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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Tuesday; 21 Octolier; 1884,

Assent to Bills.—Transcontinental Railway.—Oaths: Act
Amendment Bill.—-Iimmigration Act of 1882 'Amend-
ment” Bill-“Pharmacy Bill.-~Native Labourers Pro-
tection Bill.——Adjourninent.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at 4 o’clock.

ASSENT TO: BILLS:

The PRESIDENT read messages: from the
Governor, conveying His Excellency’s assent, on
behalf of Her Majesty; to the following Bills:—~
Maryborough - Racecourse  Bill, A ppropriation
Bill'No. 2, and Health Bill.

TRANSCONTINENTAL RATILWAY.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Hon. C: 8.
Mein) said: I beg to lay on the table of the
House' further correspondence ” connected  with
the Transcontinental Railway agreement’;  and
I move'that the paper be printed.

The Hox: - W. H. WALSH said:'T do not
think: it will - be out of order: for me to try to
elicit a’ reply froun the Postmaster-(Feneral in
connection with the papor he has just laid upon
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the table. I-find in‘an English periodical; dated
22nd-August, 1884, the following :—

¢ Queensland: appears to be: applying: itself:vigorously

to-the work .ol railway construction. :Speaking re-
cently upon the subject, My. Miles, the Coloninl Minigter:
for' Works, said that at the'end of 1883 the - total length
of “railway open - for:traffic in-Queensland  was: 1,038
miles, ahd:the total amount of the railway loan autho-
rised to date was £9,708,000. ' The gross earnings on-all
theé'lines during the year :was- £590 000,.the balance-of
earnings-over expenditure  being: £299,000.: The Gov-
ernment ‘could, with - confidence; go-into: the market
to  borrow, mongcy for: railway construction,: and: they
meant to’ go-‘ahead in that- way. -He had asKed the
Colonial Treasurer to- make provision for: £6,000,000 for
railway constriiction; and he inust-have it, :The Colo-
nial: Government: ‘meant: to’ cominence ‘arailway from
the Gulf, and put.the transcontinental scheine aside for
ever.. He ‘also proinised a direct line from Brisbane: to
Warwick, and thence to 8t. George.”
That schems,’ that enunciation: of the: Minister
for Works; seems’ so: very: pertinent to the paper
laid-on the table this afternoon :by:the: Post-
master-General; that T think T have a right to
call the -attention of :the Government, through
the Postmaster-General; to the announcement
made to-all: Kurope; and especially to HEnglish
capitalists; and to:ask the Postmaster-General
if “the  paper ‘he: has laid ‘on the table is in
anticipation of, or: in: elucidation of, the scheme
propounded:: by the Minister for: Works. ' In
short, T'would ‘ask: the hon. gentleman if: he; in
the ‘naine ‘of “his colleagues, -can say that the
Government, while laying on ' the table of the
House certain papers in connection with-a'defunct
and effete transcontinental railway scheme; are
making any preparations’ for carrying: out-that
which 1s promised in' the extract T have justread ?
Also; in"what -way; and-when they will do so.?

The POSTMASTER - GENERAL: said: It
will: be’ much: -more : ‘convenient: ‘for the ‘hon.
gentleman to give notice:of his question in the
ordinary way. The ‘document -I-have laid ‘on
the table of “the " House I propose shall ‘be
printed; - and: it will -then: speak  for: itself.
With regard to'what' the ‘Government intend. to
do in connection with railways; the-hon. gentle
man’ need not-have gone so faras England for
information: I ‘helieve that the speech referred
to.in the paper from’ which the hon: gentleman
quoted-was: reported :inthis: ¢colony:;: ‘and no
doubt ‘what: the: hon. ‘gentleman read: is an
extract from a report of some paper in Queens-
land. If the: hon;  gentleman had  read: the
Treasurer’s: statement: in- the:  Legislative
Assembly, which “wasg printed -in Hensard, he
would -have known the views of ‘the. Government
with' regard to railway construction.” But I do
not think: this is either the time: or.the:placeto
enter-into a. discussion on' the railway policy. of
the  Government,: :The ' question ' before  the
House is simply ‘the printing. of- some: corres-
pondence  which ' will = complete  the: papers:in
connection with: the Transcontinental Railway.
agreement. ‘When “the ' correspondence 18
printed- hon. " gentlemen’ :will : see  that  the
question raised by the Hon: Mr. Walsh has no
possible ‘bearing on:the subject.

The Hox. G. KING: said:: Before we enter
into a -discussion on’ the subject, T think: time
should be allowed us toperuse the correspondence.
It has only just Dbeen:laid on the table, and we
cannot possibly come to-any decision' now.

Question put'and passed:

OATHS ACT"AMENDMENT BILL.

The "PRESIDENT' read the: following mes-
sage from’ the Legislative Assembly ;=

“The Legislative Assembly have: this day agreed to
the amendment made by the: Legislative: Council in’ the
Bill'intituled:* A Bill to"amend the laws relating to.the
adininistration’of: Oaths in courts of justice.’ K

p #WILLIAM IL GROOM,
s Speaker,
¢ Legislative Asspmbly Chawmber,
- Brishane, 16th Qctober, 1834,
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IMMIGRATION ACT OF 1882 "AMEND-
MENT BILL.

The PRESIDENT read the following message
from-the Legislative Assembly ;=—

“ The Legislative: ‘Assembly have-this- day agreed:to
the-  amendmentmade by the Legislative Council'in the
Bill mtituled A Bill to. amend: the : Immigration-Act of
1882,

“WiLLiax Ho GRooM;
‘¢ Speaker.
 Legislative Assembly: Chamber,
**:Brisbane; 21st October,; 1884.”

PHARMACY BILL. :

The: PRESIDENT read the following mes-
gage from the Legislative Assembly i

“The" Legislative :Assembly ‘have this day agreed to
the Billintituled A’ Bill: to- establish:‘a'Board of ‘Phar-
mecy--in’ Queensland; and to make better:: provision for
the registering of Pliarmaceiitical Chemists; and for other
purposes;with the amendments-indicated hy:.the accom-
panying schedule; in: which dainendments::the:Assembly
request the concurrence of the Legislative Council:

WILLTAM IT: GROOM,
“Speaker,
‘ Legislative ‘Assembly Chamber,
' Brisbane, 21st Qctober, 1884,

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL  "As the
hon. ‘gentleman in:charge of ‘this Bill:is not
likely to: be :present: for some - days; T beg: to
move. that the consideration of ‘this: message
stand an Order of the Day for Tuesday next:

Question put and passed.
NATIVE LABOURERS PROTECTION
BILL.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL moved that
the ‘President leave the chair, and the House
resolve itself into a Comimittee of the Whole, for
the consideration of “the Liegislative Assembly’s
geisa,ge of the 14th instant, in- refereice to this

il

The Hox. W.. H. WALSH : Tt is possible
that the matter may e discussed. in its present
stage; and- T would ask the President to pause
for'a moment.

The PRESIDENT o If the hon. gentleman is
going to'move an amendiment it is his duty to.do
s0-abonce:

The Hox: W. Hi WALSH: T am: not sure
that it ismy duty to:do so: T simply asked that
we should not be calledupon to hurry or rush the
matter through, Hon: gentleinen:may wishto
deal with it both-in its present:and-in its subse-
(uent stages. ;

The PRESITDENT : The hon. gentléeman has
spoken on' the question.

The: POSTMASTER-GENERAL : T regard
these notices as simply formal.

The Hox. I L-O’'DOHERTY : I beg the
hon.:‘member’s’ pardon: for ‘interrupting  him.
Hon: members: on: this side have not heard a
word of : what the Hon. Mr.: Walsh' said, for he
spoke in such-a-low tone of :voice that we could
not: hear: him.: L think it .is important  that
we should know what the hon: gentleman said.

The Hox. W, H. WALSH : If T may le
allowed——

The "POSTMASTER-GENERAL : T am
addressing the ‘House.: I was: informing: the
House that I regard these motions, in regard:to
the President leaving the chair and the House
going:into a Committee of -the Whole; as purely
formal. " Qur Standing Orders provide that the
amendments made in‘a Bill coming up from the
Lcgislative - Asseinbly “shall: e ‘considered  in
cominittee. © I may be wrong it 1y opinion; but
T have strong views on:the point. T think that,
as'a matter of course; as'soon as-the Order of the
Day is called; the President should ‘leave the
chair; and the House should go into committee
al once, {n the saine way as when the Order of
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the Day for the further consideration of a Bill in
committee i called.  During my: experience,
extending ‘over ten:years, I have never known
any -opposition - to: -be: made to a proposition of
this description::before. . It is convenient : to
discuss’ these: questions in. committee, because
the nuwaber:  of speeches that can be made in
committee is unlimited, and there are greater
facilities :for coming to a satisfactory conclusion
on/any given point:

The Hox.: W H. WALSH: Hon. gentle-
men——

The PRESIDENT :: The hon: gentleman-has
spoken. . This is quite an-irregular debate; and,
without the unanimous consent of the House, the
hon; member certainly cannot speak again.

