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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Friday, December 17, 1869.
Leigh Creek School-Mining Companies Bill (No. 2)-Supply
-Land Laws Amendment Bill-Consideration of the
Amendments of the Legislative Council-Stamps Bill.

The SPEAKER took the chair at halfpast four o'clock p.m.
LEIGH CREEK SCHOOL.
Mr. DYTE moved"That there be laid on the table of the House
the correspondence relating to the suspension of
the late master of the Leigh Creek school, and all
other documents relating thereto."

Mr. KERFERD seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
MINING COMPANIES BILL (No.2).
Mr. LALOR asked the Chief Seeretary
when this Bill would receive the Royal
assent?
The measure was one of
urgency; it had passed both Houses;
an(l it should be assented to at once, to
prevent lit.ig-ation which might involve
thousands of pounds. Parliament could
meet on Monday for the purpose.
Mr. :\'IACPHERSO~ said he did not
see the necessity fOI' the Governor coming
down to assent to this Bill until the end
of the session. The Bill prescribed that
110
actions commenced afler the 1st
August should have effect, and except the
costs to which pal'lies might be put who
chose to defend actions, no harm could
accrue.
H is Excellency considered it
necessary that the Royal assent to tl. Bill
should be given in Parliament assembled,
and Parliament could be called together
for that, purpose on Monday, if necessary;
bnt, in the absence of any eminent legal
opinion to show that that cour5e was necessary in this instance, he did not see why
tlw usual practice should be departed from.
SUPPLY.
The resolutions passed in Committee of
Supply, the previous evening, were considered and adopted.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
The amendments made by the Legislative Council in this Bill were taken into
considerat.ion.
Mr. McKEAN moved that the House
disagree with the first of the Council's
a.mendments, namely, the insertion in clause
1, setting forlh the pa.rts into which the Bill
was divided, of the words :-" Part VI.-
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Determination of disputes regarding Crown
lands."
Mr. CASEY.-Mr. Speaker, it is to me
a matter of some regret that the honorable and learned gentleman who is now
the lead.er of this House, has not called
attention to certain gross breaches of the
privileges of this House that are attempted
to be perpetrated. by the amendments
made by the Legislative Council in this
Bill. So far as I have been able to learn
from the authorities which I have consulted, I can see no justification whatever
for this House proceeding to consider any
of the amendments mad.e by the Council.
To prevent breaches of privilege in connexion with Bills of this characteJ', the
moment such amendments have been made.
the House of Commons has felt itself
constrained to lay the Bill aside-because,
if i t proceeded to consider the amendments,
it would necessarily recognise the right of
the House of Lords to make them. The
first of the amendments made by the
Legislative Council to which I disagree, as
being a breach of the privileges of this
House is that made in tho 2nd clause, to
preserve from l'Ppeal the 3~(h section of
the Land Act of 1t$62. It is not necessary
for me to contend that for the other
House to preserve a section of an Act
which imposes a liability upon the people
is a breach of privilege in itself; and there
can be no doubt that the re-enucting of it,
during the continuance of this prop.osed
Act, is a breach of privilege which cannot
be overlooked., inasmuch as it necessarily
initiates, in the other [-louse, the imposition
of a burthen upon the people. The 38th
section of the Land Act of 1862 provid.es,
that a certain portion of the proceeds
of the sale of the public lands shall
he set apart for immigration purposes.
That clause would have expired with
the Act in which it appeared in 1870,
unless, of course, it was repealed before that time, or continued by legislation. The Bill, as it went to the other
House, proposed to repeal the whole of
the Land Act of 1862. The IJegislative
Council may possibly justify to themselves
the refusal to assent to the repeal of the
38th section, but they have done more
than that; they propose to re-enact that
38th section, and make it last during the
continuance of this Bill. If that is not a
breach of the privileges of this House, I
really am at a loss to know what conslitu tes a breach of pri v ilege. Then, in the
19th clause, the Legislative Council have
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made an alteration in the fee for land
taken up under the Bill. It may be said
that., wit.h a mat.ter affecting the upset
price of the public lands, the Legislative
Council has as much right to deal as this
House; but we happen t.o have a standing
order which will compel liS to insist upon
our privileges in this particula.r case.
The 273rd standing order says" With respect to any Bill brought to this House
from the Legislative Council, or returned by the
Legislative Council to this I-louse with amendments,
whereby any pecuniary pr.nalty, forfeiture, or fee
shall Le aUthorized, imposed, appropriated, regulated. varied. or extinguished. this House will not
insist on its privileges-in the following cases : - .
., I. When the object of such pecuniary penalty
or forfeiture is to sccure the execution of tl:e Act,
or the puni,hmcnt 01' prevention uf offences.
•' 2, Where such fees are imposed in respect of
benefit taken 01' service rendered under the Act.
and in order to the execution of the Act, and are
not made payable into the Trensury. or in aid of
the public revenue, and do not form the ground of
public accounting by the parties receiving the
same. either in respect of deficit or surplus."

Now all the latter conditions apply here.
The money is "payable into the Treasury,"
it is "in aid of the public revenue," and it
forms" the ground of public accounting
by the parties recei dng the same, either
in respect of deficit or surplus," And,
coming wit.hin this category, it. seems to
me that we cannot, under our standing
orders, permit this fee to be altered by the
Legislative Council. The next alterat.ion
to which I desire to call attention is that
made in the 42nd section. There the
word" Legislature" has been subst.ituted
for the words "Legislative Assembly."
The clause is an appropriation clause, and
there is no privilege of the House (If Commons-as I am sure there is no privilege
of this Chamber-cherished more dearly
than the exclusive right of the House to
appropriate Supplies, and to direct how
they should be expended, An amendment
of a similar character was intr0duced by
the Legislative Council into the Public
Works Loan Bill last year. That Bill
directed tha.t certain returns should be
laid before Parliament, and that certain
estimates should be submitted to and sanctioned by the Legislative Assembly. The
Legislative Council insisted that the sanction should be by both Houses of Parliament. We felt that that was an altel'lltiOll in an appropriation clause which WA
could not permit, and, at the illstance of
the honorable membet' for Mornington
(then Chief Secretary), the Bill was laid
aside, and another Bill, containing such
ame~dment~ as we were prevared to adopt,
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was introduced, and sent to the other
House, and finally became law. With
that precedent, of only twel ve months a~o,
before us, it seems to me that a similar
course should be adopted on this occasion
by the leader of the House. But in the
same clause there is a still more flagrant
violation of our rights. Words are introduced which of themselves really form a
new appropriation clause-a clause which
not only gives the go-by to the privileges
of this House, but also to the procedure
adopted for the protection of the public
revenuE', by which all matters relating to
Supply require to be initiated by a message
f!'om His Excellency the Governor Before
any charge can be laid upon thc people a
message has to come from His Excellency .
That has to be considered by this House
in committee; the resolution of the committee is reported and adopted; and afterwards steps are taken to embody the matteI'
in :t Bill. But, by the amendment of the
Legislative Council, all these precautions
are dispensed with. Here is the clause to
which I refer : "The Treasurer or Minister of Finance shall
cause the Hailway Loan Liquidation and Construction Account to be opened, and kept open as aforesaid, and the payments thereto to be made in equal
quarterly sums; and also shall cause to be paid to
the ere<:it of a trust account, to be ealietIthe Immigration Account, in estimated monthly payments,
all moneys appropriated to the purposes of assisted
immigratiun ; and such aecollnt shall be subject
to annual adjustment. And the Commissioners of
Audit are hereby directed HntI empowered to see
that both such accounts be duly opened and kept
in full operation,"

I hope, for the honour, credit, and character of this House, that there will not be
found in it an honorable member who will
rise to defend such a breach of our privileges. I know no instance, ei ther in this
colony or the mothel' country, of so flagrant
a violation of the exclusive rights in refel'ence to finance of the popular branch of
the Legislature. May says" The legal right of the Commons to originate
grants cannot Le more distinctly recognised than
by these various proceedings; and to this right
alone their claim appears to have been C'>l1filled
for nearly 300 years. The Lords were not originally precludcd from amending Bi.ls of 8upply,
for there are numerous cascs in the Journals in
which Lords' amendments to such Bills wel'c agreed
to. But in l6i l the Commons ad\'anced their
claim somewhat further, by resolving nem. can.
, That in all aids given to the King by the Commons, the rate aI' tax ought not to l;e altered ;'
and in Ilii8 their claim was urged so fill' as to
ex(·lmle the Lords from all power uf umending
Bills of S.lpply."

It is then stated that, on the 31'(1 July, in
that ,ear~ it was resolved ~ha:t ~ll ~ius ~nd
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, suppli'e:s: wer~ the sole gift of 'tne Commons_; . and then the resolution which bas
. been so' frequently qudted, and 'with'which
every honorable member is familiar, is set
out, May goes on to.state:'
"It is upon this latter resolution that all proceedings bet,veen the two H(luses, in inatters of
Supply, are now founded .. The principle is
acquiesced· in by the Lords, and, except in cases
. where it is difficult to determine whether a mattcr be
strictly ..one or ~upply or not, nosericius difference
can well arise. 'J he Lords rarely attempt to make
any but verbal alterations, in which the sense or
intenbion is not affected; and even in regard to
these, when the Commons have accepted them,
they have made special entries in their journal recording the eharncter and object of the amendments, and their reasons for agreeing to them. So
strictly is the principle observed in all matters
affecting the public revenues, that whfi)re certain
. payments have been directed by a Bill t,o be made
into' and out of the consolidated fund; the Commons have refused to permit the Lords to insert a
clause,' providing that such payments' should be
made under the. same regulations' as were applicable by law to uther similar paymcnts."

That is clearly the point here with reference to the direction to the Commissioners
of Audit to supervise the expenditure of
this mQney. lJ'ay pl'oceeds"In Bills not confined to matters of aid or taxation, but in which pecuniary burthens are imposed
upon the people, the Lords may make any amendments, provided they do not alter the intention of
the Commons with regard to the amount of the
rate or charge, whether by increase or reduction;
its duration, its mode of assessment, levy, collection, appropriation, or management j or the persons who shall pay, receive, manage, or control it;
or the limits within which it is proposed to be levied.
As illustrative of the strictness of this. exclusion,
it may be mentioned that the Lords have not been
permitted to make provision for the payment of
salaries or compensation to officers of the Court
of Chancery. out of the Suitors' Fund, nor to
amend a clause prescribing the order in whieh
charges on the revenues of a colony. should be
paid. But aU Bills of this class must originate in
the Commons, as diat House will not agree to any
provisions which impose a charge of any description upon the people if·sent down from the Lords.
but ~ill order the Bills containing them to be laid
aside. Neither. will they permit the Lords to insert
any provisionl! of that nature in Bills sent up from
the Commons j but will disagree to the amendments, and insist in their disagreement, or, according to m()re.ret'ent usage, will lay the Bills aside
at once'."

This is the' most recent authority we have
on parliamentary practice, and the statements are amply borne out by a number of
cases which are ,referred to in the very
valuable report of the select committee on
Tax Bills presented to the. House of Commons in' 1860. The Paper Duties Bill
had 'been rejected by the House of Lords,
and this committee was appointed Witq. a
view to ascertain what was the pOW~l: of
the House of Lorcls to reject ~ Bil! Wh!c4
Mr. OC1~e!/,
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proposed to repeal a tax upon the people.
It was contended there, and this report
seems ·to confirm that-contention, that
where the House of Commons proposes to
relieve the pubiic of burthens, and that
proposal is sought to be carried out by
Bill, the House of Lords cannot ·reject the
Bill-it is unconstitutional for them to do
so. That is carrying the privileges of the
House of Commons a great deal further
than our privileges may be carried in dealing with the ~tmendments of the Legislative
Council as I suggest.
The report .to
which I refer saysl

"In later times, instead of disagreeing with the
Lords' amendments, the usual course has been, to
postpone the consideration of them, or to.rejeot the
Bill at once, or to lay it aside.. The last of these
courses was sometimes taken in the earlier periods
of our history. On the 24th March, 1670-1, when
amendments came from the Lords to a Bill for laying
a duty on hrandy, it is recorded in the Jourr.z(.lls
that these amendments, ' being for laying an imposition on the people, is a breach of the privilege of
this House, where all impositions on the people
ought to begin; therefore the House did think fit
to Jay the saId Bill and amendments aside.' And
on the 3rd June, 1772, when a message came from
the Lords returning a Bill intituled 'An Act to
Regulate the Im portation and Exportation of Corn,'
with an amendment made in the Lords that no
bounty should be paid on exported corn, it was
'resolved nem. con, that the said Bill with the
amendments be rejected.' "

I point out these breaches of privilege, in
order that tile leader of the House, and
therefore the protector of its privileges,
if he agrres with the views I put forwHrd,
may ask the House to assent to the laying
aside of the Bill, and afterwards take such
steps as he may be advised to give effect
to the already expressed opinion of Parliament.
Mr. MACPHERSON.-This session?
Mr. CASEY.-It seems to me that
there are breaches of privilege contained
in this Bill which necessitate us, if we
desire to preserve our rights and privileges, to lay the Bill aside. If the honorable member is able to satisfy himself and
the House that such a course is not necessary, I shall be happy. But there seems
to be a barrier in the"way. And the privileges of this House are certainly more
dear to me than fi ve hundred Land Bills.
The report goes on to say" Although such Bills, when amended by the
Lords, are usually laid aside by the Commons,
it does not follow that the object of them has been
lost. .'Vhere the Commons have desired to concur
in the substance of the amendments made by the
Lords, they have asserted their privilege by laying
;lside the amended Bill, and have sent to the Lords
a new Bill containing the ame!ldments made by the
L~rq8!
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"As' a 'general· rule, when the Lords otherwise
amend, . the practice of the Commons has been
either to postpone the consideralion of such amendments or to disagree, and by d~sagreeing to invite
reconsideration on the part of the Lords, or to lay
aside tbe·Bill without taking any further proceedin irS upon it j and, in some instances, when the
Bill has been laid aside, the practice has been to
bring in a new Bill, embodying or not embodying,
as the case may be, the Lords' amendments.

. . .

.

.

.

.

.

"Latterly the Commons have occasionally disagreed to . an amendment on the sole ground of
privilege, without oiferingother reasons j but the
more usual practice has been to lay the Bill aside
at once, of which the Poor Rate Bill in 1836. and
the Countr Bridges Bill in 1841, may be cited as
examples.'
.

Perhaps honorable members will say that
what I have been reading is very good
constitutional practice so far as Bills of
Supply ·01' Bills of Taxation are concerned,
but for the purposes of my argument it is
quite uunecessary. If so' I may remind
them that there fire certain portions of
this Bill which deal either with Supply
01' taxation, and that, if amendments are
made in. those ·portions, our rights and
privileges are invaded. If a Bill deals
incidentally with Supply, and taxation,
any other portion than·' that which is
exclusively witltin our jurisdiction may
be dealt with by the othet· House. The
Poor Rate Bill nnd the County Bridges
Bill were but incidentally Bills of Supply
or taxation, and amendments being made
by the Lords, in· those portions of the
measures involving Supply or taxation,
the House of Commons held its privileges
affected and laid the Hill aside. The
committee, whose repol't I have been
quoting. were divided in opinion.
A
draft report of an exceedingly valuable
and intel'esting <:hal'acter was brought up
by Mr. John Rright, but it failed to secure the support of a majorit.y of the
committee. However, as I feel satisfied
that the authority of Mr. John Bright will
be received with a due amount of respect
in this Chamber, I will quote a passage
from that dl'aft report. Mr. Bright says" Some cases will be found in which the Lords
have so amended Bills as to make the adoption of
their amendments impossible by the Commons,
thus insuring their rejection, or have postponed or
rejected them by a direct vote, in which the main
object of the Bill has been one of policy, as distinct
from taxation or Supply."

