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ERRATA. 

Page 134, second column, resolution for appointment of committee-1•ead "A. H. Brown," for rr W. D. Box." 

Page 135, eecond column, first line-read "A. II. Brown," for "1V. D. Box." 

Page 187, first column, twenty-second line from bottom-read "incapable," for "capable.'' 

Page 211, second column, last line of the Honourable W. Thornton's speech-omit the word "not." 

Page 261, second column, twenty-fourth and tweuty-fifth lines from top-read "Mr. Fryar was the Minister for 
Lands." 

Page 263, first column, first line-C{(ler u thought," rtad "if it was nPcessary"; commencement of third lin&-for 
u and," read "they should be"; sixtll line-read "public-houses" for n stations"; and, at the eud 

ot the paragraph, read "for the consideration of Government.u 
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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

Wednesday, 8 Augt!st, 1877. 

Appointment of the Usher.-Privilege-Lunacy Com
mis~ion.-~ative Birds Protection BilL-Fortitude 
Valley Parsonage BilL-Bank Holidays Bill.-Audi
tor-General's Pension Bill.-Chinese Immigrants 
Regulation Bill.-Railway Plans Records of Parlia
ment.-Adjournment. 

APPOINTME~T OF THE USHER. 

The Hon. H. G. SniPSON said, seeing 
the Postmaster-General in his place, he 
wished to draw his attention and that of the 
Council to a matter of privilege. It 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 ordinai·y Gov
ernment offirial. He (Captain Simpson) 
did not know whether the Postmaster
Gpneral 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 question 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 PRESIDENT : Did the honourable gen
tleman intend to conclude with a motion? 

The Hon. H. G. SIMPSON : He asked 
the Postmasta·-General if he was prepared 
to answer the question now ?-if not, he 
should give noti<'e of it. 

The PosT)fASTER-GENERAL : The honour
uble member had raised a question of 
privilege which he certainly did not under
stand. As far as he gathered from the 

honourable member's remurks, 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 Council 
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 ~f their ?Wn 
officer, he thought it was qmte suffiment. 
However, he was not prepared to answer 
questions in this offhand way. If the 
honoumble 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 eonsideration. 

The Hon. H. G. SrMPSON 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 PRESIDENT: 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'DoHERTY 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 such·· a 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 such a 
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 Council 
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 doctors 
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 BRowN: No, no. 
The Hon. K. I. O'DoHERTY : vVhether 

it was that they had a bitter recollection 
of 1he 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 not in 
anything he said utter one word that he 
thought the Honourable Dr. Hohbs would 
have any fair ground for objecting to. But 
he should be less than human in nature, if, 
when charged with high crimes 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 lr>tters 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 to the Colonial 
Secretary, he thought he should be able 
to convince the House that in the postscript 
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 Telegraph, of October 25th, 1876";-

it should have been October 23rd, for there 
was no letter or correspondence in any way 
?onnected with the question under dispute 
~n any Qther n-umber of the Telegraph;-
«and 1' beg to furnish you with what I con
tJider· ro b& 'evidences' from w hi eh I have 
f~rmed this opinion." 

That expressed opinion was, absolutely, 
that the writer of the letter in the Tele
graph, of· October 23rd, was the writer of 
the rPport also of the gentlemen who so 
laboriously and so well carried ont their 
work, which they were competent to do, as 
shown in their report on "the 11anagement 
of the '\Voogaroo Lunatic Asylum and the 
Lunatic Recrption Houses of the Colony." 
He (Dr. O'Doherty) should not put before 
the House those paragraphs which the H on
om·able 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 tbe hon
om·able 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 their report, 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 
postscript under the attention of the House, 
in the first instance, to show, as clearly as 
anything in the world could, the animus 
with which the doctor must have written the 
whole of his comments with especial refer
ence to himself (Dr. O'Doherty) ; 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 rresent 
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 indirectly 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 extraordinaryanimns exhibited against 
himself personally; and, why or where· 
fore, was a puzzle to him. He always 
regarded Dr. Hobbs as one of the oldest 
medical men of this colony; and, until 
those comments 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 
ex~raordinary surprise that, since that 
letter of his in the Telegraph, 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). Honourab:e memb2rs 
who would cursorily look over the letters 
on the report of the commission would be 
astonished when he pointed out more par
tieul11rly 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?-

"CASE D.-· Sudden death from atony of the 
h~art.' 'Ibis patient made a sudclen spring to 
get out of the bath. fell back, and died. '1 he 
commiesion have endeavoured to attach blame 
to me for this accident, and remark that 'indis
criminate compulsory bathing is wrong and 
reprehensib'e.' I have already combatted this 
delusion, and I hope to their satisfaction.'' 

He (Dr. O'Doherty) did not know whether 
the writer had any satisfaction:-
"I differ from the commission's remarks in 
this case upon the subject of postmortem exami
nations being made bv ' a medical man other 
than the medic>tl officer of the institution,' 
becau~e the opinions of outside practitioners 
are mo> e 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 case he (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 distinctly, 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 uncon~cious at the time of writing 
of the nature of the language he used. He 

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 allowi"~g that argument 
of Dr. Hobbs, he said that the commis
sion never made a more valuable sugges
tion than that in all such cases as that men
tioned, the postmortem should be made by 
professional men who were not directly con
nected with them. Otherwise, what was 
the use of such examinations P Lunatic 
asylums were public institutions, and the 
public required evidence of perfect impar
tiality and fairness in all doings within 
them. He spoke rather warmly ; and he 
utterly denied the charge made. In another 
part of his comments, Dr. Hobbs brought 
m 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 medil'al officer is necessary for 
the superintendence of so small an establish
ment as this is at 1 he present time ; and I also 
differ from him in regard to that ve·r.11 .oral>tJ 
medical question involved in the administration 
of a shower-bath and thirty grains c£ chloral to 
a lunatic patient, should the superintendent, in 
my absence, consider it to be necessary. I fail 
to chscover the objection to such a course now, 
seeing that the superintendent has done so for 
the last s1x or seven years to my satisfaction. 
The Doctor forgets that he permits female 
nurses to do the very same thing every day ; 
entrusting them with the aclministr 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 
ease, no matter what state of mind the 
p:1tient was in-was utterly 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
tinct; as not in the slightest degree were 
nurses allowed to perform duties at their 
discretion :-