The Hox. W, H..WALSH : T presume that
will'not'be denied, for ‘I think that is the-only
alternative T have. 'Referring to'the stateinent
of  the: 'Postmaster-General, T simply say: the
President does notleave thechair when a motion
of ‘this kind is:propounded; : When'the hon: gen-
tleman moved that the President leave the chair,
I, by virtue of my right; rose for the purpose of
asking that we should have: time for reflection,
and: that time, I think, could:be:devoted :to con-
sidering -whether: an  amendment: should ‘not
De:put: that ‘the Bill: be: laid:aside for six
months.. - That is - onetrue way of dealing : with
a message of this: kind; : "We do ‘not inevitably
go into:committee: becauise we get a  message of
this kind from'the Liegislative ~Assembly. = We
have a perfect right to lay it aside; and ‘refuse'to
discuss it any further; and'that wasthe dignified,
high position T demanded: we should have: time
to .consider. T trust - hon: gentiemen will under-
stand their:high ‘prerogative - and: our: right,

andwhat T maintain here. " Tt was for: the
House to “have time i to consider-—not  :to
hurriedly: rush: into . committee-—whether -we

should“consider it at all; or--whether some-
one should not-have: the opportunity. of moving
—as T contest »we'  have. thé - right to. do—
that ‘the: matter  he laid: aside for: the next
siX months, which is simiply a refusal to deal
atall with the action of ‘the other: Chamber.
That is what L contend for, and I simply do so
out of regard to the rights of this ' Chamber; not
because: I'have any particular crotchet or project
in': connection: with: ‘the: 1natter, - 1f : lon:
gentlemen:do not'see their way clear to:support
me; all T can say is that I, atiany rate, will
advance those:opinions: which T firmly believe to
beright.

The PRESIDENT : I have to point out ‘to
hon; members that the (4th -Standing Order, to
my mind, is conclusive on the point i

“When any. Bill -is returned  tothis ' -House: with
amendinents, such anendiments:shall: be 'considered: in
committee:” :

The Hox. Wi H. o WALSH ;- If you will
allow me again to-address the House——

The ' POSTMASTER-GENERAL :: T think
this is very unseemly. The hon. gentleman has
addressed the House on three occasions; and now
he wants to'address it a fourth time on' the same
point.

The Hox: W, H. WALSH: You want to
prevent free discussion.

The " POSTMASTER-GENERAL:: I donot
want to prevent free discussion. - My object is
to:give free discussion; and the object of the hon.
gentleman is to prevent: free . discussion béing
afforded to' hon. gentlemen, .in accordance .with
the rules we have- distinctly laid:down for: our
guidance, and which we cannot depart from.

The Hox. W, H: WALSH : T'say. again - we
have a full right'to:lay aside the Bill, and. refuse
to-discuss- it in committee, and: the Postmaster-
Genera}—
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The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: T tise. to

order.

The Hox, W. H. WALSH ;T say the Post-
master-General is'a conspirator against our rights
and’liberties-here. T charge him with it." 'We
hayve every right-to discuss this'amendment; and

nobody :should “more maintain’ that: right than

the how. the President.

The PRESIDEXNT : The President is bound
by the rules of the House: I wish other hon.
members were,

The Hox: W H. "WALSH ;' Of course they
are. ‘

The Hox. 'A: C. GREGORY : While ad-

hering to'the ‘view that we have: an undoubted

right to - do. what we: like with any:question

before-the House, I think it would e highly
discourteous-to the other branchi if ‘we refused
“1o congider their message. At the same tiine
T'think when' we: have aquestion:beforé us - we
have a right’ to consider whether we: will take
it then or at some’ future ‘time. = On this oc-
casion T-am certainly - not “going to - oppose
¢oing'into ‘committee. L prefer to.see it
discussed 'in" committee; ‘which s  the proper
Place: for: discussion. :Still T must: record my
“view that I think, whenever a: question is-before
the House, we have power to-decide what shall
be done with that question so long as it is in
keeping with the Standing Orders.

Question put and passed; and the House went
into-Committee.

The:  POSTMASTER-GENERAT said’ ~“he
way glad to sée there: was such  a ‘full’ House
to:diseuss' this very - important  matter; in
which - he- thought  the ‘credit and reputation
of ‘the colony were soméwhat involved. When
the Bill :was before: the Couneil: on-a:former
occasion it gave rise to” very considerable discus-
sion, “and’ some . Important - amendments: were
made:in-clauses.: Amongst “others: they very
materially -amended: the provisions ‘of the 6th
clause, which provided ‘that, in the event of a
native  labourer being taken ‘away without the
provisions of the statute in regard to his'engage-
nient having “been- complied with; ‘the vessel
and- her: cargo-were liable ‘to forfeiture; and the
master-and owner were conjointly and severally
liable to.a penalty of £500. " The Council: struck
out “the  provisions: with ‘regard -to’ ‘the ' vessel
being made liable to forfeiture, and reduced: the
penalty - from: £500: to-£100. - To  that amend-
ment - the " Legislative - Assembly “had: taken
no:exception ;- but to ‘the -subsequent amend-
ments - which ~were  made 'in/ the Tth and :8th
clanses exception :-had ‘been taken. ' The pro-
visions of ‘the Tth clause were to:the effect that
if a'master discharged anative labourerr who was
employed in-his:vessel otherwise than in’ the
manner.prescribed by statute; he should be liable
to a penalty of £50, - The penalty was reduced
by this. Chamber from £50to £10.A subsequent
clause stipulated: that; if the master or - owner
of -a vessel'returned to.port and'did not give ‘a
satisfactory -account - of  any  native labourer
whose  name -appeared: on ‘the ship’'s-articles;
and who: 'was™ not-on - board: the vessel . on
her - return, - he should be liable -to a penalty
of £100. Hon. gentlemen who' were present
on:the oceasion would remember that the clause
was -amended by reducing - the penalty, and
afterwards by &’ narrow ‘majority — for’‘some
reason: which was not- apparent  to:him; and
which he ‘could:‘not ‘econceive-—the ‘clause itself
was struck’ out. “The  Legislative - Assembly,
in’ avery courteous message; objected to those
two amendments while agreeing to all the other
amendments’; and he must confessthat the argu-
ment’in the message appeared: to be absolutely
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conclusive on the point.  The Legislative ‘As-
sembly disagreedto the amendmentin clause? :—
¢ Becanse, the object of-the- Bill ‘being to prevent the
inipropér abduction: from their: homes of native labour-
ers, it'is’ egsentially neeessary: that their engagement
and dizehiarge: should be: regularly and formailly. made
before an oflicer:of -the: - Government, and that in order
to seéeure  the performance : of -this’ duty a substantial
penalty’ should 'be imposed -for a’ breachi of it. The
penalty-of-£10.is: likely "to - prove inadequnate: for that
purpose.”
He would point out to hon. gentlemen that - the
penalty  of “£50 was by no 'nieans: excessive,
Under ‘the ‘Merchant’ Shipping: At of 71854,
provisions: were made somewhat analogous to
these; in regard to the hiring and disc?mrging
of ‘seamen on board: a’ foreign-going vessel, 1t
was provided there :—

