, as set out in the
original grant of the land. He saw no
objection to the Bill passing, under the
circumstances.

After further deliberation in respect to
the details of the measure, the CHATRMAN
reported that the Bill had passed without
amendment, and the veport was adopted
by the House.

BANK HOLIDAYS BILL.

The House went into committee for the
further consideration of this Bill; and, on
the motion of the Posrymaster-GEENERAL,
the new clause proposed by him at the
previous sitting, for the repeal of certain
sections of the Bills of Exchange Act, was
agreed to. The schedule was amended, as
recommended by the seleet committee,
showing the bank holidays, as follow :—

“ScaEpULE.—The first of January the seven-
teenth day of March Good Friday the day
after Good Friday Easter Monday the twenty-
third day of April the first day of August the
Birthday of Her Majesty or her successor the
Birthday of the Prince of Wales the thirtieth
day of November the tenth day of December
Christmas Day the twenty-sixth day of Decem-
ber. When any of the above days falls upon
a Sunday the next following Monday shall be a
bank holiday and whenever the twenty-sixth
day of December falls upon a Monday the day
following shall be a bank holiday. All days
which may from time to time be duly appointed
for solemn fast or public thanksgiving.”

The Bill was then reported to the House
with amendments,
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AUDITOR-GENERAL’S PENSION BILL.

The PosTMasTER-GENERAL said he should
offer very few remarks on A Bill to confer
certain privileges on the Auditor-General,”
which was a measure to enable the present
Auditor-General, on his retirement from
office, to receive a pension of £500 per
annum, payable monthly, and to provide
that whenever an officer under the opera-
tion of the Civil Service Actof 1863 should
be appointed to the office of Auditor-Gene-
ral, lie should, on his retivement from office
at or after the age of sixty years, or on his
being disabled by permanent infirmity, be
entitled to the same allowance as he would
be entitled to if he remained under the
Civil Serviee Act. The gentleman who
was now Auditor-Geeneral had been in the
Civil Service of this colony and New South
‘Wales over twenty-nine years. Up to the
time of his appointment as Auditor-General,
in 1867, he contributed towards the Civil
Service fund; but, by the lst section of
the Civil Service Aect, when he became
Auditor-General he ceased to be under the
provisions of that statute. The vesult had
been that he had forfeited his right to the
superannuation allowance under the Civil
Service Act; and no provision was made
under the Audit Act for an allowance to him
on his retirement. Accordingly, the effect
of his promotion to be a Parliamentary officer
had brought about the loss of rights that
would have accrued to him had he remained
a member of the Civil Service. That was
considered a hardship ; and as the officer in
question was an old, and faithful, and
valued servant of the Crown, it was but
fair that, now, when infirmities were creep-
ing upon him, he should be enabled to
retire in as good a position as he would
have had he continued under the Civil
Service Act. And, in order that injustice
might not be done to future occupants of
the office, it was further provided by the
Bill as he (the Postmaster-General) had
already intimated. He did not know that
he need say more. The primary object
of the Bill was to recognize the services of
a valuable public officer; the secondary
object was to deal with future holders of
the office in a similar manner to that in
which it was now proposed to deal with
the present holder of the office of Auditor-
General. He begged to move—

That this Bill be now read a second time.

The Hon. F. T. GrEgory : The Bill was
one which all honourable members would
concur in, He believed it to be one which
was very just and equitable. However much
inelined the Council might be to watch
with jealousy the expenditure of public
moneys in the apportionment of pensions to
any Civil servants who might not be
entitled thereto, he thought that in the
present ingtance there could be but one
mind in the House as to the real claims of
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the officer to whom the Bill referred. They
had known him for a great many years as
a very carveful and praiseworthy Civil
servant, who had eonducted his business
to the satisfaction of everyone he had to
deal with. He should support the second
reading of the Bill.,
Question put and passed.

CHINESE IMMIGRANTS REGULATION
BILL.