"You, sir, are not perhaps aware that the 
superintendent, Mr. Adams, has been trained 
in the army hospital corps ; was with the 
army in New Ze~tland during the war there ; 
and when the OOlnp!Lny a£ H. M. 60th Re~eut 
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was sent to Brisbane, the principal medical 
officer of the troops considered him to be suffi · 
ciently qualiiied to ant as the hospital orderly 
here. With this experience, and the experience 
of about seven years in this institution, why 
should Dr. 0' 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 ~entleman of the 
present day would be unWise to come before 
the public and state, as his opinion, that a 
man utterly unqualified! without any 
know ledge 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'D.oherty) would say, 
was, that when the Honourable Dr. Hobbs 
laid it down, ex catkedra-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, as 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-superintendent 
of the Woogaroo Lunatic .Asylum, and he 
was a member of the Royal College of 
Surgeons-that was Dr. Prentiee. Here 
was his opinion, in answer to the interro
gations of the commission :-

"Have you remarked the shower· baths 
there?" 
In the Reception House, Brisbane. His 
answer was :-

" I 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 rarely 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 
barbarit;r. 

" 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 shonl:i 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 
placed before the commission, and placed 
himself 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 thatkind. 
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. Hobbshadany 
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 a 
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 for it in lunacy cases. .And 
it was a remarkable fact that, in one of the 
latest numbers of the Lancet, 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 cases of mental disease, 
to produce quietness. The idea was, that 
if quietness were once produced everything 
was accomplished in such cases. .As far 
as he remembered, he had not heard of or 
read any evidence put forward by Dr. 
Hobbs, that anything else than guietness 
was attained or ~ought for. by hlill in tht> 
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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 
patients at W oogaroo and the Recention 
House and at the Brisbane Ho~pital, ~nor
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 patients in the 
Hospital ; and it would have been but fair 
and courteous of him, when he put forward 
statements broadcast through the country-, 
before the public that was interested m 
the management of the institution, to have 
taken the pains to assure himself that his 
statement3 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 
tre1nens 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 DocTOR-Accompanying this I for
ward a list of all the patients who have been 
treated in the Brisbane Hospital for delirium 
t1·emens, alcoholism, &c., 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 are to be 
found in the case books. 

" There seems to be a great deal of ambiguity 
about the term 'alcoholism,' and I obeerve 
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, 
&c., for 1874 and '75 are all adrift; he looked 
over the books himself, and a good many of the 
cases of D. T., let alone alcoholism, seem to have 
escaped his notice. * * * * * 

"JOHN THOMSON. 
"Dr. O'Doherty." 

Attention was here ill·awn very completely 
by Dr. Thomaon to the queBtion in diepute ; 

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. HoBBs said he was sorry 
to interrupt the honourable member; but 
he had scarcely defined whether the cases 
were alcoholism or delirium tremens. 'l'hey 
were very distinct. 

The Hon. K. I. O'DoHERTY : According 
to the statement of Dr. Thomson, they 
were 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 
t1•ernens. 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 before 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 him from blame in SQ doing. 
There was not in the House, there was not 
in the colony, a medical man, he ventured 
to say, who had sought less to bring him· 
self in any way into antagonism with his 
professional brethren than he. It 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 clone 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 J.lroposed to lay before the 
House. He beheved it was the ori~in of 
the inquiry ; and he wa~ hapJ.lY tha,t 1t wa~ 
~o. He hoped sincerely that 1t would havt 
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the effect of remedying what he conceived 
to be the very great defects of the present 
system of treating lunatics :-

"THE BRISBANE RECEPTION HousE. 

"To tlte Editor of tke 'Telegraph,.' 

"SrR-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. 0' Doherty 
statecl at the magisterial inquiry that the man 
had been subjected to inhumane and umcienti
fic treatment. Serous apoplexy was the actual 
cause of death." 

Honourable members would bear in mind 
that the letter was written a few days after 
he had been compelled to give his sworn 
evidence in open court about the death of 
i he man Hassett. If ever there was a case 
that should create warm sympathy in the 
hearts of honourable gentlemen it was the 
ease of that unfortunate man. He was in 
the very prime of life, not more than five
and-thirty years of age, and had just rome 
from the old country, where he had been 
recently married; he found himself getting 
the wor8e 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 cPlls, in a 
state of drunkenness ; they left him lying 
there for four-and"twenty hours, without 
assistance of any kind-no doctor saw him! 
-and he was then transferrPd to the Rc~cep
tion House. Did honourable gentlemPn 
know what those cells were, at the old 
police office P He knew perfectly well 
what they were; and, possibly, they were 
as bad as the Black Hole of Calcutta ! On 
the afternoon following his admission to 
the cells, 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 tl'ie ·man was kept in the eold water 
long enough to be washed ;-and he came 
out shivering like an aspen leaf, was put 
into bed, and never rallied. He (Dr. 
O'Doherty) held that that was most im
propertreatment. 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! 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 
ordearthat he was put through, was cal
culated to kill him ; and it did kill him
fo~ Hassett died three hotll'B after ta]j.:ing 

the chloral ! When he gave his evidence 
b.:fore 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 furthl'r, that 
any institution of that kind should not be 
without its resident medical man. He 
app,•alcd, 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 
Huuse were guiltv of inhumanit1, I 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
scribe at all for the man, and I took care in 
giving my evidence to state my belief that the 
superintendent, A dams, 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 iu the cell 
at the police office until his death, I felt it my 
duty to state that I considered the entire sys
tem adopted in such cases-a system aptly 
illustrated by this man's case-as b th unscien
tific and inhumane. I can concPive nothiLg le~s 
consistent with humanity than shutting up a 
man in the condition of Hassett in the police 
office c ll from 12 o'clock at night until5 o'clock 
the following chy, without !JOWer of removal 
until some reel-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. I do 
not presume to say who is responsible for this 
-but I do not tlunk, in designating such trPat
ment inhumane, I lay myself open to the cha,,ge 
of exaggeration. 

