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Message from Assembly.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Tuesday, 14 October, 1884,

Assent to Bills.—Message from'the Legislative Assembly.
-—Townsville:Gas Company Bill-—Oaths Act of 1882
Amendment - Bill =third = reading.— Maryborough
Racecourse: Bill=—third reading.~~Appropriation: Bill
No.2—committee.—Immigration Actof 1882 Amend-
ment - Bill-—committee.-~Native - Labourers: Protec-
tion Bill.—Ilealth Bill.

The PRESIDENT took the chairat 4 o’clock,

ASSENT TO: BILLS.
The PRESIDENT read: messages from His
]ﬁxcellencv the Governor assenting to the follow:

“ing Bills:—

A“PBill to amend-the Native Birds Protection
Act of 1877.

A Bill entitled:‘“A Bill to aménd and: consoli:
date the law relating to Patents for Inventions,
and the - Registration -of : Designs - and Trade
Marks.”

A Bill'to amend the Wages Act of 1870.

A Bill to declare the powers of local authorities
with respect -to-imposing - License Fees; Tolls,
Rates-and Dues; and for other purposes.

A Bill to'enable the council of 'the munici-
pality of :"Maryborough' to: sell: or inortgage
certain <lands granted to the said council-as a
site for:a town hall; ‘and to apply the proceeds to
the:building of ‘a new-town-hall ‘onother land
granted: to the: said council as ‘a reserve for a
town’hall.

A Bill: to::enable -the Trustees for-the: time
being of ‘the Will: of John:Pettigrew, deceased,
to. sell and dispose: . of certain: trust: ‘property
comprised:therein.

A Bill to- enable “the Grympie - Gas Company
(Limited); incorporated under’ the provisions of
the Companies ‘Act, 1863, to light with gas the
Goldfields : of “Gympie and: for other purposes
therein mentioned.

A Bill to close a road:privately ‘dedicated to
the public over subsection A:‘of portion 59, parish
of :North: ‘Brisbane, ‘county:of Stanley, and to
open in its'stead a road over subdivisions d « and
d b of the said portion.

MESSAGE FROM: THE LEGISLATIVE
ASSEMBLY.

The PRESIDENT read the following message
from the Legislative Assembly :—

My PResIDENT < The - Legislative Asscmbly: ]nuuw
passed the following resolution=namely :—

“That: Mr. Stovens be’discharged from - attendance
uponithe: Joint: Committec  lor: the management and
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superintendence of the Pariamentary Buildings; and
that Mr. Ferguson be appointed a member of sueh com-
nittee,—

“ Beg now:to communicate:the  same  to the Legisla~
tive Council.

€W, H. Grooas,

“ Speaker,
“ Legislative -Assembly Chamber,
“ Brisbane; 10th' October, 1884."

TOWNSVILLE GAS COMPANY ‘BILL.

The PRESIDENT read: a message from' the
Legislative - Assembly  forwarding this: Bill for
the concurrence of the Leglalatlve Council; and
at the same time transmitting 'a printed copy: of
the report-and  proceedings: of the  Select: Com-
mittee to which it had been referred.

On-the - motion: “of the "POSTMASTER-
GENERAL (Hon. “C.'S; Mein), the Bill" was
read a first time, and the second’ reading made
an Order of the'Day for Tuesday next.

()ATHS ACT-OF 1882 AMENDMENT
BILL—THIRD READING
On motion of the HoN,P. MACPHERSOi\,
this ‘Bill was ‘read ‘a’third time, passed; and
ordered  to: be’ transmitted  to the Legislative
Assembly with message in the usual form.

MARYBOROUGH RACECOURSE BILI~
THIRD READING. -

The POSTMASTER-GENERAT moved that
this Bill'be now read a third time.

The Hox. W. H. WALSH ; One moment, Mr.
President!

After a pause,

The PRESIDENT:: T shall not wait for:hon.
members if - they are not prepared to speak.. No
amendment can be ‘moved of which notice has
not been given,

The HoxN. W: H. WALSH:: T am not gom" to
move an amendment.

The PRESIDENT: Then the hon member
is-out of order in'speaking.

The Hox, W. H, WALSH: Do yourule s
sir?

The PRESIDENT :. Decidedly.  The Stand-
ing ' Order: is - perfectly clear.. No: amendment
can be moved-unless notice of it-has been given.
There is no question before the House: except
the third reading of the Bill.

The Howx. W. H. WALSH : That'is the ques-
tion.’ Do you rule that I cannot speak at all on
the subject?

The PRESIDENT " The hon. member cannot
move an amendment; therefore there is nothing
to speak about.

The Hox.'W. H. WALSH : This: is: 2 new
version.. I ‘am’ not going to move an amend-
ment, but I have something to speak about.

The PRESIDENT : The hon. member can-
not ‘speak ‘unless: there ‘is: a ‘motion ~before: the
Chair.

The: Hox, W. H., WALSH : 'The motion is
the third ‘reading of ‘the ‘Bill. I want to speak
t0it.

The PRESIDENT ::The hon. member cannot
speak-toit.  He can veto it.

Question: put'and passed.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAT moved that
the Bill do'now pass.

The Hox: 'W. H. WALSH :' Can T speak now ?

The PRESIDENT :*No';-you can veto it:

The Hox.: W H.-WALSH : ' T cannot speak ?

The PRESIDIENT: You- cannot, -~ You mauy
veto thé motion.

Question’ put and:passed,
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The Hor. W. H. WALSH : Hon, gentlemen,
—1I really think this is ‘a’ question’ of: privilege;
whether the President: is: able to ‘override us-in
this manner. T do not’ want: to = obstruct
or:-prevent the: : Bill ‘from - passing 'in:any
way ; - but I do want to see our President con:
duct  himself: properly: T do’ want: to see
members: of this House maintain their rights
and - privileges. I will not sit in this. House
for:.one  momentif T am to: become the slave of
the President, or if he is’ to tell ‘me when T can
and: when T cannot address this:Chamber. T
have no.object whatever in contesting the passage
of this Bill'; but I have a'sacred duty to perform
to this country and to this House; while T occupy
a-position -here.  That duty is in inaintaining
our:prerogatives ‘and: our rights. The: conduct
of the President, T do not hesitateto say, is'that
—T:do: not like: to use the words, but yet I
cannot ‘avold ‘doing  so—-his conduct extends
beyond that of extreme arrogance.

The POSTMASTER-GENERATL : The hLon.
member:is-out of order.

The Hox. W. H: WALSH : T admit that T
am out of order; but what can T do?

The 'PRESIDENT : The President of this
Houge  “is" - placed: in"  a peculiar = position.
He is ‘entirely in' the hands: of the House,
If - ‘hon. members -are - going  to  allow inter-
ruptions:iand: remarks ‘of this-kind ' to" take
place; the: House will have to answer for it. T
cannot ;T have simply done my duty.  The rile
is as’clear as possible; and what the object of the
hon: member can be in-speaking to’the third
reading of a Bill' when he cannot amend it, with-
out notice of motion, I eannot imagine.: “Rule 61
says —

“No-ameudment shall be made “in" any Rill ‘on.the
third yeading unless notice thereof hias been previonsly
given; but any amendment or addition’'to any ‘¢lause;
of which notice has been given; may bethen moved.”
The rule, as I have said; is as clear.as possible.

The Hon. W. H. WALSH : The hon. the
President has assumed a position whichT did not
gainsay at all.  T-had no idea of moving any
amendment;: but: I “claim my right; at the
various stages of a-Bill; to address this Chamber,
Thehon. gentlemansaid Thave noright. Thehon.
gentleman—more. than that——in an offensive;—
of “course  the Postmaster-Greneral interjects
something-—what it is T 'do not know ;==but I
simply say, hon. gentlemen; that T am standing
up-as yourdefender=as ‘our defender: - I say
that: I was not out of ‘order in speaking to the
question ‘that' was:before: the House during two
stages of the Bill: T 'did not propose any amend-
ment, but T rose to  address :the: Chamber
onthe: question = then ' before - the ‘‘House:
TFor what ‘reason I ' cannot: say,  the  hon.
the - President:  chooses; ‘not - only:to try and
check me, but, bear in mind; to give a mis-
interpretation of my conduct=-of my proceedings.

I cansay, hon. gentlemen; ' is that if:we
are to permit that—if our President is: to- get
upand - be allowed: to  'misinterpret - what
an‘hon.: member is going - to say, :and . then
to call: upon' the = House to support him in
his misjudgment—well, I'shall ‘submit; having
entered previously, ‘as. I-do now; my strong
protest against it. I warn:you, hon. gentlemen,
to protect “your rights; T'warn you from' being
governed by anything like tyranny, whether that
tyranny. arise from ignorance or from design;

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: I regret
veory much that the hon. gentleman: has spoken
in.the manner in which he has done: If he
has suffered injury, he has' got®a very simple
mode of - redress; - If- the President has given
a wrong: ruling we can: decide’ for = ourselves
whether it shall-be adhered to or not. I do'not
¢hink the hon, gentleman should: take advantage
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of this opportunity. to cast the insinuations he has
done on the conduct of the President. There was
nothing in the President’s’ manner, or. decision,
to:justify the.inferences:the ‘hon. gentleman- has
chosen to draw.’ 'We may differ from the Presi-
dent.on his ruling: on ‘this point.- For instance,
T am  inclined “tothink' that -although the
President stated the question’ correctly—mamely,
that it is impossible  to move an amend-
ment on- the third “reading: of ' a ' Bill-—still,
it is  competent  for -hon. ‘members: to:address
the “House in regard:to- that motion; ‘in order
that' the House ~1hay  affirm: or dissent: from

it Tt is b0 be regretted that the hon. gentleman

did not put his: views: before the House in more
temperate language.

The Hox, T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR: 1
should be’ very . sorry indeed to make any reflec-
tion on my. hon:  friend ‘who is: niow in  the
chair; “but I ‘must’ say. that, ‘since ‘1 have
beenin ‘this  House, it is the first time T
have - ever. heard such 'a ruling. I cannot
bring to mind ‘any special ‘time when: discussion
on the third reading has been cbjected to. That: :
the hon. the President: has given aright inter-
pretation to the rule he refers to is true; but
that there is a question before.the House I have
not the slightest doubt. . The third reading is a
question, and my own opinion is that whenever
there is a question before the House any hon:
member can rise and speak to it I merely wish
to give my opinion on the question.