The House resolved into Committee of
the Whole for the consideration of the
Message of the Legislative Assembly, res-
peeting amendments made by that House
in the Chinese Immigrants Regunlation Bill
upon the amendments of the Couneil.

The Message set out that the Assem-
bly—

“ Agree to the amendment in- clause 1, with
the following amendment —

“ Omit ‘of any island in the Chinese sens,’
and insert ¢ its dependencies.’

“ Disagree to the amendment in clause 7,

 Because it is considered more equitable to
require the deposit of a sum of money as secu-
rity against Chinese immigrants becoming &
charge upon the colony, than to impose a poll-
tax upon such immigrants.

“ Disagree to the amendment omitting
clause 10,

“ Because it is considered undesirable to
subject bond fide residents of the colony at the
present time, who may desire to be absent for a
temporary purpose only, to the operations of
the Bill.

“ Disagree to the amendments in the title
and preamble,

“ Because such disagreement is consequent
upon other disagreements.

“ And agree to the remaining amendments.”

On clause 1— .

The PostMasTER-GENERAL said it would
be in the recollection of honourable mem-
bers that considerable discussion took
place as to tlie definition of Chinese when
the Bill was previously before the Council.
Some difficulty was felt by the Assembly
as to the inhabitants of Hongkong, which
was an island in the Chinese seas, but was,
at the same time, a part of the British
possessions. Hence the amendment. He
moved that it be agreed to.

Question put and passed.

On clause 7—

The PostvsTER-GENERAL said it would
be observed that the Assembly had agreed
to the Council’s amendment in the 8rd
clause of the Bill in regard to the number
of Chinese that a ship should carry—in
the proportion of one passenger to every
ten tons burden ;—but insisted upon the
retention of the provision of the Bill which
made the £10 returnable to a Chinese who
should leave the colony within three years,
and give proof that he had not, during his
stay, been a burden on the colony or an offen-
der against the laws, His own opinion was
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that the Council’s amendment was prefer-
able; but, as the matter was a financial
one, he should give way rather than have
further disagreement upon the Bill. He
moved-—

That the Council do not insist upon their
amendment.

The Hon. F. T. Grrcory contended for
insisting upon the amendment of the
Couneil, but for the thin House not allow-
ing of a fair expression of opinion.

The PrEsipENT agreed with his honour-
able friend who had preceded him, that the
Bill as shaped by the Council was the more
honest way of dealing with the Chinese.
He presumed that the object of the Bill
was to interfere with and prevent the
immigration of Chinese. The simple plan
was, to put a poll-tax on Chinamen, as by
the Council’s amendments would be the
cage, without the cumbrous process of
returning the £10 upon their going away.
It seemed like offering a premium or a
bonus to Chinamen to get rid of them. As
£10 was collected from them on coming
into the colony, it might serve to offer
them £12 to leave. However, they had a
thin House, and he did not very much care
in what shape the Bill passed ; sohe should
not dissent from the Postmaster-General’s
motion.

The Hon. W. HoBBs said he fully agreed
with the remarks of the preceding speaker
in so far that he thought the Council ought
to insist upon their amendment on the
7th clause. He came in contact with
a good many Chinamen; they were a very
great expense to, and & burden on, the
colony ; and he thought it was but reason-
able and fair that they should pay a poll-
tax in order to meet the cost incurred on
their account in various ways. Wherever
he went, in hospitals, gaols, or charitable
institutions—in lunatic asylums—Chinese
were met; and they contributed very little
towards the finances of the colony. Some-
thing should be got out of them.

The PostaaSTER-G-ENERAL pointed out
that what the honourable member desired
was the object of the clause in its original
shape, to which the Assembly had restored
it in the Bill,

The Hon. W. TrHorNTON advocated the
“drawback” on Chinamen, as on other
imported “goods” passing through the Cus-
toms.