“1f the naster of-any British ship  discharges any
seamai - or-apprentice in‘anyplace: situdted in:dny
British:: possession iabroad (except. the  possession’ in
whicli:lie was shipped) without previously obtaining the
sanction in writing endorsed on the agreement, ot soie
publi¢ officer-duly appointed by the:locul: Government
in’that behalf, or. (in the absence.of any such'func-
tionary) of-the chief-officer of .custoins resident at: or
near the place where tlie discharge-takes:place’--
the master: should for ‘every default be deemed
guilty =~ of a  misdemeanour, and the.  func-
tionaries ‘should examine’ into the. grounds: of
such ~proposed: discharge or “into ‘the allega-
tion of any desertion:or disappearance, - :Then,
if inva’ foreigni port:ia British: seaman = was
not “discharged beforera  functionary; and the
formulas prescribed by the Aet were not carried
out, the' offending master was not-only liable to
a'penalty of £50; but’ was absolutely treated ‘as
being ‘guilty of ‘4 misdemeanour and: was liable
to lmprisonment: for two years..  The object was
that all persons-éngaged on vessels should have
thorough protection against: misconduct - on:the
part of ‘the master of  a veasel-—that their rights
should: be thoroushly protected. : They had, by
assenting to previous provisions of ‘this:Bill—as-
suming the proposition that'it was necessary in the
interests of nativelabourers thattheyshould been-
gaged before s shipping master—they had already.
prescribed: that they should be discharged before
a shipping master, and: this- clause went simply
to-provide that if  the last provision was not
carried out the penalty imposed- on:the offend-
ing party- should: be £50; and in view of the
penalty:in the Merchant Shipping ‘Act of 1854;
it could not be regarded as otherwise thana very
lenient punishment indeed. - They had alaw here
in’ regard to: seamen. in'intercolonial vessels;
there the penalty was-fixed: at £20.. The 16th
clange of the Act of 17 Vie:, No; 36, prescribed
that when a master of an intercolonial vessel
arrived in port it was his/duty to leave with the
shipping master: of -the port the ship’s: articles,
together with full: particulars:of ::all persons
whohad: deserted :or ‘left-the ship, in:order that
the men might: be ‘properly discharged. before a
shipping master ‘when  they  were' being  dis-
charged ; ‘and the penalty: for the evasion of that
provision was’ £20. 7 Seeing the very strong
expression” of “opinion” that hon. gentlemen of
this: Chamber gave in regard ' tothe: question
of “penalties; he proposed ‘to meet. them half-
way. - The  penalty ‘which: the “Bill:origin-
allv proposed -was - £50. It 'was reduced by a
majority of ‘the: Council to- £10. -He proposed,
not that they should restore it to £50, but that
they ‘should-ask the: Legislative ‘Assembly ‘to
consent  to its: reduction to £20, putting: those
labourers exactly on the same footing as- their
own ¢ountrymen-when an’ offénce was committed
in respect to them: by the master of a vessel. “He
did:it in-a spirit-of compromise, and in the hope
thatin'what he regarded; and what:members of
the Government regarded, as a matter -of impor-
tance totlie credit of the colony, there should not
be: any breach' of agreement on'the point'; and
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that the Bill should not be: lost altogether, they
should ‘be  prepared: to. meet.‘the  unanimous
opinion’ ‘of - the Legislative - Assembly. - “He
believed that there was not:a single: division in
the  Legislative  Assembly - on the: Bill; and,
practically,; their views on:this matter might be
regarded as unanimous.: ITn'that spirit he asked
the “House to consent to a’reduction:of the
penalty -to £20, on  substantial ‘groundswhich
could not be:regarded as forming a precedent.
He: should deal with the  other clauses subse-
quently.. He therefore proposed—

That‘the Committee do not insist on their amendment
on clause 7, but: propose: to. amend - the  clanse by: the
substitution of the word “twenty” for the word * fifty »
in-the last line thereof.

Then, really, the amount of £90would be' some-

what.proportionate to the:sum' of :£100, which

they fixed on in clause 6.

The Hox."W. H. WALSH said it appeared
to-him'the debate had-raised: a:most: extraordi-
nary - question—in: fact; one quite new to him.
As far as he ‘was versed in parliamentary prac-
tice he ' was' not- aware that they could ‘do:any-
thing of the kind.: The ‘message from the Legis-
lative Assembly was not that they should agree
to s penalty of £20 instead of £50, or whatever
the other sum was; but it was whether they
should agree to.its amendments:

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: Noj the
hon, gentleman is entirely wrong.

The HoxN. W.. H.. WALSH said he' did mnot
like to be told he:was wrong:; and:

The POSTMASTER-GENERAT said if the
hon. gentleman' would “allow “him™ to" interrupt
his-remarks: he would :reinind -him’ that he-had
forgotten that the Bill originated in- the Legis-
lative “Agsembly.  The : Council ‘made amend:-
ments in-the Bill which the other House objected
to, but that did not “debar them from:accepting
a subsequent “amendment on ' the same: point;
The Council said’ the penalty: ought ‘not to be
£50; they said it ought to be £10. . The Liegis-
lative ‘Assembly said, “*No'; we'do nof consent
to: £10.” " "Surely’ it was competent for them,
when’ the ‘Legislative ‘Assembly sent: it back, to
say they would agree to some’ sum between the
two  sums—£10:and  £50—as the: penalty: to be
imposed. He would read the: following passage
from ‘¢ May?* on-the point =

‘“If-one: House ‘agree to-a Bill passed by the otler

without ‘any: amendment, 10 firther: discussion: or
question can:arise upon:it; but the: Bill'is ready to be
putiinto the commission for receiving the Royal assent.
It.a Bill be returned from one Holse to: another; with
amendments, those amendments must.either beagreed to
by the House which lad first passed the Bill,or the other
Honse: must waive thie:amendments, otherwise the Bill
would'be1ost, Sometimes one Ilouse ‘agrees to- the
‘amendments: with -amendmeénts;: to whicl' the other
Honse agrees. ': Occasionally the:interchunge of amend-
ments’is-carried even further, .and one.-House agrees to
amendments with ‘aniendiments, to:which the: other
Honse agrees with aimendments, to which also ‘the first
House, in its - turn, agrees.”
‘Anything  more complicated than that; he was
at a loss to: conceive. He: should not . propose
to:go to anything like that 'extent. He proposed
‘to agree to. a modification - of their own amend-
ments, which surely was in order.

The Hox.- W. H. WALSH  said he trusted
that, 50 long as the Chairman occupied the chair,
he would not fail to ‘protect any hon: member
other.than himself (Hon. Mr. Walsh) who might
happen to occupy the floor of the Chamber. 'When
he (Hon. Mr. Walsh) was ‘addressing the Com-
mittee; the hon. the Postmaster-General intruded
himself; and the Chairman:did not interfere. - He
had ‘no objection to:the same thing occurring
over and over.again so far as he himself: was per-
sonally ‘concerned ;:-but he did protest  against
that kind of treatment; sanctioned by:the Chair-
man; being meted oub to other bon, members,
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The CHAIRMAN ‘said he always took care
to observe the hon. member who rose first.

The.: Hon.m W. H., WALSH : He had
almost - forgotten ~the arguments. of his: hon.
friend: the Postmaster - General ;- but’ they ap-
peared to him remarkably puerile. fhe
understood the hon. gentleman; he: said that,
in" his' opinion, they "had ‘a right—that" they
could meet the views of “the ‘othér Chamber
by dividing ‘the £40:0r £30, or whatever the sum
indispute was; but he (Hon. Mr. Walsh) said
they had noright to doso, and thatthe quotation
the hon. gentleman read from- ‘*May > ‘wasnot
applicable:at all.” The Bill had been simply sent
up from the other Chamber with a message that
they 'disagreed to:-the  Council’s amendments ;
but they ~did not ask the Council “to: make
fresh amendments;  They simply said that they
disagreed with =~ the amendments; ‘and -asked
the aouncil to-agres- with their disagreements.
He' quite agreed:that, if ‘the 'two Houses had
determined - that- there should be a conference
upon-the question; such'a course would be justi-
fiable’; - but he maintained that when an impor-
tant member: of that ‘House, ‘representing the
Government,; addressed the Chamber he should,
instead of laying ‘down’ his own dictum, show
the “authorities in support- of his  arguments.
He held that the passage quoted from ¢ May”
was quite irrelevait tothe subject, and:that

they-had no- right to make: the amendment pro-
posed. - ~“He certainly trusted: that - when' he

addressed : the- Chamber: ‘again: the -CGhairman
would at'any rate notice-that he was doing s0.

The :CHAIRMAN said: he  theught it was
very unfair for the hon. gentleman to make such
remarks. - He had never yet ceased, ‘as he had
said hefore; to keep his eye upon hon:: members.

The ' POSTMASTER-GENERAT “said - the
Hon. Mr. Walsh was quite correct:  When he
was ‘addressing the Committee, he (the Post-
master-General) interposed to correct him upnn
a. point on which he thought he was mistaken ;
and if'anyone was to blame it was himself. " But
when he interposed he understood that the hon.
gentleman assented to his doing so. - He certainly
took no.objection toit.

The Hox. T. ' L: MURRAY-PRIOR said the
hon. : the: Postmaster-Gereral -had quoted: froin
¢ May 7 up to a certain point, but-he did not
read the following passage, which appeared: even
more: pertinent to the question —

“ALords ’amendment-has been‘divided; and a- sepa~
rate question putupon each part-of:it. Sometimes one
House does not.insist upon its: amendinents; hut - makes
other améndiments, - But it is:a rule that neither Iousc
may; at  this’ time, ledve out; or: otherwise 'amend,
anything which' they have “already passed- themsglves,
unlesy ‘stich - ainendment he-imnmediatelv: ‘consequent
upon amendments of the other Iouse; which have been
agreed to, and are necessary for carrying itinto-effect:”
He thought the hon: the Postmaster-(General was
quite right: in his argument; and: that that: pas-
sage explained it.

The Hox. -"W. H. ' WALSH said that the
other House' had made’ no ‘amendment,  and,
therefore; the quotation from-‘‘May? ‘did not
apply.. - The other Chamberhad simply returned
the Bill; after refusing ‘the amendment of that
House 1n toto.

The Hon. J.. TAYLOR asked the Chairman’s
ruling asto whether the' question could be put
ornot.? : ’

The CHATRMAN : T have no hesitationin
saying that the question can be put.