The Hox.'J. C.. HEUSSLER: T do not quite
agreewith thelanguage my hon. friend Mr. Walsh
has used, but: T agree ‘with: him in regard to
the right of ‘being able to speak on the third
reading ‘of “a’ Bill:" -1 certainly ‘am of opinion
that = hon.’ ‘members have that right, ‘and
only ' one remark : will = be  ¢onvincing ' proof
that such is the case.” ‘Any hon. member may
raise ‘a’ discussion: on:the question with the
view of ‘defeating the Bill on the third reading.
T think; with' respect to. that, he has a perfect
right to speak on the third reading and raise
discussion,

The POSTMASTER-GENKERAT : T beg to
move that ‘the title of the Bill be=‘*A Bill fo
enable the Trustees: of the land described in
deed of ‘grant number 17,135; being : the Race-
course Reserve; being the whole ‘of the: land

~described in the said deed; and’ situated in the

parish of Maryborough ‘and. county of March,
to sell certain portions:thereof.”

The Hox.'W. H. WALSH : May I be allowed
to address the House again?

The PRESIDENT: Allow me to put the
question, please ! ;

Question put:

The Hox. W. H. WALSH : Hon. gentlemen,
I 'think we' are getting into a fog in respect to
thé contention between myself and tlie hon: the
President of the House-—whether I can speak at
all - on'the  third reading  of the Bill.: The
motionbefore ‘the House s ot the third
reading of a Bill. “We ‘did not settle whether
the  Bill' “should -be read a third time, and
how we have floundered=—by the advice or
assistance of ‘the hon: the Postmaster-General—
into-the consideration:of - another subject s fo
mé quite’ inexplicable. - The hon. the President
ruled:that T could not speak-at-all—in any way,
as far as T~ made ‘out-—on the’ passage -of the
third reading of a Bill." I would like to ask
what has become  of ‘the Bill.."We certainly
have not passed it.. It has not gone through
its: various stages ; and yet now we are called
upon -to: discuss: -another - subject altogether.
Will” hon. ‘gentlemen tell ‘the -House how we
have floundered into-this position ?
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The POSTMASTER-GENERAL ::'We have
not floundered into any position at all.: - The hon.
the President: has already declared, on the:voice
of the:House; that tlie Bill shall be read a third
time.

The Hox. W H: WALSH:: No; no'!

The ‘POSTMASTER-GENERAL : - It -has
been read a third ‘time: by the : Clerk: in
consequence of our:orders; andthe House
then afirmed: that-““the Bill:do now pass.” It
was'so:declared on the voices——

The Hon: W HUWALSH : It was not.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: ‘And ‘the
proper motion: to .make ‘after: that, accord-
ing to our Standing: Orders, is that: the title
of :the Bill “be so-and-so. It is quite competent
forthe  House,  if it does’ not ‘consent  to
that: title, to amend it. " That is the question
before the House." - If the hon. gentleman wishes
to-address:the House he can do it ; but the hon:
the President having declared on the: voices that
the Bill:has-been read a third: time-—that it has
passed—we  are now properly ‘in:order in dis-
cussing the title'of ‘the Bill: If the hon. gentle-
man felt inclined to" take exception to the de-
cision of the homn.  the President with regard to
the third reading; or the passing of the Bill, he
should have: done so then: : The hon. member

~didnot wind up'with any. metion,: but raised- a
question of - privilege. - ~The: Houge :seemed  to
discuss the question as faras it wished, and T
then went to the next stage of the Bill.

The Hox, Wi H.: ‘WALSH:: ‘Hon.' gentle-
nen=<—

The POSTMASTER-GENERAT: : Youhave
already spoken:

The Hon.-W. H. WATLSH : T have no doubt it
is‘a question of privilege. T-have no doubt the
hon. Postmaster-General ‘would ‘like -the House
toisdy I have spokeén ; but while T am here T
willbe the protector of the rights and duties of this
Chamber, notwithstanding the hon: the President
orthe Postmagter-General. - But thething appears
to me  monstrous: for: the ‘Postmaster-General
to-be allowed by the hon. the President to state
that we had passed: through its various: stages a
Bill this afternoon. I say it was not so,:and the
hon: gentleman, in ‘trying to: prove that the pas-
sage of this Bill; by its third reading ‘and by its
subsequent stages; has fulfilled :its ends here—
T'say the hon. gentléman in saying, that is, try-
ing to—I cannot use the expression I should like
to—but T.will:say that it isnot correct. T appeal
to the hon. the President to know if the -Bill did
Ppass this evening in'this’ Chamber. - 'We are .con-
sidering now another measure.

The POSTMASTER-GENERATL: Noj; the
same thing.

The Hox. W.-H.. WALSH:: The Postmaster-
(lenera] entirely misconstrues: the thing.  We
are not:doing ‘anything of the kind; and ‘that'is
where the ~Postmaster-General  alone -ignores
him - from:the blunder he has “arrived at.
maintain that our right; our duty—I say we
have -both to: perform—and I am going ‘to
do it this' afternoon; ‘and the sophistications
of the' Postmaster-General - will'not: divert -me
from it.: We are not to -be misled,” and T ‘ask
the President at this moment whether, according
to: the explanation given' by the Postmaster:
General,  we have proceeded so:far with that
Bill ?

Question put:

The Hon. W H: WALSH : ' What has become
of ‘the previous question?

The PRESIDENT : It has been passed:

~The'Hox: W, H. WALSH ::When?

The PRESIDENT T 'am really not here to
be catechised by -hon. 'members  asking  such
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questions. - The records of the House will show
whether I' am correct: or not. Thetitle of the
Billis the question before the House.

The Hox. W, H. WATLSH ;T rose to attempt
to:object-to the passage of the Bill.: Discussion
ensued. . “What has become of. the Bill'?

The PRESIDENT : Tf the House -will not
protect, itself, T-am powerless.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL : The hon:
member ‘is clearly out ‘of .order. ~As I pointed
out before, if ‘he objected to the: passing of the
Bill He should have ‘objected at the: time, The
hon. the President declared: that the Hotise had
agreed: to the passing. of the Bill; and' no
objection was taken ; ‘and: of  ¢ourse the decision
of ‘the President stands.

The Hox. ' W. H. WALSH : I:took objection.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAT:: The hon.
gentleman- did nothing of ‘the sort. - There is one
way - of recording an objection—by making ‘a
proposition - that: the: House dissents : from:the
decision of ‘the President. ' That was not made,
and  consequently: the. decision: stands; and in
ordinary sequence I proposed-the title of the
Bill and:that is the question before the House.

The “Hox.: T. L MURRAY -PRIOR::
Hon:  gentlemen, Tregret very much that this
should: have occurred:: The position; T take it; -
is: this: Several hon. miembers dissented from
the: ruling . of “the. President: with regard: to
the right to speak on the: motion: for the third
reading of ia:Bill; I :therefore take: it that'the
hon: :the President will:“not at ‘onee give a
decision on a matter, but that it is his intention
at a future time—T am satisfied he will:.do so
—t0 look ‘up: the :subject and then give his
decision,: I may say that I; as one of the oldest

members-of the House—1if: the privileges were

infringed-—~whoever the: person-was—1I should be
one to stand up for the privileges of this House:
I-have dissented from.the hon: the President;
and I feel satisfied from my knowledge of ‘the
hon: gentleman thathe only looks for-time to give
his decision—whichever way it may be. If he does
find that he is not right,; T amn sure that he will say
so:" In'fact, on the third reading of a Bill; T will
try the question, if it is necessary, because I think
that hon. gentlemen have a perfect right tospeak
on: a:Bill then : but:I'am sure the hon. the Presi-
dent will “give the House -his: opinion on the
matter hereafter.

Question put and passed ; and Bill ‘ordered to
be returned to the Legislative  Assembly, with
message in the usual form.

The PRESIDENT : With regard to the ques-
tionof order before the House; T will again read
the rule; which to my mind is settled upon ‘the
pointi—

“No:amendment shall be-made in any Bill on"the

third reading; unless notice thereof has been previously
given:”
Hon. niembers have a perfect right to vetoa
Billl on the third reading; but they cannot move
an amendmentunless that amendment’ has been
given notice of. ' They have a perfect right to
veto ;- and what the object of any hon. member
in taking ‘objection to the third reading of a
Bill; if he has no-amendment to'propose—which
he can propose—can be; T-cannot say.  That isa
question for ‘the “House to  determine; but- the
opinion‘of-ong or twohon. members of the House
is: not the opinion of the House; ‘and if the
Houseare desirousthat there shallbe fullliberty of
speechon the third reading of a Bill; it is desirable
that they should express that opinion by the voice
of the majority, and that they should alter their
Standing Order. That is quite within the powers
of the House to do, and they can do it any time.
Lam guided entirely by the rules of the House
before me—the present rules of the House:
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The Hox, 'W. GRAHAM : May T'say a few
words:?

The PRESIDENT : Yes.

The HoN. ' W.,-GRAHAM : Well, hon. gentle-
men,; T'am still rather in a fog aboutthe question:
Ishould like to know whether it is ‘a standing
rule’: that. there ' shall :be no:diseussion=—no
speaking on the third: reading of & Bill—unless
in the way of ‘amendment of which notice ‘has
been given. - It seems to me rather anomalous.
‘When' the third reading is brought on; it is'a
motion before the House, and T certainly think
it is open for: discussionj and: even :if  not
to discussion, it is open'to hon. members to ex-
press -their sentiments.  Although they may
have no formal amendment to bring forward; yet
what they may: say in the case may have the
effect 'of inducing other hon.: members to veto
the Bill. I can see by our Standing Orders—
I think the 53rd ‘and  6lst~—that it does not
provideforthis ; and in those cases T believe we
follow:the practice of the English-Parliament. - T
amnot sufficiently: well'up in:* May” to know
whether he deals with that subject; but T think
that during the long timethe English Parliament
hag sat there must-have been some’ precedent
established.  T:should be very glad if ‘any hon;
member who is:better -up in. *“May.” than I-am
would give us some information on the subject.