"Again, as regards the stereotyped treatment 
of cas s on admission to the Reception House, 
as described in the evidence of Dr. Hobbs and 
l\Ir. Adams, I think, on the very face of it, the 
charge of ' unscientific ' is not misap1 •lied. So 
long as a most unwise economy is permitted to 
have sway in the management of thi- institu
tion, I quite admit that wh(Jever i' chief wards
man must necessarily be allowed a certain 
amount of discretion in the treatment of cases 
on admission; hut I cannot agree with Dr. 
Hobbs that that discretion should ext,end to 
the power of giving a co'd bath, or what is quite 
as bad, washing all patients in cold water, and 
the~ administering such powerful remedies as 
chloral hydrate in thirty-g• ain uoses." 

He was happy to say that, since the publi
cation of the letter, that course had be0n 
remedied, and at present that erroneous 
system was done away with :-

" I know of very few condit.ions of disease 
that requires the exerctse of greater medical ~kill 
than that in which the unf01tunate man Has· 
eett was when a.d.Ulitted 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 say that to le •ve such ea~es to 
be treated at the ~ost critical period of their 
ailment by w.trder Adams is both unscientific 
an.l inhumane. 

' I need not repeat that I say this without the 
least desire to reflect upon Adams, whom I 
regard as a fit·st-class wardsman, n0r upon Dr. 
Hobbs either, who, no doubt, does the best he 
can with the aid all Jwed him. 

"It may be said it is very easy to find fault, 
but not so easy to find a remedy. .i'iow, in 
this matter, I hold the reml'dy is plain. Dr. 
Hobbs, in his ev deuce at the poliee court 
informs us that close upon 700 cases of lunacy 
have passed through the Hcception House rluring 
the past six years. Four-fifths of those c·a-es 
were suifering from acute lunacy- i.e., from that 
form of disease most capable of relief and cure 
under skillul treatment, and, therefot•e, lmain
ta'n requiring, quite as much as in the genetal 
hosp·tal, a resident medical officer of high quali
fications, aided by a consulting st lff. 

"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 hi!:hest medical skill available, 
would not be in the end a saving system for 
the Governme11t in red11cing the cost ol V/ oo
garoo-;-the ~~ylum for the chronic and hope· 
lessly msane. 

Now, as he had no dPsire to baek 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 b·'en carried out; and he wished 
sincerely to see very speedily the whole 
system on whieh the reception houses were 
worked placed upon a satisfactory footing. 
He congratulated the House and the 
countrv upon the fact that at length the 
Government had adopted the recommenda
tion that was made, if he mistook not, in 
18o9, when the first commission on \Y oo
garoo was appoint~d, _and that wa~ repeated 
by the last comnu~swn-to appomt a gen
tlelllan 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 
qualifirations that the gentleman who had 
been selected brought to his work, that the 
colony would VPry speedily see a more 
satisfactory system carried out in the treat
ment of the insane. He had nothing more 
to say, only to apol?gize 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 letkr to the Colo
nial Secr,·tary, to wh eh the at tent.i •n of the 
House has been called, are uncalled for and 
unfoc.nded." 

The Hon. W. RoBES said he did not 
think it would be necPssary for him to 
make any lengthened observations on the 
address of the Honourable Dr. O'Doherty, 
who had just repeated all that had been 

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 circumstances of the ease of H~ssett, 
forgot a conversation that took place m the 
court-home just before he ':as called to 
give evidence. On the occas10n, tfw hon
ourable gentleman turne~ to h~m (Dr. 
Hobbs) and said, "I am gomgto pitch m to 
this whole thing." He went into court pre
pared, as he had said, to pitch into the 
whole thing. 

The Hon. K. I. O'DoHERTY: The system. 
'!hP Hon. W. RoBES : 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'DoHERTY: The system. 
The Hon. W. RoBES : He remarked to 

the honourable gentleman that if he pitche.d 
iuto the institution he could not do It 
without pitching into the officers connec~ed 
with it; and that if that was done by h~m, 
he should feel bound to reply to him. 
ThPre was the challenge given. He had 
rt>pliPd to it. And, now, the honourable 
gentleman came before the House to m~ke 
a representation that he had been Ill
treated. 

The Hon. K. I. O'DoHERTY : No. 
The Hon. W. RoBES : 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'DoHERTY: He did not 
think so at all. 

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

The Hon. K. I. O'DoHERTY: Not at alL 
The Hon. W. RoBES : However, that 

was one circumstance mentioned that the 
honourable gentleman had forgotten. The 
honourable gentleman treatt>d 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. Hubbs) did not say 
that the honourable gentler;nan ha~ ; he 
only intimated that it was qmte possible
that the letter and the report were connected 
in the same writt>r-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 ~ogether, th:- rPport 
was like the letter of which he adrmtted he 
was the author. Any body rpading t~e par~
graphs in juxtaposition mus~ admit their 
similarity; they most certamly had the 
same meaning, and those from the report 
were almost the vm·ba ipsissima of those 
from the newspaper. The honourable 
gentleman ch~rged him ,(D. r; Hobbs) ~hat, 
throughout Ms cummunle'IW.on, an anmms 
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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'DoHERTY: No, no! 
He denied that. 

The Hon. W. HoBBs : Of course, the 
honourable gentleman could not pitch 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 hnxe 
induced the honourable gentleman to treat 
him to those remarks, t'hat his treatment 
was erroneous, unscientifir, and inhumane. 

