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Auriferous Deposits,

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Thursday, 4 September, 1884,

Pettigrew Estate Enabling Bill.—Assent to Bills.—Esti-
mates for the Year 1884-5—Formal Motion.—Wages
Bill—third reading.—Anriferous Deposits at Mount
Morgan.—Motion for Adjournment.—Gympie Gas
Company (Iimited) Bill—dJury Act Amendment Bill.
—Icalth Bill-—ecommittec.—Adjournment,

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
3 o’clock.

PETTIGREW ESTATE ENABLING BILL.

Mr. TOOTE, as Chairman, brought forward
the Report of the Select Committee appointed to
inquire into this Bill.

The second _reading of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for Thursday next.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

The SPEAKER read messages from the
-Governor, intimating that His Hxcellency had
been pleased to assent to the following Bills :(—A
Bill to consolidate and amend the laws relating
to the Insane; and a Bill to authorise the issue
of Deeds of Grant and Leases in the names of
deceased persons in certain cases.

ESTIMATES FOR THE YEAR 1884-5.

The SPEAKER also announced that he had
received a message from the Governor forward-
ing the Xstimates-in-Chief for the year ending
June 30, 1885,

On the motion of the COLONTAL TREA-
SURER (Hon. J. R. Dickson), the Estimates
were ordered to be printed and referred to a
Committee of Supply.

The COLONIAL TREASURER laid on the
table of the House a Schedule of the XEstimates-
in-Chief for the year 1884-5, showing the total
remuneration received during the year 1883-4, by
all public officers holding more than one office,
or receiving any special allowance, fuel, or light
in addition to their fixed annual salaries; and
moved that the paper be printed.

Question put and passed.

FORMAL MOTION.
The following formal motion was agreed to :—

By Mr. MACROSSAN—

That there be laid on the table of the House, the
Report of the Survey of the Railway from Townsville to
Herbert River.

WAGES BILL—THIRD READING.
On the motion of Mr. MACROSSAN, this
Bill was read a third time, passed, and ordered
to be transmitted to the Legislative Council
by message in the usual form.

AURIFEROUS DEPOSITS AT MOUNT
MORGAN.

Mr. NORTON said : Mr. Speaker,—Inmoving
the notice of motion standing in my name, I hope
the Minister for Mines will not think that I
wish to interfere in any way with him, or to dictate
in any way the course which I think he ought to
take with regard to this question. I would
point out to the hon. gentleman that the matter
is one in which I feel a great deal of interest—
not in a pecuniary way, I am sorry to say, but
it is a matter in which T am very much inter-
ested, because the DMount Morgan mine is
situated in 1y district ; and, as the representa-
tive of that part of the country, I feel bound
to bring the subject before the House. The
circamstances connected with that discovery
are so peculiar that 1 think they will justify
the action which this motion asks for, I would
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point out that in the whole of the country from
Mount Morgan to the coast about Rockhampton,
and from the Fitzroy in"a southerly direction,
as far as I have been—to the Cania Diggings
—there are indications of deposits of minerals
of very many kinds. In a great number of
places gold has been discovered, though it has
not been found under similar conditions to
those. which exist at Mount Morgan. With
regard to Mount Morgan, I have not been there
myself, and I do not know enough geology
to express an opinion, if T had; but I have
been told by persons who have had a great
deal to do with gold-mining in Australia
and elsewhere, and also by gentlemen who
have a considerable knowledge of geology,
that, in the whole of Australia, gold has never
been found in such circumstances as it has been
found at Mount Morgan. The geological com-
bination is different there to what it isin any
other portion of Awustralia, and some persons
even go so far as to say that no similar combina~
tion is found in any other part of the world. Of
course I do not know whether that is correct or
not, but Iamn quite sure that persons who have
been much among mines, and who have seen
specimens from Mount Morgan, would never for
one moment—unless they knew that gold had
been found there—think of looking over the
country in which that stone exists, with the
expectation of finding gold, So far as 1 have
been over the country between Mount Morgan
and the Cania Diggings, I know that there are
indicativns of extensive voleanic disturbance,
though not the unusual geological combinatiens
in which this gold has been found at Mount
Morgan. T think that that fact of itself is suffi-
cient to justify a special examination of the
country, with the view of ascertaining as far as
can be done whether there is any probability of
finding a similar deposit in any other place—not
only in the neighbourhood of Mount Morgan,
but in any other part of the colony. I noticed
in the Courier the other day a paragraph refer-
ring to specimens which had been brought down
from the Mount Morgan mine. It said :—

“(Captain Whish, who has recently retwrned from a
visit to the Mount Morgan gold-mine, has brought with
himn a2 pumber of very interesting specimens from that
place. Anyone expecting, from accounts of the richness
of the discoveries, to be shown pieees of gold-bespangied
quartz would be greatly disappointed, for the specimens
are quite devoid of all appearance of gold, at least to the
unassisted eye. Some are in the form of stalactite
of ironstone, and this is the general appearance of stone
froin the upper cutting; but from the lower cutting speci-
mensare brought bearing astrong resemblance to pumice-
stone, belng of very much the same colour, and yperfectly
honeyeombed throughout. Another specimen which
was picked up by Captain Whish, near to stone of the last-
named class, was quite white, like chalk, but lighter, as it
will fioat on water. All these spreimens are from gold-
bearing stone, though only in a few of them can any
trace of the precious metal be detected. Selections
are contintally being taken up ; but all the old indica-
tiops are at fault, and the only test that can be applied
to the stone is to take out a few toms of it and send it
down for assay. The general appearance of the stone
in the upper cutting is that of slag from a furnace;
but the lighter coloured stone already spoken of is
also found to be very rich. As has already been pointed
out in foriner articles, this discovery is quite unique
in the anmals of miniag, and it is supposed that the
quartz and iron and gold have been in a state of fusion ;
and that the gold has been made to permeate the
whole mass by a jet of steam. It is the only place in
which gold has heen found without any alloy of silver,
and the product is worth something like £& 4s. 8d. per
ounce.

Of course, Mr. Speaker, I do not venture to say
how far that is a correct description of Mount
Morgan and the specimens which have been
brought from there.

The PREMIER (Hon, 8, W, Griffith); It is
quite correct,
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Mr. NORTON : T believe it is quite correct.
The specimens I have seen are just like pieces of
iron, and anyone seeing them lying on the
ground would not think that in that country
there was the slightest use in looking for gold.
Mount Morgan is a sonsiderable distance from
Cania, where a similar voleanic upheaval has
taken place as at the former place, but whether
it has been the same volcanic eruption I can-
not tell. There have, however, been volcanic
disturbances right through to Cania. The geo-
logical combination there is different from
other parts of the country I know—the Moun-
tain Rose I think they call it. There is
a mixture of sandstone and, I think, iron-
stone and copper—in fact, all sorts of stones
and minerals, which one does not expect to see
under ordinary circumstances. Of course I do not
expect, if a geologist is sent to Mount Morgan,
that he will go all round the district. At the
present time I believe that Mr. Rands, who
came out to act under Mr. Jack’s direction, is
in that neighbourhood. Where the geological for-
mation is so entirely different it is very important,
not only to the particular localities concerned,
but to the whole colony, that the report of a
geologist in whom there is every reason to place
confidence should be obtained, in order that
miners in the rest of the colony may have some-
thing to guide them in looking for gold in places
where they have not had the expectation to
find it before. I know that Mr. Jack’s time
has been very much engaged lately, but I
think the Minister for Mines might possibly
make arrangements so that he might be able
to spare time, under circumstances such as
these, for two or three weeks, or whatever time
may be necessary for him to examine the dis-
trict. T do not suppose it will take more than a
month ; and the work that he is engaged upon,

although important, might with advantage
to the colony be postponed for the time

Mr. Jack should be required to go down there.
I mention Mr. Jack because he is a gentleman
whom we all know something about. Reports
have been sent down by him at different times
from various places, and T think there is a feel-
ing of confidence that he is a gentleman whose
report can be depended on entirely. I do not
think it is necessary for me to say very much on
the subject. I know a great many gentle-
men have seen specimens of the stone from
Mount Morgan, and T am not sure there
are not some about now, but I have none
myself or T would have brought them. I
hope the Minister for Mines will see the
importance of making an effort to get a special
report under the peculiar circumstances of the
case, in order that the people in the neighbour-
hood, and the miners throughout the colony
generally, may have a better opportunity of
gaining knowledge with regard to new dis-
coveries in connection with the deposit, than
they have at the present time. I therefore
move— .

That, taking into consideration the unusual geological
formation of the auriferous deposits at Mount Morgan,
in the vieinity of Rockhampton, it is desirable that a
special report by a competent geologist should be
obtained at as early a date as practicable, dealing pay-
ticularly with the exceptional conditions under which
gold has been discovered in that locality.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. W.
Miles) said: Mr. Speaker,—There is not the
slightest objection to the motion just moved
by the hon. member for Port Curtis, if he will
amend it in one particular. He asks for a
special report by a competent geologist ; and what
I understand from the hon. meniber’s speech is,
that he would like Mr. Jack brought down to
report upon this particular formation. But I
think, sir, that the wording of the motion is
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invidious. It would make it appear that Mnr.
Rands, the Assistant Geologist, is not competent.

AMr NORTON : Oh, no'!

The MINISTER FOR MINES : If the hon.
gentleman will consent to amend his motion to
the effect that Mr. Jack be requested to make a
survey of this goldfield, there will not be the
slightest objection. The hon., gentleman will
see that from the way in which the motion is
worded, if Mr. Jack is brought down it will
appear that Mr. Rands is not competent.

Mr. SMYTH said : Mr. Speaker,—The moticn
before the House is of more importance to the
people of Mount Morgan than to the public
generally. If I were a shareholder in the
Mount Morgan mine I shonld not like to have a
geologist sent there to make a report unless I
knew him to be thoroughly competent. In the
early days of (Gympie there was a Government
geologist asked to make a report, and he very
nearly ruined the field. He condemned one
mine, stating that the miners would never get
through the greenstone, in which he stated they
were working, and that they would never get
gold below that. The consequence was that
had it not been for the energy of Mr. Lord, Mr.
Couldery, and others, who wonld not take the
word of that geologist, the greenstone would
never have been pierced, and the rich yields of
gold since discovered would never have been obh-
tained. Ifsome ‘‘ greenhorn” of a geologist were
sent to report, he might do the mine more harm
than good. I know another case, where a cele-
brated geologist, who came from Victoria with
a great reputation, who is now reporting on the
silver-mines at Silverton, in New South Wales,
near the border of Adelaide : that geologist I
know to be a fraud, because I have been down a
mine with him and heard him call mundie gold.
Therefore I think the shareholders of Mount
Morgan mine shouid be very careful how they
let their mine be inspected ; and if the Govern-
nment do send a man out, they should see that he
is thoroughly competent.

Mr, FERGUSON said : Mr. Speaker,—I do
not, think there can be any objection whatever to
the motion moved by the hon, member for Port
Curtis, which will, no doubt, be of some benefit
to the colony. At the same time, I should have
much preferred a motion asking the Government
to assist in trying to develop other places besides
Mount Morgan—in the district of Rockhampton.
I see by the papers that the Minister for Mines
has promised to give £2 for every £1 subscribed
by the people of Maryborough for prospecting
purposes in that district. If the Government
procure or purchase a diamond drill for the dis-
trict . which the hen. member for Port Curtis
has mentioned, to be under the control of some
local authority—say the divisional board—if the
Government will procure that, and allow the
local anthority to hire or lend it out to any
party prepared to work it at their own expense,
it would very likely be the means of develop-
ing other mineral deposits besides that of
Mount Morgan. I know myself that the
formation in the locality of Mount Morgan
is of the same character as Mount Morgan
itself, though gold may not be found on
the surface; but it may be found at a con-
siderable distance beneath; and a diamond
drill might lead to discoveries quite as valuable
to the colony as Mount Morgan itself. I have
been asked by several of my constituents to
bring this matter before the House. I do not
wish that the Government should pay anything
towards the expenses of working the drill.

i suggest that they should procure it and appoint a

practical man to take charge of it, on the under-
standing that those who engage 1t shall pay his
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wages together with the other working expenses.
T think 1 need say no more at present. 1 have
no objection to the motion.

Mr. LISSNER said : Mr, Speaker,—TI feel it
my duty, as the representative of a mining
constituency, to speak on this motion. I notice
that the Minister for Mines has promised to
give £2 for every £1 subscribed for pros-

pecting in the Maryborough district, and
I think that the districts all round in the
colony should receive the same. We are all

inclined to further the development of our mines
if we can get the assistance of the (Government.
If the Government would be good enough to
place £10,000 or £20,000 on the KEstimates, to be
spent all over the colony, I will be one to vote
forit. We have stamina enough to find the
original capital, and we only want the Govern-
ment to provide the balance ; but to confine the
subsidy to Maryborough, or Gympie, or Mouunt
Morgan, would not be fair.

The MINISTER FOR
Charters Towers !

Mr. LISSNER: Certainly. If there is to
be such a sumn on the Hstimates we ought all to
e in it. We will find the foundation of the
arrangement, and the Governuent the balance
and if the Government will only grant £20,000
next year as a subsidy we can develop mines
in every direction, and to the benefit of the
whole colony. When asum is wanted, of course
it will have to be specified what it is required
for, and the warden will have to report on the
application. As far as diamond drills are con-
cerned, they are very good in their way, but at
Charters Towers they have proved a failure. In
the granite we have got there we bore a hole, and
pay £500 or £600 for the hole; and it always
happens that the reef we intend to strike is not
exactly where the hole is bored. Diamond drills
have proved of great advantage in Victoria,
where they knew the strata they had to bore
through; but when we get into granite the yare a
failure. I am not going to ask the Government
to spend money on diamond drills, but to place
on the Estimates a sum sufficient to enable them
to give £2 to £1 to develop the mining industry
all over the colony; and I have no doubt we shall
find more wonderful mines even than Mount
Morgan. With regard to Mr. Jack, he is quite
zood enough a geological adviser to give the
miners a guideto go by, independent of diamond
drills. I have nothing further to say beyond
again expressing the hope that the Minister
for Works will be good enough to put £20,000
on the Hstimates to develop the mines of the
colony, and we will find the balance.

Mr. NORTON, in reply, said: I shall be very
glad to accept the suggestion of the Minister for
Lines, and omit the word *‘ competent” from the
motion. With regard to Mr., Rands, I do not
think anyone would suppose for a moment that I
intended to cast any slight upon him. By a
motion I tabled some time ago, and which the
then Governmment accepted, 1 was the means of
getting Mr, Rands brought out to the colony;
and 1 was particularly interested in getting

MINES: Or to

him sent to the district I represent, as
soon as he arrived in the colony. Mr.
Rands is a new man in the colony, and

it is hardly to be expected that we can yat
have that confidence in him—knowing nothing of
him—that we have in Mr. Jack, from whom
we have had so many reports, and whose reports
have always been good. I may also state that
Mr. Rands is going through the course I marked
oubt for him before the late Government left
office.  Imstructions were left by me, which the
present Minister for Mines has seen fit to carry
vut ; although at that time Mount Morgan was
unknown, and there is no mention of it in those

- golony to swallow it
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instructions. I have heard that Mr. Rands is
very well qualified to go there and report upon
it. " With regard to the suggestion of the hon.
member for Rockhampton, I should be very
glad to see his wishes carried out, but there is
such a thing as defeating one’s own eunds by
asking too much. As to the subsidy of £2 to
£1, referred to by the hon. member for Kennedy,
which has been” promised by the Minister for
prospecting for gold near Maryborough, it has
been the practice for years to give a subsidy of
£2 to £1, to parties going out prospecting for
gold, all over the colony. There was a st of
£2.000 for that purpose on the Lstimates .’ca,bled
by the late Government, and I believe it was
adopted in the FEstimates of the incoming (Gov-
ernment, As far as the money goes, no doubt
the Minister will be glad to help the hon. mem-
ber or any of his constituents. T propose to
amend thé motion by omitting the words “a
competent,” and inserting * the Government.”