As here-the main object of this Bill is
policy; taxation or Supply are merely
incident.
"In the year'1827, the Lords so amended a BiH,
intituled • An Act for Granting Duties of Customs
on Corn;' and the Government abn.pdoned the
l3jll before the third reading. III *is Bill, the
""

.....

",

'"
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policy
proi~ction to agriculture wns"inyolved,
and it was with a view to make prohibition more
stringent and protection more complete that the
amendments in the Lords were inserted. Notwithstanding ,this, the Go\'~rn~ent of the ~~y
in~roduced a new Bill with the S!lme provisions,
limit()cl, however, to a durat,ion of nirle mon~hs,
which received the Hoval assent. This limitation
to nine montl1s ,~as adopted to carry the' question
over to t116 next session of Parliament, in the hope
of avoiding a collision with the Lords on the
question of privilege. There are, however. cases
of less iJnportance in which the question of privile~e has not been raised, owing to the fact that
policy, and not taxation or Supply, has been the
main object of the Bill."

In another paragraph of the same report
an instance is given of the effect that was
produced in the House of Commons, on
one occasion, by an alteration made by the
House of Lords in the money clauses of
a Bill. Honorable members are' no doubt
familiar with the passnge referred to in
Hallam's history, showing that the practice in olden times of the House of.Commons, when Bills invading theil' privileges
were sent down fI'orn the House of Lords,
was not to lay the Bill nsi~e, bnt:t<;> kick
it out of the House. ,The ilfstflnce, I refer
to is of more model'll date. It is. mentioned hy Lord Clarendon, in his history
(edit. 17(7), ill the following .~~~~s : " This conference was no soon('rreporlc~ ill the
House of Commons, than theil' ·whple temper
seemed to be shaken; It was the undoubted fundamental privilege of the·Coinmons in Parliament,
lhat all Supplic~ should have their rise and beginning with them; this had nevel' beeninfrillged,
or violated, 01 so much as qncstioned in the worst
of tillles ; and that now. aflel' so lpng intcrmission
of Parliamellt. th!)t all privileges mi~ht be filrgotten. the House of Peers should begin with an
action their ancestors never attC'mptcd, administered too much causc of jealousy of somewhat else
thnt. was intended j and ·so, with It unanimous
consent, 1hey declared it to be • so ,lligh a breach
.of privilege that they should not Jlroceed upon any
other mattcr uritil thcyfirst receivcd satisfilction
and reparation from the House of Pecrs;' and
which the next day, they demanded at a conference. . . . • The Lords were sensible of
their error, which had been foreseen, and dissua~ed
by mllny of them,; they acknowled/:{ed the pri\'i~el?e of the Commons as fully as t~ey dt'man~led
It, and hoped they had not broken 1t by offenng
this advice to them without mentioning the nature
of the Supply, the proportion, or the menns of'
raising it, wh:eh they confessed belonged entirely
to them."

Therefore the Lords acknowledged that
they had no jurisdiction over the nature
of the Supply, the proportion of it, or tire
means of rnising it. They confe~sed that
t.hese ~hings belonged entirely to the Coni·
mons. The c·ommittee's report' further
'~tttted : f' But there nre not wantin'g other facts that bear

uP.8Jl this case, evillencl;) of which may be drawn
'j
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partly from the journals of both Houses, and
partly from the well-known practice of Parliament. From the year 1628 to the preseut time
232 years have passed over. During that period
- it does not appear that the House of Lords has, in
anyone case before the year 1860, rejected any Bill
of taxation materially affecting or interfering with
the quantum of Supply providerl by the House of
Commons for the service of the year. It is scarcely
possible to imagine that if the exercise of the
power to reject such a Bill had been attempted
during so long a period, wherein so many importnnt Bills have been passed, granting, changing. or
withholding ~upply from the Crown, or imposing
or remitting taxes Hffecting the people."

This refers almost exclusively to the right
of t.he House of Lords to reject a Bill
repealing a tax. It has nothing to do
with Bills imposing tllJxes or granting
Supplies. The dh;tinct opinion of a committee of the House of Commons is that
the Lords have no right even to reject a
Bill imposillg a tax. The report of the
committee also contains these paragruphs : "The committee, reviewing this testimony, derived from the records of Parliament and from
the settled practice of the House of Commons,
have asked themselves this question: What is the
principle involved in the precedent of the 9th of
Henry 4th, and what the right of the Commons of
England, which Mr. Pym declared, in the year
1640, had been 'not shaken, by one precedent, for
these 300 years?' It is merely that the House of
Commons shall begin all Bills of Taxation and
Supply; or that the Lords shaWnot, by amendment in any Bill, mise or diminish, by one penny,
any charge imposed on the people? Is it one or
both of these things only which formed the staple
of the right for which the Commons have contended during so many centuries? The committee cannot doubt that the right which the Commons have contended for, and have maint.ained, is
nothing Jess than an ab1'olute control in determining the expenditure necessary for the service of
the Crown, and the mode and the amount of the
taxation which shall be imposed upon the people.
If the Lords cannot begin a tax, if they increase
or abate a tax, yet if they mny prolong Il tax by
refusing their assent to its repenl when that repeal
has been voted by the House of Commons. then it
appears to the committee that the 'fundamental
and inherent right' of the House of Commons to
nn absolute control over taxation and Supply is
not only menaced but destroyed.
"The committee cannot conclude their report
without reminding the House that, if henceforth,
which they will not believe to be possible, no tax,
hurtful to tmde,"and grievous to the people, can be
remitted unless"the Lords be pleased to remit it, or
can be even recommended by the Crown to be
"considered by the Commons with a view to its
remission with that full assurance which has heretofore existed that such a tax will be remitted, not
only will the powers of the House of Commons be
impaired, but the foundation of the ancient freedom
"of England will be undermined; for where shall
'Jhat ancient freedom be found when the right to
determine the mode, and the sum. of taxation is
divorced from the representative branch of the
. Legislature P "
""
"

.
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The SPEAKER.-The honorable and
learned member's observations are not
stl'ict.ly applicable to the question now
before the chair, which is that the House
disagree with a certain amendment made
by the Legislative Council. The remarks
of the honorable and learned member
should more properly have been addressed
to the House w hen the motion for taking
the amendments into consideration \vas
proposed; but, the House having agreed
to that motion, it would not be regular to
propose now that they should not be considered at all.
Mr. CASEY.-Iamprepared to contend,
Mr. Speaker, that it is a portion of your
duty to call the attention of the House to
breaches of privilege in Bills of this
character, but, as the effect of the amendments may have "escaped your notice, I
desire to allude to the matter.
The SPEAKER.-I was under the impression that the amendments were to be
considered seriatim, and that, at the proper time, any amendment infringing the
privileges of this House would be objected
to, as has been done on former occasions,
by the honorable member having charge
of the Bill. It was not my dut.y to interfere in the matter with this knowledge.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-I submit that
t.he honorable and learned member for
Mandurang will be perfectly in order if
he concludes his remarks by moving t.hat
the further consideration of the amendments be postponed until this day six
months, or that the Bill be laid aside.
Mr. DUFFY.-I think that it would be
a pity if we were precluded, by any technicality, from considering whether the
privileges of the House have been in"vaded.
Although the House has agreed to consider
the amendments of the Legislative Council,
it is quite open to the honorable and
learned member to conclude with a motion
that they shall not be further considered.
There is no parliamentary practice to
prevent our adopting a motion of that
kind.
Mr. MACPHERSON.-I do not agree
with the last speaker, that the honorable
and learned member for Mandurang can
wind up with a motion to the effect that
the amendments shall not be further considered. There is only one amendment at
present before the House, and the honorable and learned member can only move
either that the debate upon it be adjourned,
or that the Speaker do leave the chair.
When one particular amendment is under
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consideration, he has no right to deal with
other amendments not before the House.
Mr. MACGREGOR.-If the honorable
· and learned member intends to move that'
the amendments be further considered this
day six months, I think that his remarks
are perfectly in orde.·. Such a proposition
is equivalent to a motion for the adjournment of the deLate, which can be brought
forwaru at any time.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH.-I am quite
prepared at any time to deal with the
privileges of the House, and to assist in
asserting them; but when we deal with
privileges they ought to be dealt with as
such. I have no sympathy with honorable members opposite, who have all along
been opposed to this Bill, and who now
desire to have it shelved on the question
of privilege. The simple question to be
considered is this-Is it compulsory upon
the House, in the assertion of its privileges, to unceremoniously reject the Bill ?
I maintain that it is not. We have passed
the stage at which action should have been
taken, if necessary, namely, at the outset,
and we are now committed to the consideration of the amendments.
Although
we may postpone their further consideration, clauso by clause, for six months, I
would ask the House, in plain and homely
language, not to "cut off its nose to spite
its face." I am prepared even to have
reCOUl'se to the ancient practice of the
House of Commons, and literally kick a
Bill out of the House, if that be necessary
to maintain the privileges of the House;
but I am not prepared, now that we have
committed ourselves to the consideration
of these amendments, to postpone dealing
with them for six months for the sake of
asserting privileges which it is not neces· sary should be asserted in that way. A
large majority of the members of this
House want tho Bill passed into law, and
I trust that the House will not throw it out
, if that course is not absolutely essential
for the assertion of privilege.
Mr. SDLLIV AN.-I entirely differ
from the remarks of the honorable and
learned member for South Bourke. I
think that all other considerations should
give way to what is of paramount importance, namely, the maintenance of the
: rights and priviJegesofthe House. Though
, I am very desirous to see the Bill passed,
· I regard the assertion of the privileges of
the Legislative Assembly as a matter of
more serious consideration. It is the first
':duty of every member to prot~ct those
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privileges, and I hold that any honorable
member is quite in order, at any stage of
the proceedings, in calling >attention to
what he considers to be an infringement.
of our rights. My honorable and learned
colleague has given· .cogent and strong
reasons for regarding. the' action of tbl-'
Legislative Council as an infringement of
the privileges of this House. \ I am sure
that some of the amendments are of such
a character that, if they had been made by
the House' of Lords, the House of Commons, which we profess to imitate, would
not only have rejected them, but would
have resented the breach of privilege. Our
Constitution gives too much power to a
section of the community as against the
whole people, which is an additional
reason why the power possessed by the
representatives of the people in the Le:.rislative Assembly should be carefully
guarded. No consideration for the passing
of this Bill-which, I repeat, I am anxiou~
shall become law-shall keep me from considering the graver question which has
been raised, and which I consider of more
importance to the future interests of the
country than even the passing of the present Land Bill.
Mr. MACBAIN.-I am prepared to
give every credit to the honorable melllber
who has raised this 0bj ection, but I t hill k
that it has been brought forward at dill
wrong time. I agree with him that the
other Chamber has introduced certaill
clauses into the Bill which they ought not
to have inserted, considering the privileges
which we possess. But a great deal of
bunkum is uttered about the privileges of
Parliament. So many discussioni> are
raised every session about privilege by the
legal members of the House that I hegin
to think the House would be better without
any lawyers in it. While admitting that
the p.·ivilegeFl of this Chamber have been
to a certain extent interfered with by some
of the amendments made in the Bill by
the Legislative Council, I would ask honOI'able members whether it will be wise to
pursue the course now contemplated?
Land legislation has for a long time past
been urgently required, and I think that
we ought not to allow this Bill to be lost
merely because our privileges have beeu
interfered with. It will be sufficient if
we record our protest against that interference, and deal with the amendments as
they come before us.
.
Mr. CASEY.-I should very much
re~ret if an, tecpp.iy~ljties prevented the
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House from discussing the question which
I desire to bring before it. I may be very
wrong in the views I entertain, but I
think it is my duty to afford the House an
opportunity of saying whether those views
are of such a character as will warrant it
in agreeing with them, and taking any steps
thereupon. .As some honorable members
appear, to think that there is no breach of
our privileges in any of the amendments
made by:the Legislative Council, it ~ill be
necessary for me to refer :to the subject at
greater length ·than I intended. The 50th
section of the Constitution Act says"AU Bills for appropriating any part of the
revenue of Victoria, and for imposing any duty,
rate, tax, return, or impost shall originate in the
Assembly, and may be rejected but not altered by
the Council."

Honorable members are no doubt aware
that in '1860 au opinion was given by Mr.
Wood and Mr. Martley whereby it was
said that a Land Bill did not come within
the meaning of th~. 56th section, and they
were q~ite right.. There can be no doubt
that, as far as the sale and occupation of
Crown lands is concerned, the Legislative
Council have as much eont .. ol over this Bill
as we have. The 'remarks I have made have
been entirely l.im~ted to the clause appropriating money-;-which I contend the
Legislative Council have no more right to
ulter than they 1"tav~ to alter the Appropriation Bill-~nd the alteratio,n made in
another, clause" whereby t.hey propose to
continue the expenditure of money. These
are the portions,. of the Bill to which I
made special referenc.e. Some doubt of
course existed as to ,the construction of the
56:h clause, in co~sequ~nce of an opinion
expressed by one of the Crown law officers
that Bi1Is to co~e within the meaping of
that section ·must be Bills not only ap-'
propriating money, qut also imposing a tax.
Honorable members are no doubt perfectly
familiar with the contest wh~ch took place
between the two Houses of Parl iament, in
which the Upper House resisted an attempt
to combine the two matters of taxation
and Supply in one Bill.
Mr. LALOR.-Successfully resisted it.
Mr. CASEY.~At all events we may
assume that what occurred established, as
the practice of Parliament, that it is only
necessary for Bills to contain one of those
matters-either taxation or Supply-in
orde .. to come within the meaning of the
50th section. In 1867, a joint c.ommittee
of the two Houses was appointed to consider a, question involving the h1terpreta.-

Amendment Bill.

tion'to' be put upon that section, '~risirig
out of the Customs Duties Bill. Certain
questions were 'asked of the Presid.ent (If
the Legislative Council, which I will 1'el,'-<1,
together with his answers : "The President was asked by a member to give
an opinion on the following questions ;-' Whether
the Bill before the House is a Money Bill, or a
Bill involving administrative policy, or whether it
is not two sueh Bills rolled into one; and whether,
in your opinion, this Bill is placed before the
House in a manner conformable with the usages
,
and practice of- 'Parliament ?'
" The President gave the following opinion ;"(1.) Whether the Bill befor~ the Hou~e is a
Money Bill, or a Bill involving administrative
policy, or whether. it is not two Bills rolled into
one?
.
"A. The Bill now before the House is a Bill for
granting to Her Majesty certain duties of customs,
and thercfore a Money Bill, and incidentally it
involves an administrative policy.
"(2.) Whether. in your opinion. this Bill is placed
before the House in a manD'er conformable with
the usages and practice of l'arliament ?
., A. The Bill before the House is substantially
in accordance with parliamentary usage, so flir as
the same was settled last year by a committee of
the two Houses, and subsequently affirmed by both
branches of the Legislature.
"I would observe. however, that the power of
this House to amepd Money Bills is governed by
the 56th clause of th.e Constitution Act. which
overrides all considerations of Parliamentary
usage, and extends to all matters included in snch
Bills. There are clauses, for example; in this Bill
providing for the collection, rccover.v, and management of customs duties. which might be amended
by the House of Lords, but which may not be
amended by this House; and the same observation
applies to the 15th clause, wh(eh constructively
repeals certain portions of the Customs Act of
1857, over which this 'House claims concurrent
powers with the Assembly. It will be, therefore. for
the Council to consider the desirableness of establishing the practice that Money Bills shlmld be
Money Bills only, and should not include extraneous matters whi«h, from the circumstances
which I have mentioned, must unavoidably partake of the nature of a tack."