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

The Hon. vV. RoBES: If that did not 
exhibit animus, he did not know what did. 

The Hon. K. I. O'DoHERTY: The hon
ourable member had nothing at all to clo 
with it. 

The Hon. W. RoBES : It was those com
plaints, and that letter, which lecl to the 
appointment of the commission, to the 
report, and to his comments. The honour
able gentleman began it; and he (Dr. 
Hobbs) finished. He merely flltotecl a few 
words. The honourable gentleman said 
that he had made a misstatement in rl'gard 
to the Brisbane Hospital. \V ell, 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 
gentleman was trying to mask the cases 
by connecting alcoholism with delirium 
tremens. If either he did not know 
the difference, or was not candid enough 
to admit them to be distinct, it was 
to be regretted. Delirium ti'e1hens arose 
from the effects of alcoholic poisoning of 
the brain; alcoholism arose from alcoholic 
poison affecting the other organs of the 
body 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. vV ell, 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 twentv-five or thirty years
in fact, the whole of them-had passed 
mainly through his hands, and they 
amounted to a considerable numbei·. He 
asked the honourable gentleman i£ he had 
a quarter, or one-tenth, of the experience 

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 be 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. 

A.n HoNOURABLE ~I EMBER: Hear, hear. 
The Hon. vY. HoBBS: 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. 
\Vhen the Governor appointed the Royal 
Commission, he expected, no doubt, a fair 
and impartial statement of farts. But 
what did he find P ::'irothing in the report 
but condemnation, 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 
rould charge the commission with disin
genuousness-he repeated the word, disin
genuousness-in suppressiiJg 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 11rimary importance ; and it was to this 
end that all treatment should be clire~ted. 
He had shown that his proportion of deaths 
was 7 per cent., while that of other places 
was far greater ; in fact, he knew of no 
returns that could equal, or compare with, 
the returns and results of successful treat
ment at the Reception House. Here was 
a remarkable passage :-

" That the administration of baths and chloral 
by a non-mecliralman is irregular and danger
ous." 

The Honourable Dr. O'Doherty was con
nected with the Brisbane Hospital in 187·.t, 
when he considered a non-medical man was 
quite capable of taking charge o£ that insti
tution with 100 more beds. 

The Hon. K. I. O'DonERTY rose to ex
plain. 

The Hon. \Y. HoBBs: He diclnot inter
rupt the honourable gt•ntleman. 

The Hon. K. I. O'DoHERTY: He would 
not allow the honourable member to go on 
with a statement that was not in accord
ance with fact. He wished to exJ:l!ain 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 
"1\"0uld be, with a house surgeon. That was 
the ground on which the Hospital was left 
to the dispenser. 
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The Hon. vV. HoBBS : vVith 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 yrar, 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-medi0al 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. McGrath, requested the visiting 
surgeons to give a report. From eaah of these 
gentlernen 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. The 
experiment of the committee has, the1·efore, 
thus far been a success." 

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

The Hon. E. I. C. BRoW:YE 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, a~ to whether the latter 

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 outside-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
om·able member might laugh--

The Hon. vV. HoBBS : No, no. 
The Hon. E. I. C. BROW:NE: He was 

smiling, then. 
The Hon. W. HoBBS: Xo; he was not 

laughing. 
'!'he Hon. E. I. C. BIWWKE: 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 l'ondemned the 
commission-if, in many of those eases of 
deaths arising in the Reception House, 
had a post modem 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 l'ommission ;-beyond that 
he was not going into the charges that had 
been made. He hacl 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 exception 
of one matter-the appointment of a sur
geon-superintendent for vY oogaroo, which 
was certainly necessary, the former officer 
being dead-he dicl 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 whi•.Jh were so seri
ously condemned by the commission. It 
seemed a strange thing that the Govern
ment, having appointed the commission, 
~hould w thoroughly ignore the report 
which the commission brought up. It 
had been referred to in another J?lace, and 
perhaps it was unnecessary for h1m 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 plac~ of the 
late ~urgeon-superintendent of vVoog~roo. 
They did not carry out the advice which 
they sought before the commission brought 
up their rPport, as to the course they 
should take when Dr. Jaap died. They 
delayed for about ~ix weeks bPfore they 
sent home any instructions to the Agent
General to seek some pprson to SU}lpiy 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 espPcially, 
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 lJe a good one, and that they 
would find they had been succe~sful in 
obtaining a vPry valuable pPrson to fill the 
situation. What he mainly wished to 
point out was, that he thought the commis
sion had cause to fePl theJiJselves ignored 
altogethPr by the Government that had 
appointed them, as regardt-d tne Brisbane 
Reception House, which was the institution 
more particularly condemned by them, and 
which was still lPft to the same control, 
and under the same man~gement, and sub
ject to the same arrangempnts as the com
mission had such came to fir:d fault with. 

The Hon. A. H. BROWN said he thought 
the debate was altogether irregular. 

HoNOURABLE ME1IBERS: Hear, hear. 
The Hon. A. H. BROWN : It had merged 

into an almost personal discussion between 
two gentlemen. Of course, he had great 
sympathy; but he did not, as an English
man, fpel altogether pleasure when two 
doctors differed, or when they were engaged 
in active hostility. If any portion of the 
community deserved syiPpathy in connec
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. 
Tht>re were members of both Houses of 
ParlianlE'nt 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--vVilliam Graham, Esq., 
M.L.A. (chairman); the Honourable E. I. 
C. Browne, M.L.C. ; the Honourable J. 
Mullen, M.L.C.-two members of the 
Council ;-Dr. Bancroft; W. G. Bailey, 
ERq., M.L.A.; W. H. Groom, Esq., 
M.L.A. ; and vV. 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 a1so in his place in the 

Chamber, than for any other purpose. It 
struek him that the commission had takPn 
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 inspt>cted 'he \Voogaroo 
Asylum, the Brisbane and Toowoomba Recep
tion Houses, and obhtined evidence as to the 
s ate and conduct of the Reception Houses at 
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 mquiry, we caused ad~ertise
ments to be inser1 eel in several of the pub
lic newspapers, requesting persons desirous of 
giving evidence to communicate witl1 the corn· 
mission. 