The ‘Hov.: F. H.  HART said he:hoped the
Committee would: agree to-the amendment of the
Postmaster-General;~~He “had listened ' to: the
remarks of the' Hon. - Mr. Walsh; “but; on: refer:
ence to the message of the Legislative Assembly,
it would -he seen:that they objected to the
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amendment onthe ground that the penalty would
proveto beinsufficient. He therefore thought the
better:course would be'to meet -the views of the
osher House - by inserting ~the -amount fixed
by an’ Act at  present in . force, which was
considered - adequate for FEuropeans..  Surely
what was “sufficient” for : Envopeans would : be
sufficient for native labourers!” He thought the
proposition of the hon. the Postmaster-General
a - very fair one, because; by clause 2; they had
put.those native labourers ‘on: the same footing
asEuropean:sailors in regard to the benefits
they should receive; and ‘it had’ never struck
him  before that; by fixing the penalty at £10
for: native labourers; and: £20 for Kuropeans;
they would he making an invidious: distinction.
He thought it only ‘right’ that they shonld be
put-upon the same footing,

The:Hox. J. TAYLOR said he thought the
Chairman’s: ruling: should: be disagreed to. He
therefore: moved -that' the: Chairman’ leave the
chair, “and report: the ‘point of  order: to the
President: .

Question put and passed ;' and the CHATRMAN
reported the point of order accordingly.

The PRESIDENT : The Chairman reports a
point:of ‘order;; which T understand o be this:
whether this question can be put—

¢ That the  Committee donot persist.in: their-amend-
nient in- clawse 7, but! propose to amend - the clause by
the substitution: of the ‘word : twenty’ for. the word
«fifty’-in-the last line thereof.” '
On turning to page 540 of *“May;” hon, members
will find the following — :

< If‘one Ilouse agrees to-a Billi passed by the other,

without«iny amendment, no further discussion: or ques-
tion ¢an arise’ upon.it, hut the Billis ready. to: be put
into:the connnission, for receiving the Royal assent. - If
a-Billbe:retiuned from: one House o anotler with
amendments. those. amendments: must ‘either be agreed
to by the  Ilouse which: had’ first passed the: Bill;
or:ithe: other - ITouse ' Mmust 'waive - their: amend-
mants ;otherwise “the  Bill will be 1ost.Semetinies one
IIouse agrees:to the  amendments. with amendinents;
to:which 'the other Honse ‘agrees. - Occasionally: this
interchange of ainendmentsis carried even firther, and
one.lIonse agrees to amendments withmnendiments; to
which'“ theother: Iouse  agrees  With ' ainerndinents;
to-whiell, also; :the first House in its’ turn agrees: A
Lords’ ‘amendnient - has' been - divided, ‘and a: sepa-
rate ‘question--put upon:each part -of it. Some-
times:-one - 1louse : does ‘ot insist upon -its ‘amend-
ments;-hut: makes other amendments:  But it is a
rule that néither Houise:may: at this: time; leave out
or.otherwise amend anything which tliey have already
passed tliemselves: unless such - amendinent e hinme-
diately consequent upon -amendinents of-the  other
House, whieh ‘Tiave been- agreed to. and-are necessary
for-carrying them into effect: ~And if an ‘amendinent
be proposed to a Lords™ amendment; not consequent on
orrelevant to:such amendment, the question will not
be put:from: the: Chaiy;”
There is a:good deal more upon the subject; but
it.is quite clear to methat we may amend amend-
ments.of ‘the other House to any extent as'long
as they: are: relevant to previous amendments.
I therefore rule that the question can be put,

The Committee resumed.
Original question put and passed.
The POSTMASTER-GENERAT said they

now:came: to clause: 8; which ‘hon: gentlemen
would rememnber was “first ‘amended, and after:
wards struck out in its amended form. It was
considered Ly a majority of hon:- gentlemen that
the penalty of £100, imposed in that' clause, was
excessive; and they therefore reduced it, and
after it was reduced it was rather suddenly
strick < out’; “and he thought that “hon.: gen-
tlemen ‘who: voted against the clause  on.that
occasion’ . did - not really apprehend . what its
provisions -were..He tried ' to - explain: it then;
and he-would endeavour: to' do:so now,; and:in
doing so-he would: have to:repeat; to a certain
extent, what he had-nlready said,

[21 OcrosEr.]

‘They had-.

Protection Bill. 183

provided that it was necessary for the:protection
of aboriginals, when they were employed-upon a
vesselgoing from one:pot in Queensland -to
another;that they should appearon the ship’s arti-
cles’; that theymust-be engaged before a shipping
master; and if they were taken on:bhoard without
being engaged before that officer, the ‘owner and
master  should 'be liable to s penalty: of £100.
They had also to-be: discharged: in: the presence
of the shipping master, the penalty for a breach
of that provision being £20.  The 8th clause then
went:on to provide that, if rany: vessel:-arrived in
any- port-in: Queensland “having ‘a-less number
of “natives- on:board :than were  carried: on
the -“ship’s  articles,  the - master “and owner
should: each “lie “liable to  a:penalty of ~£100
for every -native ‘labourer: so- deficient, unless
they could ' prove to the  satisfaction of the: ¢ourt
that they had been: prevented by circamstances
beyond-their: control: from bringing: such mnative
labourer to such' port; - The Legislative ~Assem-
bly had objected: to that clatise being struck out
for the following reason :-—

“ Unless:the -burden is cast upon tlie vessel of showing
what has ‘become of a native labourer who is’ not
brought:back to port; the provisions-of the Bill. will be
inoyerative; it:-being impossible: for the Government to
produce ‘aflirmative - proof- iy sucli.cases. " The abuses
whicli-the Bill:is intended’ to suppress - would therctore
beallowed to continue.’”

As'he pointed-out on s ‘fornier: occasion, -it ‘was
competent—and the: provision was’a very un-
ustial one on Actsof ‘that nature——for the master
to give evidence onhis.own behalf.: “If - he were
putupon: his - trial,;as it were;: for:the: non=
accounting for-the return of -an-absent-islander
who-appeared: on: the ship’s articles; he: could
go-into:the box and make: a statement of the
circumstances of  the ~case ;- and it was “not
proposed that ' liei should::be  liable, : unless
he failed ‘to: give a satisfactory account of. the
missing ‘man:: - They had a somewhat: analogous
provision with regard to  their own' countrynien
who were -employed: as seamen in-their inter-
colonial trade. " He would remind hon: members
that he was not: referring:now to'the Imperial
Merchant Shipping ‘Act, where the provisions
were very nuch: more stringent, but to:their own
law with' regard: to intercolonial vessels  trading
from*one" port:to-another.. The Act provided
that the master of “every ship:or vessel, on
arriving at.any port where there was:a shipping-
master, should, before leaving:the: port; deliver
toithat officer a-copy of the ship’siarticles; that
he - should: “also: - produce  to . the  shipping
master the register  ticket, ‘orcopy of the
register . ticket, ‘of ‘any seaman -who  should
have: deserted, and also, if  required,a ‘copy
of the entry in the ship’silog of such desertions;
and’any ‘master ‘'who neglected “or refused to
comply: with sucl “provisions was liable to. a
penalty-of £20. - Under the clause in' gues-
tion' it -was: proposed- that if “the master could
not: give. a - satisfactory “account of ~a  missing
islander who - appeared . on the ship's'articles; he
should be-liable to: a penalty. of £100; butin
the spirit -of ‘compromise, to  which' he' had
already  referred, he. proposed not to insist on
the penalty of “ £100, but. to make it propor-
tionate to-the penalties which had already been
reduced. - He therefore: proposed—

That the Committee do-not insist-upon the omission
of elause 8, but agree to its retention: with the following
amendinent—namely, the substitution of the word “fifty’’
for*“oite hundred.”’

The Hox. K. I. ODOHERTY : Say “twenty.?

The " POSTMASTER - GENERAL said; “in
order:to meet thie wishes of ‘the Committee, he
would make it *forty” pounds.

The Hox. J. TAYLOR+ £20 is" quite enough.
The Hox, S1r A, Hy PALMER : Make it £25,
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The - POSTMASTER-GENERAL  said - he
should:like to be able to send the Bill back: with
a fair amendment; and one which was likely to
be: accepted by the Legislative - Assenibly; who
had met them in'a very fair spirit indeed..~ The
Council had in reality emasculated: their Bill,
and’ the Committee ought to try to: make:their
amendment harmonise with the other parts of the
measure. - He thought £25: was disproportionate
to-the penalties: which had already heen decided
upon; and that £40.-would he a very fair amount,
Of course, ‘if - the. Committee  insisted on: the
amount being £25; he should ‘have to agree to it;

The Hox. T. L: MURRA Y-PRIOR said that
he, for one, considered the:Bill unnecessary, and
for that reason  would ‘have liked 'to see’ it
rejected.  Under the circumstances, however, it
appeared that it would bebetter not to object to
the Postmaster-General’s amendment: in clause
10,  which in reality - coincided with a: great deal
of ‘what was said by those who opposed the hon:
gentleman. - But it was'quite a different matter
in regard to.clause 8, the extinction of which he
looked on as a’ matter of principle—it did not
matter much whether the amount -was £10, £20,
or £40.. He' agreed ‘that: they ought to show
the ' utmost: conrtesy to  the  other: Chamber,
but -they - should remember: that they ' had
deliberately = expunged  clause '8, ‘and for very
good reasons.  They considered that no captain
could prevent 'desertions: from = his vessel and
that he should not be unjustly punished. The
gist' of ‘the argument was that a man should
not be- made responsible for what “he could not
possibly’ help. . The: Postmaster-General: had
shown what the penalties were in other Acts’
but  he failed ‘to.see why different: measures
should be madé for different sorts of sailors, seeing
that ‘anyone ‘on-a- British vessel ‘was subject to
the laws of the country:” The Postmaster-General
said he’ tried ‘to meet the wishes of the Com-
mittee by lowering: the penalties; but when'the
framers of the" Bill " knew  or: ought to have
known that £20 was the penalty in other Acts,
why: should they insert £100:in the Bill now
under: consideration? - The whole tenor: of the
Bill seemed to prove that it was brought in'for a
special purpose, ‘and: he ‘hoped the Committee
would ‘insist on: clause 8 being kept out of ‘the
Bill. He trusted: hon. gentlemen: would not
allow what they had deliberately rejected ‘to he
retained in -the Bill; he hoped they ‘would not
eat their own words in that way.