It was'after iliis opinion w~s given that the
committee of the two Houses was appointed.
On the 15th of May, 186i, the Hon. C.
Sladen brought rip a progress report, in the
Legislative Council, "from the committee
appointed OIl the 9th ultimo to meet and confer with a like number of meli1bers of the
Legislative Assembly in relation to t.lie
course of proceeding generally with Bills
the primary but not the only object of
which is the imposition of any duty, rate,
tax, rent, return, or impost, and particularly with a Bill intitled, ., An Act for
granting to Her Majesty certain duties of
customs and for altering certain other
duties.'" The report said~
,
" Your committee conferred ('n several occasions
the committee of the Legislative Assembly

w~th
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on the said subje~ts, and it was lP-u.tuaIIy agreed
by the committees of the two Houses by whom
bytbe two committees that a progress report should. the .subject of Bills of Aid or Supply was conbe presented t6 each House as follows :-.:..
.
sidered; but, that their doing so may not be
" '1 hat the two HQuses be respectively advised
regarded as a precedent on future occasions, th'\,y
that, inasmuch as doubts have arisen respecting
desire to record their opinion that amendments ill
the form or contents of Ilnd practice relating to
a Bill for granting duties are not in accordance
Bills .required by tbe 56th section of the Constitu- with the practice of either Lords or Commons, 6r
tion Act to originate in the Legislative Assembly, -warranted by the Constitution Act, The Legisla.it is expedient that the practice of the Lords and
tive Council conceive that their legitimate courf3e
Commons respectively be observed as to such Bills, would have been to lay aside the Bill, on the
and as to all subjects of Aid and Supply, and that ground that its contents are foreign to a Bill fo'r
cach House should be guided in all matters and
granting duties, and are not such as Imperh\!
forms relating thereto by the precedents established usage justifies; but, under the particular circumby the House of Lords and by the House of Comstances of the present case, they have abstain~d
mons respectively."
from pursuing that course for the reason already
A similar report was submitted to the mentioned."

Legislative Assembly, and, on the 21 st of When the Bill, with the amendments made
May, 1867, Mr. Francis moved a resolu- in it by the Legislative Council, came
tion to the effect that the report be adopted. down to the Assembly, the honorable and
Debate ensued, and, after several divisions, gallant member for West Melbourne
the motion was eventually carried. On moved"That, as it is the opinion of Mr. Speaker, that
the same day the Hon. C. Sladen moved
the usage and practice of the Imperial Parliamt'mt,
the adoption of the report in the Legisla- which
this House is, by its standing orders, bOnl1'([
tive Council, and the motion was carried. to follow. requires that a Bill of Aid and Supply
On the 22nd of May the Hon. G. W. Cole, which has been amended by the Legislative Counin the Legislative Council, moved the third cil,.should be laid aside, the Customs Duties Bill,
reading of the' Customs Duties Bill. On which has been returned from the Legislative
Council, with amendments, be, in accordance with
that occasion the President saidthe said opinion, now laid aside."
" I desire to make on.e observation before I put
It is somewhat gratifying to me to be ahle
this motion to the Council. The disability of this
to refer to the division list to show that I
House to amend Money Bills seems to be admitted
voted on t.hat occasion with the honorable
on all sides; and yet, in the face of this disability,
. the Council is now invited to do a wrong thingand gallant member, in the minority-the
namely, to make amendments to. a Money Bill,
numbers being 23 for the motion, to 34
in order to set others right, but without any
against it-so that honorable members will
assurance that the wrong thing will be approved
see that I am at all events consistent in
by the Assembly, or that it will lead to a settlethe views which Ihave held on this question.
ment of the question. I need scarcely point out
that two other courses, n,ot liable to the same .1 voted on that occasion in favour of tho
objection of illegality. are open to the Coundl.
course which· I .think should. be takeu in
The firl'it and 'most obvious course is to reject the
the present instance, and which was taken
Bill. Two other Bills might then be introduced.
with the Public Works Loan Bill 1868.
without delay, in the Assembly, and rapidly passed
through both Houses. Resolutions (the only deWhen a Bill is amended by the Legislative
bateable matter) on which the first were founded
Council in a manner which is admittedly an
would stand good for the 'others, and would not
infringement of our privileges, the propel'
have to be repeated. The second course is to pass
plan is to lay it aside. Though the hOIithe Bill without amendment. The exigeney of the
case, being great, would justify the proceedingorable and gallant member for West Melespecially as by the adoption of the report of the
bourne was not successful in getting the
conferring committees by both Houses, when emBill laid aside at that time, eventually it
bodied in a joint standing order, a sufficient
was laid aside, on the motion of Mr. VeI'guarantee would be afforded against any recurrence of unparliamentary practice; or. if necesdon, the then Treasurer. When Mr.
sary, an entry might be made in the journals of Verdon proposedthe special circumstances under which the Bill was
passed."

A debate ensued upon this. The President's opinion was not followed, but ,the
following resolution was adopted, on the
motion of the Hon. T. H. Fellows : ,/ Thllt the Bill be returned to the Legislative
Assembly, with a message acquainting them that
the Council have agreed to the same with amendments, and desiring their concurrence therewith;
and further acquainting the Legislative Assembly
that the Legislative I 'ouncil have amended, instead
of laying aside, the Bill, in deference to what they
believe to h~ve been the qnderstanding arrived at

" That the Bill intituled 'A n .Act for grantirig
to Her Majesty certa~n Duties of Customs and for
altering certain other Duties,' returned from ilie
Legislative Council on the 22nd of May last, with
amendments, be laid aside,"

Mr. Langton moved, as an amendment" That aU the words after the word 'That' He
omitted, with a view to insert, instead thereof, tHe
words 'inasmuch as the Bill intituled an Act for
granting to Her Majesty cj:lrtain Duties of Customs
und for altering certain other Duties has been returned from the Legislative Council with ameildments ; and since by the 56th section of the Coristitution Act it is enacted that Bills for imposing

2608

Land Laws

[ASSEMBLY.]

any duly, rate, tax, rent, return, or i~pos~, may'
be rejected but not altered by the CouncIl, the
amending o'f the said Bill by. the LCl?i~IHti"e Council is in vIolation of the smd prOVIsiOn, and that

the said Bill be therefore laid aside.' "

I have already pointed out that a clause
which purports to appropriate money is just
as exempt from the Council's interference
as a Bill solely for the appropriation of
money; therefore, as a Bill wbich appropriates money cannot be amended by the
Legislative Council, neit.her can a clause
(in any Bill) appropriating money be
amended bv that Chamber. Assuming
this to be ~orrect, the honorable member
for "Vest Melbourne (Mr. Langton), if he
desires to follow the opinion he expressed
on a forme~ occasion, mllst support the
course which I propose should be taken
now. A further report from the joint
committee was brought up on the 19th
June, and in the Legislative Council the
Hon. C. Sladen moved" That this report be adopted; and, with a view
cf carrying out the recommendations contained
th~rein, and in the progress report, the two
reports be referred to the Committee on Standing

Orders."
Debate ensued, and the question was
afterwards put and passed. Although this
report was adopted by both Houses, it has
never been carried out-that is to say, it
has never received the force of a joint
standing order. Nevertheless, the two
Houses of Parliament have agreed to
adopt a certain practice with reference to
Bills coming within the terms of the 56th
section of the Constitution Act, and we
can have no difficulty in arriving at the
conclusion that the precedents of the
Imperial Parliament in regard to Bills of
a like character are equally applicable
here. Attached to the report of the select
committee of the House of Commons to
which I have already referred is a long list
of Bills which have been laid aside by that
House because they had been amended
by the House of Lords in a manner
which infringed the privileges of the
House of Commons. I am free to admit
that there are some amendments which
might be made by the House of' Lords, or
by the Legislative Council, in Bills incidentally involving taxa,tion or the appropriation of money; but when the Legislative Council propose, as they do by the
amendments which they have made in the
42nd clause of the present Bill, to initiate
the appropriation of' money- to take out of
our hands the sole and exclusive rigbt
that we possess to initiate matters relating
Mr. Casey.

Amendment Bill.

to taxation and Supply-then it seems to
me that it is one of the gravest offences
which the other branch of the Legislature
can commit against this House. I know
of no other case whieh could possibly be
conceived in which our privileges could be
mOI'e grossly violated than they appear to
have been in this instance. A messnge
from the Governor is necessary before any
vote of money can be made; that message
can only be s~nt to the Legislative Assemblv' it has to be considered in Committee
of Supply; and the resolution of the Committee of Supply has to be reported to the
House for confirmation. All these proceedings-all these privileges nnd rights
which we possess-have been ignored and
dispensed with by the amendments effected
ill the 42nd clause of this Bill. U ndel'
these circumstances it seems to me that
t.here is but one course open to us, and
that is to adopt the pract.ice which has
invariably been pursued at home, and
which, as I have already pointed out, has
recently been adopted here, namely, to lay
the Bill aside. Not o~ly have the Legis":
lative Council made an amendment in an
appropriation clause, but they have introduced an appropriation clause, and therein,
as it seems to me, they have usurped cet'tain functions which exclusively belong to
this Chamber. I do not see how it is
possible that we can overlook so grave a
breach of our privileges. This House has
always asserted its exclusive right to deal
with matters involving a charge upon the
people; but, by amendments made in this
Bill, the Legislative Council have attempted to impose a charge upon the
people in two or three ways. In the
first place they have, on their own
motion, re-enacted the 38th section of the
Land Act of 1862 (which sets apart a
certain portion of the land revenue for
immigration purposes), and declared that
it shall remain in force during the continuance of the llew Act. This, it seems
to me, according to all authorities, is an
infringement of our privileges, Again,
in the 42nd clause, not only have the
Council made an amendment in an appropriation clause, which they have no right
to do, but-Hnd this seems to me a more
flagrant violat.ion of all precedent and
practice-they have introduced a clause
purport.ing to appropriate public revenue.
If we allow a matter of this sort to be
done, and proceed to consider the Council's
amendments, it is impossible to say what
amendments they may m&kfil in other Bills.
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The only course we can take, consistent kind of Bills with which the Legislative
with the preservation of our rights and Council cannot interfere, we are 110t preprivileges, is at once to lay the Bill aside, cluded by the provisions of that clause
and give public notice, as the House of from falling back on what may be called
Commons would not he slow to do, that the general practice of the House of
we will resist any attempt to override this Commons. To go fully into that subject
Chamber, or to interfere with our special would involve a vast amount of discussion
rights and privileges. There can be no which would not be product-ive of any
doubt whatever that the initiation of all good result so far as the particular branch
grants to the Crown must take place in of the subject now before the House is
this House; and we are bound to resent concerned, Hnd which may be very well
in a constitutional manner any attempt on settled without it. I regret that much
the part of the Legislative Council to irrelevant matter has been introducp,d
evade that right by the insertion of such into the arguments of the honorable
a clause as they have introduced into this and learned member who last addressed
Bill. I regret that I have occupied the the House. There can be no question
House so long, but I was anxious that the that the rules of the House of Commons
matter should be brought under the notice are most rigid so far as dealing with
of honorable members. I equally regret Money Bills is concerned, and that that
that you, Mr. Speaker, have ruled tlmt I bouy has been most jealous of the prehave not raised the question at the proper servation of its rights and privileges in
time. It seems to me that an honorable that respect. There can be no question
member can never be too late to bring either that the two branches of the
under the notice of the House a matter Legislature of this country did come to an
affecting its rights aud privileges. Having understanding that they should follow the
stated my views, I will cheerfully bow to practice of the Imperial Legislatur~ in
the decision of the House if they think matters of that kind-in other words, that
that I am wrong. It seems to me, how- the Legislative Council of Victoria should
ever, that the only constitutional course follow the practice of the House of -Lords.
v.e can adopt is the one I have suggested; But it cannot, I think, be disputed that
and, if I am in order, I will move that the this is not a Hill such as those the Legislature had in contemplation when it passed
.Bill be now laid ;tsid~.
The SPEAKER.-The immediate ques- the 56th section of the Constitution Act.
tion before the House is that the House If honorable members will read that
disngree with the first umendment. A section in its widest sense, it means, that
proposition to lay the Rill aside cannot instead of the conjunction" and" the conbe regarded as an amendment on that : junction" or" should be used. It is not
meant that we should draw the convel'se
mot.ion.
Mr. CASEY.-Well) sil', I think that inference that all Bills that had not such
it is now the duty of the Government to objects as are enumerated in that clause,
deal with the matter. I can assure them ,may be altered.
that I have not brought it forward with I Mr. CASEY.-The honorable member
any intention of embarrassing them. I will pardon me. The same principleSJ
Having called the att.ention of the House, that apply to Bills ought to' apply to
and of the leader of the House, to the clauses; and I have endeavoured to exsubject, I submit that I should usurp plain that. No doubt this Bill is not for
his functions if I were to move an amend- appropriation, but there are clauses of it
ment. At the same t.ime, I don't shrink that seek to appropriate.
Mr. LA~GTON.-That is an argufrom the responsibility of doing so, if
ment for which, I confess, there may be
necessary.
Mr. LANGTON.- Sil', it is not my some show of reason; but the concJusion
intention to attempt to rp.fute the argu- must be wholly drawn from the practice
ments of the honorable and learned mem- of the House of Commons, and cannot be
ber for Mandurang or to show that the drawn from this clause. Therefore, the
House of Commons has repeatedly accept- principle that applies to appropriation
ed a Bill of this kind after it has been clauses, or clauses which relate to the imamended in another place; bnt I think it positiou of taxes, does not apply here, in
should be well considered whether, inas- the case of a Bill that is not fr'amed
much as there is a specific clause in the specifically for those objects or any of
Constitution Act which prescribes the them. Looking at the past, I cannot
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i{l;dnk we are right in regar~ing the action
of the Legislative Council in this instance
::t§ a direct infringement of our privileges.
'.r,h~ honorable and learned m~Plber for
M.andurang frankly admitted that an
Q,pinion was given some years ago that
the Land Bill was a Bill with the det:,lHs of which the Legislative Council
could interfere, and I find that that princi pIe has been recognized. When the
Land Act of 1865 was passing whart
happened? I will refer the House to
what, in the course of his remarks, the
honorable and learned member laid great
stress upon, the 273rd standing order,
which says"With respect to any Bill brought to this
House from the Legislative Council, or returned
by the Legislative Council to this House, with
a2nendments, whereby any pecuniary penalty,"
I desire to call the particular attention of
honorable members to these words.
" forfeiture or fee shall be authorized, imposed,
appropriated, regulated, varied, or extinguished,
this House ~ill not insist on its privileges
in .the following casesr "
I. When the object of such pecuniary
penalty or forfeiture is to secure the execution
of the Act, or the punishment or prevent~on of
offences.
. "2. Where such fees are imposed in respect of
benefit taken or service rendered under the Act,
and in order to the execution of the Act, and
are not made payable into the Treasury, or in
aid of the public revenue, and do not form the
ground of public accounting by the parties
receiving the same, either in respect of deficit
or surplus.
"3. When such Bill shall be a private Bill for
a 19cal or personal act."
Those are the cases in which this
House will not insist upon its privileges;
so that, according to this standing order,
we should be indisposed to resent any interference with such a Bill. I will point
c:ut to honorable members that this House
in 1865, under the guidance of a gentleman who then occupied, with his colleagues, the Treasury benches, assented
to the exercise of such a rjght on the
part of the Legislative Council, with regard to these particulars, and did not regard it as a breach of the privileges of this
House, or at least not such a breach of them
as would warrant its being resented. If
that be the case, I apprehend no honorable
member will contend that, as this House
on the occasion of the last Land Bill
being brought back did not object to the
Leghllative Counoil dealing with it in this
par.ticular way, it can now say that· this
st.ep is intended as an evasion of its privileges. On the 28th of February, 1865,

Mr. Langton.