"\Ve invited Dr. Manning, supt>rintemlet:t 
of the Hospital for the Imane, G!adesville, 
New ~outh Wales, to give evidence; and, in 
rep!,., were infor ned that· he could not b•· spared 
from his own clut.ies for that. purp·1se. This we 
much regret, because we fe·l assured that t.hat 
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 "f comid~rable vain e. To mpply as far ~s 
possible this deficiency ;;e snb~itted .cert a1_n 
questions to Dr. Manmng, wluch, 'lnth h1s 
rt>p]ies thereto, will be found in separate A ppen
dix B. \Ve have also derived much iufo•·mation 
from that gentleman's report published in l"-68, 
and from his annual reports on G!adesville. 
The other papers that have been of S• rvice to 
us for purposes of reference are :-

" 1. Report of Kew Lunatic Asylum Board 
of Inquiry, Victoria. 

"2. Report of the Joint Committee of both 
Houses (Queensla11d), published in 1869 
(many of whose recommenuations are 
stillunattenclecl to). 

"3. The i\nnual Reports of the various M edi
cal i:luperintenclents of W oogaroo Asy
lum. 

"\Ve have examined a large number of wit
nesses, some of whom we thought were likely 
to give VH]uable evidence ; and have inquired 
into several charges of illtreatment of patients 
in the Woogaroo Asylum and the B;isbane 
Reception House brought under our nohce. 

'' ~. We pro pc se first to report the conclu· 
sions we have arrived at touching these cases, 
the majoritv of which are in connection with 
the Brtsba1~e Reception House; secondly, to 
express our opinion as to the p• esent con
dition and management of the \Voogaroo Luna
tic .~sylum, 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 necess~ry 
to be immediately carried out in connec,wn 
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 
expm-ieure, is certain to t!l,ke p!aoo." 
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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 rontradieted 
the assertion that Dr. Hobbs had made, 
that the rel?ort was one-sided. In proof of 
that he found, further on, in the serond part 
of the report, the following :-

" On inspecting this institution we found 
ample accommodation for a greater number of 
patients than will probably be 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 managPment, more particu
larly in relation to the treatment of patients, is 
however, defPctive and objt>ctionable. There 
are no printed .:>r written rules for the control 
or guidance of the c·hief warder, in whose hands 
too much power is p:aced." 

'l'hat was a point which Dr. O'Doherty had 
referred to. ThP honourable nwmber com
plained that the person left in charge, who 
was not a medical man, was left to his own 
discretion very much :-

" He appears to be perinitted to administer 
chloral and baths to patients whenever he deems 
necessary; in fact, the treatmer.t in this res
pect seems to have assumed a stereotyped form 
to which all patients are mdiscriminately sub
jected, and with, we believe, in at least onP, if 
not two cases, fatal results. Oonsid,•ring the 
various coustitutions of patients, the numerous 
causes and forms of insanity, and the fact that 
it is in the earhcr stage of brain diseases p oper 
ancljud:cious medical treatment is mo~t e scnt.ial 
to recovery, we ea .not but PXpress our strong 
cli~approml of such practice. The opinions of 
the medical men--members of the commissi»n 
and others-confirm our view that the adminis
tration of baths and chloral by a non-medical 
man is irre~ular and da11gernus. \<Vherevet• per
so .a] restr .int is de •med absoluteh necessary, 
it should be immediately reported to tlie 
medical officer, and only continued un.ter 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 
thJ<t 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 commisswn wer<J men 
of education and intelligence, and were p3r
fectly cap.tble of arriving at a very proper 
conclusion in their report. Sp?aking in the 
first of his letters, the HonourableDr.Hobbs 
described the report of the commission as 
"diRingmuous and one-sided." That was 
insulting in its tone to the commission. 
As he (:.\fr. Brown) Raid b~fore, he h 1d no 
sympathy with Dr. O'Doherty; he believed 
that the honourable member made a very 
good case; but he was gctting impatient 
under the discussion that had been raist>d; 
-he stood up now to defend the commis-

sion, to whom both Houses of Parliament 
and the country were Vf'ry much indt>bted. 
The Honour"ble Dr. Hobbs said, further-

" It. must be evident to the most imp>trtial 
read. r of this rep •rt that, from its beginning 
to its ending, a fore.qone t•ont·lusion had bPen 
dPtermined up on, and that was, tile condemna
tion of the institution and its officers." 

Now, he (Mr. Brown) did not know why 
so swePping a condemnation should be 
made of the commission, that those gen
tlemen were biased. He thought they 
would be the last to act as the Honourable 
Dr. Hobbs had asserted. Although it 
would be but just to the commission that a 
discussion shoulcl take place, yet there was 
other business of importance on the paper; 
and he should conclude by brit>fly express
ing his rpgret that a letter eh tracteriz"d 
by so much bitter feeling should have b!en 
written, from which such a misunderstand
ing had arisen between two honourable 
members of the House whose services were 
so valuable. 

The PosT~LiSTER-GEXERAL said: It ap
peared to him that the discussion-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 thP public, in regard to c 'rtain 
accusations-had b,'come rather too dis
cursive', and he thought it would b~ expe
dient for the Hou'e to abandon 1t.. and 
prol•eed to the business on the p:1per. 