Mr. MELLOR said : One would almost think,
from the remarks that have been made, that Mr.
Rands is not a capable geologist. It would be a
great pity if such were the case. Mr. Rands is
now in the Wide Bay district, and it would be a
misfortune to that district if he were not a
thoroughly competent geologist. With reference
to what has fallen from the hon. member for
Kennedy, if he wants to get a subsidy for any
prospecting party he can easily do so by making
the necessary application to the Minister for

Mines, But he must understand that the sub-
sidy is not given for developing already

known veefs, but to parties sent out to pros-
pect for quite new discoveries. I trust that
the suggestion of the hon. member for Rock-
hampton, with regard to providing diamond
drills for mining districts, will be acted upon.
I think great service would be done not only
for gold-mining but in prospecting for coal. [
believe that in the Wide Bay district at the
preseut time there are coal-mines where, if a
drill were placed, it would be of great service to
the district. At Gympie, too, which is not
simply a goldfield, there are strata in which,
if slate-beds were discovered, I am satisfied
we should get coal. If the diamond drill were
to go down, say, 1,000 feet, and find the level of
some of the strata, we are confident we should
get the same results as in the upper levels.

Motion, as amended, put and passed.

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. ISAMBERT said : Mr. Speaker,—I beg
to move the adjournment of the House, in con-
sequence of certain remarks made on Tuesday
night by the leader of the Opposition. In speak-
ing on the Immmigration Bill, the hon. gentle-
man said—I quote now from Hansard :—

“The Ion. Sir T. McIuwrATri said e would tell the
Comumittee the reason why somne Germans voted against
him at the late elections. One adviser of the Germans,
in a position analogous to that held by the hon. member
for Rosewood, went round and told those men-—with
whomn he had always been on good terms, with whom
he had heen friendly, whose families he had helped, and
whose sons and dauglitershe had employed—told them
both verbally and in writing that if McIwraith was re-
turned the first thing he would do on getting into power
would be to eall in the title-deeds of their estates, and
convey all the land back to thesquatters. Men who would
listen to advisers such as the hon. member for Rosewood
showed that they had not got to that point of perfection
in their education as electors which he, at all events,
Qesired to see.”

That statement was so astotnding that I would
not venture that evening to reply to it. I am
certain that no man, even during an election
time, would make such an election speech ; and
if he did, it is impossible fg the people of the
Mo sane wan would
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venture to make it. T took the trouble of wiring
to Bundaberg to the following effect :—

* Mr. MelIlwraith stated last night in Parliament that
one adviser of Germans in Bundaberg of similar posi-
tion to myself, told verbally and by writing at last
election, if Mr. Mcllwraith return to power he would
call in the title-deeds of their estates, and convey such
land back to squatters. Is that trues
“To John Rowlands, Bundaberg, September 3rd, 1884.”

To-day Ireceived the following reply :—

“Give statement most emphatic denial. Challenge
production of such absurd writing.—Jouy RowWLANDS.”
The hon. gentleman also stated that—

“No doubt the Germans were in many respects good

citizens, but they were not going to sacrifice the whole
colony for them.”
Where is the sacrifice? Ibelieve the sacrifice is
at the expense of truth. If the hon. gentleman
is so hard up for arguments that he must villify
any people to make the colony believe such an
absurdity, then he must be very hard up indeed.
If all his arguments are based on as much truth
as this statement, then I really pity the Opposi-
tion.

Mr. CHUBB said: Mr., Speaker,—I take
advantage of the motion for the purpose of
asking the Premier a question without notice,
because it is a matter of some importance. It
is, whether his attention has been drawn to the
decision of the Supreme Court yesterday, which
will affect very materially the by-laws of muni-
cipal councils and divisional boards? The
decision is to this effect : that divisional boards
have no power to make by-laws imposing
license fees for the regulation of traffic—a deci-
sion which of course applies to municipal
councils, Is it the intention of the Premier to
take any steps in consequence of that decision ?

The PREMIER said : Mr. Speaker,—My atten-
tion was called to the matter by the hon. member
for Fortitude Valley, who intended mentioning it
tothe House. The decision of the Supreme Court
is one which, I think I may say without pre-
sumption, has created a good deal of surprise,
especially as last year a decision was given by
the Privy Council which, in my humble opinion,
involved the principle that under a statute such
as ours a corporate body has power to impose
license fees. I donot know whether that was
brought under the notice of the Supreme Court.
But at the present time we have to take the law
as it is declared by the Supreme Court here.
I propose therefore as early as possible, probably
next week, tobringin a Bill to remove all doubts
on the subject, and place on a satisfactory foot-
ing the power of municipal bodies to impose
license fees for this purpose.

Mr., BEATTIE said: Mr. Speaker,—I am
glad to hear the Premier say that. Iintendedto
ask a question similar to that put by the hon.
member for Bowen, having brought the matter
before the Premier ; and therefore I am glad to
find that it is the intention of the Government
to introduce a Bill to remedy the defect. I may
mention that it is becoming a most serious
question in reference to carrying out properly
the Divisional Boards Act, which I believe,
when properly worked, has done a great deal of
good throughout the colony ; but if local bodies
are going to be blocked in the way that is being
done it will be a serious matter. Whenever the
boards find there are breaches of the by-laws for
the good government of local bodies, and bring
a case before the court, I do not knowhow it is, but
they are ‘‘slated.” Those by-laws are made after
careful revision, in accordance with the Divisional
Boards Act ; they are, I presume, considered by
the Government, and they have been proclaimed
by various Governments, both past and present.

Yet, whenever someone has committed a breach |
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of those by-laws, and the matter is brought before
any of the courts, the local bodies are always
‘“slated ”; the presiding judges or the magis
trates pronouncing the by-laws wltre wvires.
I think it is time for this to be put a stop to.
Let us understand exactly the position of local
boards, and if they have no power except simply
that of levying rates on the ratepayers, I must
say it seems to me to be our duty to remove
from their shoulders all responsibility of govern-
ment in their divisions. I think it would be
injurions to ratepayers themselves, because good
government by local bodies depends upon the
great assistance they receive from the ratepayers
throughout the length and breadth of the colony.
I am very glad indeed to hear that the Govern-
ment propose to introduce an amending Act to
remedy these shortcomings in the present Divi-
sional Boards Acts,

Mr. LISSNER said : Mr. Speaker,—I am very
glad to hear what the Premier has said about
the divisional boards. With regard to what the
hon. member for Rosewood says about the Ger-
mans, as far as I remember the days of the
election, I think the Germans had a great say.
They had their own way as far as Rosewood was
concerned, and I think, while the hon. member
for Rosewood runs the *“ German ticket’in this
House, and Mr. Jaeschke grinds the organ, they
ought to be quite satisfied with that. I stood
for an electorate at the time, and being a German
myself I know what it means. I do not think
there is any necessity to say any more on the
matter; I am satisfied as to the German business.

Question put and negatived.
GYMPIE GAS COMPANY (LIMITED)
BILL

On the motion of Mr. SMYTH, the Order of
the Day for the second reading of this Bill was
postponed $ill Thursday next, as the report of
the Select Committee had not been circulated
amongst hon. members.

JURY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

On the motion of Mr. CHUBB, it was resolved
in Committee—

1. That it is desirable that a Bill be introduced to
amend the laws relating to Jurors, and to amend the
Jury Actof 1867.

2. That an Address be presented to the Governor,
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to recom-
mend to the House the necessary appropriation for
defraying the expenses likely to be caused by such Bill.

The House resumed, and the report was
adopted.

HEALTH BILL—COMMITTEE,

On the Order of the Day being read, the House
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, to
further consider this Bill in detail.

Clause 30 passed as printed.

On clause 31, as follows :—

“Thelocal authority of any district may, by agreement
with the local authority of any adjoining district, and
with the sanction of the board, cause its sewers to com-
municate with the sewers of the local authority of such
adjoining district, in such manner and on such terms
and subject to such conditions, as may be agreed on
between the local authorities, or, in case of dispute, may
be settled by the board.

« provided that, so Iar as practicable, storm-waters
shall be prevented from flowing from the sewers of the
first-mentioned local authority into the sewers of the
last-mentioned local authority, and that the sewage
of other districts or places shall not be permitted by
the first-mentioned local authority to pass into its
sowers 80 as to be discharged into the sewers of the
last-mentioned local authority without the consent of
such last-mentioned local authority.”

Mr. ARCHER said he would like to ask the
Premier whether the clause was a transcript
of the English Act. The clause provided that
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the storm-waters from the sewers of one local
authority should be prevented from flowing into
the sewers of another local authority, He fancied
it would be one of the most beneficial things
which could happen that the storm-waters should
flow into and flush them. If there was any
reason why that should not be so he would be
glad to hear it. i

The PREMIER said the clause was a trans-
cript of the English Act. He fancied the hon.
member for Fortitude Valley would give a
different account from the hon. gentleman as to
the advisability of allowing storm-water to run
Into sewers, as it often resulted in bursting the
sewers or overflowing them. Great inconvenience
had occurred in that way in the division of
Booroodabin, What was meant by storm-
waters 7 in the clause was a violent or enormous
quantity of water such as the sewers would not
be able to carry off. Of course ordinary flushing
of the sewers would be a very desirable thing.

Mr. ARCHER said the Premier mentioned
peculiar cases. The sewers must be made to
carry off the water, as there wasno other means
of carrying it off.

Mr. MOREHEAD said he could conceive
that a great many difficulties might arise with
regard to the clause. Suppose, for instance, that
the local authorities did not agree—and with all
due deference to the Minister for Liands, who
thought no two gentlemen could disagree, he
could quite conceive two local authorities not
agreeing. What would happen, supposing the
sewer constructed by one division terminated at
its entrance into another division?  Under the
Divisional Boards Act the highest legal authority
in the land had said that a divisional board
would be justified in building up the end
of a sewer coming from one division into
another. What would happen if the loecal
authority did not agree to the action of the
adjoining local authority ? What would happen
if the sewage from the drain constructed by
one local authority should be distributed over
a division where the local authority declined
to have anything to do with it? It appeared to
him that the clause was not such a simple one
as the hon. Premier would lead them to think.
Very great difficulties might arise under it.

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman
asked what would happen if the local authori-
ties did not agree as to their action. It was all
provided for by the clause. It said :—

“The local authority of any district may, by agree-

ment with the local authority of any adjoining district
and with the sanction of the board, cause its sewers
to communicate with the sewers of the local authority
of such adjoining district, in suel a manner, and on
sueh terms and subject to such conditions, as may be
agreed on between the local authorities, or, in case of
dispute, may be settled by the board.”
The board were the arbitrators to settle disputes.
If one local authority were to discharge the
sewage of their district upon another district,
they would be violating the 30th clause by crea-
ting a nuisance, and could be restrained by the
court, There was no question about that.

Mr. MOREHEAD said he could see where
very grave questions might arise in the working
of the clause. He could quite conceive a sewer
coming from a thickly populated and wealthy
division and the sewage matter being precipi-
tated upon a comparatively thinly populated
division. According to thedictum of the Premier
that would be a matter for the board to decide.
The hon. gentleman hadsaid that was the mean-
ing of the clause. The board were absolutely
empowered to overrule the action of the divi-
sional board and compel them to construct a
sewer to communicate with the sewer of the ad-
joining local authority, even when the divisional
board might not be able to see their way to go
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The hon. gentle-

into such an expensive work.
This was a very

man need not look so angry.
important Bill,

The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman does
not understand. If he will only read the
clause——

Mr. MOREHEAD said he had read the clause
and had looked atthe Bill, and he had also
looked at the hon. gentleman, and he was equally
dissatisfed with all three. He maintained that, if
the contention of the hon. member was correct,
that would be a matter for the Board of Health
to settle. Tt gave a power to that board to over-
rule divisional boards, or, as they were called in
the Bill, ‘‘local authorities.”

The PREMIER said the clause would not
in any way enable the local authority of one
district to compel the local authority of
another district to do anything except to permit
their sewers to communicate with the sewers of
the other district, and then only on such terms
and under such conditions as might be mutually
agreed upon, or, in case of dispute, as might be
settled by the board. If a local authority desived
to carry its sewage through another district they
would be enabled to do so under the 30th section,
which enabled them to construct works outside
their own district, under conditions set forth in
the 34th section.

Mr. MOREHEAD said that was exactly what
he had said. If there was a wealthy district in
a position to construct sewers contiguous to
another district not so populous or so wealthy,
they might flood it with sewage matter. The
clause said the local authority of one district
might cause its sewers to communicate with the
sewers in an adjoining district—but suppose there
were no sewers in the other district?

The PREMIER : Then the clause would not
come into operation.

Mr. MOREHEAD said that was exactly what
he wanted to get the hon. gentleman to admit :
that the Bill would actually be blocked and have
no effect in the event of one local authority
refusing to connect with the sewers of another
local authority.

The PREMIER : In that case the first local
authority, if they wished to do so, could make
sewers through the other district to carry their
sewage away.

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. member
would not understand and would get angry, and
he was sorry to see it. The hon., gentleman
would not understand that there might be a
break in the continuity of the line of sewers, by
the action of one divisional board, and one dis-
trict might be flooded with the sewage of another.

The PREMIER said he confessed he could
not understand the hon. gentleman. He thought
sometimes that he had not read the clause.

Mr. MOREHEAD : Yes, I have, over and
over again.

The PREMIER : Certainly there might be a
break in the continuity of the sewer, but, if a
higher division should want to make a sewer
through a lower division, ample power was given
for them to do so. They might =mike their
sewer through the lower division to carry their
sewage away, or, if there was a sewer
already in existence through the lower divi-
sion, then they might carry their sewer into
communication with the sewer in the lower divi-
sion, and use it as a channel for carrying away
surplus water. That was all that was re-
quired to be done. In one speech of the hon.
member he understood him to say that there
should be a power given to allow the sewage of
the higher division to run through the lower,
and in another speech that there should be no
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such power. He did not really understand what
the hon. gentleman’s contention was. If the
higher division wished to carry sewers through a
lower division they might do’so by constructing
works,

Mr. MOREHEAD : Not under the clause.

The PREMIER : Under the 20th and 30th
clauses, and subject to the provisions of the
34th, 35th, and 36th clanses. Powers were there
given for counstructing sewage works outside
other districts ; that was to say, for continuing
sewers through lands outside any particular

district. If there was in the lower district an
already existing sewer, the division in the higher

level might make their sewer connect with it,
providea that storm-waters were not allowed to
flow over the lower division.

Mr. MOREHEAD asked if there was a
distinet power given to the divisional board or
local authority to enter into and construct
worls, if tuey so elected, in another division ?

The PREMIER : Yes.

Mr. MOREHEAD : There is that absolute
power ?

The PREMIER : Ves.

Mr. MOREHEAD : Then it was a very
dangerous power,

The PREMIER : A very necessary one.

Mr. MOREHEAD said it was a dangerous
power, and one which would ®lead to great
complications and trouble. They had had
examples of how it would act in regard to some
of the divisions around Brisbane, where the flood-
waters had come through and swamped low-
lying portions of suburban lands.

Mr. SCOTT said the clause was not quite so
clear as the Premier would make hon. members
believe. As far as he understood it, from
reading the clause, and from what had been
said, it appeared that no divisional board or
constructing authority could commence to
make a sewer until it had received the
assistance of the other divisional bhoards in its
neighbourhood.  Take the cases of iunterior
places, where a division might be some distance
from the sea—where there might be two or
three municipalities or divisions between it and
the sea. If the first division wished to com-
mence a sewer it must get the concurrence of all
the other divisions, or else go to the expense of
making a sewer. right through the other divi-
sions, to the sea. There was no chance of the
work of connecting sewers being commenced
until the concurrence of the divisions had been
secured ; and if that could not be obtained the
whole work would fall upon one division.