Amendment. Bill.

when the amendments of the ;Legislative
Council were; under consideration in this
House, Mr. Grant pointed out on the
amendment in clause 30, :which provided
for the sale of .Crown lands by auction,
that the effect of. the· amendment was to
make the purchaser pay the whole of the
money at the sale instead of paying 25
per cent.
Mr. CASEY.-That is' not regulation.
Mr. LANGTON.-It is just as much a
matter of regulation as anyone of the
regulations in this Bill. It is a regulation
as to public money. Mr. Grant after
stating the effect of it said : I'It did not matter much either way, but for
the sake of discussion, he moved that the House
agree with the amendment.
" Mr. SANDS said the man of' small means
would experience the advantage, and the knowledge that a large number of persons would be
going about with· considerable sums of Iponey
in their pockets would be a temptation to robbers.
"Mr. KYTE said the most important objection
was that the poorer man invariably kept his.
money at intereflt, subject to notice; the~efore
it would be a terrible inconvenience if he had
to draw out his 'money for every sale he· attended.
"Mr. RAMSAY pointed out that the rich man
would always be able to find persons who would
cash his cheques at once, which the poorer one
could not do.
.
"Mr. GREEVES, considering the favorable report of the working of the present system given
by the honorable the Minister of Lands, proposed to adhere to it.
"Mr. MICHIE was present when the point was
discussed in the Upper House, and then t~e
principal argument used in favour of thIS
amendment was that the smaller pu~chaser
usually carried the purchase money i~ I ~is
pockets. Against this there was the consIderation urged by the honorable member for East
Melbourne, in which there was a good deal. . He
(Mr. Michie) thought 25 per cent. suffiCIent
security."
That ended in the amendment of the
Legislative Council being disagreed with.
The next case I come to is one in which,
on that occasion, a new clause was sought
to be introduced by the Legislative Council
providing that the 'council of each shire
and the road board of each road district
should alone have control over all unoccupied Crown lands and commons,. and over
the fees arising from the latter.. Nbw in
that case it was surely intended to appropriate a portion of the revenues~it .:was. a
most specific appropriation, and what did
Mr. Grant say? This is the report of the
debate-"Mr. GRANT said he proposed thl;Lt the p.owers conferred b) this clause should be exerCIsed
only by the higher description of local authority

Amendments of the

[DECEMBER

17.J

Legislative Council.

2611

-the shire councils-and he should move an matter. Honorable members are aware
amendment to that effect.
that, when this Bill.was ,before us .in an
"Mr. GREEVES doubted if the Legislative
.
Council had power to introduce a clause for the earlier stage, I ende::,tvoured by every
appropriation of fees.
. m.euI;J.S in my powe! to, preyent th~ .!trbi"Mr. GRANT 'apprehended' that' the appropri- trary and excessive powers contemplated . l!~der .. it b~ing confet;re.d '_ upon
atioll was merely incidental.
"Mr. HIGINBOTHAM pointed out that; according·
to the rules of the House, this was a case in the head of the Lands department, and I
which the Assembly should· not .insist on its also ende~voured to prevent the extension
privileges."
, o f the squatters' tenure to .anoth~r ten
~he presen't, I say, is a precisely parallel years.
If it were within my pow,er at
case: True, it i$' for a larger sum, but the the present time-without inflicting, an
principle is the same.
;'
injury upon any class-I would secure
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-The fees did the excision of that clause; but, seeing
that the other branch of the Legislature does
not go 'into the public revenue.
Mr. LANGTON.-I apprehend they not think it wise to take.that element out
The of the. Bill, I would accept it rather than
would under the Constitution Act.
money must have gone there, as all the the Bill should be laid aside. I think; in
proceeds of Crown lands do.
_ the interest of a larg~and important section
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-Thecommons. of this community, that we .should not,
fees?
except u~der.circumstances of the greatest
Mr. LANGTON.-" All the fees from necessity, resort to that course at present.
Yet I should rejoice, if by that means' the·
unoccupied ~'Crown lands and commons."
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-There are no Bill can be passed, in ~bandoning -my.
fees from unoccupied Crown lands except hostility to the principle, provided I could
commons fees.
secure ·the exclusion of the provision which
Mr. LANG-TON.-At all events the confers the arbitrary powers on the
fees, l;)Ut' for this ,provision, would have' Minister of Lands. For these reasOlls, I
gone into the public revenue. The end shall do my utmost. toseCul~e a comproof this discussion, ,::,tlso, was thtt 'rejectio,n mise as to these differences between the
of the Legislative Council's amendment. two Houses; and, if I could obtain the exThere was another clause of a kindred cision of this provision, I should feel that
character, preventing local boards from some compensation had been furnished to
appointing ma!lagers of commons, which the community in general for the injustice
was similarly dealt with. Now, sir, that it would suffer by the proposed extension
is the way in which,-in ,1,8,65, this House of t,he squatters' tenure-an extension
dealt with amendments of a similal' cha- which, in my judgment, they are not in
meter. to these. I respectfully submit equity enti~led to. All legislation is more
that our conduct on that occasion does not or less in the nature of a compromise, and
justify us in now saying th~t ~~le Legisla:- I feel that, if in this case I ,cannot get all I
tive Council have invaded our privileges 'desire, I am exercising a sound discretion
in making these amendments, and that we in giving up one point in order that a more
ought not to treat them-as an infringement important one may be' conceded, I hope
of those privileges by laying the Bill aside. the House will not consent to adopt the
I do not for an instant justify the course course pointed out by the honorable and
which has been pursued by. the other learned member for Mandurang, but will
branch of the Legislature. These amend- now proceed with the consideration of the
ments trench as c.lo~ely as they can, on the amendments ..
Mr. GRANT. - I entirely disagree
imp.osition of taxes; and it is, perhaps,an
unwise and impolitic course for ,the Legis- with the argument of the honorable
latiye Council to propose them-still more: member who has just resumed his seat,
unwise to; insist, upon them; but I cannot that what took place when the Council's'
think it wOl).ld be prudent in this House amendments in the Land Act of I ~65
to resent them as a direct invasion of its were under consideration here is at all'
privileges, and I base that opinion ppon analogous to the circumstances of this'
the case of the amendments to which, I case. The case referred to by the honorhave just alluded as having been made in l able member differs in this respect from
the Land Bill of 1865, There are -other· this one. There the fees were applied to
consi'derations which .should, lead the, the uses of local- bodies, shire councils,·
House
some modifieation-to make and so forth, whereas here they I;tre apsome conc~ssi'on witl~ regard.' to this plied to t~e general revenue. Under the
I

.
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273r'd. standing order there can be no simple manner. On these grounds it is
reasonable doubt that there is no power that we propose to ask the House to conto do as 'is proposed, and that its attempt sider the whole of the amendments; to
is a breach of the privileges of this House. agree with those that we regard as bene\\Thilst I entirely agree with the views of ficial, and disagree with those that we
my late honorable and learned collengue, consider the reverse.
I fear that, the Minister of Lands having
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-I differ at
moved-his motion that this House do dis- least to this extent from the observations
agree 'with the first amendment, it is too of the Chief Secretary, that I think the.
late now to endeavour to set the Bill thanks of this House are due to the honoraside.
__
able and learned member for Mandurang-,
Mr. DUFFY.-No.
for having in so temperate and clear, alMr. GR1\.NT.-I simply express my though somewhat lengt.hened, an address,
own view of the matter; and, therefore, called the attention of the House to the
what I consider the House should do nature of these amendments. I feel that
un'der the circumstances is to support the the honorable gentleman has done the homotion of the Minister of Lands and deal norable and learned member some injustice
with this' amendment, and every other in the remarks he has made with reference
amendment-to come to the conclusion, to that address; because, if the Governwith reference to those to which these ment are in the position that they do not
objections apply, to dis~gree with them, feel themselves called upon to take charge
on the ground that they involve a breach of the measure in its present stage, as if it
of the .privileges of this House.
were their own-and, if it were their own,
Mr. MACPHERSON.-The honor- they would feel bound to call the attention
able and learned member for Mandurang of the House to a subject of so grave a
has informed the House that he has no character-they should,. at least, refrain
desire to embarrass the Government in this from referring to the action taken by an
matter. Now I must express my regret honorable and learned member, who forthat so much valuable time has been wasted merly had charge of this Bill, in the lanby him in reading the voluminous papers guage that has been employed by the Chief
he has inflicted upon us. Sir, I consider Secretary. If I were to take exception to
that my course, as the head of this Go- the lengthened remarks of the honorable
vernment, and with the duty lowe to this and learned member for Mandurang, I
House, was quite clear. I undertook that confess I should do so on totally different
honorable members should have a proper grounds from those which have been taken
and unfettered opportunity of considering by the Chief Secretary. I believe that
this Bill. If we had come down here the discussion by this House at the present
and moved a resolution to the effect time of a question of this kind is not
that this House would not consider merely unpalatable on account of the sesthese amendments, because there was sion being so far advanced, but because
involved in them a breach of its privi- the minds of honorable members are not
leges, we might, I think, justly have been in tune for it, and for a further and much'
chargeable with taking ad vantage of the stronger reason-a reason· ,which \veighs
first opportunity of shelving the mea- in my mind in all discussions of this nature
sure. We do not require to be taught by -that arguments of the kind made use of
the honorable and learned member for by the honorable and learned member for
Mandurang either our duty a~ a Govern- Mandurang are superfluous in this House,
ment, what ar~ the rights and privileges and I am sorry to add that we cannot exof this House, or what is an interference pect them to carry with them the smallest
with them by the other branch of the Legis- influence in another place. I wish the
lature. We have again and again had it honorable and learned member had called
forced upon our minds how far we are more prominent attention to one branch of
justified in allowing interference by the the subject, namely, the interpretation of
Legislative Council with money matters, the 56th section of the Constitution Act.
and we came to the conclusion that this Honorable members are aware that that
question was one of such general moment, has already formed the subject of discusthat it would not become us, as a Ministry, sion, of conference, and of agreement beto ask the House to set it aside, on account tween the two Houses of Legislature, and
of an interference by that body which they that, for the last three years, persons in
were in a position to remedy in a very another place have openly stated and
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acted upon an avowed intention to disregard the compact they made with this
House three years ago. Now when things
have come to that pass, I must say that,
in my opinion, the discussion of abstract
questions of Parliamentary law, such as
The
this, is somewhat superfluous.
honorable member for West Melbourne
(Mr. Langton) has addressed himself to
the question of the 56th section of the
Constitution Act, and the dealing of both
Houses with it, and their rights under it.
Now the interpretation of thnt section, or
rather the dealing of each House with it,
has been made a matter of especial agreement, that agreement being that each
House should deal with it, in respect of all
matters arising under it, as though it
embodied the parliamentary law of England. But we all know that the agreement was hardly formed before it was
violated. So soon as this House, on the
understanding arrived at by the joint committee, followed the example of the English House of Commons, the other branch
of the Legislature failed in their part of
the compact, and refused to follow the
example of the House of Lords. Not
only was the agreement violated, but a
threat was uttered to repeat the breach.
We may see the same thing occur next
week, and I confess I almost hope we
may-that the other branch of the Legislature will prevent this Assembly acting
according to the practice of the House of
Commons. Now if that be the result of
conferences between the two Houses, I
own I do not believe there is much advautage to be gained by referring to the practice as established in England, or by
attempting to influence by arguments of
that kind the members of a body who
will not be influenced either by argument
or an honorable engagement; who are
imensible to both, and almost triumphantly
avow that they are so. I hope the time
will come, and is not far off, when we shall
be more uuited, not merely in knowing our
rights-for that we know already-but in
asserting them. The honorable member
for West Melbourne has referred to some
alterations made by the Legi:slative Council in the Land Act of 1865, and to a
departure, on that occasion, from the
principle for which I am contending;
but, if he will refel' to t.he report which
was alluded to by the honorable and
learned member who initiated this discussion, he will find that the particular
case of Bills, not of Supply purely, but
VOL. vu.-8 Q
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of a general character including Supply,
is dealt with in that report; that the
practice of the House of Commons is
clearly justified, and that by a resolution
of this House we are pledged to follow
the practice of the House of Commons in
that particular-in other words, that in
clauses of Bills of a general characterclauses, I mean, that partake of the nature
of Supply-the House of Commons acts
on the same principle with reference to
specific clauses· that it acts on with reference to the whole Bill. Therefore, the
departures from this principle referred to
by the honorable member in connexion
with the Land Act of 1865 are either no
departures at all, or departures of so insignificant a character as to be justified by
the numerous precedents of the House of
Commons in not pressing an objection to
them. The first alteration to which the
honorable member referred in the 30th section, as to the deposit payab.le at auction, is a
very insignificant alteration, and one that
it is quite unnecesfmry to refer to in connexion with the question of privilege,
because this House would have experienced no difficulty in assenting to it.
We differed from the Legislative Council
on a question of policy, and, therefore, it
was unnecessary to consider the other
question. As to the other alteration referred to by the honorable member-the
insertion of a new clause - that clause,
if I recollect rightly, was contained in
the part of the Bill relating to commons,
and it was settled in conference by a joint
committee of the two Houses. It was a
rlause-I speak from memory only-propose<1 by the Legislati ve Council, giving
over the fees of all unoccupied Crown
lands and commons to the cont.rol and
inanagement of the local bodies. The only
fees imposed by law on unoccupied lanus
within shires and boroughs are fees
from the commons, ancl they do not go
into the public revenue. Therefore, the
alteration came within that standing order
which provides that the Legislative Assembly a,nd the House of Commons will
not deny to the other branch of the respective Legislatures the right to make
amendments in the mat.tel· of fees, provided the fees do not go into the public
revenue. For these reasons I say that the
honorable membel' for West Melbourne
has been ullsuccessful in illustrating his
argument, because in no instance in connexion with the Land Bill of 1865 was
the principle contended for departed from.
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But I may be pardoned for repeating that
the practice of both Houses of Parliament
has been settled since 1865. We all
know ~he practice of the House of
Commons, and .we ,all know that we
hav.e· bound ourselves. to follow it, just
as another body has bound itself to
follo~ the practice of the Rouse of Lords;
and, lastly, 'we know that another body,
havi~K made that resolution, has deliberately, and, J s~y plainly, most d,ishonorably violated it. I, like the honorable
. member Jor West Melbourne, shall be
actuated by f~elings of policy in the
course I shall take with reference to this
Bill. I disagree to a ~onsiderable extent
with the language of it' in the shape in
which it left this House. I refer to the
enlargement of the sq~atti~g tenure. I
believe that i.t is t9 be regretted that that
tenute, . which by' the existing l~w was to
have, been prought to an absolute termination ·iIi. ~87P, is practically to be extended
beyo~'a tha~ period during'the cop.tinuance
of the' new measure. Not but that I
belie~e~.the t~I;lants that ,will be ·affect~,4 by
thes~ 'p'ro~isions of t,he BH,1 might not
inn9c~ri.t~i and .even advantageously receive ~bese benefits, but that I loo,k with
very consiq.erable apprehension to the
exteJ;lsi~n of rights w:hich may be brought
bef9re, ~ legal tribun.al with Heaven kn9ws
what fesults. J was willing, however, to
assent ~ to that portion, of the Land Bill
then, partly by way of compromise. That
measu.re, :which m,adeample provision ,for
free selection in this colony, would, I hoped,
acquire the support of that particular class
of per~ons whose interests were at least
not forgotten, and of. those who avow
themselves the friends, advocates, and supporters of' that class. I hope that expectation will not be disaRPointed, although
I have some fears whether it was at
all jU,stjp.ed by' fact~; because, only
a few evenings .ago, a petition was
laid ~pon, the .table of this, House,
signe,d ,by an e:t;lo.rmous number of the
memb,~l;s o(that. po.:rtio~. of the community
and their friends, praying for some extra
advantages in their favour-advantages
which I, for myself, do not believe they are
entitled ..to. I happen to know that that
petition-:,if it be. a petition, which has
been in! the course of being carried about
in M~lbourn~ and the neighbourhood during. t9;e last six weeks-has obtaineu some
signature~, ~t, all ~vents, und(lr ,terms
highly di~creditabl~ to those, who set it on
foot-som'e of them, in fact, on deliberate
Mr. Hi!Jinbotl~am.
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false pretences. That I know as a matter
of fact. But there was another part of
this ]~ill 'that I was so strongly in favour
of'that I was perfectly willing to submit to
the retention of other portions that I did
not approve of' so long as J could secure
that. I refer to the provision which
enables the .Government of this country,
responsible to the ParliaiDent of' this
country, to deal uncontrolledly· with t~e
public lands. That provision has been
altered by the Legislative Council, and
with that alteration this House will now
have to deal. I look upon that provision
as the great a;nd distinguishing feature of
the measure, and believe that free selection can only be carried out by the enforcement of the principle that abso~ute
power be given to the responsible head of
the Lands department. I say that an Act
of this kind cannot be administered at all
if this power be not gIven. Now it is
proposed by the Legislative Council to
create a court, or something calied a court,
and perhaps intended to be a court, to deal
with these questions. A court cannot
deal with, such questions. 'A court. decides on the rights of individuals, but
those who administer the land law of
this country will have to deal with the
distribution of the public property
amongst individuals. A court lays down
a particular rule, which applies to all
cases; but when power is given to a
body or an individual responsible to this
House-the representatives of the peopleif that individual makes an improper use
of his power, he can be punished for· it.
Sir, if there is one question more than
another that has been most conclusively
established by practical experience, it is
this, that unless you give to some one
absolute power in the administration of
the land law of this country,. so long as
you have land to give away, fraudulen~
persons and speculators cannot be prevented from laying hold of the lands of
the colony under colour of a legal right.
Pllrliament is absolutely unable to prevent
the abuse of alleged legal rights by those
who acquire them, colorably. If, too,
there is one honorable member more than
another whose experience might be appealed to on this subject, it is the honorable and learned member for Dalhousie. If
he will recall to his own mind the results
of his experience, it may ~e shown that
the land law·of 1862 failed in his hands
from want of this power, and that, if the
land law of 1865 has been in any respect
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an improvement in its operation ,upon
that
1862~as it ought to have been,
because it.'had'the advantage of the experiences of the honorable and learned
membe'~~it' is simply because some increase 'of 'the power, though not sufficiently
large, was conferred by ~t on the Minister.
In every respect in which the Land Act
of 1865 hilS failed to carry out the intentions of Parliament, 1 trace it to the fact
that suffiCient power was not conferred by
it. Therefore, in any land law we are
now constructing, our object is to increase
the power without diminishing the responsibility; because, if power is conferred
upon an .individual without holding him
responsible, it is simply an invitation to
speculators'to play upon the board, to defeat its decisions or to influence its acts,
and strip 1t of its power. This, therefore,
is the fundamental principle of the Bill ;
and, whilst I agree with the honorable
member fo,r W est Melbol~rne in his willingness to 'accept. the measure with some
faults, I hope the House will insist upon
the retention in the Bill of the provision
for ample powers to the Pl'esi~ent of the
Lands department. In the position in
which we find ourselves now placed, I
think, perhaps, that the course suggested
by the ~onorable member for the Avoca
(Mr. Grant) is the only one that can be
taken, namely, to consider these amendments in detail. I also hope that, in the
case of those amendments more particu-.
larly o,bjected to by the honorable and.
learned member for Mandurang, the House
will not content itself with simply disagreeing with them, but will base its disagreement specifically on the ground that
the body who has made them has no power
to do so. That course will effect the
object of entering a' protest against a violation of our rights.
. Mr. DUFFY.-If .the honorable and
learned member wishes to give effect to
the opinions he has expressed, there is no
(difficulty, either of parliamentary law or
practice in doi~g so. It is quite competent
-for any honorable member who concurs in
the views of the honorable, and learned
'member, and,of the honorable and learned
member; for Mandurang, to move a motion
in these tel,'qls : -