The Hon. W. F. LaMBrrT expressed his
surprise at what the Honourable Dr. Hobbs
had said as to Chinamen being a heavy
tax on the charitable institutions of the
colony. He had visited the Rockhampton
Hospital pretty regularly for three years,
and he never saw a Chinaman treated
there ; and he could say safely that during
the number of years he had been in the
bush only once was he asked by a China-
man for rations. The Chinese when travel-
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ling bought their rations; they took care
of themselves; they were independent;
and they did not go to stations as beggars.
If they wanted anything on the way they
went to the stores and bought rations.
That was his experience during fifteen
years. Therefore, he was surprised to hear
that Chinese were a tax on the colony, in
proportion to their numbers.

The Hon. W. Hosss agreed that the
Chinese were frugal and thrifty; they
were clever, but practised all sorts of decep-
tion. If a Chinaman died there would be
another to take his place and to claim the
return of the £10; and it would bz prac-
tically impossible to carry out the intention
of the clause, because Chinese resembled
one another so closely they could not be
individually recognized.

The Hon. W. F. LamserT suggested
that they should be photographed.

The Hon. F. T. Grecory: Brand them.

The Hon. W. F. Lamserr: That would
be an improvement ! Certainly.

The Hon. F. T. Grecory said he should
be sorry to see a law passed which would
promote the practice of duplicity. Lawyers
would say that to prove a negative was
one of the most difficult matters. = Yet
under the clause a Chinese leaving the
colony had to prove that he had not been
an offender against the laws or a burden
on the colony, and many other things,
before he could get a certificate for the
return of the £10. The country had had
enough of that sort of thing in the land
laws, under which a man charged with
being 2 dummy, on the dictum of a Minis-
ter, had to prove that he was not a f.ra,udu-
lent person. Let the poll-tax be paid and
there end.

The PosTaasTER-GENERAL never heard
of a land law in this colony which enabled
a Minister to charge a person with being
a dummy and compelled him to prove that
he was not. On the contrary, he knew of
a statute whose provisions were very liberal
in enabling persons to get possession of
land against the interests of the public.
All that those persons had to do was to
make afidavit that they took up the land
bond fide for their own benefit. Instances
were known where they must have perjured
themselves; but the fact could not be
proved legally, from their acting in con-
cert. However, the land was taken out of
the possession of the public. .

The Cmamryan required that the dis-
cussion should be confined to the question
before the committee.

The Hon. J. C. Hgussier; If it was
not that he feared that the Bill would be
lost, he should certainly insist upon the
Council’s amendment.

Question put and passed.

On clanse 10—

In answer to the Hon. W. Hosss, who
expressed his fears that the certificates of
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exemption would be marketable commodi-
ties amongst the Chinese, and would be
used to evade the payment of the immi-
grant’s fec,

The PosTyasTER-GENERAL said that the
certificates would only De issued to bond
Jide residents of the colony at the time of
the passing of the Bill, and at the discre-
tion of the Colonial Treasurer, who would
not allow the clause to apply except to
well-known persons who might desire to
leave the colony for a temporary purpose.
It was not likely that certificates would
be issued indiscriminately to irresponsible
persons.

The clause was restored, and all the
consequential amendments were made in
the Bill. Upon the Crarryan presenting
the report from the committec, the same was
adopted by the House, and a message was
ordered to be sent down to the Assembly
stating that the Council agreed to their
amendments in clause 1, and did not insist
on those amendments to which the Assem-
bly had disagreed.

RAILWAY PLANS RECORDS OF
PARLIAMENT.