The PREMIER asked if the hon. gentleman
could suggest any other plan. What alternative
could there possibly be unless the local authority
did the work itself or got others to assist? He
did not see any other alternative.

Mr., SCOTT said a division could not well
commence the construction of drainage in its
own district until it had got power o construct
through others.

Mr. BEATTIE said he did not think the
clause was so ambignous as hon. members thought.
He would, however, point out that a division
or municipality might commence to make sewers
to receive all its storm-water and deliver it at
some particular point, and that point might just
be on the confines of another division. He
would give a case in point, and those conversant
with the municipality of Brisbane might know
of similar instances. At the preseut time the
whole of the storm-water and drainage from the
eastern side of leichhardt street and from the
western side of Kent street were drained to the
bottom of Fortitude Valley, There were alout
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from five to six hundred acres of land that
drained into the other division, which itself
had only about seventy acres to be drained ; and
that division had to construct drains to carry off
the drainage from the five or six hundred acres
in the municipality. The way in which he
would get out of the difficulty would be to
divide the seventy acres to be drained in the
smaller division into the five or six hundred in the
municipalivy, making the small division pay
about oue-seventh of the cost of drainage, and
the municipality the remaining six-sevenths,
That would be a mutual arrangement be-
tween the two divisions, which would wmeet
any difficulty arising at the present time.
Such an arrangement could easily be entered into
between two boards.  The richer division would
have to make application to the contiguous divi-
sion to have power to construct and drain ; and
the division of expenditure could be made accord-
ing to the area to be drained. He thought the
proposed clause would work very amicably, and
he saw no difficulty in the way of carrying it out.

The Hox. Siz. T. McILWRAITH thought
the clause was an admirable one, and provided
for the contingency mentioned by the hon. mem-
ber. A hard-and-fast rule could notbelaid down
by which a certain proportion of the cost of
drainage of the upper part of a watershed was
to be borne by the lower part.  The carrying off
of drainage was an advantage to the lower part ;
and the lowerlocality could not say to the higher
locality, “ Your drainage belongs to you, and you
must get rid of it as best you can.”  Providence
meant that water should get down to the lower
level ; and some comnion-sense provision must be
made to meet such cases. The people of Enog-
gera mightas well say that they could charge any-
thing they liked for water to the people of Bris-
bane because they were on a higher level. The
clause provided what was wanted, It left tothe
board to decide cases of dispute where the lower
Jocality had to provide much larger drains in
consequence of the density of the population in
the higher locality. As he had said, no hard-
and-fast line could be laid down, but power was
left to the hoard to intervene in case of difficulty
arising.

COlause put and passed.

On clause 32, as follows ;—

“ A local authority inay deal with any lands held by
it for the purpose of receiving, storing, disinfecting, or
distributing sewage, in such mmanner as it deems most
profitable, either by leasing the same for a period not
exceeding twenty-one years for agricuitural purposes,
or by coutracting with some person to take the whote
or apart of the produce of such land. or by farming
such land and disposing of the produce thereof, subject
to this restrietion: that in dealing with land for any of
the uhove purposes provision shall be made for effectu-
ally disposing of all the sewage brought to such land
without creating o nuisance.”

The Hox, SIRT. McILWRAITH said hedid not
see any clause that limited the amount of sewage
which might be appropriated, except the proviso
in clause 30, which was to the effect that it should
not create anuisance. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man was aware that the failure of the utilisation
of sewage on farms at home had arisen from the
fact that those farms were the biggest nuisance
the country could possibly have.

The PREMIER: Look at the concluding
words of the section—*‘subject to this restric-
tion.”

The Hoxn. Stz T. McILWRAITH said the

restriction ought to be specified, as to the
manner in which those farms should be worked.
‘What he wanted to know was whether there was
any provision dealing with the subject, beyond
that at the end of clause 30, which said that it
should not be a nuisance?
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The PREMIEDR said there was not, and he
did not see how any other provision conld he
made, It was one of those things that had not
vet been found out very clearly.  Various things
had been suggested, but still they were not in a
position to deseribe what would be the proper
way of doing it.

Mr. ARCHER said that, so far as he could see
from reports at home, the nuisance created by
sewage farms arese from the fact that they were
far too small for the quantity of sewage attempted
to be used.

Clause put and pass

Clauses 33 and 34 p

On clanse 35, ax follow

“1I0 any such owner, lessge, or oceupicr, or any such
local anthority, or any other owner, lessen, or oceupier
who would he affveted by the intended work, objects to
such work, and sarves nolice in writing ot sacl objec-
tion on the locul author tany time within the period
of thrae months, the intcuded work shall not be com-
menced without the snaction of the Governor in Couneil
after su~h inguiry a« hareinaltor mentioned, unlew such
objection is withdrawn.”

The Hox. Sz T. MeILWRAITH said he
understood the theory or principle of the Bill
was to have the board standing between the local
authority and the Government, In clause 35
they found the Governor in Council acting
directly without the intervention of the board.

The PREMIER said that generally the board
was a substitute for the local government board
wwhich was a branch of a Government depart-
ment in England.  In some instances it appeared
to him that the powers of interference with
property in that respect were too serious to be
left to a board which was, to a cersain extent,
irresponsible.  The functions of the board, he
conceived, would be rather those of a committee
of supervisivn, But in relation tosome matters,
of which that suggested appeared to be one, it
seemed to be better that the Governor in Couneil
should represent the Government department—
that was, that the Minister should take the
responsibility of rvepresenting the Government
department rather than a board of experts. It
had occirred to him that it would searcely be
safe to allow the board to exercise such powers.

The How. Siz T. McILWRAITH said he
might tell the hon. member that he helieved in
the clause as it stood; but he wantel to
know the principle upon which the boards some-
times acted divectly, and sometimes the (Govern-
ment. He understood that it was in caszes such as
the present that they would actually interfere
with the worl—that was, where the work was
considerad technical or professional, such as the
quality of nuisances.

The PREMIER said he omitted to point out
fully, on the second reading of the 1ill, that”
they substituted for the ‘‘local govermment
board” in England the central board, so far as
related to matters that might be considered
technical ; but that, in matters of an executive
character, it was proposed that the Governor in
Council should perform the duties there in-
trusted to the local government board.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 36 passed as printed.

On clause 37, as follows—

“Itshall not he lawlul to erect any house, or to re-
build any houwse pulled down to or below the ground
floor, without providing, in or attached to su-h house, a
sufficient water-closet, earth-closet, o privy, furnished
with proper doors and coverings,

Y Any poerson who causes any house to be erscted or
rehuilt in coatravention of this ensctment
liable to & penalty not exceeding twenty pounds

Mr. MOREHEAD said the clause was a very
iprportant one, of conrse, a very unpleas
oue, ;? they went any further he would like

1

ed as printed.
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the hon, Premier to say whether the board would
be entitled to be called ““privy councillors” or
“right houourable gentlemen”? He would like
further to know what was the hon, Colonial
Secretary’s definition of the word ““ privy’~—if it
meant a cesspit, which he thought it did from
the coutext? It was an important matter; it
might be cither an earth-closet or a water-closet;
there was nothing in the interpretation to say
what was the Colonial Seeretary’s meaning.

The PREMIER : I suppose it means that.

My MMORKHEAD : There isno interpretation
of the word.

The PRIMTER said the meaning of the word
could befonnd in any ordinary dictionary, and he
could . not give any other definition of a word
so cornmonly used,

Mr. MOREHEAD said that in an important
matter of that sort they should not be referred
to an ordivary dictionary, when they had the
Prewier there who certainly should know, both
from his university education and his technical
legal krowledge, what the meaning of the phrase
wa+,  IHe thought it was hardly fair of the hon.
gentleman to refer them for information on such
amaterial point to a dictionary. However, if
the hon. gentleman would only wait until he
could send for the Imperial Dictionary, he would
see.

Mr. MACFARLAND said that, while waiting -
for the Imperial Dictionary to settle the point that
had been raised, he should make a few remarks
of his own on the clause. The 37th clause said :—

“ It shall not be lawinl to erect any house, or to re-

uild any housg pulled down to or helow the ground
fHoor, without providing, in or attached to such house, a
sullicient water-closet, earth-closet, or privy, furnished
with proper doors und eoverings.”
That clause, he might mention, still allowed the
pit system.  He looked upon that as a regular
abomination; but even that system counld he
very much improved if a few words were put
into the clause, to ensure ventilation. Hehad
no doubt some hon. members had seen the kind
of ventilation attached to earth-closets and
also the old pit system, which had the effect
of thoroughly purifying the air in such places.
He did not know whether any hon. gentleman
had seen a patent by a person named Scott—
called, he believed, “ Scott’s patent” ; nor did he
know whether the patent was in use in Brisbane.
He knew that it was in use in Ipswich, and that
it had proved thoroughly successful there. Hrom
bis own experience in using those closets he could
say that, if some simple means for providing ven-
tilation were adopted, the pit system or any other
system could be carried out satisfactorily, and
he would like to see some provision made in the
clause for securing that. With reference to
earth-closets he might say there was no system
that had yet been tried to equal it if carried
out properly, but on the other hand if it was
neglected no system was more abominable. As
he had said, if a few words were added to the
clause, as he had suggested, providing that
closets should be so constructed as to allow of
mafficient ventilation, the nuisance from those
clovets would be to a great extent obviated.

Mr. MOREHITAD said he agreed with a
portion of what had fallen from the hom
member for Ipswich, with regard to the working
of the earth-closet system. Of course they all
regretted that the Chairman of Cominittees
could take no part in the discussion, as he could
assure the hon. gentleman that he was looked
upoun as an expert in that portion of the business.
The §7th clause was really a very important
part of the 1ll, and he (Mr. Morehead) hoped
that the ecolleague of the Chairman of Com-
mittees, so far as that matter was concerned,
would give the Connuittee his experience. 1t

&
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would be very valuable. He was sure Mr. Frager
would agree that it would be valuable. As to the
different means of dealing with fmcal matter, he
agreed with the hon. member up to a certain
point—that was to say that if the earth-closet
system was properly worked it was a successful
system ; but as it was worked in Brisbane it had
simply been the means of spreading disease of the
worst nature throughout the length and breadth of
thecity. There wasno doubt about that, and he
only regretted that they were not able in that
Bill to put a stop toit. With respect to the cess-
pit system—or the open-pit systein, as the hon.
member for Ipswich called it—he believed it was
much less likely to lead to the spread of con-
tagion than the system of earth-closets as it
was carried out in Brisbane. It was certainly
one in which dangercould be more easily obviated,
because it was only in isolated places that danger
to the public health would be caused by it,
whereas under the earth-closet system the seeds
of disease were spread throughout the length and
breadth of the land by those not very ornamental
vehicles by which the Chairman of Com-
mittees would probably immortalise himself by
having his name placed on them. He again
asked the hon. the Premier, whether the word
“ privy” covered the word * open pit” or ‘‘cess-
pit.” It was rather important to know that,
because there were very many people in the
suburbs and throughout the colony who did use
that system; and if they were to be debarred
from doing so in future, it was well that they
should, at any rate, understand it, and that
some reason should be given by the Government
for the proposal.

The PREMIER said the only definition of
the word in the Imperial Dictionary was, “a
necessary house.” Of course it included
every house of that kind. He would point
out, before they went any further with that
clause, that there was nothing in the Bill em-
powering a local authority to prevent the use of
any one kind of house of that sort; there was
nothing empowering a local authority to pro-
hibit the use of water-closets, or earth-closets, or
of cesspools, or cesspits, using the ordinary term
for that description of place. All that was
provided was, that the local authorities were to
see that they were so constructed as not to be
a nuisance or injurious to health, Whether it
was a desirable change or not was a matter of so
much importance that he called attention to it.
If it was considered desirable that local authori-
ties should have the power to restrict the use,
within their district, to one kind of house of
accommodation, then there should be a provision
inserted in the Bill giving them that power ; but
%’c lpresent there was no such provision in the

il

Mr. ARCHER said, while he agreed to a great
extent with what had fallen from the hon. mem-
ber for Balonne, astothe earth-closethaving beena
great nuisance, he would point out that the Bill
provided that if that system was in use the local
authorities would have to see that it was properly
carried out. He himself had no objection to the
earth-closet system if it was carried out properly,
but he believed the old open pit was less apt to
do injury, from the fact that the air could getto
it and carry off the noxious exhalations.

Mr. JORDAN said he could wish that, now
they were dealing with the question of the
health of the colony in that very comprehensive
Bill, power were given to prohibit the use of
water-closets, and of any other form of necessary
than that which was alluded to the other day
—namely, Dr. Bells system of earth-closets.
Perhaps hon, gentlemen did not understand its
construction. He had seen it in operation, and
must say that it was the most perfect thing of
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the kind he had ever seen. The principle of it
was that the lquid and solid excreta were
separated, by which means fermentation was
prevented. The solid matter was covered
with dry earth, or a small quantity of ashes.
He was satisfied that if the %remier had seen
that system in operation he would have made
provision in the Bill for the exclusive use of that
particular kind of earth-closet, As the Bill
stood at present, they would have to leave it to
the discretion of the local authorities, but he was
satisflied that before long the system to which
he had referred would be in universal operation.

Mr., MOREHTEAD said that, as the Colonial
Secretary had not watched the operation of Dr.
Bell’s system in full swing, they could hardly
expect him to take the opinion of the hon.
member for South Brisbane, who appeared to be
a sort of advertising medium for that particular
invention of Dr, Bell’s. As it stood, the clause
was very arbitrary. Was it proposed that any
person intending to build a house should go to the
Board of Health, produce his plans, and ask for
a license? Or was it to be the province of the
board to send an inspector to examine the
building, and on his report say that it should
not go on unless certain alterations were made?
The clause was what an hon. gentleman in
another place would call ¢ Algerine,” and should
not pass without a full explanation of its mean-
ing, because it might be made very harassing to
people building.

The PREMIER said the clause provided that
it should not be lawful to erect any house, or to
rebuild any house, without providing the neces-
sary accommodation. What could be more
proper than that? Surely they recognised the
necessity for such provision in thickly populated
districts such as those to which that part of the
Bill was intended to apply. As he said before,
the scheme of the Bill was to leave it to the
option of individuals to do as they pleased so
long as what they did was not a nuisance. Any
sort of appliance might be used, provided it was
not injurious to the public health ; and it was a
matter which must be left to the local authorities.

Mr. ARCHER said the clause would do harm
or good according to the character of the gentle-
men composing the boards. If they were men
of common sense they would interfere as little as
possible with private individuals; but it would
be their duty to prevent any such thing being
done as would be of danger to the public health.

Mr. SCOTT said he understood the Colonial
Secretary to say that the Bill did not give power
to the local authorities to insist on any particular
form for those buildings of accommodation.
Would it take away the power local authorities
now had of insisting on a particular description
of closet being used ? Perhaps the hon. gentleman
was not aware that the Ithaca Divisional Board
were insisting on earth-closets being made uni-
versal in that division. -

The PREMIER said that, if the Bill passed,
the power would be gone from the local authori-
ties. If it was desired to continue that power it
would be necessary to insert a clause to that
effect. He was inclined to think the English
system was the best; but, whatever was done,
care must be taken that it did not interfere with

! the public health.

Mr. BEATTIE said that, by the repeal of
the old Act and the substitution of another,
there would be a perfect revolution in the
matter, unless the same regulations were issued
as were issued formerly. People might go
to the expense of an elaborate systemn, and
after procuring all the paraphernalia the autho-
rities might decide fo alter the system. Cases
of that kind had already occurred, and people
did not know what to de. When it was
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decided that the earth-closet system only should
be sanctioned, people used kerosine tins, barrels,
and all sorts of utensils for the purpose.  Now,
they had to provide a conple of ting with Hds,
which were rather expensive. The Bricbane
Municipality had issued an ovder that the earth-
closet system only was to he in use: and if
everyone was at liborty to carry out his own
ideas on the subject there would be some extra-
ordinary things done.  As was stated by the
hon, member for Leichhardt, one of the divi-
sional boards had issued an order—he presumed,
by some hy-law—that in a certain part of the
division the earth-closet system should he adopted.
In a district where the allotments were of a
respectable size, it ought to be left to the good
sense of the people in the locality ; but where
there were eight, ten, and twelve perch allot-
ments perhaps the local authorities should have
some extraordinary power to prevent nuisances
from accumulating.