of

"That the'amendments now under consideration,
and all other amendments made by the Legislative
Council, be 'postponed, with a view to lay aside
this Bill, inasmuch as it 'Violates the privileges of
this House."

Ia.

Mr. H INBOTHAM. - That 'would
postpone the Bill fOf thi s session.
8Q~
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Mr. DUFEY.-No doubt it might have,
that effect; but., if honora~le members are
not prepared to ma~e greatel: s~c.rifices
than that in defence of their privil~ges, it
is very little use saying anything.~ore on
· the subject. If it is not worth while to
postpone the question ov~.r a session that
cannot last more than a few, days, and
which in the course of a month wiil be
followed by another" ,it. canrl.ot be" ~orth
while, for the same reason, to continue a
dead-lock for eighteen months. I wish
the House to understand this, that, in order
to carry a Bill in w hich t~e squat~ers of
the country are greatly interes~e~-which
confers upon them the occupatiop of; the
· public territory for a further t~rm o~. ten
years-we are about to be askE}dto .set
aside the opportunity of maintai~ing the
pri vileges of this House. , If .tp.e :t!ot,lse
: comes to a resolution that it is desirable
to abandon our privileges: I trust we ~J.,.all
not hereafter be indulged with .a~y de<;la~ mation as to the necessity of maintainipg
them. On this occasion, as has been said
by the honorable and learned m:ember 'for
Man~urang, our privileges have been.,deliberately, ostentatiously, and insolently
violated. It appears to be fl?-e studied
policy of ,the other Chamber of the, ,;Legis- .
lat~re tq adopt that course. A~most ev~ry
measure of importance which has beeu
sent up to that Chamber has been either.
contemptuous~y rejected, or so materia.,lIy
altered, tpat, if we accept the amendmen ts
in this case, we shall stand in a more humiliating position, not only towards ~he p~her
House, but towards. the country, than we
have ever occupied before. Do not, there· fore, let us run the risk of being told
hereafter-" You did not take action in
defence of your privileges; you were not
prevented from doing so by, any form
whatever, and you acted from motives
apart from aU Parliamentary forms." There
is an amendment which might be moved
to-night by any honorable member, whic~
would raise the question effectually, and,
for my part, if one of those honorable
members who claim to be the espec,ial
champions of our privileges, does move it,
I will give it my support. I confess, sir,
to some considerable amount of disap ..
pointment at the lame and impotent conclusions to which· the honorable and
learned member brought hi,S speech. IJ:e'
'laid. dow.n, strongly, clearly, even fierce)y, ,
the principle upon which we ought" ~o.
act in defence of our privileges, and
then, for some reason not attempted to be
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justified, he is content to put principle
aside for convenience. But if I express
disappointment with the honorable and
learned member, I feel equal disappointment with the leader of this
House. The function of a leader is to
lead, and I must confess that he has
Beemed to me to have forgotten the functions that he should exercise. He certainly
said that the opinion of the Go~ernment was
so and so, and that he seems even to doubt.
It is his own opinion, I do not question;
but I find it hard to believe that those
members of the Government who have
invariably insisted upon the Land Bill
taking a proper form can share it. I
should be much surprised if their opinion
was represented in the statement of the
Chief Secretary. It is his own opinion,
and possibly that of one or two of his colleagues. If these amendments were to be
dealt with on their merits, there are some
of them that I should be extremely sorry
to lose, and amongst them one which I,
with several members of the House, and
some members of the present Ministry,
have insisted upon, namely, that the whole
of the rent should go as part payment of
the purchase money. I do not think it
reasonable to sacrifice a principle so
large and so significant as that. The
honorable and learned member for Mandurang has pointed out that it was an
object of those who proposed the amendments to provide for immigration to this
country, not by an annual vote, but by a
permanent appropriation. If it be wise
and statesmanlike to make a special appropriation for railway purposes, I fail
to see why it is not equally wise and
statesmanlike to provide for the still greater
necessity of increasing the population of
the country. I should be perfectly content
to accept any proposal of that nature which
came in an acceptable shape; but, as it is,
it is impossible to get over the conviction
that the other branch of the Legislature have usurped functions which
belong exclusively to this House. If we
sanctioned that course we shouJd have
for ten years a system of disposing of the
pu blic revenue originating not by a message
from the GovernOl', nor in the popular
branch of the Legislature. The honorable and learned member for Mandurang made that so clear that it is
unnecessary to dwell upon it. It is indisputable. I would desire to see that immigration system made permanent by law;
but I am not prepared to accept the good

Mr. ])uff.!!.
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I desire on the condition that it shall be
done in an illegitimate and illegal manneI'.
It is not my intention to move the amendment of which I spoke, because it seems to
me, as to the honorable and learned
member who opened the debate, that nothing can be clearer than, if a defence of the
privileges of the House is undertaken,
that duty lies upon the Government. I
quite admit, with respect to this Land Bill,
that the Government have no special responsibilit.y. The Government consist of
members who, when the Bill was under
the considerat.ion of the House before, took
different views and different sides, and
therefore it would be quite unfair to hold
them responsible for the measure. This,
however, is not a question of the Land
Bill, but a question of the privileges of
this House; and I deny that there is any
justification for the Government not undertaking this task. If we are to be benefited
by the existence of a Government, it is by
that Government performing executive
functions, and intrusting to one of its
number the office of nominal leader of this
House. The House should be led by a
leader. There are few gentlemen familiar
with questions of this nature listening to
me who do not concur with me in thinking
that a duty did lie on the Chief Secretary,
in this respect, to take issue with the othel'
House, by moving a resolution affirming
our privileges, and ascertaining the
pleasure of the House upon it. Why
should a duty of that sort be thrown upon
any private member? Why should we be
asked to relinquish our privileges for the
convenience of passing a Bill to which so
many persons, in and out of the House,
object-of giving a ten years' tenure to the
squatters without any return? The Land
Act of 1862 gave the squatters a nine
years' tenure, but this was amply compensated for by the relinquishment of the
orders in council. Now we are giving
them a ten years' tenure without any
return; and I say that if the House proceeds to follow the course suggested by
the Chief Secretary and the honorable
member for the Avoca, (Mr. Grant), and,
to my great astonishment, acquiesced in by
the honorable and learned member fo\'
Brighton, of proceeding to deal with these
amendments in detail, by considering the
first and second of them, which do not
affect the question of our privileges, we
pass by the opportunity, and the only
opportunity, of taking issue in a manner
becoming the House. Doubtless) when we