The Hon. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR : Tshould
like to see the hon. Chairman of Committees rise
inhisplace togiveushis opinion;asheisabsolutely
the oldest member. present ; but I-can say for
one: that: during the time I have been in the
House I have never known on any occasion any
hon. member not:have the right to speak on any
motion. " Every Hon. member: of this House has
a-perfect right- to speak on' the motion forthe
third reading of ‘a Bill,;;and - I think: that before
entering -intoa: discussion;: 'or :dividing :the
House upon: the: matter, it would be .well to
postpone this:question to a future time when hon.
members will be better prepared-—when they will
will be better read up and better able to ¢onsider
it. - As far as precedent. is concerned; I have no
hesitation in saying:that the custom of this
House has been tospeak on any motion before the
House—whether the third reading of a Bill on any
other motion. T trust, therefore; without going
further-into: the matter; we may: have time: to
look it up, and:then give our opinions on'it-at-a
future time;

The: POSTMASTER - GENERAL: As a
question has been raised I think the House will
expect that I should offer some observations
upon it. I may state that I have no doubt
that - the views expressed by the last two
speakers are correct. ‘There was’ a proposal
before the House that the Bill should be read a
a third time, and the President has correctly
quoted the Standing Order to the effect that no
amendment shall be  moved unless: previous
notice has been given. ~ But the factof a pro-
position: being made indicates that the House
shall express an opinion on'it;; and; according to
the rules of debate in all deliberative asseinblies,
it is assumed that we cannot really arrive at a
conclusion for affirming’ or: disaffirming a'pro:
position unless we have an opportunity to discuss
the matter, which: we can only do by enuncia-
ting our views. -Although it is not: expressly
laid:down in' *$May,” his whole remarks would
lead:to the ‘conclusion:that it i3 competent
for any hon. member to'address the House onthe
proposition in the ordinary way. : To quote from
“May,” he states:—

- On the third reading the judgment of the House is
expressed upon the entire Bill, as it stands after- all the
amendmentsintroduced inCommitteeand at other stages.
Every amendment may be proposed to-the question:for
now reading the Bill a third time, which has already been
describedin reference to the second reading.: Sometimes

Appropriation Bill No. 2.

the (uestion for the third reading has: heen negatived
but, as- previously’ stated, :such: a: vote.is: not: fatal
to.the Bill. ' On: the. 18th April; 1853, -the  question for
reading the -Combination: of 'Workmen Bill a third time
was-negatived; but:on the 20th; another day was ap-
pointed ' -for the.: third . reading,and: the  Bill: was
subsequently.: read a third  time, ‘and - passed:. :Iu
the. Lords new ‘clauses may be: added; and ‘amend-
ments made ‘to the Bill ‘at this stage. ‘And the same
practiee formerly. prevailed in'the: Commons; but by o
Standing Order of .the:21st-July, 1856 ‘no-amendments,
not being: merely verbal; shall- be*made to any Bill on
the -third:‘reading’; ‘and sinee: that  time the: only
amendments. admitted have-been  strictly within: the
scope: of that- Order. If material -amendments: are
required-to be made, it'is:usnal to: :discharge the: Order
for:the third reading, to: recommit the Bill;and intro-
duce the.amendments in‘Committee.  In such.casesit has
been:customary to consider the Bill as amended; and to
read it a'third time.immediately.”

The author then proceeds to discuss the question
of passing a:Bill,;and points out that sometimes
the motion is negatived, and, further, that: the
question of the title then comes on for consider-
ation. :In my ‘experience of ‘this ‘Chamber T
cannot recollect the policy of a Bill having beeu
discussed: “on :its third  reading; = but,  as a
spectator of - discussionsin ‘other  Assembliey
founded'on ' the same principle as our own, I
have seen’ important discussions take place on
the: third ‘reading of Bills. If T mistake not,
such has been done in the' Legislative Assembly,
where ‘the Standing Orders on:the subject are
similar to our own.  There is'no doubt in my
mind as to the powerof hon: memnbers:to discuss
the question submitted to them; in order that
they: may - arrive at  a’ correct -conclusion as
to the “affirmation or rejection of ‘the: third
reading.

The Hox. J. G HEUSSLER said : Though I
am one of the oldest members of the House, and
though T cannot say that we are in the: habit of
wasting time in discussing the third reading of
Bills, yet it is - within my recollection that we
have sometimes: thrown: out Bills' on the third
reading.: - But  before that-has happened; argu-
ments:-have: been used: by hon. gentlemen for or
against such a course.  Consequently, I consider
we have a right to discuss the question. when
a Bill is read a third time.

APPROPRTIATION BILL No. 2-=
COMMITTEE.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL moved that
the ‘President leave the chair; ‘and: the House
resolve itselfinto. a Committee of the ‘Whole to
consider this Bill:

The Hoxn. W. H; WALSH said:: I wish' it
to -be- clearly ‘understood ‘that: as far: as the
majority of voices go, we can discuss the motion
that aBill 'be read a third time.  The Presi-
dentchose’ this*afternoon to: assume: that I
was 1 going to. move -an  amendment, ‘but T
know  toomuch - of ‘parliamentary- practice for
him'to tell me that T ‘cannot move an: amend-
ment: to:a ‘motion for the third reading without
notice. “What T did ‘wasto assert our right~-on
behalf - -of “ourselves “and those: we: represent
throughout the ‘length and:-breadth of the colony
—t0 ‘eXpress our opinions  on: the passage of a
Bill at ‘any stage.. The' President: wanted ‘to
prevent’ that ; ‘and I wish: it now to be clearly
understood  that we have the right during the
third passage of a Bill, if T may use such'a term;
to give our reasons for assenting to: or'dissenting
from the motion:

Question put. :

The Hon., W, H. WALSH : This is-a question
of privilege, and I maintain that' we have a'right
to-express an opinion on the:subject.

The PRESIDENT: TUnless the House will
insist-on-order:‘being ‘kept it-is: impossible for
me todo: g0, The hon. member has  spoken
already.
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The Hon. W. H.. WALSH rose to speak.

The "PRESIDENT :  The: hon. member is
completely out of order.

The Hon.. W. H: WALSH:: In what? I am
going “to .oppose the motion that you do now
leave the chair. © The question: I have raised:is
one of privilege, and s of far more importance
than hon. gentlemen seem to think.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: Irise toa
point:of order. - The ‘Hon. Mr. Walsh isnot-in
order in’ speaking a second time on the question
before the House, “As was pointed out by ‘the
Hon. Mr. Murray-Prior; there will be a better
opportunity of testing the question. on'a’ future
oceasion:when -a:motion- is:made for the third
reading of  some: -other 'Bill ; 'when some hon.
member can get up and offer to address himself
to the question.: Then, if the President adhere
to the ruling he gave to-day; it will be comipetent
to test - the ‘question by a  deliberate vote.
Several  opinions have' been  expressed ‘on:the
subjeet, and no:déubt the President will: weigh
those expressions of opinion “when called upon—
if he ‘ever should be called: upon-—to decide the
question, ‘Meanwhile, let us proceed to business
in‘an‘orderly manner:.

The :PRESIDENT: T may say that if the
House will not" support ‘me in'a ‘case  of dis-
order, T 'shall feel obliged to leave the chair
without putting the motion.

Question put:and:passed.

Preamnble postponed.

Clause 1-—*¢ Appropriation”-—passed agprinted.

On ¢lause 2-——=*“Treasurer to pay moneys as
directed by warrant?— :

The HoN.: W, H.. WALSH asked when they
were to have the:Auditor-General’s report ?.-At
present they were groping - in-the-dark. - Had
the Auditor-General ‘seen the Estimates extend-
ing to the present period, and had he given:the
Government his'sanction for the payment of the
money ?If not, they would be acting illegally
and unconstitutionally in passing the clause. If
the representatives of the people chose to accede
t0 the measure: without ‘having received the in-
formation to which he had alluded, there was no
reason’ why hon. members ~of *that* Chamber
should do so. :

The POSTMASTER-GENERATL “said he
could: assure the  hon.' gentleman 'that: the
Auditor-General had not been' consulted on:the
magtter. ' No Government would -humiliate them-
selves so far as to go through such a. form; and
he could notunderstand the reason'for such'a pre-
posterous and ridiculous question. The Auditor-
General’s functions were of’ quite 'a  different
character: from what they were supposed to be
by the Hon: Mr. Walsh. His duty was to see
that  the Executive did ‘mot go’ beyond ‘the
anthority . conferred on them: by ‘Act of Parlia-
ment ;. and by the Biil before:the Committee
they  were asking the  Legislature to ' autho-
rise ~the Government to: make certain. pay-
ments. It was'a Bill which was rendered neces-
sary by the fact of the Estimates for the year—
three: months-of which ‘had already: elapsed—
not: yet having been passed. It was a vote on
account to:énable the (Government to pay -the
public: creditors: and -the Civil servants. He
could assure: the hon. géntleman: also that the
‘Auditor-General * had 'not been’ consulted -in
regard to. the Estimates for the current year. - ‘As
to that gentleman’s report, he intimated some
tilne ‘ago that  the ' Auditor-General was’" not
compelled, until the ‘expiration: of the monthof
December, to send: in his'annual report, but that
he would send: it in'as soon ‘after that: time as
was practicable.: " Apreliminary report would, he
believed; be in the:hands of ‘hon. gentlemen in a
few days. :
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The Hox. W, H. WALSH said it was a great
blessing to get 'so much information.  The Post-
master-General” said  that the Auditor-General
had nothing to do with supplying that informa-
tion:to Parliament: .

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: No.

The Hon. W. H. WALSH said the hon.
gentleman  said: the Auditor-General had no
authority to supply that Chamber with informa-
tion.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL " You mis-
understood me.

The Hon. W, H.  WALSH said it seemed to
be a case of general misunderstanding. ' 'What
were the duties of the Auditor-General to the
country and to Parliament, he-would ask ?: That
officer: - was' supposed to' :be -the servant of
Parliament,  and his - duty . was: to provide
memberg with information: which: would -enable
them :to ~see ‘what they ' were  doing - when
dealing . with a’ measure like that before the
Committee. - They could get no information from
the Government, especially: if their mouthpiece
was the present Postmaster-General; and yet
they were told that the  Auditor-General:had no
right, except at the end of the'year, or when the
spirit: moved:-him; to give the information: to
Parliament. It was a matter of indifference to
him whether the Government wasted hundreds,
thousands; or millions: of pounds:; ‘but while he
held aposition: in-that Chamber he: should never
be one to abrogate his: privileges: or mneglect his
duties; and he considered it his:duty to require
from the ‘Auditor-General; who was an - officer of
Parliament; full information regarding the public
expenditure.

The ‘Hox. J. C: HEUSSLER said he was
afraid the hon. gentleman was in afog. ' If he
wishied to raise a discussion he should do:so:after
the Estimates were passed.  On such anoccasion
he'should beglad to hear a little discussion ‘as to
the way in which the public: money was spent.
By the Bill the Government were: only em-
powered to ‘take sufficient for the service of a
month and a-half; - All they had to do was to
see that the public servants were not left with-
out funds; and surely they need not' have a dis-
cussion upon such a thing as that.. Tf the Hon.
Mr, Walsh wished to raise a discussion he ought
1ot to'do so-upon fictitious grounds, because he
(Hon. Mr.: Heussler) eonsidered  that it was-a
useless waste of time for hon. members to: speak
when there was nothing to speak: about.