Mr., BLACK said the wording of the clause
was such that it would be of considerable hard-
ship to country munieipalitics, which it was
intended to bring under the operation of the
Bill. The words he complained of were “in or
attached to such house.” In Brisbane or any
densely populated town it might be necessary to
have those buildings in or attached to a house ;
but in municipalitics where space was not of
such consideration it was decidedly to the
advantage of the public health to continue
the present system—that was, having those
necessary buildings detached, and not in or
attached to the buildings where people lived.
It would be a decided improvement to the clause
if the words “in or attached to” were omitted.
It would be quite sufficient for anyone building
or rebuilding a house to provide sufficient and
proper accommodation for the purpose contem-
plated by the clause, wighout compelling them to
have what in tropical climates was certainly a
very objectionable appendage, attached to or
actually inside it.  Nothing was to be gained by
insisting on the rotention of those words, and
he trusted the Premier would see his way to
move their omission,

The PREMIER said he did not understand
the words in the way they presented themselves
to the hon. member. They certainly did not
nmean attached by contiguity of construction.
There was to be one of those places to each house,
but surely a garden or paddock might be said to
be attached to the house. He had once seen in a
township a place of that kind attached to an inn
which was across the street and down a gully.
What was meant was the very technical expres-
sion in the interpretation clause, *‘within the
sam:e curtilage.”

Mr. MOREHEAD said that nmety-nine out
of every bundred people in the colony would
deem that the word “ attached” meant attached.
The hon. gentleman apparently thought differ-
ently. The objection raised by the hon. mem-
ber for Mackay was a very pertinent one, and it
could be very easily met by the omission of those
words and the substitution of the word ¢ for.”
Then, even the hon. gentleman, with his legal
mind, when he saw a building on the other side
of a road or down a gully, would see that it was
covered by the clause—and would be happy.
The words, as they stood, might be used by
local authorities so as to inflict a great deal of
injury on: builders of houses. He did not see
why the hon. gentleman should object to the
anendment.

The PREMIER said he accepted the amend-
nent.  Hemoved that the words ““in or attached
to” he omitbed, with the view of inserting the
word ““for.”

Amendment put and passed.
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The Hox. Sk T. McILWRAITH said an
objeetion might also be raised against the reten-
tion of the wou “furnished with proper doors
and coverings.” "The clause was an old-fashioned
one, and not abreast of modern sanitary know-
ledge.  Perfectly efficient closets were now made
without coverings, and the use of them ought not
to be made compulsory

The PREMIER said it was evident the niean-
ing of the clause was not quite clear enough.
The real intention of the words was that pro-
vision should be made for privacy, and that the
places should bave roofs and doors. He moved
the omission of the words “ furnished with
proper doors and coverings,” with the view of
inserting the words ““ so constructed as to secure
privacy

Amendment put and pasgsed ; and clause, as
amended, pagsed.

On clause 38— Power of local authority to
enforce provision of privy accommodation for
houses”—

On the motion of the PREMIER, a similar
amendment to that in the previous clause was
made by the insertion of the words ‘‘constructed
50 as to secure privacy,” in place of “furnished
with proper doors and coverings ”; and a verbal
amendment was also made.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 39, as follows :—

“ A local authority may itself undertake, or contract
with any person to wundertake, to supply dry earth or
other deodorising substances to any house within the
distriet tor the purpose of any earth-closet.

“Phie texm *earth-closet’ includes any plaee for the
rec=ption and deodorisation of feecal inatter, construected
1) the satistaction of the local authority.”

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH said that
the Premier remarked a little while ago that the
power to enforce any particular system of closet
in any locality was by this Bill taken away from
the local authority. In what way was it taken
away ?

The PREMIER said the power was assumned
by the local by-laws, though he had always had
doubts whether they had it. This Bill repealed
all by-laws, except such as were authorised by
the Bill. T.ocal bodies under the Act would have
power to make by-laws according to its provisions
only.

Mr. BEATTIE said he thought that certainly
some authority ought to be given to local bodies
te make some provision for the erection of these
buildings ; if they had not some power, it would
be a serious thing. He knew of one case where
the individual went into the building and closed
the door, but there was no back to the place; it
was all exposed to people going down the street.
Unless some authority was given, there would
be plenty of cases of that deseription.

The Hon, Siz T, McILWRAITH said he
did not understand the Premier’s explanation.
The local authorities made by-laws prescribing
the kind of closet that was to be made, and he did
not understand how that power was taken away.

The PREMIER said that the 6th section of
the Bill repealed or suspended, during the opera-
tion of the Act, the provisions of the Local
Government Acts for making by-laws. That
took the power away from local bodies, if it
existed at all under the by-laws, which was
extremely doubtful. He called attention to the
matter at an early period, in order that the
Committee might say whether it was desirable
to give the local bodies power to regulate the
matter. Tf so, it should be given as an addition
to the 47th clause.

Mr. CHUBB said he was inclined to think
that it would be desirable to give power to
the buards to make by-laws with regard to the
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position of these places. It seemed to he.the
fashion with most people to put them in the
most prominent parts of their ground, and on
looking over the city they presented the appear-
ance of so many thousand sentry-hoxes. The
local authorities ought to have some power with
regard to this aspect of the matter; whether
they should be allowed to prescribe the system
to be adopted was a more serious question.

Mr. FERGUSON said that, under the by-laws
of some of the municipalities at the present time,
no closet wasallowed to be placed withinseven feet
of a street or lane, or within three ov four feet of
a dividing boundary. He thought there showld
be some power to regulate the position of the
closets ; but if the local authorities were em-
powered to lay down the system which was to be
adopted it would make them too wrbitrary. He
knew a case in which the authorities made hy-
Taws changing the system which was in aperation,
and then after a time found that the new system
was not so suitable, and went back to the old
one, so that the taxpayers had to go to the ex-
pense of constructing earth-closets, and then to
the further expemse of constructing pit-closets.
He thought. to a certain extent, the clause should
be left as it was, though the authorities ought to
he given power to prescribe the distance of closets
from a public street or lane.

Clauses 40 and 41 passed as printed.,

On clause 42, as follows :—

“Everv loead aunthority shall provide that all drains,
water-closets. earth-closets. privies. ashipita. and cexs-
pools, within their district, he construeted and kept so
as not to be anuisanee or injurious to health.”

The PREMIER proposed, as an amendment,
the addition of the following words :—

A loeal authority ay ake hy-laws for reyg
the construction or sitwition of drains, wat losets,
earth-closets, privies, ash-pits, and cesspools, and may
by any suech by-law prohibit, eithey absolutely or on
such conditions ag may be preseribed by the hy-law,
the use of water-closats, cesspits, or cesspools, within
the district or any part thereol.

Mr. FERGUSON asked whether that gave the
local authority power to enforce any system ?

The PREMIER : That is exactly what it
would do. g

Mr. FERGUSON said he thought they had
dealt with that subject already, and had decided
to give the public the option of adopting what
system they pleased. If the authorities had
power to enforce any particnlar system, they
might change their minds and put the taxpayers
to very great expense. The taxpayers or rate-
payers were completely at their- mercy, and
would be very often put to unnecessary expense,

The Hox. Sir T. McILWRATTH said the
object of the amendment, as explained by the Pre-
mier, was to give power to the local authority to
enforce any system upon a district. He thought
that would be a dangerous power to yive them.
Supposing that in Iingland any local authority
whatever had the power, which had bheen
exercised in the Ithaca Division, to compel the
adoption of the earth-closet system, and work it
as badly as it was being worked at the present
time, nobody would use it. It was the greatest
abomination they could have. Theoretically it
might be correct, but practically it had turned
out a perfect nuisance ; and that not only in the
town of Brisbane, but in other places where
every expense had been gone to in order to
make it work properly. e had himself given
the system a fair chance, and it had worked
badly, They could not get sevvants to attend to
the work. He had first taken the system of earth-
closets, and when it worked badly he had tried
1. Bell’s system, which had been referved to by
the hou. member for South Drisbane, and it was
a bigger nuisance than the other, Theoretically
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the system was a cood one, but practically it had
been found to be a nuisance and an abonidnation.
The only thing they could do in the city of Bris-
bane was to have the matter drained into the
river and taken away by the tide. .

The PREMIER said he had moved the amend-
ment in order that the matter might be fairly
considered. 1t was a very important question
and might well be discussed on an amendment
of that kind. His own inclination was not to
give any local authority power to restrict the
inhabitants to the use of one system only, but to
give them power to reculate and inspect in the
matter.  That was his own inclination, and
although he had made the amendment large, in
order that it might be discussed, he should prefer
to stop at the first half of it.

Mr. BEATTIE said they should certainly give
the local authority some power, after the indi-
vidual had chosen which system Le waos going
to adopt.  They should not make it compulsory
upon anyone to carry out the particular **fad” of
the hoard, whatever it inight be ; though in sonie
localities—although he was not in favour of the
earth-closet systers as it at present existed—it
might be of great advantage to the people if the
system were properly carried out. He agreed with
the leader of the Opposition that it was a matter of
impossibility to get the system properly attended
to. They might be able to do it in the case of
some public institutions, where they could afford
to keep two or three men to look after it; but
in private houses and generally throughout the
city it was a nuisance.

Mr. SCOTT said the first part of the clause
was very good and right. It was necessary that
the local authorities should have some power in
placing those houses of accommodation, or what-
aver else they chose to call them.,  They should
be properly locked after ® but the local authority
should have no right to say what system should
be nsed. In the way it was at present carried
out here, the earth-closet systemn was a most dis-
gusting and horrid em.

The PREMIER said he thought he would he
best consulting the opinion of the majority of the
Committee if he proposed that the amendmeut
should stop at the fivst part of the clause, and
read :—

A oeal authority mai make by-laws for regulating
the construetion or situation ol drvains. water-closets,
earthi-closets, privies, ashpits, and cesspools.”

Question — That the words proposed to be
added, be so 2:dded — put and passed; and
clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clanse 43, as follows :—

“1. On the written ceomplaint of any person to a
local anthority, stating that any drain, water closet,
carth-closet. privy, ashpit, or cesspool, on or helonging
10 any premises within the district, is a nuisanece or
injurious to health (but not otherwise:, the local
autliority may by writing empower its surveyor or in-
spector of nuisances. after twenty-four hours’ written
notice to the occupicr of the premises. or in case of
emergen-y, without notice. to enter the premises. with
or without assistunts, and cause the ground to be
opensd. and exanine such drain, water-closet. earth-
closet. privy, »shpit, or cc

« 2. 1t the drain, wate earth-closet, privy, ash-
pit, or cesspool, on examination, is found to he in proper
condition, the surveyor or inspector of nuisances shall
cunse the grownd to be elosed, and any damage done to
he n ade good as soon as can be, and the expenscs of the
works shall be defrayed by the local anthority.

3. I the ¢ n. water-closct, earth-closet, privy, ash-
pit, or eesspocl. on examination, appears to be in had
condition. or to require alterntion or amendment. the
loeal authority shzll forthwith canse notice in writing
to he given to the owuer or occupier of the premises,
requiring him forthiwith. or within 2 reasonable time
therein specitied. to do thie necessary works

Sk If the notiec is not oheved. the person to whom
en shall e linble to a perally vot exceeding ten
for every dayv during which e continunes (o
Ky defawdt, and the Jucal autbority way, it il thinks
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fit, execute sueh works, and may recover in a suminary

manuner from the owner the expeuses emrred it so
doing.”

The PREMIER called attention to the fact
that, although the clause was drafted from the
English Act, he thought the vestrictious upon
tlie board in the matter of inspection were too
great. As the clause stood, no inspection of a
place eould be made until somebody had made a
written complaint that something was wrong.
That might be suitable in XKngland ; but here
experience had shown that greater powers for
inspection were required,  He proposed that the
words ‘“on the written complaint of any person
to a local authority, stating” be omitted, and the
words *‘ when the surveyor or inspector of nui-
sances to a local authority has reason to suspect”
be inserted.

Amnmendment agreed to.

The PRIVMIER moved that the words “ (but
not otherwise) the local authority may, by
writing, empower its surveyor or inspector of
nuisances” he omitted, with a view to inserting
the word “may.”

Amendment put and passed.

Oun the motion of the PREMIER, the clause
was further amended by the omission of the
word ““t0,” in the 26th line.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 44 and 45 passed as printed.

On clause 46 being put—

Mr. ARCHER said that, although clause 45
had been passed, would it not have been better
to have sald in what way the owner or occupier
could recover expenses? The clause did not
specify that. It only said there was a remedy
if the local authority neglected to do certain
things.

The PREMIER : Tt can be sued for; there is
no difficulty about that.

Mr. ARCHER : Is it all right?

The PREMIER : Yes, '

Clause put and passed.

On clause 47, as follows; —

“4A loeal authority may, if it thinks fit, provide in
proper and convenient situations receptacles for the
temporary deposit and collection of dust, ashes, and
rubbish ; it may also provide fit buildings and plices for
the deposit of any matters collected by it in pursuance
of this part of this Act.”

The PREMIER said it would be as well, in
order to make the clause more explicit, to add,
after the word ¢ places,” the words *‘“either
within or beyond the district.” The question
might arise whether they had power to deposit
rubbixh outside the districs,

Amendment agreed to,

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 48, as follows :—

“Where. on the certificate of the health offiesr, it
appears to 4 loeal authority that any houwse occupied us
a dwelling ts unfit by reason of its tilthy or dilapidated
condition to be used as a dwelling, the local authority
muy give notice in writing to the owner or occurier
of such house to purify or repair the same so as to
render it fit for human habitation.

“ It the person to whowm the notice is given fuils to
comply therewith within the time therein speeitied. he
shall he liable to a penalty of ten shillings per day for
every day during which the house is vecupied as a
dwelling, after such defanlt has been made and while it
continues ¢ and the loeal authority may. it it thiuks fit,
direet the house to be pulted down or destroyed.”

The PREMIER said it had been suggested to
him by an eminent anthority on sanitary matters
that a building might be unfit for habitation
by reason of its improper structure, as well as by
reason of its filthy or dilapidated condition, It
might have no ventilation, and the suggestion he
had recsived was that a word or two should be
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inserted to meet cases of that kind. Some houses
built of old packing-cases were just like a box,
and had not snfficient ventilation; and it was well
known that Chinese quarters in some streets
were totally unfit for habitation. He thought the
suggestion a very good one, and therefore moved
that after the word ““condition” in the first part
of the clanse there be inserted the words **or
improper construction,”
Amendment agreed to.

AMr. FERGUSON said the clause only related
to dwellings,  He thought it was just as neces-
sary that some Dusiness houses should be dealt
with in the same manner. It often happened
that business places-~butchers’ shops, for instance
-—were a far greater danger to people than
dwelling-houses, Some people lived half their
time in them. In some cases old wooden
places erected twenty-five years ago were still
occupied and were in a filthy state : the old floors
wera rotten, and the matter from the shop re-
mained beneath them. Places like those should
not be allowed to be occupied in any shape or
form. He thought the clause should be amended
by the addition of some such words as “ business
house or any other house.”

Mr. GROOM said he could support the hon.
gentleman who had just sat down. He knew
that in the town where he lived there were some
wretched Chinese shops which the municipal
council had no power to interfere with or pull
down. They were a perfect disgrace to the
town, and the stench from themn was enough to
knock one down. The municipal council were
perfectly powerless to interfere; nor would
they have any power under that Bill. So that
he entively agreed with the hon. member for
Rockhampton that it was exceedingly advisable
to give the local authority power to deal with
such cases. There were a number of Chinese
opium-dens in some places, and the proprietors
generally kept a fruit-shop as a kind of excuse
for a gambling depot. He thowght they should
give the local authority full power to enter those
places, and have them taken down if necessary.