Amendments of the

[DECEMBER

arrive at the offensive amendments, we
may strike them out, but we will not in
that respect assert the privileges of the
House, because we strike out any other
amendment which we don't concur in.
The honorable and learned member who
opened the debat.e pointed out that, if we
accept parliamentary practice, it is matter
for complaint against the other House that
they have not kept their contract in that
respect. Surely we ought not to follow
the example and abandon parliamentary
If "we follow parliamentary
practice.
practice, we must, on account of the
breach of our privileges, either reject the
Bill, or lay it aside.· If we lay it aside,
it can be resumed. If we reject it altogether, the utmost delay that will follow
will be a delay only until February, because-as I suppose the civil servants
cannot be kept more than a month out of
their income-the House will have to resume business in February. Surely it is
better that there should be a delay of a
month than that we should do two things
so grossly in violation of 'what most of us
have been contending for for years-first,
to abandon a legitimate contest for our
privileges, and, in the next place, to give
the whole territory of this country, for
ten years, again to the squatter. N ow in
what shape does this proposal come to us.
Not merely do you give a tenure of ten
years to the squatters, but other amendments have been inserted in the Bill,
which make free selection simply a farce.
Around homesteads and other improvements, large reserves are made, and there
is nothing left for selection to operate
upon. Nor is that by any means the
worst or most offensive feature in the Bill
as it now stands. As honorable members
know, the machinery for carrying out the
greater part of the Bill is to be provided
for by regulations to be framed in the
Lands department after the Bill becomes
law, and an amendment has been inserted
providing that these regulations will not
have effect until both Houses-the Upper
House as well as this-ha.ve assented by
resolution to them. If that be accepted,
you will c~mfer ten years' tenure on the
squatters, and select.ion will be absolutely
at their mercy. This is the compromise presented to us: ten years' tenure
to the squatters, and they will, at their
leisure, consider what method can be
provided to shut out selection. I do not
feel it my duty to offer any resolution to the
Hquse, but I am firml! persuadeq that we
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shall discredit ourselves and the country
if we consent to consider these amendments without taking issue on the violation
of our privileges.
Mr. KERFERD.-Sir, I regret that
on this occasion I cannot· take the view of
the honorable and learned member who
has just resumed his seat. The honorable
gentleman regrets that the Chief Secretary, as the leader of the House, did not
move that the Bill be laid aside. Had the
Chief Secretary done so, I could not have
supported him; and I will state the reason
why. By a special clause in the Constit.ution Act, the Legislatiye Council has coordinate jurisdiction with this Chamber,
as regards the sale of the public lands. We
may say that an acre of land 'shall be sold
for 15s., and they may insist that the
price shall be lOs., and an amendment with
that view would be a perfectly legitimate
one. Of course, by the amendments whieh
the Council have made, a question which
has often been discussed in this House is
raised-namely, the right of the oth~l'
branch of the Legislature to amend Bills
which incidentally appropriate revenue.
or impose a penalty. It is not contended
by any honorable member that the main
object of this Bill is either to appropriat.e
revenue or impose a penalty. The main
object is the sale and disposal of the pu blic lands. As an incident, the Bill appropriates money and imposes a penalty.
Now supposing we were to lay aside this
Bill because of the clauses having been
amended, the logical sequence of that act
would be that every Bill sent up to another place which, as an incident of the
measure, either appropriates moneys or
imposes a penalty, if altered in t.hose
clauses, must be laid aside. But that is
not the practice of this House. The practice of the House, as I understand-following strictly the practice of the House
of Commons-has been, when a Bill, the
main object of which is to appropriate
money, has been altered by ihe Council, to stand on its rights and lay the
Bill aside; but when the appropriation
of money has been a mere incident,
comprised in a single clause in a
Bill of perhaps two or three hundred
clauses relating to other subjects, an
amendment of that clause has been rejected, but the Bill has not been laid
aside. Now I am one of those who opposed this Bill through all its stages. I
conceived it to be an improper set.tlement
of one of the most important questions that
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can come before the House;. but, having . privileges .has. been. committtd" qlOu;;l~
been in a minority throughout the whole they object to resisting' the' attaqk upon
passage of the measure, I do. no.t feel our rights, fo.r the reason that thi"i?' is a,
myself justified, when the Bill co.mes back yery important ~ill. Now I canno.t.ynfrom another place, in taking advantage derst'and that position atall~. ' I must subof the opportunity afforded by the Bill mit that if, by. the amendment of a Bin; a
coming back, to lay the Bill aside breach of the privileges-an invasion of tho
on technical grounds. I feel bo.und to. fundamental rights-of this House has been
consider every amendment, and to reject committed, it" is a most erroneous position
those which "interfere with the privileges to take up, to say, that we must go on with
of this H(iuse. I cordially concur with the Bill becau'se it is .so important. Not
the obse~vation of the honorable and only that, but it is opposed to every conlearned member for Brighton, that, in re- stitutional precedent. To. ascertain whejecting those amendments which interfere ther a breach of privilege has been: comwith the privileges of this House, we : mitted, I don't ·think 'I need' go' further
should place on record our reasons for than the 42nd Clause. I cannot conceive
doing so. I repeat that I feel 'bound to a more complete or comprehensive assergo thrQugh this Bill, and to agree wit~ tion of rights .to control that important
thoso amendments which in my judgment matter of finance; which we claim to be
improve the measure, and reject those our especial privilege, than is' cont"ained
which I deem improper; and that course, in the Council's amendments in that
I am happy to see, the Government intend clause. There is a' section of the Constitution Act which provides that' all
to take.
Mr. WRIXON.-I scarcely think, sir, Bills for imposing a rent shall originate in
that the honorable and learned member this Chamber; arid I think, asa mere
who has preceded me has put the right or technicality, it might fairly 'be contended
privilege oftbis House to control taxation that if all Bills of a particular class must
on a very satisfactory basis, because, in originate here, so must all portions of Bills.
laying down the p~6position that the Upper For instance, take the case of a ConsolidaHouse is entitled~to impose taxation, pro- tion Bill, one portion of w,hich relates to
vided it be only 'an' incident of a Bill, he finance; .that portion must be initiated in
seems to me pr~ctically to give to the this Chamber. If the other House could
Upper House nearly as ~ide privileges as originate that' portion, the right of. this
we ourselves claini. In almost any Bill Chamber to control taxation would be ~
you may have the widest and. largest mere myth. Again, it should be remem-'
powers of taxati"on incident, and, if it is to bered that both Houses have agreed' to
be taken as an un.disputed proposition that give a certain reading .to the 5Qth section
only where taxation' is the primary object of the Constitution Act-haye ~glieed to.
ofa Bill, the Upper Hou'se cannot interfere, be con trolled by, a certain understanding
I think the interference of the Upper with regard to it. This amendment· in
House would be limited to only a very the 42nd clause is a breach of that underfew cases. I must candidly say that, if' standing, and cannot be 'accepted unless
we are not justified in resisting on this we are prepared to recede from the posi-.
occasion, I cannot understand on what tion which we have taken IIp. It has
conceivable principle of justice or right, been said that the proper way is to' go
this country was plunged into confusion through the Rill, and reject everything
for several years, during which public we don't like. But if we agree to. that,
business 'was disarranged, and Severe loss we at once concede the position that there
was inflicted upon a large number of the is nothing irregular in t1;1e amelldinents.
people. Now it appears io me that there Sir, I should like to know why we, should
are two short questions presented for our now adopt a course different from what'
consideration. The first is, .whether a we know the House of Commons has time
question of principle or privilege is involved after time' adopted. The honoraple alld
in these amendments. If no. privilege is learned member for Mandurang, to. whom..
involved, we need not continue this dis- I think we ar~ indebted for bringing this
cussion, nor need ,,:e be under any em bar- matter before us, has ,referred to a report
rltssment as to dealing with the Bill. But which cites instance .after ,instance in
it is conceded by several gentlemen, to which the House of' Com-tiio'ns,. in simwhose opinion I am disposed to. pay the ilar cases, did not proceed to deal ,,;ith
greatest a,ttention, that a breach of our Bills in the ordinary way, but simply
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laid ther:n aside. Why should we not
adopt a similar course? Are we prepared
to take up an inferior position? Are we
prepared to clai:r;n the same rights, in our
own sphere, as the House of Commons, or
are we prepared deliberately to abrogate
the position whi~h the House of Commons,
in the ~a13e of such a Bill as ,this, would
tak~ ,up?" No one would v~nture to assert
for a moment that the Hou;,e of Commons,
having sent to the Upper House a Bill in
a similar condition to that in which we
sent this, would receive it back as we receive this;and quietly proceed to take the
matter ~nto consideration, and deal with it
as they would deal with any other Bill.
The House of Commons would never do
it; and I don'.t see why we,should take up
an inferior position, or act with less spirit
in the defence of our rights. As to the
public inconvenience which may 'attend
the laying aside of the Bill, I cannot trace
it. It has already been pointed out that
we must again meet in session within six
weeks from the present time, when we can
deal with t4e Bill as rapidly as we could
now., 'Unless it be in the' interest of one
particular class, I cannot realize. any pu blic
or pressing necessity for forcing on the
consid~ration of the question. , Under
these circumstances, and an undoubted
assault having been made on our privileges, I fail to see why we should not
manifest in this matter the same spirit and
independence which we know the House
of Commons would display under like
:.
'
'
circumstances.
Mr. F~ANCIS.-Mr.,Speakel', I desire
to maintain the privileges 'of this House at
whatever cost to individual measures; but
I fail to see, from any of the arguments
which have been adduced, that this Bill
does not stand in an exceptional, position.
I submit that it is not a Money Bill in the
fair, cQns,titutional aCGeptation of the.term.
The 54thaection pf the, Constitution Act
provides t~at"Subject to the provisions herein contained, it
shall be lawful for the Legislature of Victoria to
make laws (or regulating'the sale, letting, disposal,
and occupation of the waste lands of the Crown
within the said colony, and of all mines and
minerals therein."

Now, this is a provision expressly empowering the Legislature to deal 'with a
particular' subject. 'I may here refer to
the conference held with the Upper House,
in 1865, when it was' sustained that the
privileges of this' Chamber were .interfered
with in the dealings of the Council with
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the Waterworks Bill. The committee of
this House,contended"That. Money Bills, or 'Bills for imposing a
rate,' included Bills which incidentally impOsed a
rate (as was the case in the Bill ~nder disc'ij~sion),
equally with Bills which had for t1:teir excl~sive or
principal purpose the imposition of a rate."

Now I maintain that the sale of the public
lands and the appr.opriation of tho re,venue
derived therefrom ,is not, in the ordinary
and fair sense of the term, the imposition
of a rate, nor has it any connoxion with
the q.irec,ting of taxation. It is not a Bill
which, to again quote the language of the
committee's report, in any way interferes
with "the. special and exclusive right
and authority of the Assembly to initiate
taxation, and grant the Supplies." During
the deliberations of the conference the
following argument was put forward by
Mr. Fellows, then a member of the Upper
House:"The 56th clause of the Constitution Act says'All Bills for appropriating any part of the
revenue of Victoria, and for imposing any duty,
rate, tax, rent, return, or impost shall originate
in the Assembly, and may be rejected but not
altered by the CounciL' What does that mean?
What is, a Bill? I apprehend the whole contents
of the document-from the preamble if there be
one, down to the concluding clause-from beginning to end. If this is a Money Bill, the Council
is preven ted from touching one letter of it."

The same gentleman also stated"It is the object and not the subject of the Bill
that is the test of whether there is the power of
If
amendment or not in the CounciL
incidentally, in the course of legislating for any
other purpose, a taxing clause in aid is inserted. I
really cannot see upon what principle that is to be
called a Bill for imposing a rate. It is a Bill for
imposing a rate and other purposes, no doubt, but
that is not such a Bill as is defined by the Constitution Act. It must be a Bill wholly and solely
of a fiscal nature."

Now this Bill is certainly not" wholly and
solely of a fiscal nature."
" If it is wholly and solely fiscal. the Council
cannot touch it. But supposing a Bill were passed
for making a railway from Ballarat to Castlemaine,
and power were given to point out any line of
country through which the road, should go-the
power to construct the line, and power to lease it
or to work it-how would that Bill be described?
Why, as a Bill for constructing
a railway; and surely the addition of another
clause at the end of it that the sum of £500,000
should be appropriated outof the general revenue for
the purpose of making the railway, would not make
it cease to be what it would be without that clause,
and convert it into a Bill for appropriating the
revenue. I say it must be a Bill wholly and solely
fiscal,; it must appropriate the revenue, and nothing
more j or it must impose a rate or duty, and do
nothing more, except provide such things as are
ancillary and subservient to the collection of the
revenue."
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Amendment Bill.

Mr. McKEAN proposed the adoption
Now I maintain that this Bill, which relates
to the disposal of Crown lands, is a of the amendment in clause 2, for the inmeasure which the Legislative Council is sertion of words providing that "all renot precluded from amending. I am pre- servations of land, temporary or permanent,
pared to admit that some of the amend- other than those for pastoral purposes,"
ments made by the other House, if not already made, should continue to have force
invading a positive right of this House, and effect.
Mr. CASEY expressed the opinion that
tread upon sufficiently dangerous ground
to make us act with exceeding caution the words were dangerous ones to be inand considerable determination in dealing serted, unless there were good reasons for
with them. But to reject a Bill which I
the proceeding.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM considered it
hold to be necessary at the present time
is a sacrifice which I do not see my way would be better to disagree with the
clear to accept. It is all very well for the amendment. Were there any reserves for
honorable and learned members for Dal- pastoral purposes? If so, why was it
housie and Belfast to say that the question necessary that all other reserves should be
can be dealt with next session; but I hold made permanent?
Mr. LANGTON thought no danger
that, to defer until next session, with the
probability of a change of Ministry, and need be apprehended from the amendment.
sundry unforeseen contingencies, legislation It would simply place reserves in precisely
which may cause considerahle alterations the same position that they occupied at the
in the management of Crown· properties, present time.
occupied by a section of the community
Mr. GRANT believed the amendment
certainly worthy of consideration by this meant something more than appeared on
Assembly-legislation which may neces- the face of it. He was not aware of a
sitate the tak ing of considerable precau tion- single reservation for pastoral purposes.
ary measures for the disposition of the
The amendment was agreed to.
large quantity of live stock in the country
The substitution of the words" the said
-is risking too much. For these reasons, Acts were still in force" for "this Act
and also for the reason that special power had not been passed," and several other
is given by the Constitution Act, to the formal amendments in clause 2, were also
Legislative Council, in reference to the agreed to.
public lands, I shall feel it my duty to
Mr. CASEY called attention to the
support the consideration of the amend- following addition made by the Council to
ments. At the same time I say that when clause 2:we come to an amendment which I think
"And when before the commencement of this
an invasion of our rights-and I don't hesi- .Act any Crown lands have been promised or set
tate to say that attempts in that direction apart for any of the purposes mentioned in the 5th
clause of Act No. 145, the Governor may convey
have been made-I shall be prepared to any such land in fee or for any lesser estate to
support any proposition having for ils ob- trustees for any of the purposes aforesaid."
ject the maintenance of the privileges of There were no such words in the land
the House.
legislation of the colony as "promifled or
The amendment was then disagreed with, set apart," and therefore he would move
as were also two others contingent upon it. that the words "permanently reserved" be
The amendment in clause 1, substituting substituted.
the word" trespasses" for " trespass," was
The motion was adopted, and the amendagreed to.
ment, as amended, was agreed to.
Mr. McKEAN moved the rejection of
Mr. McKEAN moved that the House
the amendment in clause 2 (repealing Acts
disagree
with the amendment in clause 3
No. 145 and 237) for the insertion of the
words "except the 38th section of the altering the maximum area of an allotment
first mentioned Act, which section shall from 6-10 t,o 320 acres, and the maximum
be read as part of this Act, and with extent of water frontage from half-a-mile
reference thereto." He submitted the to a quarter of a mile.
Mr. LANGTON observed that if, under
motion on the ground that the amendment
the Bill, the land would be parted with fo1'
infringed the privileges of the House.
The amendment was disagreed with, as £1 per acre, no one person should be
was also the amendment in the same allowed to acquire more than 3~0 acres.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM considered the
clause striking out the words preserving
existing rights and interests.
amendment one which might be accepted.
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Mr. McDONNELL said he was in favour
of the selector having 640 acres, and of
every farthing which he paid by way of
rental going in part payment of the purchase money.
Mr. F. L. SMYTH submitted that,
considering the conditions imposed upon
the selector, it was only fair that he should
have the privilege of taking up 640 acres
if he pleased.
The amendment was disagreed with, as
was also the amendment omitting from the
same clause the words" The word 'Governor' shall mean the person
administering the Government, acting by and
with the advice of the Executive Council."
The amendment in clause 6 (relating
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AYES.