Clause put-and passed.

The remaining portions of the Bill having been
agreed. to; .

The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported
the Bill without amendment.  The: report: was
adopted, and the third reading made an: Order
of ‘the Day: for to-morrow.

IMMIGRATION “ACT OF 1882 AMEND-
MENT BILL—COMMITTEE.

On the imotion  of = the  POSTMASTER-
GENERAL, the House was put into Committee:
of the-Whole for the purpose of considering this
Bill'in-‘detail.

Clause 1—“ Act to be read with 46 Vic., No. 72
~put and passed.

On clause 2, as follows :=—

“The Governor: in-Council may: direct that:persons ot
any specified age shall not be eligible to be nominated
for a passage warrant under the provisions: of the 9th
section of-the: principal-‘Act;’ and any such direction
shall be: published in' the . Geeette, and shall have the
force of law.”

The Hox. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said:
This Bill seemed to him; like many: other:mea-
sures -that -had: been brought. in this: session,
of very little use. It appeared that with the
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exception of one clause; to - which he would refer
by-and-by, the whole of -its provisions could - be
very well: carried out under clause 9:of the: pre-
sent Tmmigration: Aet’; and: he really could not
see why the Bill had been brought forward at all;
The only difference was in the amount of money
to-be paid “by: persons: bringing out: indented
immigrants. - There was: no doubt: that the
Government: could make regulations: under. the
Bill'by which they could: do just as they liked;
and he could ‘only conceive: that that: was the
reason why the Bill had been brought in=-in order
that they might-have an opportunity of making
such regulations. :

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he
would confine his observations to-this' particular
clause of the Bill; which dealt’ with: section 9
of the Aect of 1882. Under. that: section
any: person ‘resident inthe colony, desiring ‘to
introduce s friend could do so by nominating him
and paying certain fees prescribed in'the schedule.
There was no restriction in the pregsent Actas to
age, the only restriction being ‘as to: the ‘amount
to:be paid-by the' person who:nominated a rela-
tion or'friend." The amount’ varied: between £2
and £10, according to-the age of the person homi-
nated.: The result-of ‘the operation of:the Act
had ‘been: that  a “large ‘number: of decrepid
persons; relatives of peopleliving in the' colony,
had beén introduced:at the expense of the State;
and: they were absolutely:useless:as colonists: Tt
was considered desirable by the present: Govern:
ment to: put a stop to that staté of things and to
allow only such immigrants-to:be introduced as
were ‘likely' to:be: of value to'the colony.  ‘The
idea was “that' to bring out persons: possess:
ing - a: certain amount ‘of vigour . was ‘bene:
ficial to the State; and, therefore; it would
pay the State to contribute towards their pas-
sage money:  So far they'had: got:a humber. of
persons; brought out here of very little use to the
colony, simply to: suit: the convenience of their
friends; and hence the necessity for: the 2nd
clause : of ‘the:Bill, which: provided’ that the
Governorin Council - might: limit: the  persons
who::would - be -allowed " to: come: out: as
nominated: passengers.: - If hon: ‘gentlemen

would refer:to clause '9 of the principal Act;

they ' would  observe “that upon: .a: person
being-nominated by’ -4 relative, and: the money
required-under:the schedule ‘being paid, he was
absolutely: entitled: t0 -a passage’; the words
being:— :

“ Any-natural’ born:-or: naturalised:subject of :Her

Majesty residing in” Queensland; desiring to:provide a
passage -to- the  colony for- any friend or relative in
Furope, ‘may - apply, in - theform:of:Schedule Chereto;
to: the  Immigration:Agent in: Brisbane, or to: any of
the: clerks; of petty: sessions throughout the colony; such
clerks of petty sessions heing for: ‘the purposesof this
Actexofficio sub-immigration’ agents’;-and /on pavment
by the‘applicant of such sums'as are.in accordance with
the ‘scale contained in:Schedule D hereto, a-passage:
‘warrant, available:for twelve months, shall-be issued by
the Immigration Agent:”
According -to: the: schedule; - males and females
between the age of one and twelve years were to
be paid: for ‘at the rate of £1; between twelve
and forty, £2.:for males and £1 for females;
above forty and under fifty-five, both sexes, £4;
and above  fifty-five, £10. Underthe Bill ‘the
Government proposed ‘a restriction as to the age
~—that in: the cagse of persons.above the-age of
forty:five years, they could:be brought: out on
the payment of the full ‘amount’of ‘the passage-
money.

The How.: W.: H: WALSH said there were
two. or three things in'the: Bill ' which he thought
required serious consideration.’ The first was as
to'the cost that would: probably:be:incurred in
the operation of the Bill. - They had no informa-
tion' whatever fromthe ‘hon: the Postmaster-
General upon'that point. They -had hardly been
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allowed to discuss the Bill'on the second reading
because it had been passed: rapidly through; and
no ‘information: whatever had been’given as to
what it would probably cost the taxpayers of the
country ' if-/it  became: the law of tlie land.
That was a’ very important -question.  His
opinion ‘was that:the Bill; if it were put. into
improper hands to manipuldte—not. the present
Government,: but some other Government - that
hecould  imagine—it would ‘bea most costly
measure; and: probably entail ‘an’expense upon
the people of £300,000; or :£400,000 a year.. -He
maintained that, before they agreed to ameasure
of that kind, the very first thing they should do; as
a mercantile; practical ‘people;: was t0. ascertain
what the cost:of it would ‘be.: The hon. the
Postmaster-Gierieral -had not told: them a word
upon: that. subject <= whether it was to . cost
£200,000;:£300,000,  or - half-a-million = a year.
There appeared to be no limit whatever. - The
whole thing seemed to be wrapt u] in mystery:—
suitable; probably, to:the:Government: of  the
day, but not such as should induce hon: gentle-
men to- belicve that it was'a measure that:they
should approve: of.: Before he ~gave ' his
consent: ‘to -it; ~he should - require  to  know
what was going  to ‘be the cost; ‘and whether
that cost-would be justifiable. At the present
moment, unless’ his eyes. deceived him, and his
judgment was wrong; there was a larger number
of “people goingout:of the colony :than- were
brought into: it ; and they should pause: before
they passed a measure which would tend towards
keeping up. that state of things.  That was
another serious: matter ;- but - hon.: gentlemen in
passing: the Bill did not:seem to take it into con-
sideration ‘atall.© The Bill: had: been:intro-
duced: by the' Government; and becatse it had
been: so introduced; ‘and - had ‘been: stamped
with the: excellent’ recommendation  of: " the
hon. -the . Postmaster-General they :seemed
prepared to. pass it as a matter of course. He
maintained that they should not pass:a measure
of the kind without making further examination
into it He agreed that the quality of immi-
grants: ' who were now. being. brought: out was
such: that they were not worth the money that
was heing paid for them. ~Again, they did not
remain in the colony: and he believed the effect
of ‘the Billwould-be to lead to a reduction of
labourers’ wages. - They were:now called upon tu
accede to.a Bill; the necessity for;which had not
been shown ; they had no idea given of what cost
it ‘would entail upon the country ; and no surety
whatever that it would:conduce to the prosperty
of the colony. " If he could direct the immigra-
tion system; he would ‘do away with the pro-
posed-class of immigration altogether, and bring
them' out simply as immigrants or not-at all.

“The principle of : introducing :immigrants on the

bhounty . system seemed to: be: the:great: desire
of each: (overnment, ‘but: to-him-it- appeared
pregnant with - wrong and with mischief.”: What
was the “use: of those people: paying ‘one or
two pounds towards their: passages? It would
be far: hetter to bring them -out as paupers—as
immigrants—instead of bringing them: out under
the: bounty system:  He would: again point out
that they were asked to pass this Bill with-'the
glaring - and - inexorable :fact staring them  in
the face that there was a“large efflux of people
from the colony as against the number who were
coming into it.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: said - he
would point out :to the-hon.:gentleman that it
was-not.a-Bill- to-provide for: the ‘raising: of
moneys to be expendedin: immigration: = Allit:
provided :was that- moneys which Parliament
should vote for -immigration purposes should:be
expended in’ g - particular ‘way. - The i clause
they were discussing, instead of increasing the
burdens-of - the " people, - was . intended: - to
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diminish - their:‘burdens. by preventing ' the
country: being saddled with the cost of ‘bringing
out unsuitable immigrants who could ‘be brought
out by the provisions:of the existing law.: There-
fore the hon.: gentleman could have no possible
objection: to the: clause-on: that ground. ~With
regard’ to the other clause, although it would
be:‘more convenient  to . discuss it when
they “arrived at’ that  stage, he would point
out that its tendency ‘also was to diminish the
expenditure’ which - had:‘hitherto  proved- un-
necessary ‘in “the introduction of - immigrants.
There was a distinction made in the principal Act
in regard to the class: of immigrants—-labourers
and. - mechanics. ' Labourers - were  those: who
shounld ‘devote their: energies: to the “cultivation
and:-utilisation of - the land; ‘mechanics: being
artisans,; and  workmen ‘of " that’ description.
Under: the original ‘statute those mechanics; as
well as-labourers, could be indented: at specified
rates. Experience had shown  that mechanics
could: not: be absorbed: readily ; that -they ~had
been imported ‘here ' at & greater ‘rate  than
there ' was a-demand for them: - The Government
therefore proposed that the practice of indenting
immigrants of that “description  should' cease.
They made another :provision for'the: indenting
of mechanics, but they provided on:a different
scale for the ‘introduction of labourers whoshould
devote their energies  to' the  cultivation: and
utilisation of ‘the soil.-~ The original statute was
also  defective in ‘making no provision for the
introduction of families - of “indented’ labourers,
which “this /Bill - did “provide' for. " “With  re-
gard to-the question’ of ‘expenditure; he was not
n a position to say -how much would be ‘required
from: year to year upon-immigration. : That was
a matter that had not been - distinctly settled by
the: Government yet ;: but it would come up for
discussion ‘when the Loan Estimates were sub-
mitted to the Legislature; ' In the meantine, if
the money was not voted, hon. gentlemen could
rest contented that the Bill, if passed; could not
be put - into: operation. ' The (royernment: could
only-apply the money voted by Parliament for
the purposes’ of the: statute; ‘and as the great
tendency of it was to prevent the introduction of
unutilisable people at the expense of ‘the State,
and to facilitate the introduction  of those for
whom there was a great demand, he conld see no
possible-ebjection to the clause.