The ‘Hox.: J.-TAYLOR: said: he believed the
Bill had brought ‘down' on' him the wrath of
the Postmaster-General and the Hon. Mr. Petti-
srew. - He was astonished ‘at the way he had
been treated by those-hon. gentlemen, but he
supposed he wounld soon: recover. - Heintended
to oppose the clause, as he did not see-the use of
acting like children—coming to- one decision-one
day, and to-a: different decision another day.
The Hon. Mr. Pettigrew stated the other day in
that Chamber that there was ‘no reason ‘why he
(Hon. Mr. Taylor) should not have:been present
—that there was telegraphic communication with
Toowoomba, and that he ouglit to have been there.
He might inform the hon. gentleman thathe was
seventy miles fromhishome at the time, and could
not possibly. have been ‘in his place when’ the
question came on for consideration. He did not
know that he'was such a remarkable membher of
the-Council that he should have been: treated ‘as
he:was;and:-he ‘would advise the Hon: Mr.
Pettigrew not to talk ‘of ‘'him in the way he had
done. -If that hon. gentleman would ‘attend -to
drains, cesspits, and earth-closets, it would. ‘he
better: for -his neighbours.: That - was  what: the
hon. 'gentleman was fitted for,

The "POSTMASTER-GENERAL rose to a
Point’ of -order, - ‘The hon, gentleman was not
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speaking to the  question before the Committee:
At first he was  amusing, but: now: he was

becoming personali

The HoN.-J. TAYLOR 'said the hon. gentle-
man- did not spare -him when" speaking -of “his
absence the other day.” On Thursday week he
distinctly  told the Postmaster-General that he
should not be at the House on'Tuesday on'account
of -important - private  business; yet, by his
remarks, the hon. gentleman  seemed astonished
that “he ' was  not -in ‘his place.; He was
rather surprised to find that such remarks had
been: made by ‘one upon:whom he had: always
looked as a friend rather: than:as an: opponent.
But he had not broken the Standing Orders, -no
matter what  the  Postmaster-General ~“or. the
Hon. Mr. Pettigrew might say. - He had always
kept within the ' Standing Orders—which  was
perhaps:a wonder—and he'always intended to'do
so. - 1f ‘he could not: ‘be present every week he
would “attend  every other week. ~There were
soine: hon: members ‘on"the list who had been
absent two or three years, but nothing was said
about them'; the attack was made only upon
those who' were. in"the colony. = The Standing
Order distinetly said :—

¢ Xo.member shall-absent himself during the session

for more than ohe’ week without: informming the Iresi-
dent; nor for thore than three.consecutive weeks ‘with-
out express:leave of absence from the Council jand any
member - wilfully:infringing - this order shall be: held
guilty of contempt.”’
He repeated that he had kept within the Standing
Orders, which he keptalong with'his Bible sothat
he might refer to themat any time. Withregard
to the question before the Committee; he trusted
hon: gentlemen would: not show such vacillation
as to allow themselves'to be talked over by the
Postmaster-General, but that they would disagree
to:the motion made-by that-hon. gentleman.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: said - the
hon. ‘gentleman: was under a:misapprehension
if he thought that he expressed surprise at his
absence:“Judging ‘from past experience;he
knew: the hon: gentleman: would not go’ out of
his way to attend to his duties in that Chamber,
‘What he(the Postmaster-General) complained of
was-an ‘adjournment ‘to suit the private con-
venience  of "hon.: gentlemen: = And the Hon.
Mz, Taylor -had openly avowed that he would
never ‘attend there ‘unleéss. it ‘suited his pri-
vate convenience.  But, however interesting it
might = be. to-the ‘hon: ‘gentleman, ~he very
much ““quéstioned: whether other :hon. niem-
bers ‘cared to. hear ‘a“long personal:explana-
tion ‘about: his: non-attendance. - Coming now:
tothe ' question. hefore  the . Commiittee,  he
would reply to-what had- just. fallen from' the
Hon; Mr: Murray-Prior; whosaid that there must
be a special ‘reason forthe introduction of the
Bill: - Of ‘conrse there was, or the Bill: 'would
not-have been introduced.  He had explained
before, that public officials: had reported: to the
Government the - existence of “abuses’ in " the
northern parts: of the colony withregardto the ab-
ductionof islanders;and that it was necessary for
the protection of the aboriginals that some strin-
gent measure ‘should-be passed imposing ~such
penalties on offenders that the offences would:not
be repeated. Ithad heen pointedout that; though
it 'would be impossible. for the (rovernment to
prove —an: affirmative in:connection’ with . an
alleged: offence, it would:be: quite practicable
for the accused to prove that an offence had not
been ' committed :if ‘such’ were the case, “And
that was by no means:a singular provision.: The
Chinese: Tmmigration” Act-of 1877 provided that
magistrates should ‘decide by the appearance. of
a.man whether he was a. Chinese or not, and'that
it should be left-to the man to prove whether
he was a British subject or not:
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The Hox., W H: WALSH »* Will you quote
from'that Act?

The POSTMASTER.GENERAL " said the
9th ‘section of the Chinese Immigration Act of
1877 provided i

« At the hearing:of ‘any- prosecution under this: Act
the justices may decide upon:their'own view and judg-
nient, whether any. person:charged: or: produced hefore
them is a Chinese within the meaning of this Act.”?
And the word ““ Chinese’ was thus defined :—

“ Anymnative of'the Chinese: Empire or.its-dependen-

cies riot ‘born of British ‘pavents.”
Hongkong was a British' possession, and every
native:of ‘Hongkong, ‘whether born of ' Chinese
parents or not, was a' British subject; and did not
come within the ‘provisions of the statute; But
they knew perfectly well that the Act would be
a dead-letter - if the Government had to prove
that'a man wasnot a British subject.: Therefore
it was provided that the magistrates should decide
whether a man was‘a Chinaman or not'; and the
onus was thrown on the man of proving whether
he was ‘a British subject or not—which it was
not difficult-for him to'do. ‘And in the present
case it would not 'be difficult for.the master of a
vessel to account for ‘the loss of a man:. " The
object of the clause was to take from masters of
vessels facilities for improperly: parting with the
custody of personsof whom'it was their duty to
take care.” And he’ could not repeat:too often
that, for a quesi criminal measure, the provisions
of ‘the Bill were extremely liberal ; an innocent
man ‘would: have every opportunity of refuting
a charge ‘by going . into the! witness-box and
giving' testimony on his own: behalf. - ‘Clauss -9
saidi—

“Inany proceeding -against’ any person for:a hreacl
of the:provisions of this.'Act the- accused person shall
be a’competent witness on his own behalf.”

Asheéhad pointedout before; under the Merchant
Shipping -Act: a master must  account for the
absence of ‘any of his men, and ‘all they said now
was - that if a- master could not: satisfactorily
account for a- missing man he would be'liable to
the penaltiex. provided by the Bill. " If the man
jumped overboard or ran:away the master could
satisfactorily ‘account’ for his ‘absence; but. in
the event of a vessel coming in'with 'some of the
men missing it would ‘be’ impossible for the
Government - officials: to. prove affirmatively that
anything improper had been done.