Messages were received from the Legisla-
tive Assembly as under :—
“ 1. Plans of various Railways.
“Mr. PRESIDENT,

“The Legislative Assembly haviig agreed fo
the following resolutions, viz. :—

“1. That this House approves of the plans,
seclions, and book of reference of the extension
of the railway from Warwick to Stanthorpe,
Iaid up n the table of this House ;

2, That this ouse approves of the plans,
seclions, and book of refercree of the railway
from Maryborough to Gympie, laid upon the
table of this House ;

8. That this House approves of the plans,
seclions, and book of reference of the railway
from Bundaberg towards Mount Perry, laid
upon the table of this House;

“4. That this House approves of the plans,
sections, and book of reference of the extension
of the railway from Comet o Emerald Downs,
laid upon the table of this House ;

“8. That this House approves of the plans,
sections, and book of reference of the extension
of the railway from Dulacca to Roma, laid
upon the table of this House ;

6. That this House approves of the plans,
sections, and book of reference of the railway
from Townsville towards Charters Towers, laid
upon the table of this ITouse ;

“’beg now to forward to the Legislative Council
for their approval the said plans, sections, and
books of reference.
“II. E. Kixa,
¢ Speaker.
“ Legislative Assembly Chamber,
“ Brisbane, 7th August, 1877.”

2. Plans of the Higlfields Branch Railway.
“ Mr. PRESIDENT,

“'The Legislative Assembly having agreed to
the following wresolution, viz. :—That this
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[8 Avarst.]

Records of Puarliament. 193

House approves of the plan, section, and book
of reference of the branch railway line from
Highfields Railway Stationto Highflelds Sum-
mit, laid upon the table of this House, beg
now to forward to the Legislative Council for
their approval the said plan, section, and book
of reference.
“H. E. Kixg,
“Bpeaker,
“Legislative Assembly Chamber,
“ Brisbane, 7th August, 1877.”

At a subsequent stage of the proceedings
of the Council,

The PresmpexT said he had to bring
under the notice of the House a matter
upon which hie should be glad to have their
advice, in reference to the railway plans,
presumed, now, to have been laid on the
table. It had Deen requested that the Clerk
of the House should give a receipt to
the Clerk of the Assembly for the docu-
ments so sent from the Assembly to the
Council ; and he should like the House to
advise him as to whether it was safe, with-
out further consideration, to admit of that
step. Those documents had been brought
up, he fancied, by one of the messen-
gers of the other House, and then laid on
the table. Before any receipt could be
given, of course, they would have to be
examined very cautiously by the officer of
the Council, who would, on giving the
receipt, become responsible for them. Bus,
before any step was taken and a precedent
cstablished, he (the President) thought it
would be better that the matter should be
referred to the Standing Orders Committee
to consider and report upon. The practice
hitherto had been that whatever documents
approved were sent up from the other
House for the consideration of the Council
were under the charge of the Clerk of the
Parliaments. By the Standing Orders—

“The custody of all documents and papers

belonging to the Council shall be in the clerk,
who shall not permit any to be removed there-
from without leave of the House.”
It had Dbeen the practice to return plans
and such documents to the department of
the Government from which they had
emanated, without asking the House for
their permission; and the matter had
attracted attention, as, no doubt, honoura-
ble niembers were aware, and it was now
under consideration by a joint committee
of both Houses of Parliament. He pre-
sumed that, before long, the House would
be in possession of the report of that com-
mittee, and would know what recommendas
tions they would make. But, until further
consideration was given to the matter, he
thought it would be as well for the Clerk
of the Council to take no step, unless he
was authorized to do so by the House;
and perhaps it would be advisable, as he
(the President) said before, that the Stand-
ing Orders Committee should give their
consideration to it
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The PosTMASTER-GENERAL said he had
no doubt that the unusual request made by
the Clerk of the Assembly for an acknosw-
ledgment of the rececipt of the plans had
arisen in connection with the matter which
had been already referred to a joint com-
mittee of the two Ilouses, and which
originated in the circumstanee that certain
railway plans which had been sent from the
Legislative Assembly tothe Councilhad been
subsequently delivered by an oflicer of the
Council to one of the permanent heads of
the Government departments. For his own
part, without giving the subjeet any con-
sideration, except what presented itself to
him at the present moment, he did not sce
that it would be objectionable at all for the
oflicials of the Counecil, upon comparing the
plans and finding them to agree with the
tabulated statement that the Clerk of the
Assembly had furnished, to give a simple
acknowledgment to that effect; Dbecause,
the Railway Act required that no railway
should be consiructed unless the plaus,
sections, and book of reference had been
approved of by resolution of both Houses
of Parliament ; and the plans, sections, and
books of refcrence referred to had now
reached the Council, after having met with
the approval of the Legislative Assembly;
and it was 7possible, from oversight,
negligence, or accident, that some other
plans might come before the House
which were not identical with the plans
which had passed through the Assembly.
Therefore, 1t was desirable, as he took
it, that there should be some means of
identifying plans that had passed ihrough
one Chamber and come up to the other;
and that, if any dispute did arise in the
construetion of a railway, it should be
beyond a doubt that the plans were right
as having received the approval of Doth
Houses. Under the ecircumstances, it
seemed rather to strengthen the approval
of both Houses that an acknowledgment
should pass from the officers of one to the
officers of the other that the plans and boolks
of referenee had been received. Ilowever,
as it was a novelty, and required more
deliberate consideration than could be given
to it at present, perhaps the suggestion of
the President was the best one to adopt—
let it be referred to the Standing Owders
Committee. It was just possible that the
report of the joint committee would besr
upon the question. In the meantime, the
President would give an instruetion to the
officer of the House to adopt means to com-
pare the tabulated statement with the
plans received, and to suspend further
action. It would he a satisfaction to the
House, and a security, to know that the
plans received for consideration were under
safe custody ; otherwise, their efforts might
be rendered useless.