The Hox.: J. C. HEUSSLER said he: would
not say much onthis question, and only wished
to ‘point out  that his hon. friend Mr. Walsh
had not made'a correct statement ‘when he said
that 'a great many immigrants went away from
the colony every year. At theend of the year the
balance was generally in- favour.‘of the colony:
He ‘saw from the -last statistics that 10,672
persons; had come from New: South Wales to this
colony, and that 8,976 persons went from here to
New:South:Wales:  Therefore; the balance was
in our favour; and although some might go away,
a’'good many more came from the other colonies
to-Queensland than went away from:it:

The HoX.  A. RAFF said: there was a great
deal in the statement made by the hon. the Post-
master-General ‘that a number of people were
brought -out who ‘were: of no use to the colony.
As g member. of the Relief: Board for the last
eighteen ‘or: twenty years, he could say that
they had-had several cases: brought under their
notice of immigrants unfit: for work on account
ot-age, who, though they had not been more than
a’ month in’ the colony,: were brought  tothe
board- for relief; and inseveral’ instances the
board: had had:to’ assist ‘in sending home  some
of ‘those people, 'who had been brought out at the
expense of the- country.,

The Hox. W, . POWER said there was no
doubt: that' there were ‘a’ great -many: of such
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labouring people of both sexes whohad been in-
troduced. into the colony. They could see on their
streets a number’ of -women: who: had come out
as - immigrants. . From: his acquaintance with
police court business, he had also seen menwho
had been here for only a month' or: two:brought
up for various offences. - In one case, of stealing
property from - a: fellow-lodger; the “immigrant
told the magistrate that he had come out here for
the benefit of his health, = He (Hon; Mr, Power)
believed: the man was lame: at any rate he car-
ried a'crutch; and he was sent to gaol, and was
now-living there at the expense of the country.
Then; he thought; they  should: not introduce
immigrants “in- hot’ weather—from  October: to
February,” :During those months lagt year they
had a great deal of fever here; which there was
reason tobelieve originated. with those people.
As to the number of people that were leaving the
colony,: ‘there was:no doubt the nuinber of de-
partures was ‘very much  against them. He
noticed that, on some occasions; according to:the
statistics given in - the newspapers;: they lost
one hundred and: sometimes - perhaps only fifty,
but the balance had been generally against them
for a long time.

Question put and passed.

Clause 3= Scale of ‘payment for indented
labourers ”—passed as printed.

On clause 4, as follows :—

“ Every agréenient: for the employment’ of a labourer
or servant; made-under the provisions ‘of the thirteentl
section:of the principal-Act,: shall:contain:a stipulation
that'the employer shall: provide sufiicient and: proper
acconnodation’ for: such: labourer: or servait: and his
fainily, during the terin of ‘the agrsement.’

The Hon. T. L. MURRAY -PRIOR. said  he
should: like to-ask the Postmaster-General how
the' clause would ‘act.  He: could not: see the
necessity for the clause, which he thought would
act very harshly upon the employer.. He wished
the Postmaster-General to inform the Council as
to what would be considered sufficient and proper
accommodation; because every. labourer might
have:a different: idea as ‘to what ‘was proper
accommodation: - For instance, the huts provided
in'a place: might, to the. idea  of ‘the labourers,
Le: little better than pigsties.  They knew that
those persons often who had had the greatest
hardships ‘at home, when they came out here
grumbledthe moest. The clause not only said that
proper: accomntodation: should' be provided: for
the -labourer but also for his family during the
term of the agreement, 'The practice:here. was
that if ‘an employer made an agreement with a
labourer: they were hoth bound: by ‘that: agree-
ment; and if it ‘was not carried out, or-if the
labourer had any cause of complaint, he could go
before  a justice and have the matter of ' dispute
decided between them,  He thought the clause
would very much: hamper the Bill and that: it
would be better omitted. - He should mnot-at
present propose the omission of the clause. ' He
wWished :to' hear more aboutit; and to: hear what
amendments the Council:wounld: agree ‘to take.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: said the
clause was intended to apply. to the: case of per-
sons who  were engaged ‘at:home by indenture
to serve a person who wished: to engage them:in
the colony. They were not:engaged by officers
of the Government at all; but by the employer
in the colony: or his: authorised ‘agent. - If the
hon. gentléman would turn to the 13th section
of the principal Act he ‘would see that, before a
person -embarked for the colony, the employer
or his agent was to enter into an agreement with
him with regard to the wages and so forth he
should’ receive. ~Again, if the ‘hon::gentleman
would: turn: to- the Polynesian  Labourers “Act,
he would ‘find there almost precisely: the same
provision as that “before them. = He was quite
aware that the Polynesian: Labourers Act ha
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nothing whatever ‘to. do-with the Bill; but he
wished to-point:out that the clause was in accor-
dance with the spirit- of legislation in regard:to
other labourers imported at the public expense—
whether directly - or'indirectly. ~ Under: the
Polynesian Labourers:-Act it was part ‘of the
agreement. that: évery contemplated *‘emnployer
of Polynesian labour: entered: into, through the
person-who engaged the- islander atthe-South
Seas; that he should give proper accommodation
to'the man when he came: to'the colony. ' Ques-
tions:might-arise—he was not sure that they had
not: arisen—where labourers ‘were- engaged at
home to serve for amnumber of years; in'the full
belief that they wouldbe provided with: accom-
modation, and:‘the master might say, “That
is-notin thecontract: to provide ‘you  with
accommodation; 'you must:-look:after yourself.”
The immigrants would not be prepared for that
state -of - things; and hence ‘thé 1ecessity ‘and
desirability of inserting ‘a ‘provision’in thé Aet
that :the persons engaged -for: the: benefit of an
individual,” through' himself' ‘or ‘an ‘aunthorised
agent, should have ‘this ‘protection-—that: suffi-
cient accominodation should be: provided for
him. - If that accommodation was in-accordance
with ‘the ‘usual practice of the place—was the
same: as that: used by persons in:the same class
of life; then it would: be sufficient -within the
meaning of the statute ; and if there was any
doubt as toits sufliciency there was a competent
tribunal to'decide the question. - Inregard to pro-
viding accommodation for the lahourer’s family,
the Hon: Mr: Gregory: and the Hon: ' Mr. Prior
must remember thatitwas the employer’s lookout
whether-he cngaged a man with a family or:not.
If a 1ian did not ' want a‘labourer with a family;
he would instruct: his ‘agent not to engage one’;
but if ‘he authorised him to - engage a man with
a family it would ‘be’ contrary: to. public: policy
when' this:man ‘arrived:-here-~to-a very laige
extent at the public ‘expense—that the employer
should:not-have some: part of the burden thrown
on-him-of providing suitable accomimodation for
the ‘members’ of ‘that individual’s household:
Otherwise the servant would be dissatisfied with
the state of ‘affairs, and would not be:contented
to:haveto payfor the housing of his family.
The Hox. W. H. WALSH said it seemed that
if ‘the Government of ‘the day chose to consider
that a man had too:large a: family; the heads of
which were employed, they could: call upon:the
employer to: support:or find accommodation for
that family. ' Why did not' the ‘clause express
what it meant ? " Lt it was intended, as had been
asked by an hon. member, that every employer
of labourersshould ‘be 'compelled:to find support
and ‘accommodation’ for the families of “those
labourers; why did the clause not expressiso then
and there? They ought to say clearly what they
were passing, - The' Postmaster-General - had
said that'if ‘the Government saw certain immij-
grants - arrive ‘here " possessing: a.larger family
than' could be employed; then: the Government
or:its ‘agent - could ‘call: upon the employer:to
support and: find’ house-room for: thase peopie.
He said sucha thing had never been the practice
hitherto, ‘and he’ thought the ‘question deserved
their serious:consideration.: ::Another argument
wags uged by ‘the ‘Postmaster-General which - he
really thought was outside the question.: It'was
in-connection with = kanakas-—a~ question with
which ‘this “Bill “had nothing whatever to. do.
He thought the Postmasteér-General ‘was wrong
in trying-to - mislead :the-Committee by such an
argument: This Bill:'was directly in connection
with: the.employment - of immigrants-for: whom
the country would have to:pay unquestionably.
The question was whether, having first indented
the immigrants-—paid for their passages and those
of “their children—the  ‘employers: of  those
persons were to be, on the subsequentidea of the
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Government—not entered: at all ‘in:the agree-
ment-—were to be called upon to find house-room
and food for the younger members of the family,
Tt was to be left to the Government to determine
whether it'should be so.

The Hox. T. L: MURRAY-PRIOR said: he
thought, the allusion of the Postmaster-General
to kanakas: was quite outside this clause.’ The
Government had taken the kanakas under: their
paternal  care, ‘and had made ' regulations  for
them’s but: the hon, gentleman: did'not say that
those kanakas got - very low wages—£6 a year—
and that anyone employing them: knew. by the
‘Act “the manmner in. which he was to employ
them. It had no reference to the  question
which was asked the Postmaster-General except
this—that ~on’ any Bills: in which regulations
cold be framed, or which were not certain, they
must’ look with very  great  suspicion,  The
Government had not altogether apparently done
away with the service of kanakas, but he could
not help taking that: opportunity of saying that
from' the action ~which  the Government had
taken in many. cases——the tyrannous: actions
which’ they had taken, éspecially in the case
which ‘was now going on—mno one with a proper
feeling for himself would ever attempt. to be a
(Giovernment agent or captain of oneof those ships.
With regard to accommodation, he would ask
whether, if an indented: labourer: died before the
terimination of ~his agreement, the employer
would have to keep the wife ‘and family for the
remainder of the term:?

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: No.

The Hox. T. L. -MURRAY-PRIOR said
there was nothing‘in the clause to make him do
80, but where was the employer who would turn
out a woman on the death of her husband?