Mr. Baillie,
" Blair,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" Cohen,
" E. Cope,
" T. Cope,
" Crews,
., Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Francis,
" Grant,
" Hanna,
" Harbison,
" Harcourt,
" Higinbotham,
" King,
" Lobb,
" Longmore,

Mr. Macpherson,
" Mason.
" McCulloch,
" McKean,
" McLellan,
" Plummer,
" Rolfe,
" G. Paton Smith,
,. J. T. Smith,
" Sullivan,
" Vale,
" Watkins,
" Whiteman,
" Williams,
" Wilson,
" Wrixon.
Tellers.
Mr. Bates,
" Burtt.
NOES.

to lands reserved from sale for public
Mr. Bourke,
Dr. Macartney, _
purposes) striking out the words "to be
Mr. MacBain,
" Duffy,
vested in the Board of Education"
" Farrell,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
" Fellows,
Mr. F. L. Smyth,
(after" schools"), and inserting the words
" Humffray,
" Thomas.
"colleges, places of public worship,
" Kerferd,
Tellers.
dwelling-houses for the ministers of any
" Lalor,
Mr, Bowman,
religious denomination," was disagreed
" Langton,
" Macgregor.
with.
The other amendments in clause 18
The amendments inserting the words were disagreed with.
" in Council" after "Governor," in clause ..# On the amendment in clause 19, re6 and subsequent clauses, were also dis- ~ quiring a licensee, within two years, to
agreed with.
(in addition to fencing his allotment)
A new clause, inserted after clause 14, "plant and maintain around and within
to make certain reservations on account such fence, where it adjoins any public
of improvements, was disagreed with.
road, forest trees of the kind and in the
On another new clause providing that manner to be prescribed in regulations to
nothing contained in part 2 "shall apply be framed for such purpose,"
to any land included in any city, town,
Mr. McKEAN intimated his intention
borough, or village,"
to accept this amendment, with the omisMr. McKEAN moved that the latter sion of the words " around and."
words read thus :-" Any city, town, or
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM said he saw no
borough."
reason why the amendmeut should be
The amendment, as amended, was accepted at all. It imposed a most unneagreed to.
cessary obligation on selectors; and, if
Mr. McKEAN moved that the House they were subjected to it, there was no
disagree with an amendment. in clause 18 reason why squatters should not be.
(relating to licences for the occupation of
The amendment was disagreed with.
land for agricultural purposes), providing
Mr. McKEAN moved that the House
that instead of "the Governor may if he disagree with another amendment in the
shall think fit issue a licence," &c., the same clause providing that a licensee,
words of the clause should be-" The Go- after paying rent for three years, and
vernor shall issue a licence," &c.
complying with the conditions, should be
Captain MAC MAHON observed that entitled to obtain "a Crown grant upon
this amendment raised the whole question payment of 14s. for each acre or fracas to whether there should be a lord of the tional part of an acre." He proposed that
soil or not.
this amendment be disagreed with, beThe House divided on the question that cause it was an interference with the prithe amendment be disagreed withvileges of the Assembly. He very much
Ayes
37
regretted to be compelled to take this
Noes
15
course, as he concurred with the principle
of the amendment, which was that the
whole of the rent should be reckoned as
Majority against the Coun- } 22
cil's amendment ...
part payment _of the purchase money.
VOL. VII.-8 R
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Mr. DUFFY suggested that, as the
Minister of Lands agreed with the amendment, he should propose the adoption of
other words which would accomplish the
same object.
Mr. CASEY did not see how the House
could amend an amendment which it considered a breach- of privilege.
Mr. DUFFY submitted that the amendment might be struck out, and that afterwards the object sought to be accomplished
might ,be effected by inserting other words.
He should be sorry to see the only advantage which the Bill ha~ obtained from
the other House lost, if it could be
avoided.
Mr. MACPHERSON contended that
the House must either accept the amendment, reject it, or amend it. It could
not adopt the course suggested by the
honorable and learned member for Dalhous'ie.
Mr. HIGiNBOTHAM remarked that
it was riot competent for the House' to
strike out an amendment and then amend
what had ceased to exist.
Mr. MACGREGOR argued that the
amendment was not an infringement of
, the privileges of the Assembly, because it
neither sought to appropriate, revenue, nor
to impose a tax.
,
,
Mr. FELLOWS denied that the amendment was a violation' of any clause in the
Constitution Act.
Mr. LONGMORE said he did not
think that it was a violation of the Constitu tion Act;
,
Mr. McKEAN asked the Speaker if the
amendment violated the Constitution Act?
The SPEAKER. - That is for the
House to decide.
'
The House divided on the question that
the amendment be disagreed with'Ayes'
25
Noes
23
Majority 'against. the}
Council's amendment

2

. AYES.

Mr. Burtt,
" Casey,
" E. Cope,
" T. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
,. Francis,

" Grant,

"
"
"
"

'Harcourt,
Higinbotham,
King,
.
Lobb,

Mr. MacBain,
" Mason,
" McCulloch,
" Rolfe,
" G. Paton Smith,
" Sullivan,.
" Vale,
" Watkins,
" Williams,
" Wilson. '
Te.llers.' ".

Mr. Bates,
" Harbison.

Amendment Bill.
NOES.

Mr. Baillie,
" Blair,
,; Bourke,'
J':

"
",
,.
"
"
"
"
"

Butters,'
Duffy,
Farrell,
Fellows,
Hanna,
Humffray,
Kerferd,
Langton,
Longmore,

Dr. Macartney,
Mr. McDonnell,
" Macgregor,

({apt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. McKean, ,
" McLeilan,
'II
Plummer,
:" J. T. Smith,
" F. L. Smyth.
Tellers.

Mr. Bovrman,
" Whiteman.

The whole of the other amendments
made by the Council, in clause 19 were
disagreed with" except two or three forma:l ~nes, which ~ere accepted.
An ame~~ment in clause 20, reducing
the maximum qu~ntity. of land which a
selectol' should be entitled to take up from
640 ~o 320 acres was disagreed .with, as
was also another amendment striking out
a provision prohibiting any pex:son "who
shall have taken,up a pre-emptive right"
selecting land under the Act.
,
Mr. MACPHERSO:N intimated that
the Government proposed to accept an
amendment in the same clause, which
consisted of the striking out of words
declaring that the Governor "-al~ne and
finally shall judge and determine" whether
the licence of any selector should he forfeited.
' .
Captain MAC MAHON hoped t~at the
House would consent to this amendment,
and allow persons who felt themselves
aggrieved by the decision 'of the'Minister
of Lands to appeal to the ~egal tribunals
of the country. That was the sole object
of the amendment.
' .
Mr. CASEY trusted· that the House
would not stultify itself by accepting the
amendment. The question was fully dis:'
cussed when the Bill was previously before
the House" and it was considered essentially necessary to give the Minister of
Lands absolute powers as to the forfeiture
of selections. All previous Laud· Acts
had more or less failed because the Minister of Lands had not been armed with
sufficient power and authority to carry out
the true intent of' the law.
Mr. MACGREGOR supported the
amendment.
Mr. GRANT asked what tribunal the
Minister of Lands proposed should finally
decide questions arising in connexion with
the administration of the Act, if they
were not to be determined by the responsible 'head of the department?
Mr~ McKEAN replied that an illustration .of ~he sort of tribub.'aJ )lecessary to

Amendments of the

[DECEMBER 17.

have was afforded by the case of Russell
v. Parkinson, recently tried in 'the' Supreme Court. He did 'not think that
questions of forfeiture should be absolutely
and finally decided by the Minister of
L~&.
.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM remarked that a
happier ill ustration of the necessity of vesting absolute powers in the Minister ofLands,
in, the administration of the Act, could not
be selected than that afforded by the case
of Russell v. Parkinson. If the court
should decide in that case that the receipt
of rent after the non-completion of improvements within the time specified,
operated as a waiver of forfeiture, there
could not be the slightest doubt that the
intention of the existing Act in that repect would be defeated.
Mr. McDONNELL observed that the
simple question involved in the amendment
was whether the Minister of Lands should
have the sole power of determining questions of forfeiture, and thereby oust the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. He
did not think it would be wise to intrust
such powers to the Minister of Lands,
however honorable, honest, and upright
the gentleman who filled the office might
be.
The House di vided on the question that
the amendment be agreed toAyes
23
Noes
24
Majority against the} 1
Council's amendment
AYES.

Mr. Bowman,
"Bourke, '
" Cohen,
" Duffy,
" Fellows,
" Hanna,
" Harcourt,
" Humffray,
" Kerferd,
" Langton,
" Longmore,
Dr. Macartney,

Mr. l\1acBain,
" McDonnell,
" Macgregor,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
" McKean,
" Plummer,
" J. T. Smith,
" F. L, Smyth.
Tellers.
Mr. Baillie,
" Whiteman.
NOES.

Mr. Bates,
" Burtt,
" Butters,
" Casey,
," T. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Francis,
" Grant,
" Higinbotham,
" King,
" Lobb,

8R2

Mr. Mason,
" McCulloch,
" McLellan,.
" Rolfe,
" G. Paton Smith,

" Sullivan,

" Watkins,
" Williams,
" Wilson.
Tellers.
Mr. E. Cope,
" Vale.
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The remaining amendments, with the
exception of' two of' a formal character,
·
were disagreed with."
Mr. LONGMORE moved' thai the
Minist'er of Lands 'and the horibra])le and
l~ar,ned member for Man~tir~n~," ~;e deputed todraw up resolutIOns to,.1?e submitted to the House (preparatory' to being
inserted in the message to th~ Legi~lative
Co-uncil), declaring that certain 'of the
amendments made 1?y t4e Legi~lative
Council had been disagreed with on the
ground that they were an infring~!D~nt of
the privileges of the Legislative ASs'embly.
The motion was agre'ed' to. "
'
STAMPS BILL.
The amendments made' by the Legislative Council in this Bill were considered
and adopted.
The House adjourned at eleven o'clock,
until Tuesday, December.2L' .

LEGISLATIVE 'ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday,' Decemlier

~1,

1869:

Deserters from the Flying Squadron-Qb.ief Scab Inspector:Eight Hours Labour-Railway Fares-The late Inspect·
ing Superintendent of" Police-Charge aga,inst Telegraph
Employlis - Land Laws Amendment Bill - Council's
Amendments-Reasons for Disagr~eing There)Vith-Wa.ys
and Means-Appropriation Bill-Scab Act Amendment
Bill-Local Government Act Amendment Bill-Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill'''-: Customs FraudsThe Imperial Government and the Colonies - The
late' Mr. Foott, M.P. - Railway Workshops - Oxley
Petty Sessions-Fmzelle's Pneumatic Ra.Uway-Work·
men's Lien on Property Bill - The Publio AocountWestern Railway - Money Received from HamiltOllCount Out.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half.
past four o'clock p.m.
BILLS RE~ECTED.
Mr. MACPHERSON, in compliance
with an ,o~'derof the ,House (da~ed December 7), presented a return as to Bills
passed by the Assembly and rejected by ,
the Council.
CUSTOMS 'FRAUDS'.'
Mr. COHEN, pursuant to order of the
House (dated December 7), laid on the
table the papers relating to late reported.
frauds at the Customs department.
CUSTOMS SEIZURES.
Mr. COHEN, in compliance with an,
order o~ the House (dated December 2),
also laid on the t~ble th~ papers cOnneCLeu.
with Mr. Lacker~tein's case.
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THE FLYING SQUADRON.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH called the
attention of the Attorney-General to the
fact that 80 reward had been offered for
the apprehension of a number of Bailors
who had deserted from the flying squadron which recently visited Melbourne, that
some of the men had since been brought
before the magistrates at the City Policecourt, Melbourne, and afterwards placed
on board a steamer and taken to Sydney,
where the squadron was at present lying.
He asked by what law or authority these
proceedings had been sanctioned ?
Mr. McDONNELL stated that he had
directed a letter to be sent to Mr. Panton,
the police magistrate at the City Court,
and the reply which he had received
was-" Four persons charged with being
deserters from Her Majesty's ships were
brought before the court on the 15th inst.,
and discharged." Beyond this he (Mr.
McDonnell) knew nothing whatever of
the matter referred to.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH submitted
that it was the duty of the AttorneyGeneral to know something about persons
being taken out of the colony without
\varrant and against law. He begged to
gi ve notice that on the following evening
he would ask by what authority the persons in question were removed, in custody,
from Victoria to a neighbouring colony.
CHIEF SCAB INSPECTOR.
In reply to Mr. DUFFY,
Mr. McDONNELL intimated that he
had received a report from the Chief Scab
Inspector relating to the matters brought
under the notice of the House, the other
evening, in connexion with the destruction
of sheep near Digby, and that it should
be laid on the table of the House and be
printed.
EIGHT HOURS LABOUR.
Mr. EVERARD remarked that, a short
time ago, the Minister of Lands and the
Minister of Public Works made a promise
to a. deputation which waited upon them
that, in all future contracts for Government works, eight hours should be recognised as a day's labour for working men.
He understood that 350 platelayers on the
Government railways had petitioned the
Minister of Railways that the eight hours'
boon should be extended to them, but that
up to the present time they had received
no reply.
He wished to know what
answer would be given them?

Railway Fares.

Mr. LONGMORE observed that he
could not make any definite reply to the
question until he instituted inquiries, but
he would give the matter careful consideration. He would certainly not stand in
the way of eight hours being the period of
a working man's daily labour. In some
instances, however, persons employed on
the railway had very little to do during
the middle of the day, and, if the eight
hours' system was extended to them, it
would be necessary that some fresh arrangements should be made.
RAILWAY FARES.
Mr. JONES called the attention of the
Minister of Railways to the proposed introduction of lower fares on the Williamstown Railway, on and after the commencement of 1870, and asked whether a similar
reduction of 25 per cent. would be made
on all the other lines, the property of the
Government, at the same time? The
honorable member said that the fares on
the Victorian railways were higher than
the railway fares charged in any other
part of the world; and even if a reduction
of 25 per cent. were made, they would still
be higher than on the English lines. All
the arguments which could be adduced
in favour of a reduction of the fares to
Footscray would apply to a reduction
of the fares to every other station on the
Government lines, because it certainly
could not be contended that it was necessary to reduce the fares to Footscray in
order to prevent persons who lived at
Footscray travelling to Melbourne vit1
Hobson's Bay. He believed that a reduction of the fares on all the lines would
result in vastly increased numbers travelling, with, in all probability, a considerable
gain to the department. He trusted that
a liberal policy in the ·direction indicated
would be pursued by the department at
the commencement of next year.
Mr. LONGMORE intimated that he
had asked for a return as to the passenger
traffic, with the view of considering the
propriety of making an alteration in the
fares, which he had no hesitation in saying
were very high. It must be remembered,
however, that the railways were not paying working expenses and interest on the
cost of their construction; and that the
inhabitants of many parts of the colony
derived little or no advantage from the railways, while they had to contribute heavily
towards their cost. The rate of wages
given to the employes on the railways, the
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cost of water and coals, and indeed everything connected with the maintenance and
management of the lines, was more expensive than in England. The whole subject
demanded carefu I inquiry before a decision
was come to as to any change in the fares.
MRS. P. H. SMITH.
Mr. F. L. S MYTH asked the Chief
Secretary if any provision had been made
on the Estimates of this year in favour of
the widow of the late Peter Henry Smith,
Inspecting Superintendent of Police, or
whether the claim of Mrs. Smith had been
considered by the Government?
Mr. MACPHERSON stated that no
provision had been made on this year's
Estimates for Mrs. P. H. Smith, but the
Government would be prepared to deal
with the case in the same manner in
which the previous Government dealt
with similar cases.
TELEGRAPHIC MESSAGES.
In reply to Mr. EVERARD,
Mr. MACPHERSON said tbat he had
not yet considered the report of the board
appointed to inquire into the truth of
the rumour that the contents of certain
telegrams had been disclosed to persons
outside the Telegraph-office before the
telegrams reached the individuals to whom
they were addressed. It appeared, however, that there was a difficulty in ascertaining who was the offender. If such a
charge could be brought home to any officer
of the department, he should be dealt with
summarily.
Mr. EVERARD remarked that it was
currently reported outside that, according
to the report of the board, there was not
the slightest doubt that the contents of
telegrams had been divulged before they
were known to the persons to whom the
messages were addressed. If such were
the case, he thought that every officer in
the Telegraph department ought to be
dismissed, unless the Government found
out who was the culprit.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr. McKEAN reported that the honorable and learned member for Mandurang
and himself had been unable to agree as to
the form in which the reasons why the
Legislative Assembly had disagreed with
certain amendments made by the Legislative Council in the Land Laws Amendment Bill should be communicated to the
Counci~.
The resolution w4ich he (Mr.
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McKean) suggested was in the following
terms : " That this House disagree with the alterations
made by the Legislative Council in the clauses in
the Land Bill relating to appropriation, on the
ground that such alterations are an infringement
of the privileges of the Legislative Assembly."