The PREMTER said the amendment suggested
should have been made in the line before that
which had just been amended. It might, how-
ever, be made after the word “ dwelling” by
inserting the words ‘“ or occupied by any person.”
If it was considered desirable he would recommit
the Bill for the purpose of having the amendment
made in the previous part of the clause. Did
the hon. member propose the amendment? If
he did, it should now be inserted after the word
“ dwelling.”

Mr. FERGUSON said he should be glalto

propose the amenduent.

The Hox., Sk T, McILWRATTH said the
clause had Detter be passed as it was, and the
Bill be recommitted, when the clause could be
made to apply to dwellings and all huildings,
whether occupied or unoccupied. He did not
see why they should wait vill a building was vecu-
pied before the local authority could pull it down.
It might be a public nuisance, and still not be
occupied in any way, The Committee had better
pass the clause now as it stood. The hon. the
Premier’s attention had been attracted to it, and
the Bill could be recommitted. They had gone
past the place where the clause could be amended.

The PREMIER : Very well, we can recom-
mit the Bill,

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 49, as follows :—

“ Where, on the certificate of the health ofteer or of
any two medical practitioners. it appears to a local
anthority that any Liouse or part thercof is in such a
filthy or unwholesome condition that the health of any
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person is affected or endangered therehy, or that the
whitcwashing, cleansing, or puritying ot any howse or
part thereof would tend to prevent or check infectious
disease, the local authority shall give notice in writing
to the owner or occupier of such house or part thereof
to white\:ash, cleanse, or purify the same,as the cuse
may require.

It the person to whom notice is so given fails to
comply therewith within the time therein specitied, he
ghall be liah'e to a penulty not exceeding ten shillings
for ev day during which he continues to make
default; and the local authority may, if it thinks fit,
cause such house or part thereof to he whitewashed,
cleansed, or purified, and may recover in a sunmary
manner the expenses incurred by them in so doing from
the person in default.”

The PREMIER said the same gentleman who
had suggested the amendinent in the previous
clause—Dr. Bancroft—had also suggested that
the clause now before the Committee should be
amended so as to compel a house to be vacated
while it was being made fit for habitation. He
(the Premier) thought it was agood suggestion,
and would move that after the word “purified,”
in the last part of the clause, there be inserted
the words, ““and in the meantime be vacated.”

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended,
put and passed.

On clause 50, as follows :—

“Any person who—

1) Keeps any swine or pigstye in any dwelling-
house, or in any pluce forbidden by any by-law
of the local authority, or keeps any swine or
pigstye in any place so as to he a nuisance to
any person; or

(2) Suffers-any waste or stagnant water to remain
in any eellar or place within any dwelling-house
for tweuty-four hours after written notice to
him from the local aunthority to remove the
same; or

(3) Allows theeontents of any water-closet, privy, or
cesspool, to overflow or souk thercirom ;

shall, forevery such offence. be liable to a penalty not
excceding forty shillings, and to a further peunalty not
exceeding five shillings for every day during which the
offence is continued; and the local authority shall
abate or cause to be abated evory sweh nuisance, and
may recover. in # summary manner, the expeuses in-
cwrred in so doing from the occupier of the prewmnises on
which the nuisance exists.”

Mr, PALMER said that before they passed all
the ““nuisance” clauses intended to purify the
foul places of Brisbane, he would ask whether the
clause would inelude livery stables in towns and
cities. There were certain places in Brisbane,
behind the building of the Telegraph Department
for instance, which were specially offensive in
summer time ; and hebelieved they were Govern-
ment stables.  Would the clause also include
Chinese gardens outside the towns, which were
at times particularly odorous ?

The PREMIER said those matters were dealt
with by Part V., section 72. The part now
before the Committee dealt with the particular
kind of nuisance of which they had heard so
much that afternoon.

Mr. BEATTIE said the clause contained some
very mnecessary provisions; but though sub-
section 2 provided that stagnant water should
not be allowed to remain within a dwelling-
house, no provision was made against allowing
it to remnain outside a dwelling-house. A great
many complaints were made in thiekly populated
localities of low-lying lands being made the recep-
tacle for refuse of different descriptions, which
caused a nuisance, and he did not know whether
there was a clause in the Bill that would meet
the difficulty.

The PREMIER said there was not; and he
thought it would be better to make the subsec-
tion general.
would not order the removal of stagnant water
where it did no harm. He therefore moved that
the word *“ place” be substituted for the words
“cellar or place within any dwelling-house,”

Amendment agreed to,
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Mr. FERGUSON sald that provision was
made against allowing “‘the contents of any water-
closet, privy, or cesspool to ovarflow or soak
therefromn”; but one of the greatest troubles in
Rockhampton was the overflow from business
places, such as butchers’ shops, the drainage from
which ran out to the gutters and channels of the
streets and lay exposed to the sun perhaps a
month or two hefore it got to the sewer. That
nuisance should be particularly specified in the
clause,

The PREMIER said Rockhampton was, he he-
lieved, the only town in the colony where that
oceurred, but it would be as well to provide for
the difficulty. An hon. member had suggested
to him that the waste from private places also
created abominable smells; and in order to
meet that case also he would move that after the
word ““ therefrom” the following words Dbe in-
serted :—*“4. Or allows any waste water to run
from any premises s0 as to cause an offensive
smell.”

Ainendment agreed to.

Mr. MELLOR said the amendment would
press very hardly where there was not a good
supply of water, for they could not prevent
the refuse waters from acceunmmlating in the
streets,

Mr. ALAND said there were other towns
in the colony besides Rockhampton where refuse
water from butchers’ shops and private houses
accumulated in the streets. At Toowoomba
they were subjected to the same nuisance. Even
in Ruthven street —the main street—were to Le
gseen accumulations of soap-suddy water and
refuse from back yards, The corporatiou there
had often tried to prevent it, but they had
always been met by the proprictors of the houses
saying, “We must send our dirty water
somewhere ; where are we to send it?7
It was quite evident that all the munici-
palities in the colony — certainly not Too-
woomba—could not afford a system of sewer-
age by which that water could be taken
away. He hardly knew where they could take
it to, except over the Main Range or into Gowrie
Creek ; and if the latter, the Gowrie Divisional
Board would soon raise an outery against the
pollution of that creek. The worst nuisance of
the kind was that of soap-suds. If soap-suds
were emptied into the back yvards they created a
nuisance, and if emptied into the drain they ran
into the street and remained there. He did not
see how the amendment would get over the
ditficulty.

The Hox. Sir T. McILWRAITH said that
perhaps it would not get over the ditficulty, but
it was too late to speak against it now, for 1t had
already been put and carried.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 51, as follows

“Where any witercourse or open diteh, lying near
to or forming the boundary hetween the district of a
Iocal aunthority and any adjoining district, is foul and
offensive, so as injurionsly to affeet the district of such
local anthority, any justice having jurisdiction in such
adjoining distviet may, on the application of sieh local
authority, smmnon the loeal authority of such adjoining
district, whether this part of this Act is in tores in that
district or not, to appear hefore a court of summary
jurisdiction to show cause why an order should not be
made by sueh court for cleansing such watercourse or
open diteh, and for executing such perinanent or other
structural works as may appear to such cowrt to be
necessary.”

Mr. FERGUSON said he saw nothing in the
clause to compel local authorities to abate any
nuisance of that kind which oceurred in any other
part of their division than the boundary. Those
bodies were sometimes very neglectful in keep-
ing clean their drains and open channels, and
there should be some power to compel such
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bodies to keep them in order. What was appli-
cable to boundaries should be made applicable
to the entire division.

The PREMIER said that that power was
given elsewhere, and if local bodies did not per-
forin that duty they would be compelled to do it.

Clause passed as printed.

On clause 52, as follows :—

“ Where in any municipal distriet it appears to the
inspector of nuisances that any accumulation of manure,
dung, soil, or {ilth, or other offensive or noxious muatter,
ought to he rewoved, he shall give notice to the person
to whom the same belongs. or to thie occupier of the
premises whercon it exists, to remove the same.

“If such notise is 1+t complied with within twenty-
four hours from the service thereof, the wanure, dung,
soil, tilth, or matter referred to shall be vested in and be
soid or disposed of by tlie loeal authority, and the pio-
ceeds thereof shall be applied in payment of the ex-
penses ineurred in the execution of the provisions of this
seation, and the surplus (if any) shall be paid on dewmand
to the owuer of the matterremoved.

“The expenses of removal by the local anthority of
any such accuwnlation, if and so far as they are not
covered by the sale thercof, may be recovered by the
local authority in a swinmary manner from the person
to whom the accumulation belongs, or fromn the occu-
pier of the premises, or (where there is no oceupier)
from the owner.”

The PREMIER moved that the word “re-
moved ” be inserted hetween the words “be”
and ““sold,” in the 2nd paragraph.

Aimendment put and passed.

Mr. GROOM said he had no doubt the clause
in itself was a good one, but he could state from
experience how difficult it would be to carry it into
effect. 'With respect to the 1st paragraph, the
question arose, where was the stuff to be re-
moved to ? At that very moment the munici-
pality of Toowoomba was in a most deplorable
state in consequence of the difficulty of disposing
of it, and they did not know what to do. It was
not nnly withregardto what were called ‘“midden-
heaps” at back doors—which had been in times
past perfect hotbeds of disease, and had spread
abroad as much typhoid fever as could arise from
any other possible source—but to nightsoil as
well. At the present time the municipality of
Toowoomba was in an extreme difficulty as tohow
to digpose of the filth, They had advocated one
particular place, butit had become such a serious
annoyance to the residents in the immediate
neighbourhood that they petitioned the council
halt-a-dozen times to remove it ; but the council
did not know where to take it. The only alter-
native was to have a sort of manure depot on the
Main Range, but that was situated within the
Gowrie Division, The question was, where was
the filth which accumulated to be taken? That
had been the difficulty in Toowoomba, with
which place be was intimately acquainted, having
resided there for many years ; but there might be
other places in the same position. What were
they to do with the accumulation of filth? How
was it to be disposed of in such a way as not to
be injurious to any other district ? If they were
to make a Bill providing for the public health
effective—-if they were to assist the local authori-
tiesin carrying it out in anything like an effec-
tive way—then he certainly thought they ought
to have a manure depot.  Kither let the Govern-
ment have a place fixed outside the boundaries,
or do something by which the filth could be dis-
posed of. It had been suggested that it might
be destroyed by five in furnaces. At all events,
he thought that, if the Bill was to be made effec-
tive as applied to a municipal district like Too-
woomba, there ought to be some provision in it
for manure depots to which the filth could be
taken and destroyed.

The PREMIER : That is provided for in the
47th section,
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Mr, GROOM said he did not think that met
the difficulty at all, because In every munici-
pality the whole of ‘the land was private pro-
perty ; and they could not erect buildings and
provide receptacles for the accumulation of dirt
and filth there. In Toowoombathey had tried
to get rid of such rubbish, and utilise it by
burying it three feet under ground and setting a
croponthe top ; but, owing to the position in which
the land was situated, medical men gave it as their
opinion that in time of heavy rain the soakage
would be so great as to injuriously affect the
watercourses, and spread disease in every direc-
tion. The municipal council were therefore
compelled, at the present time, to seriously
take into consideration how they were to dis-
pose of the filth., The Bill did not give the
necessary power ; and he again said that, as a
Health Bill was being passed for the benefit of
large and populous towns, some provision ought
to be made by the Government to provide places
for the filthy accumulations outside municipal
boundaries. Local bodies had as much as they
could do with their money to repair the streets;
and unless they imposed a special rate, which
would be very objectionable, they had no money
with which to carry out the provisions of the
Bill, which were exceedingly stringent, and
would involve heavy expenditure.

Mr. MACFARLANE said the hon. member
for Toowoomba seemed to think that something
ought to be done to burn manure, but he (Mr.
Macfarlane) thought that the same amount of
labour would make manure by deodorising the
filth with a little earth. The nuisance would then
be removed and the manure would be left. If
that were done in every case, it would take away
all evil consequences. It was well known that
deodorising would malke filth innocuous to persons
passing by. It was a very simple matter indeed,
to cover it with a little earth, and a munici-
pality could easily deal with it themselves.

The Hox. Siz T. McILWRAITH said the
Bill gave every power to a local body to provide
receptacles for filth, It was quite impossible to
provide suitable places of that kind for muniei-
palities in adjoining localities.

Clause put,and passed.

Clause 53— Periodical removal of manure
from mews and other premises”—put and passed.

On clause 54, as follows :—

« It shall not be lawful to let or occupy or suffer to be
occupied as a dwelling any cellar (including, for the
purposes of this Act, in that expression any vault or
underground room).

“ Any cellar in which any person passes the night shall
be deemed to be occupied as a dwelling within the
weaning of this Act.”

Mr. ARCHER said he thought the clause
should be amended so as to make it read,
“any cellars vpartly or wholly under-
ground.” He knew cellars that were partly
underground, and also cellars that were above
ground, and which were perfectly wholesome,
He did not think it would injure the clause if it
were made to refer only to cellars that were
partly or wholly underground. The fact of a
place being a cellar dld not make it unwhole.
some ; 1t was the fact of its being under ground

The PREMIER said that he fancied most
of the cellars in Queen street and the other
streets in the city were above ground ; they were
below the level of the street, but they were above
the natural surface of the ground. Those were
the ones they were striking at; they were, in
many cases, very hotheds of filth, A cellar was
not built to live in; it had not the necessary
ventilation ; in fact, if it had it would not be
called a cellar. The term was a well-known
one, and a cellar was not a proper place tolive in,
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Mr. ARCHER said that what he rred to
was the case in which the house was built so
high that there was space for a room underneath.
1t mn.,ht be properly boarded in, hut still it was
called a cellar, as it was under the house.

The PREMIETR : That would not be a cellar,

Mr, ARCHER said that, if that were under-
stood, he had not the Cll"hLL o objection to the
clause.

Mr. ANNEAR said he should lik
some provision with regard to cellars
persons worked in the daytime. There were
two places in Maryborough where there were
cellars under the footpath, only lighted through
a grating.  Dozenz of young girls worked every
day in one of these cellars, he sole means of
ingress and egress to which was supplied by
stairs let down through a hole cut in the floor,
The clause in his opinion did not meet that case ;
and it ought to be Bramed so as to prevent any
man of business in a country like this from

to sec
in which

allowing young girls to work in such a
place.  Another. case in the town of {zuxv

borongh was that of a draper who had a cellax
which was somewhat better than the first one,
as there was a back entrance; but it was con-
structed over an open sewsr. The matter had
been talked about many times, and he wouldlike
to see such things prohibited.

Mr. MIDGLIY said he thought there was
an element of aouwthmw oppressive, not only to
the proprietors, but also to the tenants of such
dwelling places as were mentioned in this clause.
He knew that it was frequently ahnost a matter
of imposibility for new chumns to obtain dwell-
ing places at all ; and while he was altogther in
favour of 'm\thm“ caleulated tm protect the
health of the people still they hed to remewber
the varying circumstances and ueans of the
persons who would be affectes A, Very many new
arrivals cawe to him and cmnplnine( bitterly of
the difficulty of obtaining any place to live in
at a rate within their means, and uuntil they
obtained employment the cost of the rental was
often very distressing to themr. Tle thonght
claase and the next one were o little too strin-
gent. No doubt it was a difficult matter to
provide for proper ventilation in a collar;
but when it was done, he did not Shink
the mere fact of its being somewhat Telovw
ground should be suflicient entirely to condemn
it.  He had often thought that it might be advis-
able for the Govermment, in face of th( ditfi-
culties experienced by new chwms with the little
money they had, to provide sowe place of tem-
porary habitation

for them. If a place were
clean and w 1(>lmn>me, and properls ventil
even if it were a cellay, or partially nnder:round,
he did not see that it shrmld not Le used ax, at
any rate, a temporary residence.