The - POSTMASTER-GENERAL said -he
hoped -hon. gentlemen would: 1ot negative the
clause. - Bach person who wished to indent.im-
niigrants-had his protection in his own hands:
If he did not want a man with a family, he
could’ instriict his agent accordingly ; but if he
did get s man with a family it should be under-
stood  that the family would ‘be housed as long
as the man carried out. his  engagement. . In the
event of the death of the labourer the agreement
would: terminate; and ‘the employer would be
freed from-its conditions. - He did not propose:to
answer the objections of the Hon. Mr. ‘Walsh,
because that hon. gentleman did not comprehend
the nature of the clause; but seemed to have an
idea that it would enable the Government to say
to anemployer ¢ You shall do this or that for the
Lenefit of your servant or his family.” He hoped
hon. gentlemen would refer back to the principal
‘Act, in connection with which the Bill before the
Committee ‘'was to be read. He would again
quote from that Act in‘order that there might be
no misapprehension” on' the subject.”  The 13th
section said :—

“ The employer or his duly authorised agent:in Europe
shall pay-to the Tmmigration Agent in Brisbane, or to
the Agent-General or to.the agent on the continent:of
FEurope; as the case’inay be, suich-amount as is in:accord-
ance with the scale contained in Schedule: D hereto: for
the passage of such mechanic; labourer, or.servant to be
so engaged ; and such eniployver, or the duly authorised
agent of such employer, shall sign an-agreement with
such’ mechanic, labourer; ot servant;: whereby: such
mechinic; 1ahoureyr, or servant shall agree to: serve such
employer as aforesaid. for any termnot less than:twelve
ealendar months, at such rate of wages as may-be agreed.
upon, ‘and: every such agreement. shall: e delivered to
the  'Agent-General, or the:agent on'the: continent: of
Turope, as the ease may be.”?

Tt was a specific agreement between the employer
and the employed, and the reason for the clause
was, that if ‘a person engaged a man with a
family, and arranged for their being brought out
atthe public expense, it was only reasonable that
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they should have :house:room. as: long as’ the
engagement. lasted.  In'the absence of anagree-
ment . to do:so there would be no. obligation
on the part’ of ‘the - employer to find house-
room: for 'those he ' engaged, ~and if he ' re-
pented of “his bargain there would be nothing
easier than for him. to say that ‘he did not
contract : “to' supply “house-room, - but that
he had a place which he’ would let at so:much
a week, He could name a price that nolabourer
would be able to pay, and the latter would have
to-shift for'himself:~ Hence the necessity for the
clause, which would be a protection bothi to: the
master ‘and ‘to: the individual employed: = The
master would make a specific srrangemnent  with
the servant as to"the:accommodation to be given
to the individual and: his: family, and he would
take ‘that  into’ consideration  when arranging
with the servant as to the price of his labour.
The Hox. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said the
speech of the hon. gentleman was a complete
answer ‘to-his: question. . The: hon." gentleman
had referred to the 13th section of ‘the: principal
Act, ‘which provided that there should be a
specific ‘agreement: between the employer and
the ‘employed. ‘But in regard to house:roorn the
agent at' home could ‘not by any means know
what ‘accommodation would ‘be given to a'ser-
vant in the bush. ' Certain accommodation was
always provided for the families of ‘those who
were employed—sometimes  better  and' some-
times  worse—and -he'“had ‘never ' known an
employer - who' would' ‘charge ‘an" extortionate
rate: for house-roomif he did not wish-to  fulfil
his'bargain. = It would not pay anyone to do so
even if ‘he were so inclined. It would be: better
to leave it; o that the agent at home would tell
people that they would receive the usual accom-

modation of the country, and then people would:

not ‘come out under great expectations, which
might not be ‘realised.  The great objection to
indenting servants was that the employer had
to indent them at ‘a rate below the usual wages
of the country to: recoup him' for -the ‘moneys
expended by him, and-when the labourers arrived
in the colony they were discontented because
they found other persons obtaining higher wages.
He should vote against'the clause.

The "POSTMASTER-GENERAL “said’ he
might retort “on the hon. gentleman by saying
that he had answered himself." The hon: gentle-
man said that it was' the ‘practice of ‘employers
to supply accommodation’; and, if that were so;
what objection could there be to putting it into
the agreement ? = The clause only asked that the
rule: which already governed employers; should
apply to the agréements they made with indented
labourers, in-order that they might know: that
they would get the accommodation usually given
in the country:

The Hox. J. C. HEUSSLER said  he would
not:only insist on  the agreement ‘containing a
stipulation ' for ‘house-room,” but  also that ‘the
families of labourers'should be provided with the
usual rations. - “Employers should  be compelled
to instruct their agents in the old country——

The: Hon. " W. H. WALSH: What-do you
mean by the old country ?

The Hon. J..C.. HEUSSLER: Nonsense !
Why did:the ~hon. gentleman interrupt in
that way 7 What he  wished to say was that
employers who wished to indentlabourers with
their; families, should' not only  provide house
accommodation; but:should-be obliged to find: the
usual rations for those families. -‘Those labourers
at-home had no idea of the state of things exist-
ing in the colonies, -and they were entitled to
know that their families - would not be in want
when they. .came out.: “As to the question of
wages, that would be 'a matter between the agent
at home and the people employed. :
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The HoN. W, FORREST said that the more
the clause was ‘discussed the more he was con-
vinced of its’danger.’ The Postmaster-General
said that, as a matter of public: policy, it was not
advisable “to allow indented” ‘labourers: with
families to'be brought out at the public expense,
unless the person’indenting them engaged to:pro-
vide accomodation for the families. If that were
the case, why wag it ‘a matter of sound policy
to: bring out nominated ‘labourers without any
such provision 2 Tt had been very well pointed
out by the Hon:. Mr." Murray-Prior, who gave
very good reasons, that a certain amount of dis-
satisfaction ~always = existed  ‘among ~indented
labourers; and ‘a-clause such as that under dis-
cussion” would keep employer and employed-in‘a
continual state “of ferment;  When the Act
relating to Polynesian labour was being passed,
it was pointed “out’ that the islanders: were like
children;  and that they  requiréd protection.
Now; ~however, “they  were: passing  a Bill
relating to. " labourers: “who = were  their own
countrymen; and he would ask ‘whether they
also were incapable 0f looking after themselves?
It might be ‘asked~—what was meant by proper
accommodation ? whether it meant “house, ‘or
house  and “food, or: house and: clothing ;and
there would be no‘end to the trouble that would
arise unless the clause were amended.

The - POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the
hon; gentleman had shown that he did not know
anything of the principal ‘Act.  The State had
nothing: to: do: with: nominated passengers after
they reached: the colony.  They were brought
out by their friends; and they had to look atter
themselves 'like  ordinary:  passengers; -but
indented:labourers: were ‘on-a ' different footing.
If the hon. gentleman thought' it necessary to
define ‘¢ accommodation;” he should be happy to
consider any definition: that might be suggested ;
butit'was acolloquial expression which-everybody
understood. :“And the same might be said with
regard to the word ‘‘proper.”

The "Hon: W FORREST said' he knew
enough of the principal Act to understand the
difference  between ~mnominated: ‘and  indented
labourers ; and he might say that the reply: of
the Postmaster-General did: not meet his objec-
The hon. gentleman had said that
it ‘was not advisable; as a matter.of public policy,
to allow “indented  labourers: to come tothe
colony ‘with their families, without: compelling
employers - to- provide ‘proper-accommodation ;
and ‘he’(Hon. Mr: Forrest) asked why it was a
matter ‘of “sound’ policy to allow  nominated
immigrants- to come without such a stipulation.
Those who were  nominated’ were- just as much
entitled to aceommodation. as’those who were
indented; and if such ‘accommodation: were not
provided: by the employers, or’those who nomi-
ated the labourers; they had to fall ‘back on the
State. - He ‘would: also point out that there was
no clause of ‘the kind in any other Tmmigration
Act, " The hon. the  Postmaster-General -had
stated: that there was a similar clause in the
Polynesian Labourers Act.  In regard to that
it had been repeatedly asserted in another place,
and-also in"the leading journals of:the colony,
that the primary “object: ‘of the Bill was to
flood the labour’ market " of the: colony with
inferior European labour; and the inference he
drew: from: ‘the  Postmaster:(eneral’s; reference
to'the Polynesian: Liabourers Act: bore out’ that
statement: - He understood from' that ‘that the
intention of the Government was to: introduce a
class’ of ‘labour:‘as mearly as -possible “of the
same mental and physical calibre as the Poly-
nesians, - and' . hence’ the: necessity - for:: the
clause. 7 If they intended to bring out sensible,
intelligent countrymen of their'own, there would
be no necessity: for the proposed’ protection; or
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attempted ‘protection, and for that reason alone
—~because it was intended to bring:out a class of
labour that required that kind of legislation—he
should vote against it.

The Hox. W, GRAHAM said with regard to
the: Hon. " Mr: Forrest’s earlier  remarks  lio
thought that hon. gentleman had got a perfectly
intelligible = explanation’ from’ the  hon. the
Postmaster-General, which he”did not seemn to
accept 5 that ‘wag to say, that the Postmaster-
General pointed out the difference betweén the
oroposed - indented  labour: and “assisted’ laboir.

hey. took it for granted that assisted labour
was - labour sent “for by people  resident here,
who: found “the colony 'a titting - sphere for
their: work, “and who, having ' been' ‘moder-
ately ‘successful, wished that' their friends or
relations should: come out, In ths case of
persons ‘who ‘came out in that way, they might
work for their  friends for a time, but they were
entirely free people; who made their own agree-
ments, “and, " if - the “accommodation they “got
was not sufficient, they had the whole country
before them ' to' chooss from. " In the case. of
the class  of - people: provided: for by ‘the  Bill
—which “he " must honestly confess “he did
not - like,  because to a certain . extent it
very much resembled slavery-—and as had been
pointed  out' by the Hon.  Mr. Gregory, ‘all
attempts t0: bring out” indented labour had
proved a failure. - They could not keepindented
Iabour. Persons who - were brought out as in-
dented passengers would probably “come : from
%)la.ces wherethey hada cold climate, and, it would
be very difficult to define what was sufficientaccom.-
modation for them. ' In factit would be as great'a
cause of discord: between  employers: and - em-
ployed as anything that could be put into the
Bill. . -If those people cameout in winter time;
when it was tolerably eold; and it was proposed
to put them: into a bark humpy=—which every
bushman’ krew was as comfortable a house. ag
they could live ini-it would be an excellent plea
for them, especially when they heard of higher
wages being paid elsewhere; to say that they did
not consider it suflicient accommodation,: That
those cases would occur he had not the slightest
doubt. " He imagined that the check upon that
would: ‘be ‘that ‘where 'a’ labourer threw up-his
engagentent he: ‘would “be brought befors the
court, ‘and ‘the bench would 'decide whether
the accommodation was according to the custom
‘of the country; or ‘was ‘equal to the usual
accommodation provided  for labourers in’ the
colony. He'shouldliketosee good accommodation
for all labourers’;  but any man who had had
experience of the colony. and knew how Dadly
housed the owners and oversesrs of stations were,
and how willing selectors were: fo live in very
poor: houses while they = were making their
way; " would ' understand’ that  those people
must not expect too: much.  He was satisfiad
that the clause would Dbe a great cause of dis:
putes. “He was thoroughly in" favour of the
Government interfering to the extent of seeing
that the accommodation provided was consistent
with decency and morality ; but beyond that he
thought they had no right to go, and he doubted
that they could frame any clause that would meet
the case. He thorouchly disapproved: of  indent-
ing an inferior class of labourers; and he knew so
well what the result would be that he could only
look ‘upon: the clause  as & fresh. element  of
discord: between ‘employer ‘and employed. - If,
therefore, the Hon, My, Murray Prior proposed
that the clause should be eliminated, he should
certainly support him.