HoNOURABLE ME~fBERS : Hear, hear. 
'Ihe PosT~IASTER-G~NERAL: He thought 

that the doctor would b' satisfied. 
An HoxovRABLE ME.l!BER : \Vhich 

doctor P 
The Hon. T. B. STEPHENS : Both of 

th~m. 
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 before the country. He (the 
Postmaster-General) did not himself see 
that there would be any good g;1ined 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 matttJr 
to a division at all. If the honourable 
membPr took his suggestion he would with
draw it. 

HoNOURABLE ME:l1:BERS : Hear, hear. 
The PosTMASTER-GENERAL: If carried, 

the result would b3 nothing; and it would 
be just as well that the House, as at pre
sent aclvist>d, at all events, should refrain 
from expressing an opinion upon the hon
ourable gentlPmen's misunderstanding. 

The Hon. E. I. C. BROWNE 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. K. I. O'DoHERTY said he was 
quite disposed to accept the proposal of 
the Postmaster-General to withdraw the 
resolution: The honourable gentlemim 
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. IIobbs. 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 b•:gged ieave 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 am1mdments. 

In reference to the postponement of the 
close season, "from lst October to the lst 
of ]\'[arch," 

The Hon. \V. 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, 
woodpeekers, 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 
to the Assembly by message in the usual 
form. 

FORTITUDE VALLEY PARSONAGE 
BILL. 

The House went into committee on the 
Fortitude V alley 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 trustee~ of lands granted for public 
worship to divert them from the purpose 

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 expectt•d that some such course 
was intended in reference to the district in 
which hr .resided ; and he should oppose it, 
as also all such action 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. \V. THORNTON explained the 
circumstances which gave rise to the intro
duction o£ the Bill. A new parsonage was 
to be erected on part of the land now occu
pied by the new Church of England, 
Fortitude V alley, 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 PosTMASTER-GENERAL admitted that 
there was great reason in what the Hon
ourable Mr. Gregory had urged, that 
specific trusts should not be departed 
from. In this case, however, one freehold 
was to be exch&,nged 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 CHAIRMAN 
reported that the Bill had passed without 
amendment, and the report 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 PosT:"tiASTER-GENERAL, 
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 select committee, 
showing the bank holidays, as follow :-

"ScHEDULE.-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 bolidav and whenever the t.wentv-sixth 
clay of Dece"mber falls upon a ::\fonday 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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.A.UDITOR-GE~ER.A.L'S PE~SION BILL. 
The PosTMASTER-GmmRAL 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 SmTice Act of 1863 should 
be appointed to the offiee of Auditor-Gene
ral, he should, on his retirement 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 11·ould 
be entitled to if he rmmined under the 
Civil Service Act. 'rhe gentleman who 
was now Auditor-General had been in the 
Civ.il Service of this colony and X ew South 
Wales over twenty -nine years. lT p to the 
time of his appointment asAuditor-Geupral, 
in 1867, he contributed towards the Civil 
Service fund; but, by the lst section of 
the Civil Spn-ice Act, when he became 
Auditor-General he ceaRed to be under the 
provisions of that statute. The result had 
been that he had forfeited his right to the 
superannuation allowance under the Ci>il 
Ser>icc 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 ha>e accrued to him had he remained 
a member of the Ci,il 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 senices of 
a >aluahlc 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 he one which 
was very just and equitable. However much 
inclined the Council might he 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 instance there could be hut one 
mind in the House as to the real claims of 

the officer to whom the Bill referred. They 
had known him for a great many years as 
a very careful and praiseworthy Civil 
servant, who had conducted 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. 

CHIXESE D-L\UGRANTS REGULATION 
BILL. 

The House resolved into Committee of 
the \\nole for the consideration of the 
Message of the Legislative Assembly, res
pecting amendments made hy that. House 
in the Chinese Immigrants Regulat10n Bill 
upon the amendments of the Council. 

The Message set out that the Assem
bly--

" AgreA to the amendment in clause 1, with 
the following amendment-

" Omit 'of any island in the Chinese seas,' 
and insert 'its clepE>ndencies.' 

" 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 a 
charge upon the colony, than to impose a poll
tax upon such immigrants. 

" Di•agree to the amendment omitting 
elause 10, 

" Because it is considered undesirable to 
subject bona 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 PosNHSTER-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 cliffieuHy was felt by the Assembly 
as to the inhabitants of Hongkong, which 
was an island in the Chinese 8eas, hut was, 
at the same time, a part of the British 
possessions. Hence the amendment. He 
mo>ed that it he agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 7-
The PosTMASTER-GENERAL said it would 

be observed that the Assembly had agreed 
to the Council's amendment in the 3rd 
clause of the Bill in regard to the number 
of Chinrse that a ship should carry-in 
the proportion of one passenger to every 
ten tons burden ;-but insistPd upon the 
retPntion 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 rath:'r than have 
further disagreement upon the Bill. He 
moved-

That the Council do not. insist upon their 
amendment. 

The Hon. F. T. GREGORY contended for 
imisting upon the amendment of the 
Council, but for the thin House not allow
ing of a fair expression o£ opinion. 

The PRESIDE"'T 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 
immigraLion of Chinese. The simple plan 
was, to put a poll-tax on Chinamen, as by 
the Council's amendments would be the 
case, wit.hout the cumbrous process of 
returning thr> £10 upon their going away. 
It seemed like o:fftJring a premium or a 
bonus to Chinamen to get rid of them. As 
£10 was colleeted 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 cctre 
in what shape the Bill p·tssPd; so he 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 th~t 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 a burden on, the 
colony ; and he thought it was but reason
ab'e and fair that they should pay a poll
tax in order to meet the cost incnrred on 
their account in various ways. Wlwrever 
he went, in hospitals, gaols, or ch~ritable 
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 PosTMASTER-GENERAL 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. THORNTON advocated the 
"drawb'tck" on Chinamen, as on other 
imported "goods" passing through the Cus
toms. 