The Hox. T, L. MURRAY-PRIOR said the
Postmaster-General had entirely misinterpreted
what he-had said... He had asked why those who
framed the Bill inserted £100, instead of £20-as
in‘other Acts, - He would say nothirg further on
the: question: now,: but would refer hon. gentle-
men to-the kidnapping ‘case which lately came
before the Supreme Court; from which they could
judge for themselves whether the: persons con-
cerned were properly. treated or.not:

The ‘Hon: K L O’DOHERTY - said that;
having modified clauge 7, it was only a necessary
corollary-that: they should also modify:¢lause 8.
He' was prepared, however, to go further than
the Postmaster-General; and: reduce the penalty
to £20.7 Ttappeared: to him' that the Bill was of
the same complexion as other measures brought
in‘lately by the (Government. ' There ‘was no
doubt-that  the Bill was introduced with  an
honest:intention tocorrect abuses ; but; in:his
opinion; it was too'extreme. Most'hon. gentlemen
were aware that the action of the Government in
regard tokanaks labour and other necessary labour
had very seriously interfered with the most: im-
portant industries in the colony ;- and the ques-
tion was  whether it was wiss at the present
crigis—when they wereé threatened with'a collapse
of the great  pastoral industry; and a collapse of
{he great sugar industry—to pass’ measures with
such extreme penalties, - While endeavouring to
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" eorrect: abuses  they“should bear in ' mind the

tremendous difficulties to 'be - encountered,: and
should make’ the penalties as mild: as possible.
The  Bill wias - framed very much  in-the same
spirit “as -that which had: guided: ‘the : Govern-
ent - in ‘their: action with' regard-to kanaka
labour-=action - which threatened = to: reduce
one:-of :the greatest  industries-in- the: colony
to a state of complete destruction.: He was per-
fectly persuaded that no member:of the Govern-
ment desired to interfere with the success of any
industry in the colony; and he gave them credit
for an”honourable “anxiety to correct.the abuses
which:existed ; but the question was whether it
was wise to push matters to such extreme lengths.
He had no hesitation in-saying that, whilst he
agreed with the measures that had been taken in
regard-to the kanaka labour of this colony by the
present (Government, he was very doubtiul as' to
the wisdom of their pushing them at the: present
moment to' the  extent they had’ done.: He
believed: that; unless  something: like “a- ‘miracle
intervened;  it: would: ‘destroy . one of ‘their most
important industries. - Of course-he ‘spoke as an
individual in that ' Chamber, - The Government
ought to know all these things:much better than
he”did; - but; as d member -of - that" House
he “thought ‘he: was entitled to-give eéxpres-
sion- -0~ his - opinion, ~and: he - did’ ‘believe
that the action taken by the Government-lately
with regard to the supply of labour to meet the
requirements of ‘capital in this colony: was at
all events very ‘doubtful., He would not: say
that it was unwise; because he was very muclh
disinelined: to:give - his  opinion  against  the
opinions of ‘men’whom he: greatly respected;
but he unhesitatingly said he believed the detion
of ‘the Government in that respect was open
to great  doubt - as - to- its - wisdom ; and the
Bill i he regarded as being ‘very much "of = the
same kind. ' They were told that the Bill was
directed: against abuses’ inconnection with the
pearl fisheries. He should be sorry to think that
anything of ‘the kind had arisen: there, and he
quite agreed with the Government in - any: step
they took to put-an end toany abuses:; but what
was the necessity of ‘bringing in- great penalties
of the kind that were put forward: in the Bill—
forfeiture of vessels, forfeiture of everything, and
the anost frightful penalties it was possible’to
inflict? ' He was very pleased to see the hon. the
Postmaster- General ‘mow: come: forward ‘and
modify’ his ‘proposition: in the way he had
done; - and: he ventured: to suggest:to him to
reduce  his: penalties still: further.  He 'should
not oppose him on the question of the amount
being £40.. He thought that as they had passed
the previous amendment they were bound to pass
this one ;- but he did not see:why they should not
consent to the same’ penalty in'the one-cagse as
in‘the other.

The Hon, J. C.-HEUSSLER said that the
hon: gentleman had " been giving them a lecture
in‘regard: to the difficulties of the: Labour ques-
tion" in:the colony, and he must say  himself
that -he' agreed ~with ' the  hon. gentleman in
some measure. There: was no doubt:-that the
general public: had: been: somewhat frightened
at’the measures that had been taken; but he
hoped that such' a state of ‘affairs as existed now
would ~not “become’: permanent. - He  believed
that ‘capitalists: would 'soon’ regain confidence,
and that-the enterprise; which had been advan-
cing with such rapid strides in the North, would
not ' suffer materially ' from ‘those -difficulties ;
and that afterall the industry would  prosper,
notwithstanding the ‘alarm ‘which now: existed
among banking -institutions-and - capitalists-in
regard to its  security: ~ Therefore, he agreed
with'the hon. ‘gentleman' that they should not
give unnecessary alarm:to those -people, and- he
could’ not - see: that' they would: do so by this
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clause, because it had nothing to. do. with the
Labour question: : However, as far as the amoant
of ‘the penalty was concerned, it was' quite pos-
sible for hon. menibers to agree  to the' amount:
If  hon: members: were ‘of - opinion “that the
penalty should ‘be £25, instead of : £40 or £30, as
the Postniaster-General had proposed, there was
not the slightest: reason why they should not fix
it at that'amount; but:with regard to the clause
itself there seemed to be some misunderstanding,
The clanse itself had onlyto do with the common
treatment of any sailor, and-in that respect he;
inhis capacity as a foreign  consul, might say
with some authority there was not' the slightest
difficulty——

The Hon. W2 H. WALSH rose to a pointof
order,  He protested: against any foreign consul
addressing an assembly of Knglishmen:” He pro-
tested againet the honi gentleman assuming such
a:position ; ‘and:it'appeared to him' the height of
impudence to do so.

An HoxouRaBLE MEMBER: The Gerian vote!

The Hox:W. H. WALSH said -he would- not
stand there to listen:to it.:: He asked the Chair-
man whetlier it was possible for the representa-
tive of a’ foreign govérnment: to- address: that
Assembly. He-thought thatthe hon. gentleman,
rather than proclaim”the fact in that” Chamber,
should hide: his' diminished head: whenever he
found it necesiary to mention it. He protested
against it, and ‘asked the Chairman’s ruling
whether a foreign cousul; as the hon: gentleman
had proclaimed himself to be; could address ‘that
Chamber?

The CITAIRMAN said he only knew the homn.

gentleman in that -House as “a’ memnber - of “the
House.

The  Hoxv v Co HEUSSLER “said - he
would repeat to:them: .what he ‘had said in
his “capacity asi foreignconsul. He :was
consul :: for : two foreign - ‘countries; and: ‘he
did-not:think - that -hon. members, with “the
exeeption of his hon. friend Mr:: Walsh; would
consider him!impudent:when lie said-so;: His
hen. ‘friend -jumped: at -anything and: every-
thing that was 'said there; whatever the matter
might bethat-aggrieved him, and reminded him
very much of the scene in the *‘Magic: Flute,”
where ‘the white man and the black man called
eachother the: devil; and waid the devil wag
there. - ‘Herepeated; in his capacity. of foreign
consul, - that masters: of vessels: -had: to report
themselves to the consul, ‘and had to give an
account: of = every . sailor: - that  was" missing;
and an entry must: be:made in the log on-the
subject. . If aman fell overboard,; or'ran away,
surely the captain could not ‘be answerable for
that man !" He could not find him; or make'a re-
portof what had become of him;: However, hetook
that:opportunity of asking the protection of hon:
members in that House against the hon. gentle-
man’s (Hon, Mr. Walsh’s) interference in- matters;
which, to: him, was ‘really very offensive. " He
was oneof those good-natured people who took
matters: very. easily in: general; and. regarded
them: as a joke generally. when they emanated
from that-hon. gentleman, who ‘must be: losing
part.of his mind; as he was constantly “annoying
them ‘with his harangues:

The -Hon. A, C.. GREGORY said he thought
the Postinaster-General -had shown himself ex-
ceedingly:ingenious in regard: tothis clause by
raising ‘what they ‘should ¢all-it' elsewhere—he
presumed-thelegal phrase to be—a special issue.
The: hon.: gentleman had shown' themgrounds
which were outside the real question. The uestion
wag not really 5o much what the amount of the
penalty should:be.: ~That was not the objection
the Committee: took: to:the  clause which: they
omitted: from the original: Bill; but it-was because
they considered it a matter of injustice, The
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fact of ‘the matter was, it would malke slaves
of all ‘the' aboriginals' on' board. :The: master
would ‘niot be ‘allowed’ to” permit: an -aboriginal
sailorto-leave his vessel-and go-back to his tribe,
but-would have to take himto:port-and dis-
charge him before a’ Gustoms: officer: ‘That was
the real objection there was tothe clause,  If it
was only:a'uestion of ‘penalty he thought they
should dispose of it as'they had done  the: other:;
but: to - place this . difficulty: or- disqualification
upon‘their aboriginal- seamen seemed to him to
be anunreasonable, oppressive, and unjust mode
of “dealing “with-them. " They certainly ‘were
entitled: to quite’ as much protection -as their
British seamen; but; according tothe Postmaster-
General, they: were entitled ' to  still" further
paternal care; And:if they were so. very much
entitled to that' care; why~did: the hon. gentle-
man want to frame-a clause to turn-them into
absolute slaves ? Asto the question of ‘a seaman
leaving a-vessel, the captain’ could  permit his
seamen - to leave the ship so long. as he made a
propernote: of the occurrence; and he:had only
got.to'malke a record:in'the log as to how that
man was discharged.: - In very few cases -indeed
would’ seamen  want o leave except at ports ;
but in-the ‘case of ‘aborignal sailors the vessels
were at work: fishing on-the coast. The-aborigi-
nals were particularly-anxious to go and assist in
the fishing. - Infactit-afforded them: the oppor-
tunity to obtain: those  things: which they other-
wise would not obtain. . They got: their tobaeco,
their knives, their’ tomahawks, and’a variety ‘of
articles which were not:to-be:obtained: by them
otherwise:-  He: thought - it was *highly desirable
to‘continue that: system; Lut this Bill-would
first of all:put the captain:in all sorts of dangers,
difficulties, and-disqualitications:. - In:conveying
them from: the: place. of engagement  to:where
there was a custom-house; & captain would not
be liable to penalties unless: he had: done some-
thing improper; but after: the engagement was
completed ‘the aboriginal was not to be allowed
to'go back to “his own tribe, though ‘the vessel
might be sailing  past the island or might be
anchored in one of 168 harbours.: If; under such
circumstances; an aboriginal wanted to rejoinhis
tribe; the captain would say; “*No! The Act;
Vietoria No. so-and-s0; says, < You are not.to go;;
T'am liable to a penalty of:so much if - T-let you
6227 The captain must’ take him:all the way,
say from Percy Tslands up to Cooktown.The
unfortunate: wretcl’ was kept on board; and was
liable  not ‘enly to:work: for the full term-of his
engagenient at the fisheries, but-he had got'to be
taken “all ‘that' way “to-be: discharged—some
hundreds of ‘miles ‘away from  his own tribe.
That was called protection; and a pretty kind of
protection it was!:" He ' urged hon. members
to adhere: to- their ‘amendment, because if they
were to replace clause 8, no matter whether the
penalty was £10 or £1,000, still - they should:be
doing very serious: injustice.  He:thought that
was really ‘the question: they had: at: issue, and
1ot the smaller “question ‘of - the  amount :of
penalty.

The - POSTMASTER-GENERAL: said : he
shouldnot follow: the hon: gentleman throughhis
laboured ‘speech, ‘ as he had-really been direct-
ing his observations to the first part of ‘clause 7.
The clause under discussion did not provide that
labourers should be brounght back and discharged.
before a shipping master at all, It ‘said nothing
of :the sort.  He repeated: that the hon gentle-
man’s observation hadbeen’ addressed almost
entirely to another  clause, ‘to which they had
taken mo. exception: - The hon. gentleman had
spoken on - the assumption -that  this . clause
provided “that the: mnative  labourer  should
be: brought back “and ' discharged  before the
ghipping master, . Tt ‘said nothing of the sort.
Tt sald if & vessel came into a portin Queenslaud,
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havinga less number of ‘labourers on board than
appeared.on the ship’s ‘articles; the master and
owner should be liable to a penalty if they could
not give a satisfactory explanation of the matter,
He did not want to be involved apparently'in an
interminable discussion ‘'such as'they had on the
last occasion when they had the Bill'before them:
He saw there was a strong feeling that £40 was
regarded ‘as too great ‘a penalty; and  as the
majority of the Committee thought a penalty of
£25 would meet the case; with the consent of the
Committee he would modify his amendment to
that extent, in order to come to a conclusion as
speedily as possible.

The Hon. A. C.- GREGORY said he must
correct one remark that was made by the hon:
the Postmaster-Gieneral in reply to his " own
speech. ' The hon. gentleman: said  the clause
simply required the captain to give a satisfactory
account of what had become of the missing mem-
bers of his crew, so far-as the aboriginal “sailors
were concerned. - But it came to this: If ‘the
captain were to say when he went back to Cook-
town, “‘Tallowed that Percy Islander to go back
to the Percy Islands,” the court would be obliged
to-inflict the penalty which was provided in:the
clause, becauseit said unless the captain could show
to the court that he had beenprevented by circum:-
stances beyond his control. I  the  captain’ per:
mitted a man'te go back to his tribe, that would
be, of course, an’-act - within -his control, because
it ‘would be in his" power, if he saw that'a man
was going to- desert, to secure him=-to put:him
in irons; and to take him to: Cooktown or some
otherport. - Therefore the argument just adduced
by the Postmaster-General -fell o the ground,
and totally failed in its object.

Question put.

The Hoxn."A; C.. GREGORY  'said ‘before the

uestion was: put he: wished to ask whether,if
the motion were carried, they:could proceed to
make any further amendments in the latter part
of the clause?

After s pause; {

The Hox.. ' W. H. WALSH said - he thought
the question of the hon. member ought to: be
replied “to: by’ the Chairman; or it shotld be
referred to.the hon. the: President. His own
impression was that if the proposed ‘amendment
could ‘be made in the clause fifty other subse-
quent amendments could be madein it,  He was
not sure whether any preceding alteration could
be. made: in-it, bub he thought they could make
any-number of subsequent amendments.

The Hon. A C. GREGORY said he simply
wished to know ‘whether; in' the event  of the
Postmaster-General’s amendmernt being carried,
he could move an amendment in ‘a subsequent
part of the clause: " He was not quite clear as'to
the precise form  or time:when he ‘could “speak
upon'the matter; he did not:intend to make a
long speech; but he should like'the point to be
arranged: in:‘a satisfactory manner:  “He ' 'was
willing to:take a decision upon the present ques-
tion at once, provided it did not debarhim' from
moving a subsequent amendment.

The POSTMASTER : GENERATL ‘said he
thought it would be quité:competent ‘for the
hon: ‘member to move ‘an amendment in-the
latter part ‘of ‘the clause. They had, ‘on a
previous occasion, rejected the whole clause; and
he now proposed that they should say to the As:
sembly, ““We -do not insist ‘upon' rejecting the
clause entirvely, but are prepared to accept it with
a certain modification.” " Then the hon. gentle-
man would ‘go’ further and say. ““with modifica-
tions.” " That:was quite relevant to the question
before the: Committee, and he thought it would
be quite competent for the House to amend the
subsequent- part of *the clause after his amend-
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ment had been ‘disposed of. At any rate- he
offered no objection to that course being adopted.

The Hox. W. H. WALSH said -if the Post-
master-General’s - amendment ~was - carried: he
did not. think any further amendment: could be
moved; because the resolution as it stood referred
to-only one amendment. = It said *‘with the fol-
lowing amendment:”

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said if fur-
ther ‘amendments: were adopted ‘those - words
could be altered to:*‘following amendments;”

The Hox. W. H. WALSH said he merely
wished to prevent the vote about to- betaken
being considered as final.

Question put, and the Committee divided :—

CoNTENTS, 13:

The TIons. C. 8. Mein, J. C::Heussler, G King, -A. Raff,
T, IL. Hart; W Pettigrew; J.. Swan, K. I, O0’Doherty,
J. C.8myth, W.' G. Power, J. C. Foote, J. §; Turner, and
W.iAplin.

NON-CONTENTS, 7,

The ITons.T. L. durray-Prior; A C. Gregory, W Forrest,
W Graham;: W, IL - Walsh, J.Taylor, and: P, Macpherson.

Question resolved in'the affirmative.

The Hown. A C. GREGORY said: he thought
that was ‘the proper time for him:to move the
following amendment :=—

That ‘all the words after the word “ court” -in"line 10

he omitted; and the following words beinserted =" The
circumstances which, liave prevented his-bringing such
native labourer to such port.”
As the:clause stood at present; it-would shut out
the possibility of the eaptain of a vessellanding an
aboriginal at a place ‘where it ‘might  Le snitable
and ‘advisable that he:should:do so.  His idea
was that the master should: prove ‘to the court
that “he “had allowed the mnative labourer to
leave his vessel under reasonable: circumstances.
‘As time was progressing, he should simply move
the-amendment without further remark.

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAT: said he
hoped: the: hon: member ‘would not’ insist upon
hisamendient; ‘because: it ieally: meant: the
same - thing as . the :original: ‘clause, which
expressed the intention 'in: very ‘much better
terms. - He thought' it would ‘be-much: more
courteous to accept the words sent to-that House
by the ‘Assembly. The hon. gentleman must
recollect that the words ‘of ‘the clause were not
their words, but those of the other Chamber, and
that practically they meant the same thing as was
suggested by the Hon. Mr. Gregory. ~Inpoint of
fact, if there was ‘any onus thrown on'the master
by -oneset of “words more than by the otler,
it-'was by the ' words the hon. gentleman proposed.

The ‘Hox. A, C:  GREGORY said he was
willing to accept the .additional responsibility in
respect of ‘the master of ‘a: vessel; and regretted
that -he:could not take the same view of the
matbter as the hon: the Postmaster-General. " He
preferred his amendment, whichlhe believed, upon
careful consideration; would:be found to be very
important—of ‘great importanceto:the masters
of ‘vessels, and ‘also to:the aboriginallabourers,
by.preventing them being kept:in slavery.