The Hown: A, 'C GREGORY said the clause,
ag it sbood, appeared to him to contain either too
much’or far too little, and would undoubtedly
only-lead to" complications, " as several speakers
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had pointed ‘out. - This was'a case that might
Possibly - arise : A man might have  several
grown-up sons. e was insented at home,
and: when he' arrived in the colony his em-
ployer: ‘would be: suddenly: called upon: - to
provide ‘accommodation  for half:a-dozén young
fellows —sufficlent: and proper: accommoda.
tion—on the ground that they were members of
the - family - of ‘the indented’ labovrer..  Those
fellows could Ioll about the place; go elsewhere,
and return:whenéver it pleased them, and be a
source -of very great - trouble to their employer.
In: fact;. the  clause was not sufficiently clear
0 express ‘what was:intended, and he thought
that if it were amended s0 as to read £ proper
house accommodation,” and thit the aceonimodas
tion should be liinited to meibers of the family
who were under twelve years of age; it would be
better.. -If any members of the family were over
that “age; they  ought to be indented; and
they ‘ought mnot to  be provided with house
accommodation unless they were indented. He
thought it was evident that those who Had
framed the clause had had no practical experience
of indented labour at all. In fact, he did not
think that any part of the Bill was thoroughly
understood by then ; unless it was intended asa
covert way. of ‘introducing. a:large number of
persons -as indented labourers who would refuse
to fulfil their engagements and thereby saddle
their importers—and, to some extent, the public
funds—with the expense of their introduction.,
He should hardly: be inclined to impute such a
course as:that, but yet the Bill was so framed
that it would admit of “it, and was therefore
objectionable. Hethought it would be verymuch
better to define the exact terisupon which labour:
ers:should be employed than that the matter
should beleft in its present crude forn. However;
they had been a long time at the clause, and the
soonerthey gotto actual work the better. ‘If, theye-
fore, the Hon. Mr; Murray-Prior had an amend-
ment to move; which would precede those he had
indicated—inserting ‘“house,” and limiting the
age of members of the family for whoni accommo-
dation should be:provided to twelve years—he
would wait until he' saw what the effect of it
would be; and then, if necessary, he could move
his own amendments,

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said that
the ‘more he saw of the clause the more he
thought it ought to be ¢liminated; - His object in
amending this clause was to prevent that discord
which he ‘was sure’ would result from it. " With
regard to what the Hon, J. C. Heussler had said,
his hon. friend ‘must be very well aware that
some years ago.he took an active part in hiring
Germans 0 -he settlers; which; in' the scarcity of
labour in'that time, did a great deal of good,
and he ‘trusted also did that hon. gentleman
some benefit. . Those servants ‘were German
vignerons ‘who were ‘éngaged at £20 a year:;
stil-  his ~hon. friend “would ~allow " that
they were ‘all” invariably well “treated  and
well satisfied with their terms, so far as rations
and -accommodation © were' concerned.  They
were dissatisfied; it was true, at receiving £20
a yearinstead of receiving £40or £50, which were
the common: wages  at that time in the country.
Those iminigrants forgot that a considerable sum
of money was paid for their passages; and of
course that was the reason why: their wageswere
lower:than the current wages.” The same thing
would happen here.: Less wages wouldnaturally be
paid, and in"these times people would be much
more: likely to be dissatisfied and try to void
their agreement than they would™ in ' the time of
which” he had spoken.  He believed  himself
that:the Masters and Servants Act, and the
common custom of the country, sufficiently pro-
vided for  the ‘accommodation of  these people s
and under these” circumstances—as he was not
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asking for: the” omission” of -this agreement—he
would‘move that all: the ‘words after the word
““agreement,” in the Ist:line of the clause; be
omitted, with the view that if it was not carried
some other amendment. might be made.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL " What do
yow propose to-insert.?
The Hon: T L. MURRAY-PRIOR : T-pro-

pose to insert nothing.

The POSTMASTER-GENKERAL: The ques-
tion ‘cannot  be put; ‘then. It amounts to an
absurdity. :

The Hox. T, L. - MURRAY-PRIOR said it
could' ‘be put.: : The Postmaster-General might
say it would amount to:an‘absurdity; but he denied
it.”. He wags quite entitled to omit any words in
the clause after the word:‘“agreement,” and he
trusted that=—the ‘words being omitted when the
question ‘“that the clause a§ read: stand part of
the Bill” was put-—the ¢lause would be negatived.

The POSTMASTER - GENERAL : Then
negative the clause.

The Hox, T: L. MURRAY-PRIOR said it
did not'suit the purpose he had in'view to do so. If
he could put the motion that the clause be omitted
it would answer his purpose ; but that hecould
not: do; :and therefore he took this mode of pro-
cedure, and he believed he ‘was correct in doing
s0:- He moved the.omission: of:all-the words in
the clause after the word ‘‘agreement” in the
1st clause.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: said “the
hon. gentleman: did not seem to-understand that
his proposition: for ‘the omission of the clause
would - practically be  gained /if  he negatived
it.‘The - hon:‘ gentleman : surely  understoud
that by ‘doing so. they aflirmed: the desira-
bility - of - omitting :it, ‘and = this proposition
was - inadmissible -because it amounted ‘to- an
absurdity, - Tt meant nothing: " If ‘the hon:
gentleman proposed to omit those words with the
view of inserting others to make sense, then of
course -1t would: be :intelligible “and’ capable of
being: put; -but as the hon. member did not, it
was undesirable - that. the  time of  the  Com-
mittee should be taken’ up in that consideration:
Withregard to the amendment suggested by the
Hon. A G. Gregory-—although he was in favour
of it—he would prefer the clause as it stood;
yet, if the Committee thonght there should'be a
reconstruction:in regard: to-the number of the
family, he thought that’ suggestion: would meet
the: ohjections of some hon: members; by pro-
viding that the employer ‘should be: bound ‘to
provide accommodation only for: those members
ofthe  immigrant: servant’s family who  were
under the: age of fifteen. In the schedule a
difference was made between ‘the members of a
family under and above the age of fifteen years;
With regard to the objection raised by the Hon.
‘W. -Torrest, he was really surprised -that:the
hon. gentleman.did not see the inappropriateness
of “his: remarks. - The hon.  gentleman talked
about ‘the Government - wanting to: flood the
country: with: cheap -labour..  The' Government
would:have nothing to do withthe indented
labourers: They simply provided' the means by
which a person “wishing  to have  a labourer
brought' out: to the colony could do so. The
Government did not select the:labourers.  The
agents of the Government did not: select them;
but:the persons who. were' being imported: were
engaged.-at home by the agents of those: who
wanted to engage them. = 'With the possibility of
wearying the hon. gentleman; he must refer back
to-the original -Act, so that there might be no
misapprehension  on this subject. :The 12th
section of that statute provided’:—

‘“Any cmployer:in:the:colony wishing to engage and
seeure the services of any mechanie, Iabourer, or: servant
in ' Iurope, and’ to bring such’ mechanic; labourer, or

5
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servant to the colony, may apply to the Immigration
‘Agent in- Brisbane, or-to, the -Agent-General,-or to: the
Agent on 'the continent of - Europe; as-the case may:be,
in" the:form of Schedule 13- lereto, or: to the like effect;
and on'the conditions hereinafter mentioned being com-
plied with;, 4 passage to the colony shall-be provided for
such méchanie, labourer, or servamt who is'approved by
thé Agent-General.”

The  Government ~officials, therefore,: must be
put’ in:motion: by the person  who wished to
secure the services of “a person in England. ' Tet
themrefer to Schedule K, which wasincorporated
with :this ‘section. It provided :the forin: of
application- intended :for- an‘employer to:make.
Anapplication was made for the passages: of
certain mechanics to he: engaged. for him: by his
agent, ‘who -was named, and: he: undertook: to
receive them on arrival here, The schedule was
as followed i—

ol of hereby make:
application - for' the passages’ of:~certain: mechanics,
labourers, or servants; of the underinentioned  degerip-
tion; to:be engaged for me:in by my:-agent

;.and: I hereby undertake to receive
thein-immediately-on:arrival in-the - eolony; and to-find
them’in employment for such:period-as may be:agreed
upon:;:and- I -herewith ‘deposit: the:sum of £
to: be:applied: towards: ‘the: cost -of: their passage,. .as
required: by the Immigration-Act of 1882, :"And T hereby:
anthorise to.enterinto and sign agreements
onny:behalf, in - accordance” with this application,
which agreenients:shall ‘be binding in the:colony under
the Masters and Servants Act of 1861,

It also set forth the number of persons required,
their sex, their age; their occupation; whether
they were “married or  single; the 'rate ' of
wages, and. any other special’ stipulation: that
required to-be made. ‘Those were matters which
the eniployer himself had t6 insert in theinstruc-
tions for the guidance of his agent in‘employing
labourers on-his behalf.  The -agent: was not-an
officer of the GGovernment at all, being entirely in
the employmernt of the- individual i and all the
Government did was to bind them as they did by
statute.: Kssentially, the Bill was passed to
Dring out persons engaged by ‘the:agent; on the
authority -of - the individual, -according to: the
rules specified in the schedule. = If thelabourers
who came out were an inférior.class of men; that
would be-the fault, not of the Government;-but of
the employer.-  There. was: this  protection,
that  the 'Government could ‘say: :they ob-
jected  to ‘the class of “labour the: employers
wished~ to' engage. The : Government  had
got that ‘power, and  would exercise it un-
doubtedly in' the interests of  the country if
improper . persons were being - imported. - Their
object “was  to. facilitate the: introduction of
persons: who' wished ' to labour, suitable to' the
recuirements of the colony ; but - whether the Bill
was suceessful or not would: depend  entirely on
the persons who. required the labour. = They
must first: put the Government in: motlon; and
employ. their: agents; and if the persons were
found :suitable, the  Government  would * bring
them out at this modified rate of passage money.