The Hox. Sir T, McTLWRAITH said hie
looked upon this as a thoroughly wm- Juzw]h.l
clavse. It did not follow that because o room
was below the surface of the ground it was,
therefore, unfit to Hve in. He cm'hl quite f uey
howses built in the London style here, and ver
comfortable houses too, with umletgum 1d

commodation, which would be quite unobjec-
tionable. In very many Enelish hounses the
kitchen and servants’ quarters were below
ground.

The PREMIER said that the Inglish Act
allowed the ocenpation of cellars under certain
conditions, but it was chiefly in deference, he
thought, to vested rights.  Out heve there were

very few such places, and those that did exist
were totally unfit for huwan habitati m. It
would be far better to stop the practice in it»
inception and say that it wonld not be allowed
In Kaogland they permitted existing places to he
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cartain cenditions, but no new ones
The 71st section of

used under
were allowed to be made.
the Inglish Act was—

“ Tt skl not be lawful to lef or occupy, or suffyr to
he occupied. separately as o dwelling, any cellar inelud-
ing for the purpose of tivis Act, in that expression, sny
vault ov undergronnd rogml. huilt or rebuilt after the
passing of this Aet, o whicel is not lawfully <o let or
occumed at ti: thie of the p of thiz Act.”

That was a concesston to existing vested interests,
He did not think there was any necessity to
adopt a shiila course heve,

The Hox, Sm T. McILWRAITH said that
there was hardly a house in West End which was
not partly underground.

The PREMIER said that was, no doubt, the
case with the servants’ quarters, but it would be
most objectionable to adopt such a systew in this
countyy.

The Hox, Sir T, McILWRAITH said that
in his reference to the English Act the hon.
member had not touched the real point. The
next clause of this Bill was to prevent the use of

cellars as dwelling-houses,  The English Act
made no ]m)\ on of that kind.
The PREMIER said clanse 73 in the English

ALt Wig—
¥

on who lets. ocenpies, or knowingly suffers
ed for bire or rent, any cellar contrary to
tho pmw s of ﬂv Act shall he hle for every such

offenes te ap ¥ vot excecding twenty shillings for
every day \\'hw h the e continues to be so
let or oceupivsd, after notics in writing from the local

aunthovity in this behsl”

He had left out the words “for hire or rent.”
He was quite aware that in London nealy all
the houses had cellars which were oceupied
as bedroomns 3 but that would be a very objee-
tionable thing in this conntry.

The Hox. Sk T MoILWRATTH said he
(lw'te agreed with the 54th gection as it stood, but
he thousht the 35th » on should be left as in
the Hnglish Aet, and that they should simply
prevent them being used as lodging-houses.

Abr. FERGUSON said he quite approved of
the cinuse, and considered it a very 1mp< rtant
clause in the ]}1]‘. In o climate such as they
had in Quesnsland it was very ubJe(,mnmble to
allow tenauts to live underground in cellurs.
In reference to the remarks made by the hon.
member for Fassifern concerning new chus,
he thought it would be far better that they
should live out in the alr in a tent on some
vacant allotment than to live in a cellar.

Mr. MIDGLEY waid he did not quite under-
stand the clanse as yet, as he did not catch what
the Premier had said. He did not know whether
it was Intended that a dwelling or room partly
umieruruund should come under the operation
of the clausge, e knew in the case of one of the
hotels inthe colony—a splendid new hotel—there
was splendid underground acconnnodation.  The
back part was under ground, but the rooms were
thoroughly well ventilated s mnl, as he understood
it, the clause providesl that the hotel proprietor
shonld not be allowed to have his domestics living
there.

The PRIMTER said it would bé much better
if the proprietor would keep his wines and
spirits there, and use the place as a storeroom,
He did net believe in putting domestics under-
ground. Tt was a cruel thing  to do in this
country, though it might do very well in other
COMnELIes,

Clause passed as printed.

()11 clause 55, ax follows :

SANY persor who lets, ocs '\']Hm or knowingly suffers
to hie ocenpied as a dwelling any ecllar, shall he liable
for every sueh 0:1" nee 100 ]wu 1y not exceeding
fwenty )hdlines oy every day during whieh the eallur
eontinnes 1y e wo let o oee mn(‘ﬂ atter notice in writing
from the losal unthority to discontinue sneh letting o
ocenpation,”
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ARCHER sail he would like to ask the
Premier if he would not be prepared to insert
the words “for rent or hire” in the clause?

The PREMIKR =aid if they did so it would
take awnay the effect of the preceding clause.

The Box., Sk T. McILWRALITH said that,
while he approved of the cliuse and did not
think it would inflict wuch havdship, «t the same
time, if proper dwellings of the kind spoken of
by the hon. member for Fassifern had been put
up, they onght to be respected ; and there ought to
be a proviso to that effect. He had not at all
the same obhjection to underground accommoda-
tion as the hou gentleman had, as he was per-
fectly sure that in this climate, as well as in any
other, if the collavs were properly drained and
well ventilated, they were as good as any other
accommodation.  He agreed with the hon, mem-
ber for Fassifern that where persons had built
such places their vights should be respected.

Mr. MIDGLEY said that, as he read the
clause in the cuse he had mentioned, however
good the underground accommeodation might be,
the proprietor of the hotel must nse it as a wine or
spirtt vaalt, or something of that kind.

The Hox, S1r T, McILWRAITH : Nobody
can sleep there.

Mr. MIDGLREY : Nobody could steep there or
dwell thers.  In the case he alluded o it would
bhe a serious matter, he should imagine, to the
gentleman who owned the hotel. It was a new
building, and the accommodation was splendid in
every departinent.

Mr., BEATTTE said the hon. member for
Fassifern had not given them sufficient informa-
tion upon the particnlar case he mentioned. 1f
he had done s0, he believed it would be found
that it would not come under the operation of
the Bill at all.  The probability was that, in the
case the hou. gentleman mentioned. the back
portion of the Jand upon which the building was
constructad was a great deal lower than the front,
and an  exeavation had simply besn made into
the front towards the street; but the kitchen
and back portion of the Lotel were on a level
with the surface of the earth, and there was
really no cellar at all. It was simply an exca-
vation to make the ground level.  As he under-
stood it, a cellar would be a place completely
underground, and closed in.

Clause passed as printed.

On clanse 56, as follows :—

“Where two convietious against the provisions of this
ot reliting to the ocenpation of a ¢:llar as a dwelling
have taken place within thres months (whether the
person 5o convieted were or w not t1 auc), o court
of stmnary {=tion way direct thie closing of the
lar 50 oceuptsd, for =uell time as< it may decm neces-
STy ; o may cmpowsr the local anthor perinanently
to clese the sane, and to defray any capenses inceurred
by it inso doing.

Mr, FERGTUSON said that as they were dis-
cussing the cellar question he might mention
another matter in connection with it. By clause
56, power was given to close any cellar used as a
dwelling.  There were, however, cellars which
it was (uites as necessary should he closed, and
which were not used as dwellings at all,  He did
not know that there were any such in Brisbane,
because Brisbane was built on an elevation, and
the cellars were dry; but in Rockhampton,
which was built on alevel flat, there had been
cellars buils for storing purposes, and they had
in many caxes become full of water, and were
not used now at all.  Those cellars were under
husiness houses, and some of them were full of
water all the vear round. He held that the
owners should he compelied to clnse them, and
£ill theny up o prevent their becoming a nuisance
or a danger in the town.
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The PREMIER said that that difficulty was
dealt with in subsection 2 of clause 50, and also
by section 48, as they proposed to amend it on the
réecommittal of the Bill, as suggested by the hon.
gentleman himself, Rither of these clanses dealt
with the matter.

Clausz passed as printed.

On clause 57, as follows :—

“Tvery local authority shall keep o register in which
shall he entered the names and residences of the
Kecpers of all common lodging-houses within the dis-
trict of sueh local authority. and the sitnation of every
steh house, and the mmmnher of lodgers author 1
under this Act by the local awthority to be reccived
therein,
< A copy of an entry in the register, certified by the
clevk of the loeal authority to be a trme copy, shall be
received as evidence in all courts, and shall be suflicient
proof of the matter registered. without production of
the register or any docwment or thing on whiclh the
entry is founded: and a certilied copy of any such entry
shall be supplicd gratis by the clerk of the local
authiority to any person applying at a reasonable time
for the same.”

Mr. GROOM said he would like to ask the
Colonixl Secretary, as they were now entering
on the question of common lodging-houses,
whether there was anything in the clause which
met the case of the Chinese quarters in our
towns—whether they were to be considered
as Jodging-houses? He could speak of cases
within his own knowledge. In the town where
he lived there were Chinese shops, presumably
for the sale of fruit and a few groceries;
behind them were sleeping habitations, and pro-
bably in a very small space there were eighteen
or twenty Chinamen accommodated, sleeping
in bunks one over the other. They spent their
nights in opitn-smoking and gambling, and were
a porfect source of nuisance and annoyance
to the people in the vicinity, He would
like to know if there was any power under
the DBill to call those places ‘‘common
lodging-houses,” and to limit the number that
could be accommodated in theni. Of course he
was not spealking of such places as Cooktown,
where there were 1,000 or 1,500 Chinamen, and
where the sleeping habitations were almost cul-
osities in their way. Some forty or fifty would
be accomodated in one house, and sleep in
bunks day and night arranged tierover tier. He
was speaking more particularly of the inlund
towns, where the Chinamen were becoming a
source of annoyance to the other portions of the
population ; and he wished to know whether
there was any way by which those habitations
could be regulated, and whether they could be
brought under the operation of the Bill as com-
mon lodging-houses,

The PREMIER said the only definition of a
common lodging-house that he knew of was given
by his hon, friend the member for Bowen, the
other day, and that was—

“That cluss of lodging-house in which persons of the
poorer class are received for short periods, and though
strangers to one another (ie.,lodgers prowiseuously
brought together), are allowed 1o inhabit one common
room.”

That was the definition which had been used since
1853 in England. It was more than thirty years
sinee that term had been first used, and it was a
very well-known term. He hadno doubt that the
habitations mentioned by the hon. member for
Toowoomba would be *“ commen lodging-houses”;
but if there was any doubt, he would point
out that the 61st section empowered the local
authority to fix the number of lodgers any one
house might receive, and the 70th section enabled
the Governor in Council to empower the local
authority to make by-laws for dealing with
the nwmher of persons of more than ene family
whocould reside inany one house. Thosesections
would cover almost every possible case, and
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provision was made, in additionto fixingthe num-
ber, for the registration of these houses. If there
was any overcrowding, that was also dealt with
by the 72nd section in a similar manner. He
did not think there was any provision on the
Statute-books of any of the colonies for dealing
with Chinamen and their lodging-houses ; but it
was certainly necessary to deal with Chinese
habitations, and, unfortunately, European houses
also,

The How. Sk T. McILWRAITH sud he
fully concurred in what had been mentioned by
the hon, member for Toowoomba, but he could
not lelp thinking that the term *¢ common
lodging-house ” wus a great deal too wile. If
it applied to hotels aud all places where lodgers
were taken in for the night, it was too compre-
hensive.

The PREMIER : 1t does not,

The Hon. Sk T. McILWRAITH said that
was what he wanted to understand, and it only
showed how mnecessary it was to say what a
common lodging-house was.

The PREMIER said his hon. and learned
friend the member for Bowen, as he had already
said, gave the only definition of a common
lodging-house that he was aware of. The
English Act contained no definition of what a
common lodging-house was, bat in a foot-note
to ¢ Chitty’s Statutes,” 1880, it was said —

“The Act contains no definition of connuon lodging-
houses, but in 1853 the law ofticers of the Crown
alvised that the term as used in the Common Lodging-
Houses Act of 1551, consolidated by this Aet, had refer-
cues to that elas < of lodging-house iu which personsof the
poorer el ave received for short periods. and though
steangers to one another rie., lodgers promiscuously
brought together) are allowed o inhubit one cowmmon
room.”

That was how the term was understood in 1838,
at_which time a provision was in forse—an Act
called the Common TLodging-Houses 4
1851-—which adopted the same languag That
Act had been amended, and was in force in
England up to 1875, when the Act now upon the
Statnte-book was passed. The same term was
still used, and when they found that for a
long period of years a certain term was used it
might safely be assumed that the termr was
understood.  His hon. friend, the member for
Fortitude Valley, who had had large seafaring
experience, would tell the House that there was
not the Jeast doubt, amongst the people who used
those places, what the meaning of the term was.
Of course the disadvantage of a definition in an
Act of Parliament was this : that if a particular
definition was put in, when a prosecution was
instituted, the case had to be brought exactly
within it, and unless the prosecution was brought
within the words of the definition it broke down,
It was therefore undesirable to insert a definition
of a thing which was thoroughly understood Ly
the persons who were the frequenters of the place.
That was why, in England, no definition had
been used. It ocenrred to him, when revising
the Bill, to try his hand at defining a common
lodging-house, but after consideration he gave
it up. His hon. and learned friend the member
for Bowen, in diseovering the only known defini-
tion the other day, had shown probably why
no definition had been adopted by the lmperial
Parliament.

The Hox. Sir T. McILWRAITH said the
hon. gentleman had not cleared awny the diffi-
culty, Owners of common lodging-houses had
certain duties to perform under the Bill, and
the definition which had been given defined a
common lodging-house as a place devoted to the
use of poor people. How could & man be pun-
ished if he did not know whether his house was a
comumon lodging-house or not? There were places
in Kdward street which it would be hard to say

7
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whether they were common lodging-houses, and
there was nothing to distinguish them from the
houses g little higher up the street than by the
class of people who frequented them. He thought
there ought to be some definition, and that there
was material for a definition to be made out of,

The PREMIER said he shounld like to hear
what the hon. member for Fortitude Valley had
to say on the subject. He had had some ex-
perience in these matters, and he understood the
hon. member was going to say something upon
the subject.

Mr. BEATTIE said the term “ common
lodging-house” was well known at home, where
they were registered. Certainly there was a
difference hetween a “‘ common  lodging-house”
and a house let for lodging ; because an owner
wight let a portion of his house to be devoted to
the use of one man, but in the ordinary common
lodging-house that was not done—at least, not in
the case of those houses which were registered.
When a house was registered the police hadmore
supervision over it, because they had the power
to enter, as in the case of public-houses here.
The only definition he could see which was
suitable for a common lodging-house was the one
he had mentioned the other night, and that was
that every house that was whitewashed should be
a lodging-house.

The Hox., Sz T. McILWRAITH said he
did not know where the line should be drawn.
He did not see how, if the clause passed, the
propvietor of ¢ Longreach,” for instance, could be
exempted from having to supply a list of the
persons who had been lodging there each night.
He thought the matter must be defined to make
the provizion workable at all. It would simply
be tyranny if they insisted upon the name, “A
registered comimon lodging-house,” being put up
on a boarding-house, without such places being
defined.

Mr. CHUBB said the only definition of a
common lodging-house, except that which was
given by the Hnglish Crown Law Officers,
seemed to be that a common lodging-house
was a place where a number of people slept in
the same room ; where people of the lower classes
assembled, where no questions were asked, where
they paid their shilling, and slept there the night
and went away in the morning. Perhaps the
ditficulty might be got over by defining a com-
mon lodging-house as a place where more than
a certain number of people occupied the same
room.