Question—That the amendment be agreed to
—put, and the Committee divided :—

CONTENTS, 10:

The Hons. Sir A, L Palmeyr, W. I, ‘Walsh, W. ‘D. Box,
T.: L. -Murray-Prior, -A. C...Gregory, ' P.. Macpherson,
‘W..Forrest, J. C: Sinyth;, W. Aplin, and W. Grahamn.

Non-ConTeNTs; 10,

The Hons. C. 8. Mein, J,.C. Ileunssler; ‘A Raft, J. Swan;
W, Pettigrew, W. G. Power, G. King, K. I..0'Doherty,
J. C. Toote, and J.:§. Turner.

The CHAIRMAN said that, the votes being
equal, it devolved upon-him to: give ‘a casting
vote,  which he 'did'in favour of the ‘Non-con-
tents ”; and the question was therefore resolved
in the negative,
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The POSTMASTER-GENERATL moved that
the: Committee do  not:insist on: their:amend-
ments-inclanse 9. They had already ‘affirmed
that ‘they did mot: insist “on' the’ omission “of
clause 8, and the motion he had just moved was
consequential on that decision.

Question put - und passed.

Onthe motion  of “the 'POSTMASTER-
GENERAL, the CHAIRMAN left: the  chair; and
reported the resolutions-to the House.

The report was adopted; and the following
message - was ordered to-be sent to'the Legislative
Assembly i—

Legislative Couneil Chambers,
Brishane; 21st Octobver, 1884;
Mg SPEAKER,—

The Tegislative 'Council; having: under: consideration
the : Tegislative  Assembly’s - message of-date - 14th
October, ‘relative: to: the amendments. made by the
Tiegislative- Council:in‘the Native Labourers Proteetion
Bill, heg-now. to.intimate that they do not ingist on their
amendment; in-clause 7, but:propose to amend: the
clause by the substitution of thie:word “twenty > for
the word “fifty ”/in the last line-thereol; do notinsist
on'the omission of-elause 8, but agree to:its retention
with-the - following - amendment—namely, the substitu-
tion of the words *“ five and twenty * for the words ‘‘one
hundred”inline 8; and’do not insist’ on-their uinend-
ment in clause 9.

ADJOURNMENT,

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said: There
are only two matters of comparative unimportance
onthe  paper for: consideration, and they can
stand over till' to-morrow; T beg to move that
the House 'do tiow adjoutrn;:

The Hox. (; KING: T'beg to move as an
amendment that the House adjourn till Tuesday,
11th November.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAT, “gaid '+ T
must -ask ~the' hon. . gentleman: not:to - press
for :such-an - extensive  adjournment:— practi-
cally " an:adjournment  of - three weeks: /T
do not. . anticipate: that ' any. business: 'of
serious importance will - come: - up - for -our
consideration before that time; but'it is possible
that it may.  The Land Bill; and: one or two
other matters of ‘not so' great importance, are
being:‘considered Dby the Assembly, and it is
within the range of possibility; though not within
the range. of ' probability, that  the Land Bill
may be disposed of in a fortnight.  T-understand
that the questions of real difficulty between the
different partieshavebeen dealt with, and thatthe
subsequent provisions are: not'so.much matters of
principle as those which-have gone before ; and if
anything like ‘rapid progress ‘be-made the Bill
may be disposed of within the next three: weeks.
Under the circumstances, I think'it is desirable
that there ‘should not be:such- a prolonged ad-
journment. T -shall:be:glad to- consult: the con-
venience of hon. gentlemen as much' as possible,
and T'do-not want-to have the officers ‘of the
House: brought here unnecessarily ; at the saine
time we:-ought to be prepared to: perform our
duty:whenever::occasion ‘arises. I “think- we
ought-not to adjourn:for more than a week.

The Hox. G KING said : With the perinission
of the House I'will withdrawmy amendment, and
move that we adjourn till this day fortnight.

The Hon. W. FORREST said : I ¢annot con-
~sent to the amendment being withdrawn, hecause
I know that several hon, gentlemen living at a
distance; who attend the House at '¢onsiderable
inconvenience, are anxious to get away for a time;
Some of them are'engaged in-squatting pursuits,
and it is a ticklish time with them just now. ~As
no business of serious importance islikely to come
on for some time; I hope the House will adjourn
for three weeks. :
The PRESIDENT : The amendment of ‘the
Hon. Mr. King cannot be withdrawn except by
the consent of the House:
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Adjournment,

The Hox. W. FORREST : T object.

The Hox: W. H:WALSH said: Twish to-enter
my protest against ‘any prolonged adjournment
whatever, .- We have already:had 'one: or:two
adjournments—one of the unprecedented length
of three weeks—and now we are asked to consent
to another adjournment of three weeks.: If we
agree to the proposal we shall -bring upon. our-
selves the ridicule of ‘the country. If thetimewe
have been - occupied here ‘since the last long:ad-
journment be reckoned up it will be found that we
havesatforonly a veryfewhoursaltogether ; and it
ig perfectly monstrousthat we shouldnow beasked
to'adjourn for a period of three weeks. It shows
incontestably ' to: me that ‘the people of  the
country will be justified in: considering that this
branch:of the Legislature is not required. If we
consent to ‘such an: adjournment’ we shall pro-
claim: to the country that we. are not representa-
tives “at ‘all; “in-the comnion “sense. of the
word; “but that we are here at our own con-
venienge “to  hurry  through' the business laid
before us, and  that we do not give ourselves time

“to'consider ‘the momentous-questions which will

be brought Lefore us. "What will be the result if
we adjourn for three weeks? " If anything should
happen’in the meantime to cceasion’our presence
here the ‘Government will say, ‘Tt was not our
proposition-—it was a private member who made
the: " proposition.”“And  then ‘we' shall' be
called upon ‘to suspend the: Standing - Orders,
and “pass,” without' consideration, a Bill" which
has occupied the: ‘other Chamber for: months;
The Land Bill at present under:consideration in
another place will effect a'complete revolution in
the ‘administration ‘of ‘the Crown: lands of the
colony;  yet we shall be asked to:passiit ina
singularly short time: - And is this the time that
we ought torender ourselves obsolete asadvisers of
the Crown ? . Are there not at'thiy very moment
suspicious  matters ~going on in ‘connection
with ‘the integrity of: this colony 2 Do we not
see a:rival nation—the German: nation—racing
our men-of-war, apparently, to:take:possession
of ‘an adjacent’ island ? ‘And if ‘that is: done,
and it should lead; “as . it may  lead, "~ to
strained ‘relations ‘between- that empire: and
the " Knglish, - what 7 position : shall we " he
in'df;in i week’s  time; such a state - of
things should ' arise, “and we cannot meet to
deliberate for a further: period of a:fortnight?
T think really we: are becoming demented ‘when,
in‘the very midst of ‘a segsion, we ‘eimbrace every
opportunity apparently for proposing a prolonge
abrogation of our dutyin this:Chamber. I think
hon::members -should:  take -a: broader,  more
national, more: patriotic view of ‘the question—
that it:is their/duty to sacrifice some time, since
they have taken upon themselves'the office. - If
they do not do-it the'country will find:other men
who will freely.give their time; who - will not let
their station orother businessmattersrequiretheir
absence for prolonged periods from this Chamber,
1If the present holders of office cannot; during the
session, give their daily, theirhourly attendance
for the benefit of the country, I say it.istheir
duty-—T should feel it to.be my duty, at.any rate,
t0: resign’ my: position ‘here, and give way to a
gentleman ~who wonld “take ‘my: place, ‘and
better: perform- the duties. I protest against
these " prolonged adjournments. I.: do  not
believe that in any’ previous year such: things
have been asked for, and have Leen sanctioned
by the Ministry of the day. T/ do not believe
there ever  was: such ' a critical :period: in- our
legislation, or in'our position ‘as a territory; as it
is at present; and, therefore, I regard it as an
inopportune moment: i every respect for desert-
ing our duties in this: Chamber.

Question——That  the  words proposed  to:he
added be so added-—put.
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The Hox. W. FORREST:: I do not quite
understand: the motion which was put just now.
Arewevoting onthe Hon. Mr: King’s first motion?

The PRESIDENT ;" The 11th November.

The Hox.. W. FORREST :* For the adjourn:
ment until:November the 11th?

The PRESITDENT : Yes:.

Question—That the words proposed to.be added
be so added-—put, and the House divided :—

ConTENTS; 10,

The Hons. T. L. Murray-Prior; A< C.-Gregory, G- King,
W, DL Box, Wi Graham; J. C. Smyth, K. I.-O’Doherty,
W. Forrest, W. -Aplin; and -W. G. Power:

NON-CONTENTS; 5.

The: Hons. C. 8. Mein, W. II. Walsh, J, C. Ileussler,
A Raff; and J. C. Foote.

Question resolved in theaffrmative.

Original question,:as amended, put and passed.

The House adjourned accordingly, at twenty-
seven minutes. past- 6 o’clock; until the 11th
November.
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