The Hox. 'W.: FORREST said he rose; not so
much: to reply to the observations of the Post-
master-General; as to make a suggestion: Suppos-
ing the ‘clanse werenegatived; and the Govern-
had:got. the powerto make regulations stipulat-
ing that any contract made:under this Bill was
to ‘be: made: subject tothe: confirmation of ‘the
Agent-General or- any person:appointed by him.

The POSTMASTER-GENERATL : You can-
notmake-a regulation -like: that, = There:is no
power:

The Hox. 'W. JFORREST : They might take
that  power ‘in'the Bill.,. " The clause “as it
stood was most ambiguous, and it was just the
sort of clause—as had ‘been pointed out—to lead
t0no - end - of -trouble ‘hetween employer:-and
employed. The employed would harass: their
employers, - If there were a proper agreement
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between  the man who: indented the labourer
under. the Bill—if it were made subject to the
confirmation of the proper officer. appointed: to
examine ‘the thing—it could be 0  elaborated
that it would be clearly defined what it was pro-
Losed to-.give the family ;' and if it were not
sufficiently clear:the 'Agent-General need not
confirm the agreement.

The Hon. 'W: GRAHAM: said he could not
agree with-the remarks of the Hon: W. Forrest;.
He:thought the ‘fewer regulations that were
attached to a Bill the better. The great thing
in his: opinion was to get the Bill' without regu-
lations. No: regulations  were necessary.  Of
course, in many Bills regulations were necessary ;
but the  fewer of them the: better.: He wished
toallude: to' some:remarks which  the: Hon,
A0 Gregory made with reference’ to providing
rations for = these people. " He  thought  that
question - also: might' be  very well left to- the
agents at home who would arrangefor the coming
out of these ‘people.  There was a very well-
known scale of rations here in Australia which,
he supposed, would: be adhered to in the event
of “families coming out. It would be a mere
matter of the amount.of wages, whether it was
to be taken out inextra rations and less wage, or
whether it would be a high rate of ‘wages and
fewer rations.” He would like to ask the Post:
master-General in reference ‘to the age at which
they were not bound to: provide accommodation;
whether- that would ‘also apply to a girl of the
same age. . He could: imagine ‘a large family
where a grown-up girl might be very useful in
nursing -the younger children; and her friends
might not: care about her going out to service:

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: said ‘that
no.distinction was made between the sexes.: The
one age would cover: both:males and females.

The Hox. ' W. GRAHAM : T wish to know
whether it will be worth while to make that dis-
tinction:?

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL  said “he
thought that most hon. gentlemen who made ob-
jections to the clause were really fighting the

ajr. ‘The instructions pointed out the authority .

which agents were to "get; and specified the
class and’ number “of  persons’ the employer
intended  to. import. If he  wished” to get
a family -~ whether the man” was to be ‘married
or: single—the “agent ‘could:not go: outside his
“authority ;  and a person out:here might very
well be entrusted to look after his own interests
in-stating’ to- his-‘agent whether he wanted a
married man: " or mot.. If he wanted a single
man, “or-one without: a’ family, he would only
indent an’ unmarried ‘mian == or  ‘woman, as
the case: might  be — and - he would : not
go:to the  expense  of ‘indenting  ‘this  man
if-"he did mot” wish  to" employ = him. The
real “object was to -allow the: employer; and
particularly the persons-at home; to understand
the essential terms of their engagement. The hon:
gentleman (Hon.: Mr." Gregory) objected to:the
clause because:it: did not  define the terms  on
which:the employer-and: the: employed: were'to
carry -on their contract; but he could see nothing
indefinite about:it. - The Hon. Mr. Murray-Prior
said that the custom of the country would regu-
late ‘the matter ; but he might: tell :that hon.
gentleman; as a: lawyer; that the: custom of -the
country would: not interfere in a matter of that
description: ::Where it 'was: a ‘matter of written
agreement the contract had to'be reduced to
writing,-and  no-custom outside that agreement
would affect the question at all:

The Hox. 'W. FORREST: asked: whether,
supposing “an'’ agreement: were  madg with:a
married couple. and  family; and there  was 1o
reference -made  to. housing - them—would that
override the clause ?

[COUNCIL.]

Amendment Bill.

The POSTMASER-GENERAL: said that if
any special contract were made: between ‘them
they would be bound by it.

The Hox. ' W. FORREST asked whether they
could make a contract outside the law ?

The "POSTMASTER-GENERAL: said  the
clause “would confer on the person engaged: a
particular privilege. = ~If-a man’ deliberately in
writing wished: to'forego:that privilege he could
do:so—there was no doubt about that:

The Hon. W. G. POWER: said it appeared
to-him that the clause was necessary.  He pre-
sumed- it was meant ‘to’ provide lahour for the
sugar-planters; and it would be decidedly wrong
to ‘bring out the labourers: without giving them
accommodation:  If they came out to the ¢olony
they could not get accommodation in the towiis,
and: would all go into . the bush, so that it would
bedecidedly wiong toleave outthe clause.  More-
over; he thought the clause did not go far enough,
as it did'not provide for: the supply. of rations:

The Hox. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said he
had done his best, as far as his experience went, to
prevent - discord - and  future  altercation - and
annoyance, - and he wag  ‘theréfore surprised
when “the Hon: Mr. ‘Power said the' clause
was: meant - entirely for' the - sugar-planters;
If that were so, it struck him that it was very
much  like class  legislation ; but  why others
should not take advantage of the opportunity of

‘getting indented: labour as: well as the sugar-

planters “he failed to:see.’ It was’ also strange
that the gentlemen who held that idea were
those - who had  employed ‘labour in" the bush;
whereas those who' seeméd to'differ - were those
who ‘employed labour ‘only near the towns, in
which they could easily settle their disputes; and
where there were better means of “giving accom-
modation, or of getting rid: of the peopleif they
wished, without  difficulty. = If labourers were
engaged: to :go:into’ the interior it would be a
difficult matter indeed to settle disputes—difficult
for the: employer and: difficult:for the labourer.
However, if ‘he could not get a whole loaf he
would: be content 'to-take halfi and under the
circurnstances he would  withdraw - his ‘amend-
ment, with:a view: of :supporting ‘some- other
which might be moved.
Amendment; by leave; withdrawn.

The: Hox: “A. C. GREGORY said he had to
move somne amendments which hehad previously
shadowed ‘forth; and he would first read’ the
clause with those amendments.

‘- Lvery agreement:-for the employment of a'labourer
or:servant made under - the: provisions of ‘the  13th
section of the principal ‘Act shall:contain a stipulation
that the:employer shall: provide sufficient: and-proper
house accommodation for such-labourer or servant and
all the members of ‘his.family under the: age of fifteen
years, during the term of the agreement.” -

He would commence by moving the  insertion of
the word ““house” after the word ““proper.”

Amendment put and passed.

The Hon. “A: - C. :GREGORY moved the
insertion of the words * all members of ?’ after
the word “and.”

Question—That the words proposed to be: in-
serted be so inserted—put’; and ‘the Committee
divided as follows 1~

CONTENTS, 6.

The ons. W Graham, T. L. Murray-Prior, W. Forrest,

A C..Gregory, P, Macpherson, and W. H. Walsh: :
NON-CONTENTS; 7,

The ‘Hons. C.: 8. Mein, J. C. Heussler. .  C.” Smyth;
W. G. Power, W. Pettigrew; J. Swan, and A, Raff.

Question resolved in the negative.

The Hox: A C. GREGORY: said that as the
first: part of the amendment” had been negatived

it would be useless to detain the: Committee by
moving the second part.
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Clause, as:amended; put and passed.

Clause 5—*‘ Short title?~—passed as printed:

The schedule and’ the preamble: were put-and
passed:

The ‘House resumed; and the CHAIRMAN re-
ported: the: Bill: with: amendments: - The report
was adopted; and: the third reading of the Bill
made-an Order of the Day for to-morrow.

NATIVE LABOURERS PROTECTION
BILL.

The PRESIDENT read the following message
from the Legislative ‘Assembly ==

¥ The: Tegislative “Assembly having had'under  consi-
deration the: Legislative Council’'s .amendments’in. tbe
Native Labourers Protection Bill,—

“ Disagree -to the aniendment in clause 7, beciuse the
object of the Bill-being to prevent the improper abdue-
tion from: their homes of native:labourers, it is. ‘essen-
tially: mecessary:that their engagement-and. discharge
should be regularly and: formally. made:before an: officer
of the Government, and that, in order to secure the per-
formanée of this: duty, a substantial penalty. should be.
imposed: for a breach of it. The penalty of £10 is likely
to prove inadeqqaté for: that purpose.

“Disagree’ to -the amendment: omitting - clause 8,
becaunse unless the: burden: is cast: -uponthe: vessel of
showing what/has become; of a:-native labourer who; is
not-brought back:to port, the provisions of the Bill will
be:inoperative, it being impossible for the Government
to produce affirmative proof in such:cases.”  The abuses
which: the Bill'is intended to:suppress would; therefore,
be allowed to:continue.

“Disagree to. the amendment in:clause 9, it being:a.
consequential amendment upon that omitting clause 8.

‘- Agree to: the other amendments of the Legislative
Couneil:”

On the: motion ' of ' the " POSTMASTER-
GENERAL;, the consideration of the ‘message
was made an Order of the Day for to-morrow.

HEALTH BILL.

The PRESIDENT read the following message
from the Legislative Assembly :—

“The Legislative “Assembly having had- under consi-
deration the Tegislative: Council’s amendments:in the
JIealth Bill; agree to the amendment in clause 23 with
amendments, t0.-which they :invite the concurrence of
the Legislative Council ; disagree to the amendment; .of
the Legislative: Couneil in clause:63; because ‘the -pro-
Pposed: definition would- include lodging-houses: ot -all
classes; to many of ‘which'the provisions of the Bill re-
lating to 'common: lodging-houses are - not: applicable,
and because-the term: common-lodging-houses;” as used
inanalogous’statutes: of :the Imperial Parliainent, has
for. many: years had'a:well. known:and: recognised
Mmeaning ; and-agree to:the: other amendments of the
Legislative Council.”

On the 'motion  of - the - POSTMASTER-
GENERAL, the consideration:of  the message
was made an Order of the Day for to-morrow.

The House adjourned at 8 o’clock,
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