The PrEsiDENT: What he thought would
bea better arrangement was, that the Acting-
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Clerk of the Council should examine the
plans and report to him that they wers
correet or according to deseription, and
that he should stauap them with the stamp
of the Legislative Council ; and then the
House could send a message to the Assem-
bly stating that they had received certain
plans; because, it struck him that the
officers of one House communicaling with
the officers of the other might involve some
inconvenience. He did not sec ib imme-
diately ; but such a mode of communica-
tion was. unusual. Nothing was done
between the Houses of Parliament oxeept
by message from one House to the other;
~—there was no communication otherwise.
If it met with the approval of the House,
he would instraet the Clerk to prepare for
Lim, so that he could lay it on the table,
to-morrow, a detailed statement of the
plans received, with the assertion that he
had put the stamp of the Council upon each
plan.

The Hon. F. T. Greaory: It appeared
to him, at first, that there was very little
doubt that the recommendation of the
President was the hest, to vefer the matter
to the Standing Orders Committee ; but it
struek him that the form of certificate on
Bills that passed from one Ilouse to the
other was the most effective means of iden-
tification of documents approved of by Par-
liament, and would exactly meet the case.
The plan suggested of sending a message
would meet all requirements.

The Hon. J. C. Hevsstrr concurred in
the suggestion to stamp the documents.
The committee would, doubtless, report in
a few days.

The PosTuASTER-GENERAL: Since he
spoke before, lie considered that the sugges-
tion thrown out by the President was the
one that would meet all the requirments of
the case entirely. No further action need
be taken. If the officers of the Couneil
verified the plans reecived from the Legis-
lative Assembly by message of present
date, that could be noted on the journals of
the House, and there was evidence pabent
that the Council had received certain plans.

The Presipext: As the House agreed
with him he should take measures accord-
ingly.

The matter dropped.

ADJOURNMENT.

In moving the adjournment of the House,

The PosTayAsTER-GENERAL said he hoped,
next day, to be in a position to determine,
with the approval of honourable members,
what adjournment the House would make
over next weck. There was a proposal
before the other branch of the Legislature
that there should be an adjournment from
TFriday next for a fortnight. As there was
nothing on the Counecil paper they could
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not readily get through in a day or two, no
advantage would accrue from their meeting
during the adjournment of the other House,
and it would be judicious for the Council
to adjourn over the same period as might
be agreed to by the Assembly. It was
very probable that he should, to-morrow,
ask the House to adjourn for a fortnight.