The PREMIER said he fancied that was
about the neavest definition they could get. The
character of a lodging-house might be proved in
a general way by the inspectors who visited it.
He would suggest the following as an amend-
ment, which would come in about ten clauses
further on, where there was an attemnpt at a
definition :—“ A common lodging-house was a
place in which persons were promiscuously
received, or in which several lodgers were
allowed o inhabit or sleep in one common room.”
That was about as near as they could possibly
define the term. Supposing a man was brought
up on a charge of offending against the pro-
visions of the Aect, the inspector of the local
authority would know the house; he would
have visited it, and could say what sort of a
place it was, and whether it came within the
definition of the Act. As the Bill stood, it would
he a common lodging-house if persons came and
went ; stayed there for the night; if there were
plenty of beds in a room ; and was not a place
where persons lodged permanently. In such a
case the bench would undoubtedly find it a com-
mon lodging-house, and no court would disturb
their finding, If it was desirable to pub in a
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definition he would suggest that which he had
mentioned, which would come in in the 69th
clause.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 58 to 61, inclusive, passed as printed,

On clause 62, as follows :—

““Where it appears to 2 local anthority that a common
lodging-hiouse is without a proper supply of water tor
the use of the lodgers, and that such a supply can he
furnished thereto at a reasonable rate, the loecal
authority may, by notice in writing, require the
owner or keeper of sueh house, within a time specitied
therein, to obtain sueh supply and to do all works neces-
sary for that purpose: and if the notice is uot com-
plied with accordingly the local anthority may remove
such house from the register until it is complied with.”

Mr. FERGUSON said he quite agreed with
the clause as it stood. It enforced every com-

mon lodging-house keeper o provide a supply -

of water. But if he could provide water, in
addition to that, he should be compelled to pro-
vide baths, which he considered weve very much
wanted.

The PREMIER: Did the hon., gentleman
think they would use them? That could hardly
be provided. They did not know what they
would have to pay for baths.

Clause put and passed.

On clause 63, as follows :—

“The keeper of a comnon lodging-house shall, from
time to time, when required by the local authority,
limewash the wallz and ceilings thereof, and shall, if he
fails to do so, be linble to a penalty not exceeding torty
shillings tor every duay during which he so fails.”

The Hox, Sir T. MoILWRAITH said there
was no doubt that the hon. Premier must devige
some means of getting over the difficulty con-
nected with the definition of a common lodging-
house ; otherwise he did not see how the
clauses were going to be worked. As pointed
out by the hon. member for ¥ortitude Valley,
clause 63 'was the only one that gave them
the slightest inkling of what a common lodg-
ing-house was, and that was—that it was a
lodging-house that would be improved by lime-
washing the walls. That was the only thing
that gave the slightest indication of what sort of
houses were referred to, They were intended
for the poorer classes, where the people had not
habits of cleanliness; where those habits had to
be forced npon them. If so, let that be perfectly
understood, and let a means be devised by which
the better classes would be prevented from being
harassed by the Bill. The clause evidently
contemplated houses that would be improved by
limewashing ; and there were not many that
would be improved by that process, as it was only
a means of hiding filth, so far as he could under-
stand, though it might be very good to lnok at.
According to the definition suggested by the
Premier, a common lodging-house was a house
in which persons were promiscuounsly received as
lodgers. That applied to ¢ Longreach.,” People
were there promiscuously received as lodgers.
Of course, if they had not a good coat on their
back they would be refused admission, for the
same reason that a person who had a good
coat on would not be received in Edward strect.
The clause either included all lodging-houses or
none. Unless they had some further information
on the subject he did not see how it was to work.
He could quite understand common lodging-
honses in_England, as there the term was per-
fectly well known.

The PREMIER said the term was well known
in Sydney and Melbouwrne. They were commonly
talked about. As far as he knew, no attempt
had ever been made to define the term ; but, as
he had said, it was commonly used in Sydney.
He had never seen the name *‘ common lodging-
house” on a building ; but there were such places
there, and he had often seen descriptions of visits
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to them by the police and members of the Press.
No doubt the term had not been defined in Eng-
land, because they did not see how to do it. How
did they define ““a common carrier”? He wasa
man who, from the way in which he carried
on business, showed that he was a person who
carried goods for anybody for hire. A com-
mon lodging-house was a lodging-house which
took any person who came. Most of the lodging-
houses here would not take any person who went
to them ; and many people would not go to
commmon lodging-houses, just as many people
would not go to a particular kind of inn. He
doubted very much whether it was possible to
define the termn. It was well understood.
There were many things perfectly well under-
stood of which it would be impossible to give a
scientific definition. If there was to be a
definition of comnion lodging-houses, he did not
see any better one than the one he had just sug-
gested.  Of course if they adopted a definition
they would lose the ad vantage of the cases decided
in Ingland, as to what was the meaning of the
expression in the analogous provisions.

Mr. NORTON said he thought that in Sydney
cormmmon lodging-hoases were defined as houses
which received lodgers, but did not provide them
with meals ; the lodgers simply got beds.

The PREMIER : I was not aware of that.

Mr. NORTON said he had a report in connec-
tion with common lodging-houses in Sydney,
which he would lend to the hon. gentleman, if he
cared forit.

The PREXIER : That does not define com-
mon lodging-houses,

Mr. NORTON said it did not; but he could
promise the hon. gentleman that if he read
the report he would not have an appetite for a
week.

Mr. MIDGLEY said he thought the clauses
limited the local authorities too narrowly as to
the mode of purifying an objectionable, or
supposed to be objectionable, dwelling. He
could imagine a man conducting a very cheap
house, and yet having a house well built and
well fitted. On the principle that the amount of
trade he did—the number of lodgers he received—
would pay, he might only make a small charge,
and yet have a very good establishment or a
very good building. From the clause wunder
discussion it appeared that the local authority
might require him  to do nothing less than
whitewash it.

The PREMIER:
things.

Mr. MIDGLREY said he would suggest that
there should also be some other modeof cleansing
specified in the clause. A man might have his
rooms painted or plastered or papered ; and to
whitewash them would be an act of vandalism.

The PREMIER said the whole scheme of the
Bill was to entrust local authorities with the
power of carrying out the provisions necessary
to preserve the public health. Because they
had the power to compel a man to pull down his
house, it did not follow that they would require
every man to do that, They would only require a
man to limewash his house when it was in a
condition dangerous to health if that wag not
done. The whole principle of the Bill was that
local authorities might fairly be entrusted with
those powers, and that they had sufficient dis-
cretion not to exercise them when it was not
necessary.

Clause put and passed.

On clause 64, as follows :—

“The keeper of & common lodging-house shall, every
day. if required in writing by the loeal anthority so to
do, report to the local authority, or to such person as the
local authority directs, every person who resorted to

Oh, yes! many other
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such house during the preceding day or night: and for
that purpose schednles shall b furnished by the local
authority to the person so reynired to report, and he
shall fill up sueh schedules with the intornation
required, and transmit thom to the losul anthority.”

'The PREMIER said the clause in the English
Act related only to houses receiving beggars or
vagrants.  He did not know that it was necessary,
and did not care very much abont it. If there
was any serious objection to the clause, he would
not press it.  He did not know that there were
any thieves” houses here yet.

Clause put and negatived,

Clauses 65 and 66 passed as printed,

On clause 07, as follows :—

“Any keeper of a comuon lodging-house who—

1. Receives any lodger in such house while the
same is not registered under this Aect; or
2. Tails to make a report, after he has heen fwr-
nished with sehedules for the purpose, in pur-
suance of this Act, of the persons resorting to
such hows on the preceding day or night; or
3. Tails to give the notices required by this Act
when any person in such houss is ill of fever or
other infectiouns disease :
shall he liable to a penalty not exceeding five pounds;
and in the case of a continuing offence to #@ further
penalty not exceeding forty slillings, for every day
during which the offence continues.”

The PREMIER moved the omission of the
2nd paragraph of the clause.

Amendment agreed to ; and clause, asamended,
put and passed.

Clause 68— Conviction for third offénce to
disqualify persons from keeping commeon lodging-
house”—passed as printed,

On clause 69, as follows :—

 For the purposes of this Act the expression < common
lodging-honse’ includes, in any ense in whicl only part
of a touse is used as a common lodging-hiouse, the part
of such house so nsed.”

The PREMIER said he proposed to amend
the clause by inserting a definition of the
term  “‘common lodging-house.” They would
have an opportunity afterwards of ‘altering
the definition if necessary, but he thought
it could hardly be improved. ¥e moved
the insertion after the word ““lodging-house,” in
the 2nd line of the clause, the words “means
Jodging-houses to which persons promiscuously
resort as lodgers, or in avhich persons, - strangers
to one another, are allowed to inhabit or sleep in
one common room and.”

Mr, CHUBB said he thought the proper place
for the definition would be in the definition
clause.

The PREMIER said he thought it just as
well to leave it where 15 was.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRATITH szid the
term would still include all the lodging-liouses in
town, and all the hotels too, for there was not
one of them in which people were not promis-
cuously brought together as lodgers, and very
few in which two people had not occasionally to
sleep in the same rooni.

The PREMIER said that, in lodging-houses
of the superior class, lodgers did not commonly

sleep more than one in the same roow. They
might in some Instances.
The Hown. Sir T. McILWRAITH : I have

had to do it before now.

The PREMIER said it might happen under
exceptional circumstances. He was sure, how-
ever, that no one could misunderstand the defini-
tion ; but he was still of opinion that the Bill
would be better without one,

Mr. MIDGLEY said he thought the Premier
did not know as much about hotels as he did. It
had been his misfortune to have to walk about
the,streets of Brisbane at miduight through not
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being able to get a bed at an hotel. In most of
the hotels in towns about half the rooms were
furnished with two beds, and when extra accom-
modation was required it was difficult for people
to get separate rooms,

The PREMIER :
relate to hotels at all,

Mr. ARCHER said he should prefer to see
no definition included. The term ‘ common
lodging-house,” though not in use at present,
would be used when the Bill wax put in force,
and everyone would understand its meaning to
be places where persons resorted for the purpose
of sleeping, and not getting their meals at all.
There were plenty of places of that kind in
England, and they existed also in Sydney. They
would spring up in Queensland also, and the
best thing they could do would be to have no
definition.

Mr. NORTON said it would be better not to
attempt to detine the terin.  There were numbers
of houses which regularly had two beds in a
room, and peuple going there often stipulated
that they should have a room to themselves.

Amendment put and negatived, and clause
passed as printed.

Clause 70— (Governorin Council may empower
local authority to make by-laws as to lodging-
houses”—passed as printed.

Clause 71—“Evidence as to family in proceed-
ings”—passed as printed.

On clause 72— Definition of nuisances”—

The PREMIER said he would accept the
suggestion thrown out by the leader of the
Opposition, with regard to furnaces consuming
their own smoke. It was as yet somewhat
premature to make any regulation of that kind.
He moved that the following subsection of the
clause he omitted :—

“Any fireplace or furnace which does not, so far as
practicible, consume the sinoke arising fron the com-
bustible wied therein, and which is used for working
engines by steam, or in any mill, factory, dve-house,
hrewery, hikehouse, or gaswork, or in any nanufactur-
ing or trade process whatsoever.”

Amendment pat and passed.

On the motion of Mr. CHUBB, the word
“black ” was omitted from the following sub-
section :—

“Any chimney (not heing the chimney of a private
dwelling-liouse) sending forth black sinoke in such a
quantity as to be « nuisance.”

Mr. MIDGLEY said that the first proviso
to the clause seemed to make it allowable for a
man to engage in an objectionable manufacture
if he considered he had done his best to make it
inoffensive. That was hardly right, unless the
question was dealt with elsewhere in the Bill.

The PREMIER said that if a business became
a nuisance, the provisions of clause 93 would
apply to it. A business might not of itself be
a nuisance, althongh it might become occasion-
ally unpleasant for a quarter or half-an-hour.
But as long as the unpleasantness was made to
pass away as quickly as possible, there could be
no objection to it. They must allow business
of that kind to be carried on in some way, so
long as it did not interfere with the public health.

On the motion of the PREMIER, the second
proviso to the clause, which had reference
to furnaces consuming their own smoke, was
struck out.

Clause, as amended, passed.

Clause 73— Duty of lacal authority to inspect
distriect for detection of nuisances”—passed as
printed.

Clause 74— Information of nuisances to local
authority”—passed as printed.

The definition does not




Health Bill.

On clanse 75— Liocal arthor 1(:" to serve notice
requiring abatement of nuisance”—

Mr. NORTON asked for an explanation of
the words ““ structural convenience” in the fol-
lowing proviso ;i—

“ When the nuisanes arises from the want ov defeetive
eonstruction of any =tructural convenienes or where
there is no ocenpier of the premises, notice nnder this

section shall be served on the owner.”

The PREMTER said the words referred to
any want of convenience to let water off, any
want of a window, or of places for ventilation,
and so on. If the defect was in the comstrue-
tion of the building notice was to be given to the
owner.  Ferhaps it would be Letter to alter the
language of the clanse.

Clause agreed to with verbal amendments,

Clanze 76— On non-compliance with notice,
complaint to be made to justice”—passed as
printed,

On clause 77— Power of court to malke order
dealing with nuisance ”’—

Mr. CHUBB asked what would be the con-
sequence of a recurrence of a nuisance after a
prohibition had been issued ?

The PREMIER : Turn to section 83

(lause passed as printed; also clauses 79
and 80.

On clause 81, as follows:—

“ Any matter or thing removed by a local authority
in abating any niwisance under this Act may he sold by
public auetion, and the mouney ng from the sule
may he retuined hy the loeal authority and applicd in
payment of the expensas incurred by it with referencs
10 such nui~rines, and the sarplus. it any, shall be puaid
on demund to the owner of such matter or thing

Mr. NORTOXN sald he thought the clause
ought to be amended. §(>1lmzthm<r else might be
removed besides manure, and 1* was giving a
power the local body had no right to have

Mr. BEATTIE said he thought thmc was
something wanting in the clause. It said that
the matter was to be sold when removed, and if
there was any surplus it would go to the owner
of the property ; but then there would be some
expenses to be net. There were two or three
clauses in which the court had power to compel
the local authority to pay. He doubted very
much whether there was any likelihood of their
having to pay any of the ratepayers’ money.

The PREMIER said that clause 84 provided
for the payment of expenses. He thougl )t per-
haps it would be better to use the wor ds ¢ offen-
sive matter” instead of ““ matter or thing.”

Clause passed as printed.

On clause 82, as follows ;—

‘1. The local authority, or any of their officers, shall
be admitted into any premises for the purpose of
exaining as to the existence of any nuisance thereou,
or of enforcing the provizions of this Act, at any tlme
between the Liours of uine in the forencon and
the afternoon, or in the care of a nuisance ar
respeet of any business, then at any hour when such
business is in progress or is nsually carried on.

“2. Where 2 nuisanee under this Aet has been nscer-
tatned to exist, or an order of abaterent or prohibhition
has becu made, the local authority, or any of the oflicers
of the local authority shall be admitted from thne to
time into the prewises between the howrs aforesaid,
unitil the nuisanecs is abated, or the works ordered to be
done are conpleted, as the ease may he.

“3. Where an order of abatement or prohibition has
not heen obeved, the local authority, or any of the
ofticers of the local authority, shall be admitted from
time to time at all reasonabic hours, or at all hours
Quring which business is in progress or ix usually earried
on, into the premises where the nuisance exists, in order
to abuate the same.

4. I adinission to premises for any of the pmrposes
is section is refused, any justice, on complaint

resl on oialh by any ofticer of the local authority
mgle after reasonable notice in writing of the inten-
tivn tomake it has Leen given to the person having
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custody of the premiscst, may, by order under his hand,
require the person having custody of the premises to
admit the loeal authority, or any officer of the local
aunthority. into the prewises during the howrs aforesaid ;
and if no person having the custody of the premises
can be found, the justics may, on oath made before him
of that fuct, by order under his liand autborise the
Incal .tulhoul\ or any officer of the loeal authority to
enter such premises daring the howrs atoresaid.

“5. Any order made by a justice for admixsion of the
Io(' 1l authority, or any oflicer of the loeal anthority,
into any prem ses shall continuwe in force uutil the
puisance has been abated, or the work for wiich the
entrance wus neecssary has been done.”