The Hon. W. F. LAMBERT expressed his 
surprise at what the Honourable Dr. Hobbs 
had said as to Chinamen being a heavy 
tax on the eharitable institutions of the 
eolony. 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 tLumber of yearcl he had been in the 
bush op.ly once was he asked by a C4ina· 
man for rations. The Chinese when travel-

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 "·ay they 
went to the stores and bought rations. 
That was his experience during fifteen 
years. Therefore, he was surpdsed to hear 
that Chinese were a tax on the colony, in 
proportion to thPir numbers. 

The Hon. \V. HoBBS agrePd that the 
Chinese were frugal and thrifty ; they 
were clever, bnt practisPd 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 be; prac
tically impossible to carry out the intention 
of the clause, because Chinese resembled 
one another so closely they could not be 
individually recognized. 

'l'he Hon. \V. F. LAMBERT suggested 
that they should be photographed. 

The Hon. F. T. GREGORY : Brand them., 
The Hon. \V. F. LaMBERT: That would 

be an improvpment! Certainly. 
The Hon. F. T. GREGORY said he should 

be sorry to SPe a law passed whil'h 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 mmy other things, 
before he could get a certificate for the 
r,,turn of the £10. The country had had 
enough of that sort of thing in the land 
laws, under which a man charged with 
being a dummy, on the dictum of a Minis
ter, had to prove that he waq not a fraudu
lent person. Let the poll-tax be paid and 
there end. 

The PosT:I1ASTER-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 affidavit that they took up the land 
boni1 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. 

'l'he CHAIRlfAN required that the dis
cussion should be confined to the question 
before the committee. 

The Hon. J. C. HEUSSLER; 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 clause lO-
In answer to the Hon. W. Ho:IlBS, who 

expressed his fears that the certificates of 
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exempliou "·ould be marketable commodi
ties amongst the Chinese, and would be 
used to evade the }Jayment of the innni
grant's fee, 

The PosT:UASTER-GE::>ERAL said that the 
certificates would only be issued to bona 
fide residents of the colony at the time of 
the passing of the Bill, and at the discre
tion of the Colonial Treasurer, who 1Yould 
not allow the clause to apply except to 
well-known persons who might desire t.o 
leave the colony for a tcmportcry purpose. 
It was not likely that certificates would 
be issuecl indiscriminately to irresponsible 
persons. 

The clause was restored, and all the 
consequential amendments were made in 
the Bill. Upon the CHAIRliiAN presenting 
the report from the committee, the same was 
adopted by the House, and a message was 
ordered to be sent down to the Assembly 
stating that the Cotmcil 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 
P ARLIAl\lEN'r. 

Messages were recei vcd from the Legisla
tive Assembly as under:-
" 1. Flans of various Railways. 
"1\-fr. !'RESIDENT, 

"The L~gislative Assembly having agreed to 
the followmg resolutions, viz. :-

" 1. That this House approves of the plans, 
sections, and book of reference of the extension 
of t.he railway from vYarwick to Stanthorpe, 
laid up n the table of this House ; 

"2. 'l'hat this House approves of the plans, 
set,tions, and book of reference of the railway 
from Maryborongh to Gympie, laid upon the 
hblc of this House; 

"8. That this House approves of the plans, 
seciwns, and book of rl'ferenec o£ the railway 
from Bumhberg towards Mount Perry, lai~l 
upon the table of this House; 

"4. That this House approves of the l•hms, 
sections, and book of reference of the extension 
of the railway from Comet to Emerald Dmn1s, 
laid upon the table of this House; 

" 5. Tlmt this House a pp roves of the plans, 
sections, and book of reference of the extension 
of the railway from Dulacca to Homa, laid 
upon the table of this House ; 

" 6. That this House approves of the plans, 
sections, ancl book of reference of the railway 
from 'l.'o wnsville towards Charters Towers, laid 
upon the table of this House ; 
" beg now to forward to the Legislative Council 
for their approval the said plans, sections, and 
books of reference. 

"II. E. KING, 
"Speaker. 

"Legislative As-llcmbly Clmmlwr, 
"Brisbane, 7th August., 1877." 

"2. Plans of the llighfields Branch Railway. 
").Ir. PRESIDKNT, 

"The Legisl::ttivc Assembly luwino· a"reecl to 
the followi)lg resolution, ·viz. :_j'lh~t this 

1877-s 

House approves of the plan, section, and book 
of reference of the branrh railway line from 
Uighfields Raihmy Station to llighfields Sum· 
mit, laid upon the table of tllis House, beg 
now to forward to the Legislative Council for 
their a pproYal the said plan, section, and book 
of reference. 

"H. E. KING, 
"Speaker. 

"Legislative Assembly Chamber, 
"Brisbane, 7th August, 1877." 

At a subsequent stage of the proceedings 
of the Council, 

The PRESIDENT said he had to bring 
under the notice of the House a matter 
UJ)On which he should be glad to haTe their 
advice, in reference to the railway plans, 
presumed, now, to have been laid on the 
table. It had been 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 consicleraiion, 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 
reeeipt, become responsible for them. But, 
before ttny step was taken and a precedent 
establiRhed, he (the President) thought it 
woulcl be better that the matter should be 
referred to the Standing Orders Committee 
to consider and report Ul)On. The practice 
hitherto had been that whatever documents 
approved were ~ent 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 nJl documents and papers 
belonging to the Council shall be in the clerk, 
who shall not permit tmy to be remowd there
from without leave of the House." 
It had been the pmcticc to return plan;.; 
and sueh documents to the department of 
the Government from which they had 
emanated, without asking the House for 
their permission ; and the matter had 
attral'ted attention, as, no doubt, nonoura
blc members were aware, and it was now 
under consideration by a joint committee 
of both Houses of l'arliam.ent. He pre
sumed that, bl'forl' long, the H omc would 
be in po~scssion of the report· of that com
mittee, ancl would know what reeommenda· 
tions they would make. But, until further 
con~icleration was given to the matter, he 
thought it 1Yould bl' as well for the Clerk 
of the Council to take no stPp, unless he 
was authorized to do so by the House; 
and prrhaps it would be advisablP, as he 
(the l're,:illPnt) said before. that the Stand
ing Ordl'rs Committee should give their 
considc~·atiou to it. 



[l'UlTXCIL.J Adjournment. 

The PosT3USTER-GmmRAL saitl hl' hall 
no doubt that the unu,ual rl'qlwst madu by 
the Clerk of tlw Assembly for an ackllO\Y· 
lodgment of the receipt of the plans had 
arisen in connection with the matter which 
had boon alrciu1y referred to a joint com· 
mittco of the two Houses, and 1vhich 
originated in the circumRhnce that certain 
railway plans "IYhichhacl been sent from the 
LcgislativoAssemblytothc Council had bl'Cn 
subsequently delivered by an oi!icer of the 
Council to one of the pcrmmwnt heads of 
th" Goyornment departments. :For his own 
part, 1vithout giving the subject any con
sideration, except what prcscntotl itself to 
him at the present moment, he did not sec 
that it would be objectionable at all for the 
oflicials of the Council, upon comparing the 
plans aml finding tht'm to agn'e with the 
tabulated statement that the Clerk of the 
Assembly had furnished, to give a simple 
acknowledgment to that effect; b:-cause, 
the Railway Act required that no railway 
should be constructed unless the plans, 
sections, and book of refprence had been 
approved of by resolution of both Houses 
of Parliament ; and thP plans, sections, and 
books of reference referred to hacl now 
reached the Council, after ha1ing met with 
the approYal of the Legislative Assembly; 
and it was possible, from oversight, 
nrgligence, or accident, that some other 
plans might come before the House 
which were not identical wilh the plans 
which had passed through the Assembly. 
Therefore, it was desirable, as he took 
it, that there should be some means of 
identifying plam that had passed through 
one Chamber and come up to the other; 
and that, if any dispute did arise in the 
construction of a railway, it should be 
beyond a douht that the plans wPrc right 
as having received the apvroval of both 
Houses. ·ender the eireumstancPs, it 
seemed rather to strengthen the approval 
of both· Houses that an acknowledgment 
should pass from the officers of one to the 
officN'S of the other that the plans and books 
of refercmee had bc~.m received. HoweYer, 
as it was a novelty, and required more 
deliberate consideration than could be given 
to it at present, perhaps the suggestion of 
the Prl'sident was the best one to aCI.opt
let it be referred to the Standing Orclers 
Conunittee. It was just possible 'that the 
report of the joint committee would bear 
upon the question. In the meantime, the 
President would give an instruction to the 
officer of the House to aclopt means to com
p:n•e the tabulated state:ncnt 1rith the 
plans receiyecl, and to snsp_'Jld further 
action. It would be a satisfaction to the 
House, and a security, to know that the 
plans receive cl for consideration were umlt>r 
safe custody; otht'rwise, their efforts might 
be rriHkrecl useless. 

The PRESIDENT: \Yhat. he thought would 
be a better arrangement was, that the Acting-

C!Prk of tlw Coun(·il shoulll rxmnine the 
plans aml rqJOrt to him that they WCl\l 

eonrct or aeeorcling to cle~cription, aml 
that he should stamp them 1nth the stamp 
of the Legislative Council ; and then the 
HousP could srncl a nwssage to th(' Assc'lll· 
bly stating that th,'y had l'l'Cei ,-eel e:rtain 
pl1ms ; b~'canS(', it stmck him that the 
officers of one House communicating with 
the officers of the other might involve some 
inconYcniellC,'. He dicl not sec it imme
diately; but such a mode of communica
tion was unusual. Nothing was clone 
between the Hous,'S of Parlianwnt except 
by mes:;age from one House to the other; 
--tlwro was no comnnmication otherwise. 
If it met with the approval of the House, 
hP wonlcl instraet tlll' Clerk to prc'parp for 
him, so that he eoulcl lay it on tlu table, 
to-morro11·, a detailed statement of thr 
plans received, with the as~rrlion that he 
hacl put the stamp of the Council upon each 
plan. 

'!.'he Hon. F. T. GrwGORY: It appeared 
to him, at first, that therJ was Yery little 
doubt that the recommendation of thr 
President was the be~t, to rcfpr tlw matter 
to the Standing Orders Committee'; hut it 
struck him that the form o£ certificate on 
Bills that p~tssed from one House to the 
other was the most effective means of idt'n
tification of documents apprond of by Par
liaml'nt, and would exactly moot the case. 
The plan suggested of sending a message 
wonltl meet all requirements. 

'!.'he Hon. J. C. HB"C"SSLHR concurred in 
the suggestion to stamp the documents. 
The committee would, doubtlrss, rc'port in 
a few days. 

The l'osT3LI.STER·GENRRAL: Since he 
spoke be fore, he considered that tlw suggc'S· 
tion thrown out by the President 1vas the 
one that would meet all the rrqnirments of 
tho case entiJ·cly. No further action need 
bll taken. If the officers of the Council 
verified the plans received from the Legis
lative Assembly by message of present 
datr, that could be nokd on the journals of 
the House, and there was evidence patent 
that the Council had recciYed certain plans. 

The PRESIDENT : As the House agreed 
with him ho should take measures accord
ingly. 

Tl!;c matter drollp:-d. 

ADJOUR~MENT. 

In moving the adjournment of the House, 
The PosT3USTER-GRNERAL said he hoped, 

next day, to be in a position to determine, 
with the approval of honourable members, 
what adjournment the House would make 
01cr next week. There ~~-as a proposal 
bc'fore the other branch of the Lrgislature 
that there should be an adjournnwnt from 
]<'riday next for a fortnight. As there was 
nothing on the Council 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 Hou~P. 
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 ho should, to-morrow, 
ask the House to adjourn for a fortnight. 

Appointment nf the [~1·her. 1H5 