Mr. FERGUSON said he could not see the
reason for this clause. It would be very unwise
to give the officers of the corporation the right
to walk into anyone’s private house. They ‘shnuld
he required to give notice of the intended inspec-
tion before entering upon anvbody’s premises.

The PREMIER said that the owner of the
premises might refuse to allow the officer to enter
until he obtained an order, and the order could
not be obtained until after reasonable notice in
writing had been given. There could be no
compulsory inspection without reasonable notice.

Mr. CHUBB said there ought to be some
provision that where a person vefused to allow
inspection he should be subject to an add itional
penalty for allowing the nuisance to continue
longer.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 83 to 90 inclusive, passed as printed.

On clause 91, as follows

“Any persoun who, after the passing of this Aect, estah-
lishes within amunicipal distriet, without the consent in
writing ot the munieipal authority, any of the following
trades, that is to suy, the trade of blood-hoiler, bone-
hoiler, fellinonger, soap-boiler, tallow-melter, tripe-
boiler, or any other noxious or offensive trade, husiness.
or manufacture, shall be liable to a penalty not exceed-
g tifty pmmm in respect of the establishinent thereof;
aud any person carrving on a husiness xo (‘itlbl]\hcd
shull be lable to a penalty not exceeding forty shillings
for every day oun which the offence is continued,
whether there has or hus 1ot been any conviction in
respect of the establishinent thereof.”

Mr. NORTON said the clause might be
understood to apply to existing rights, and to
guard against that he proposed to amend it by
inserting after the word ‘“established” the words
““after the passing of this Act.”

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended,
put and passed.

Clause 92— By-laws as to offensive trades”—
passed as printed.

On clause 93, as follows :—

“1. Where any candle-house, melting-house, melting-
place, or soap-house, or any slaughter-house, or any
building or place for boiling offal or blood, or for hoiling,
hurning, or crushing bones; or any manufactory, build-
ing, or place used for any trade, business, process, or
manufacture causing efilu s certified to & muniecipal
aunthority hy its health -officer, or by any two legally
(ualified medical practitioners, or by any ten inhabitants
of the district, to be a nuisance, or irious to the health
of any of the inbabhitants of the district. such municipal
anthorily shall direct complaint to be made before a
justice, who may swiminon the person by or on whose
bhehalf the trade so complained of is carried on, to appear
hefore a eowrt of swnunary jurisdiction,

*2, The court shall inguire into the complaint, and
if it appears to the court that the business carried on
by the person complained of is a nuisnnee, or causes
any efttuvia which is a2 nuisance or injurious to the
health of any of the inhabitauts of the district, ind un-
it he shown that such person has used the best
practicable means for abating s. el nuisanes, or prevent-
ing or connteracting such eflluvia, the person so offend-
ing (heing the owner or oceupier of the premises, or
heing a foreman or other person emploved hy such
owner or oceupier) shall he linble to a penalty not ex-
ceeding tive pounds nor less than forty shillings, and on
a second il any subsequent convietion, to a penalty
donble the amount of the penalty imposed for the last
preceding conviction : but the highest amount of such
nenil wll not in any case exceed the sww of two
hundred pounds,
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“3. Provided that the court may suspend its final de-
termination on ¢ondition that the person compliined of
umilertakes 10 adopt within a reasonable time such
means as the court may deew to bhe practicable, and
order tobe curried iuto eifect, for abating such nuisance
or instigating or preventing the injurious effeets of sneh
efffuria.

b A muuicipal anthority may, if it thinks fit, on
suel eortificate as in this section meutioned, cnuse to
he taken any proceedings in the Supreme Court against
any person it respect of the matters dlle%dm such
certificate.”

Mr. GROOM said there was one part of the
clause he did not like. Subsection 2 said :—

* The court shall inquire into the complaint, and if it

appears to the court that the business carvied on by the
person compluined of is a nunisance, or causes an
effiuvia which iz a nuisapee, or injurious to the
liealth of any of the inhabitants of the district, and un-
less it he shown that such person has used the best
practicable means for abating such uuisance, or pre-
venting or counteracting such efiluvia, the person so
offending,” ete.
He did not think those words ought to be allowed
to remain in the clause. He would mention a
case in point, There was a business of that kind
carried on in the municipality with which he
was connected : A person received by drays or
by train sometimes as many as 100 hides, and he
had them taken into some sort of hide-house and
had them cured. In warm weather the effluvia
arising from the curing of those hides was a
terrible nuisance, and they frequently had
petitions sent in to the Municipal Council
about it. In the winter, the person ve-
ferred to was able to apply such reme-
dies as entlrely removed the smell, and the
premises were in no way offensive; but imme-
diately the hot weather sot in the nuisance
arose, The nuisance should be put a stop to
altogether, but no action could be taken under
the clause if a man proved that he had taken the
best practicable means for abating the nuisance,
even though it should still exist and be a nui-
sance and injurious to health, in the opinion of a
medical man. Such cases might arise elsewhere ;
and he thought it wounld be better to leave out
the words he had referred to.

On the motion of the PRIMTIER, the words,
“and unless it be shown that such person has
used the best practicable means for abating such
nuisance, or preventing or counteractmg such
efﬂu\m 7in the 2nd subsection, and the words

‘orinstigating” at the end of the 3rd subsection,
were omitted.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 94— Power to procced where nuisance
arises from offensive trade carried on beyond
district "—passed as printed.

On clause 95, as follows ;—

*1. Any health officer or inspector of nuisances may
at all reasonable times inspeet and examine any animal,
carcase, meat, poultry, game, flesh, fish, fruit, vege-
tables, eorn, bread, flour, or milk, exposed for sale, or
deposited in any place for the purpose of sale or pre-
paration for sale, and intended for the food of man.

« 2. 1f any such animal, carcase, meat, poultry, game,
flesh, fish, fruit, vegetables, corn. bread, flour, or milk,
appears 1o such health officer or inspector to be disensed,
or unsound, or unwholesome, or unfit for the food of
man, he may seize and carry away the same himself or
by an assistant, in order to hiave the same dealt with by
two justices.

“3. The proof that any substance so exposed was not
exposcd or deposited for any sueh purpose, or was not
intended for the food of wan, shall rest with the party
charged.”

Mr. NORTON said he noticed that, under
the clause, the health officer or mspector might
examine and inspect any animal, carcase, ete.
As animals were mentioned, he would direct the
attentwnnf the Premier to the cagse referred to
in the papers recently of a cow which had been
wandering about in the Valley recently, and
which was suffering from a disease from which
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an unpleasant effluvia arose. As the clause
spoke of animals, he wished to know whether it
would cover cases of that kind ?

Mr. MIDGLEY =aid, as charity should begin
at home, he thought sanitary precautions should
also begin at home ; and he thought the clause
was & suitable one in which to provide “that no
jugged hare shall be served in the Parliamentary
Refreshment Rooms if there is reason to believe
that the animal has been dead more than three
months.” He thought hon. members who had a
partiality for ]uqch hare would be glad to see
such a provision inserted.

The PREMIER said he thought the case
referred to by the hon, member for Port Curtis
was scarcely of sufficient importance to refer
to specially. The local authority undoubtedly
could deal with such a case as a nuisance, though
he did not think any of those clauses referred to Tt

Clause passed as printed.

Clause 96 passed as printed.

Clauses 97 to 107 passed as printed.

On clause 108, as follows —

“ Any person letting for hire, or showing for the pur-
pose of letting for hire, any house or part of a house,
who, on heing questioned by any person negotiating tor
the hire of such house or part of a house. as to the tiuct of
there being, or within six wecks previously having been
therein any person suffering from any dangerous infec-
tions disorder, kuowingly makes a filse answer to such
«uestion, shall be liable at the diseretion of the cowrt to
a peualty not exceeding twenty pounds, or to imprison-
ment with or without hard labour for a period not
exceeding one month.””

Mr. NORTON said he thought anyone letting
a house in which infected persons had heen living
ought to be compelled to inform the person
applying for it that it had been infected.

The PREMIER moved the omission from
the clause of the words *“ who on being questioned
by any person negotiating for the hire of such
house or part of a house, as to the fact of there
being,” with a view of inserting the words ‘“in
which there ix,”

Amendment put and passed.

The PREMIER moved the further amend-
ment of the clause by the omission of the words
““having been therein,” with a view of inserting
the words *“have been.”

Amendment put and passed.

The PREMIER 1moved that the words
£ l\nowm(vly makes a false answer to such ques-
tion” be omitted,-with a view of inserting the
words ““shall inform any person neootntnw for
the hire of such house, or part of a houqe, of the
fact of a person wo snifenn being or havmg
been therein, and if he wﬂfullv fails to do s0, he.”

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. BLACK said he thought the clause would
have a very serious effect on all the hotels in town.
It was, no doubt, very necessary that proper pre-
cautions should be taken to prevent lodgers———

The PREMIER : This clause does not apply
to any hotels,

Mr. BLACK said the previous clause said—

¢« For the purposes of this section the keeper of an inn
shall he,” ete.

The PREMIER : This section does not apply
to them.

Mr. BLACK said he would like it to be under-
stood that the clause did refer to hotels. When
a lodger went to an hotel and took a bedroom,
that was “letting for hire any house, or part of a
house.” What he wished to point out W ‘as, that
six weeks was perhaps an excessive time; m
meant that if any infectious disease broke out in
the hotel, that that house would be quarantined
for six weeks, although every precaution might
have heen talken in the way of fumigating.

Mr. GROOM : It is so in Sydney now.
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Mr. BLACK said that under the clause any
hotel-keeper who might be unfortunate enough
to have small-pox or any infectious disease intro-
duced into his house, would have, virtually, to
shut up that house for six weeks., He did not
suppose that anyone would take a rcom in that
house if he was plainly told that the house was
considered by the Act to be unhealthy., He did
not know what medical men thought on the sub-
ject ; but he thought that the clause would ruin
almost any hotel-lreeper in the city.

Mr. NORTON said he did not know why the
clause should be altered., He did not see why
any hotel-keeper should be allowed to spread a
disease. The only question was whether the
tinie was not too long.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 109 to 121, inclusive,
printed.

On clause 122, as follows :—

“1. For the purpose of defrayi any expenses
chargeable on the municipal or divisional fund which
that fund is insufficient to meet, the local authority
shall from time to time, as occasion may reyuire, make
and levy in addition to any otlhier rate leviable by them
under any Aet, a rate or rates to be called ‘General
Health Rates.

“2. Any suchrate may be made and levied, either pros-
pectively in order to raise money for the payment of
fnture charges and expenses, or retrospectively in order
to raise money for the payment of charges and expensis
incurrcd at any time within six onths before the
making of the

“3. The provisions of the Local Government Act of
1878, and of the Divisional Boards Act of 1879, respec-
tively, and of the several Acts mmnending the same,
relating to the making and levying of rates, shall apply
to the making and levying of rates under this Act.

“4. The general health rate shall be made and levied
upon all ratable property situated in the distriet.

3. The same endowment shall T payableandshall he
paid to the local authority in respect of moneys raised
by general health rates as is payable in respect of
moneys raised by general rates under the sald Acts
respectively.”

Mr. GROOM said no mention was made in
the clause with regard to the amount of the rate
that the municipal couneil might levy. dluni-
cipalities were very heavily taxed as it was just
now ; what with the general rates, water rates,
lighting rates, and loan rates, they were very
heavily taxed indeed. That clause would place a
very great power in the hands of local authori-
ties.

The PREMIER said a small rate would be
sufficient with the endowment.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 123—*“Further provisions for the re-
covery of expenses ”—passed as printed.

On clause 124, as follows +—

“1. The bhoard may, from time to time, certily the
amount of expenses that have heen incurred, or an
estimate of the expenscs about to be incurred, by any
person appointed by the board under thi: ct to per-
forin the duty of a defaulting loeal authority ; and also
the amount of any loan required to he r xd for the
purpose of defraying any expenses that have been so
incwrred, or are estimated as about to be incurred ; and
the certificate of the board shall be conclusive as to all
matters to which if relates.

“2. Whenever the board so certifies a loan to bhe
required, the Colonial Treasurer may advance to the

“hourd, or to any person appointed as aforesaid, the
amount of the loau so certified to be required; and the
board may, by any instrument duly executed, chirge
the municipal or divisional fund, and any endowinent
payable to the local authority with the repayment of
the prineipal and interest due in respect ol such loan,
in aecordance with the provisions of the Local Works
Loans Act of 1880, and every such charge shall have
the same effect as if the defaulting loeal authority had
itself raiscd such loan, and had duly executed an in-
strument charging the same on suech fund and endow-
ment. -

“3. The swrplus (it any) of any such loan, after pay
ment of the aforesaid, shall, on the amount thercof
being certified by the board, he repuid to the Colonial
Treasurer.

passed as
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“4, The term ‘expences,” for the purposes of the
provisions of this part of this Act, shall inchude all suns
payable under those provisions hy or by the order of the
hoard ov a person appointed by the board.”

Mr. BLACK said be noticed that the clause
provided that when the board required a loan
they should get it from the Colonial Treasurer,
under the Local Works Loan Act of 1880, He
would like to know what class their loaus would
c¢ome under ?

The PREMTER said that was fixed by the
Governor in Council under the Act. It depended
on various things. If the loanwas for astone drain
it would come under works of that kind, but if it
was for the work of scavenging it would come
under a different class, and the board would pro-
bhably have to repay the loan in a shorter time,

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 125 to 134, inclusive, passed’as printed.

On clause 135, as follows 1—

“In any procecding instituted by or agninst a local
authority under this Act it shall not be necessary for
the plaintiff to prove the corporate name of the local
authority or the constitution or limits of its district.
But this section shall not prejudice the right of any
defendant to prove such counstitution or limits.”

The PREMIFR moved that the clause be
amended in the 4th line so as to read, ‘‘its con-
stitution or the limits,”

Amendment agreed to ; and clause, as amended,
put and passed.

Clauses 136 to 147, inclusive, passed as printed.

Clause 148—*° Compensation in case of damayge
by local authority "—was amended on the motion
of the PREMIER, by substituting the word
‘“determined ” for the word *‘ascertained,” and
inserting the words ‘‘the compensation” before
the word ““recovered.”

Clause 149 and Schedule passed as printed.

The CHATRMAN left the chair, and reported
the Bill to the House with amendments.

On the motion of the PREMIER, the Bill was
reconunitted for further consideration of clauses
28 and 48.

Clause 28 was amended by the omission of the
word ““newly” in the phrase ‘““anv howse »o
newly erected or vrebuilt,” and the word
“covered ” in the phrase “until a covered drain
or drains ix or are constructed.”

Clause 48 was amended, to read as follows ;—

There, on the certificate of the heualth olficer, it
appears to a loeal authority that any house is unfit by
reason of its {ilthy or dilapidated condition to be used
as a dwelling, or otherwise occupied, the local autho-
rity may give notice in writing to the owuer or occupier
of such house to purify or repair or alter the same so
as to render it fit for human habitation or oecupation.

If the person to whow the notice is given fails to
comply therewith within the time therein specified, he
shall be liable to a penalty of ten shillings per day for
every day during which such defauwlt continues; ang
the local authority inay, if it thinks ft, direct the
house to be pulled down or destroyed.

The House resumed, and the CHATRMAN re-
ported the Bill with further amendments.

The report was adopted, and the third reading
made an Order of the Day for Tuesday next.

ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER, in moving the adjouwrnment
of the House till Tuexday next, said that the
business it was proposed to take first on that day
was the Timmigration Act Amendment Bill ; and
he hoped there would be time, after its disposal,
to make some progress in the Defence Bill. 1t
was not proposed to take the Land Bill on
Tuesday. He might say that, unless otherwise
indicated, the Colonial Treasurer would make
his Financial Statement on Wednesday next.

The House adjourned at twenty-live minutes
to 11 o’clock.