The honorable and learned member for
Maudurang wished the resolution to be as
follows : " That this Honse disagree with the alterations
made by the Legislative Council in clauses 2, 19,
and 42 respectively, on the ground that such
alterations in clause 42, and certain of the alterations in clauses 2 and 19, are a violation of the
privileges of the Legislative Assembly." -

He (Mr. McKean) was desirous that the
clauses should not be named specifically,
inasmuch as there was some doubt as to
whether any amendment made by the
Council in clause 19 was an infringement
of the privileges of the Assembly. That
difficulty would be met by referring in
general terms to clauses relating to appropriation. The honorable member concluded by proposing a motion to the effect
that the message to be transmitted to the
Legislative Council should embody the
resolution which he submitted.
Mr. CASEY moved, as an amendment,
that the message should embody his
resolution, instead of that of the Minister
of Lands. The duty which the honorable
gentleman and himself were deputed to
perform was simply to provide the language in which the House should express
its reasons for disagreeing with the amendments made by the Legislative Council in
three clauses on the grounds of privilege.
(" No.") He asked the House whether
clauses 2, 19, and 42 were not disagreed
with on the grounds of pri vilege ?
Mr. McKEAN.-Not clause 19.
Mr. CASEY said he would put it to
the House whether the Minister of Lands
did not move that the amendment in
clause 19, substituting" £1" for "14s."
be disagreed with on the ground of privilege?
Mr. McKEAN remarked that he withdrew that, and voted the other way.
Mr. CASEY was not aware tbat- the
honorable gentleman withdrew the motion.
Mr. FELLO "VS thought that the question was not put in the form stated by
the honorable and learned member for
Mandurang.
Mr. CASEY asked the Speaker what
record had been made on the journals of
the House with reference to the amend~eDts of the Legisl~tive Cou~cil
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SPEAKER.~My impression -and
the minutes bear out my recollectionis: that"the Minister of Lands moved that
the am:endment in clause 19 be disagreed
with, as it was an amendment .affecting the
privileges of. this -House. 1. cannot say,
from memory, whether the same reason
was"expressed in the motion for disagreeing with the immigration clause, bllt it was
perfectly understood that that clause was
disagreed With,-on .the same ground.
Mr. CASEY observed· that if there was
no doubt, according to the minutes of the
proceedings and the recollection of the
Speaker, that certain amendments in
clauses 2; 19, and 42 were-disagreed with,
on the ground that they were infringements of the privileges of the Legislative
Assembly, it seemed to him that the only
duty 'which the Minister of Lands and
himself had to perform was to provide
suitable terms for conveying those reasons
by message to the Legislative Council.
They were not justified in expressing any
personal opinions of their own as to whether
the House, in its wisdom, was right in
disagreeing with an amendment in clause
19 on that ground. It was their duty to
prepare a resolution in such terms as'
would cover all three of the clauses.
_ Mr. MACPHERSON exceedingly regretted .t4at the honorable and learned
member-for Mandurang had taken such a
narrow view of his duty that the result
would be that any resolution which was
now adopted, instead of being unanimous,
would be carried by a division as close
probably as that which took place on the
question. of disagreeing with the amendment made by the Council in clause 19.
No doubt the Minister of Lands, in the
first instance, proposed that that amendment be'disagreed with on the ground that
it was an infringement of the privileges of
the Assembly, but that reason was not
pressed, and many members voted simply
on the merits of the amendment. They
did not yote either because it was or was
not a breach of privilege, but simply as
they considered it desirable or undesirable
to allow' the whole of a selector's rent to
be reckoned as part of the purchase
money~ In drder that there might not be
an unseemly division upon a question involving the rights and privileges of the
Legislative Assembly, he would suggest
that the Minister of Lands and the honorable and learned member' for Mandurang
should endeavour to effect some compromise, and agree upon a resolution in
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-general terms, which would clearly p'oint
out to the other branch of the Legislature
that the Legisla~ive Assembly would' not
permit any interference with its rights,' and
which, by being unanimously adopted by
the House, would have the proper effect.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM said the Minister of Lands undoubtedly moved that the
amendment in clause 19 be disagreed with,
on the ground that it was a violation of
the privileges of the House. The honorable gentleman also stated that he did not
disapprove of the amendment itself, and
that perhaps was the reason why he
voted agaiust his motion. The motion,
however, was taken down by the Clerk at
the time it was made, and it was not
withdrawn. The question, therefore, was
whether the Minister of Lands and the
honorable and learned member for Mandurang would not simply be performing
the duty intrusted to them, and carrying
out the intentions of the House, by expressing the grounds upon which particular amendments in certain clauses had
If the general
been disagreed with.
language suggested by the Minister of
Lands was adopted, the intention of the
House would not be carried out, because
the term " appropriation" would not
cover all the amendments which had been
disagreed with, on the ground that they
infringed the privileges of the House; but
the resolution proposed by the honorable
and learned member for Mandurang would
cover them all.
Mr. MACGREGOR wished the honorable and learned member for Brighton had
expressed an opinion as to whether the
amendment made in clause 19 was a breach
of the privileges of the House. When thA
amendment was discussed, he (Mr. Macgregor) and the honorable and learned
member for St. Kilda (Mr. Fellows) held
that it was not, and a large number of
members voted for the amendment because
they did not consider. that any question of
breach of privilege was involved in it.
The Upper House, by the Constitution
Act, had as much right as the Legislative
Assembly to say at what price the public
lands should be disposed of, though they
had no right to say anything about the
appropriation of the money obtained for
the lands. If the House assented to the
proposition of the Minister of Lands, it
would assign a fictitious ground for disagreeing with .the amendment 'in clause
19, because that amendment was not a
breach of the privileges of the Assembly.
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Mr. FELLOWS said that the only way
to ascertain what 'was -done as to the
amendment in clause 19, was by a reference to the Votes-and Proceedings of
Friday, December 17; but he was informed thaftheywere riot yet in existence
-that they· were in a state of transition,
so to speak. - He would, therefore, suggest that the House should now decide,
by a separate motion, whether it, considered the_ amendment in clause 19 to be
a breach of pdvilege.
Mr. McKEAN intimated that he moved
the motion, that the House disagree with
the amendment in clause 19, on the ground
that it was an infringement of the privileges of the Legislative Assembly, in deference to' the, views of the honorable and
learned member' for Mandurang, who,
having been one of the Crown law officers,
was more conversant with the subject than
Subsequently,
he (Mr. McKeanJ was.
however, after hearing the opinion of the
honorable and 'learned member for St.
Kilda (Mr. Fellows); and the honorable
member for Rodney, he asked the Speaker
whether 'the amendment was a breach of
privilege, 'and the Speaker said that was
a matter -for the -House to' determine.
Mr. EVERARD asked what object
there could be in transmitting to the Legislative Council, either the resolution
proposed by the Minister of Lands, or
that submitted by the honorable and
learned member for Mandurang? It
seemed to him that the House was fighting at shadows, -and losing sight of the
substance. He was not aware that the
Council's amendments in, the Land Bill
were to be considered on Friday, and he
regretted that he was not present on that
occasion. Had he been, he would have
moved that the Bill be laid aside. He
intended to do his utmost to prevent, the
measure becoming law, and, if it did become law, he would endeavour to get some
portions of it repealed: at the earliest possible opportunity.
Mr. BERRY considered that it would
be inconvenient -to send a message to the
Legislative Council, stating that certain
amendments -,were disagreed with on the
ground -that they were a breach of the
privileges of the Legislative Assembly,
unless all the amendments which invaded
the privileges of the House were disagreed
with. He ,did not' think any member
would say-that,the ,three clauses specified
by the honorable and learned member for,
~landurang exhausted all the instances in
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which the Legislative Council had, by its
amendments, invaded the privileges of the
Assembly.
Mr. CASEY admitted that the honorable member for Geelong West (Mr.
Berry) w~s quite right in thinking that
there were other amendments which
might be objected to on the same ground,
but these were the only instances in
which the Hou~e expressed an opinion
that the amendments were a breach of
privilege.
Mr. BERRY said he was not ar~uing
,vhether ,the honorable and learned member's resolution was prepared in accordance with the instructions of the House.
Conceding that it'was, he thought it would
be better to negative both "propositions,
because neither of them dealt exhaustively
with the amendments which involved. a
breach of privilege. As many of the
amendments were rejected in -, ,qlobo, he
thought that it would be more dignified to
send back the Bill to the Legislative
Council with a general message, rather
than with a message referring to some of
the instances in which the amendments
infringed the privileges of the Assembly,
but not-to all.
Mr. DUFFY submitt'ed that'the resolution proposed by the Minister of Lands
was of a general nature, and exactly
answered the case. It stated that the
House rejected a large portion of the
amendments made by the Council, and
such of them as were breaches of privilege were disagreed with on that ground.
The only way to effectually represent what
had been done was by the adoption of a
general message of that character. As the
honorable member for Geelong West
(Mr. Berry) pointed out, the House would
place itself in a false position by specifying
certain violations of its privileges and
leaving others unspecified. As to the
amendment in the] 9th clause, he (Mr.
Duffy) did not regard it as a breach of
privilege.
Mr. WILSON said he voted against the
amendment in clause 19 because he understood it was a breach of privilege.
Mr. Casey's amendment was negatived;
and Mr. McKean's motion was agreed to.
MR. BE~JAMIN
Mr. JONES moved-

SPARGO~

"That there be laid on the table of this House
all the papers in the possession of the Railway department bearing upon a contract entered into for
fencing by Benjamin Spargo,"

Mr. JAMES s.econded the motion.

2628

Scab Act

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. LONGMORE said that search had
been made for the papers and they could
not be found.
Mr. JONES believed that the papers
were in the office of the Engineer-in-Chief.
It was just possible, however, that they
were in the Public Works department.
The motion was agreed to.
WAYS AND MEANS.
The Honse then went into Committee of
Ways and Means.
Mr. COHEN moved" That towards making good the Supply granted
to Her Majesty for the service of the year 1868,
the sum of £44,869 lOs. 7d. be granted out of the
consolidated revenue of Victoria.
cc That towards making good the Supply granted
to Her Majesty for the service of the year 1869,
the sum of £2,426,194 2s. Sd. be granted out of
the consolidated revenue of Victoria."

The resolutions were agreed to.
The House having resumed,
Mr. COHEN moved" That the standing orders regarding the report
of the resolutions from the Committee of Ways
and Means be suspended, to enable the resolutions
to be now reported."

Mr. McCULLOCH said he had no
desire to raise any objection to the motion,
but he wished the Government distinctly
to understand that he should object to the
second reading of the Appropriation Bill
being taken, until the Local Government
Bill, the Municipal Bill, and the Land Bill
had been disposed of.
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the resolutions passed in Committee
of Ways and Means were reported and
adopted.
APPROPRIATION BILL.
Mr. COHEN brought up a Bill "to
apply a sum out of the consolidated revenue to the service of the year 1869, and
to appropriate the Supplies granted in this
session of Parliament," and moved that it
be read a first time.
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read a first time.
SCAB ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
The message of the Legislative Council
intimating that they insisted on all their
amendments in this Bill, with the exception of that in clause 32, was taken into
consideration.
Mr. MACPHERSON proposed that the
amendments providing for the creation of
boards of direction, be agreed to. He made
this proposition because of the closeness of
the division when the question was previously before the House, and also because
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he believed that the Council did not intend
to give way, and that the matter at iSStlC
was of slight consequence compared with
the Bill becoming law without further
delay.
Mr. McCULLOCH hoped the Hou~e
would not agree to the motion. He believed the action of another place would
have been different had not the representative of the Government there given an
assurance that the Assembly was prepared
to agree to what it disagreed with on a
former occasion. That assurance the representative of the Government was not
justified in giving. He was satisfied, from
wl1at had occurred lately in the Western
district, that there was less reason than ever
for the creation of boards, and for the
putting into the hands of a few local men,
the whole control over the stock of a particular district. He thought that a worse
course for a certain section of the community could not be adopted. He considered that the Government ought to be
responsible for carrying out such a measure.
On a former occasion, he said it might
perhaps be desirable to have boards of
advice with whom the Government might
consult; but to take power out of the
hands of the Government, and place it in
the hands of persons who would not be
responsible to this House, and yet might
be able to take such action as would ruin
the people of a particular district, was a
thing which he could not £OJ' a moment
assent to. He believed the House had
now much stronger grounds than ever it
had for resisting these amendments of the
Legislative Council.
The motion was negatived without a
division.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH called attention to the fact that the Council had
re-inserted clause 32, which related to
diseased sheep. But as the amendments
made by the Council, abolishing the distinction between infected and diseased
sheep, hinged on the striking out of that
clause, the Bill, as it stood, was inoperative. He was anxious that the Bill
should be saved, and, if the Chief ~ecrc
tary had no objection, he would endeavour
to ascertain, before the following evening,
what should be done with the measure to
make it workable, and, at the same time,
secure the acceptance of the other House.
After a short discussion, it was agreed
that the further consideration of the
Council's message should be postponed
until the following day.
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ABATTOIRS BILL.
The amendments made by t.he Legislative Council in this Bill were considered
and agreed to.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The amendments made by the Legislative Council in this Bill were taken into
consideration.
An amendment in clause 1, for leaving
out the words providing for the Act
coming into operation on the 1st July,
1869, was agreed to.
Mr. FRAZER took exception to an
amendment made in that part of clause 2
defining the term "law officer," the effect
of the amendment being to provide that
the Minister of Justice should be "a
barrister-at-Iaw of not less than five years'
standing." He submitted that such an
amendment was calculated to override
the decision of the Assembly in the selection of law officers. The Assembly
might have sufficient confidence in the
ability of a gentleman appointed to the
post of Minister of Justice, although he
might have been called to the bar only a
month before.
The amendment was disagreed with.
Mr. MA CPHERSON proposed that
the House agree to the amendment for
the insertion of the following words in
clause 2:" The expression' mines' in section 198 of this
Act shall not include any house, building, or
structure erected upon mining ground, nor any
machinery erected upon mining grounrl, save
machinery used and applied in actual mining purposes and enterprise solely and exclusively by the
owners, lessees, or possessors thereof or their
agents or servants."

Mr. CASEY characterized the amendment as absurd. He should like to know
the meaning of the expression ., mining
ground." There was a judicial interpretation of the word "mines," and the
effect of adopting the amendment would
be to make uncertain that which was
already certain. The language of the
amendment was inartificial and calculated
to lead to litigation.
Mr. MACPHERSON explained that
the Bill contemplated that certain property should be exempt from rates, and,
among other property, mines; but the
object of the amendment was that property
on mining ground-an expression which
commended itself to his intelligence-not
connected with the mine, nor necessary for
mining purposes, should be liable to rates.
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Mr. FRAZER said he was at a loss to
understand why a shed or other building
put up for the purpose of protecting
mining machinery should be rated any
more than the machinery. It really Wit':!
part of the machinery.
M r. BAYLES approved of the amendment. He did not see why the mining community should be exempt from rates any
more than any other section of the population, and particularly after the manner
in which they had been favoured by legislation.
i Mr. KITTO said there was a great difference between erecting machinery for a
business, the profits of which could be calculated to a nicety, and erecting machinery to search for that which might not
exist. In nine cases out of ten, persons
engaged in gold mining might expend the
-whole of their capital and get no returns.
If any industry of the country required
fostering it was that of mining, which had
made the colony what it was.
The amendment, having been amendecl
by the insertion, after the word "machinery," of the words" and buildings connected therewith," was agreed to.
The formal amendments made in cl:wses
3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 13, and 14, were agreed to.
Mr. MACPHERSON called attention
to the amendments in clause 7, wllich
would have the effect of keeping road
boards in existence, and of precluding a
road district from becoming a shire, unlef;s
it had an income of at least £1,000. HH
approved of the amendments on economical
principles. He did not think it desirHble t.o
encourage the remaining separate of small
local bodies, because they spent almost all
their income on officers, and then came
down on the Government for assistance.
Mr. LOBB objected to the amemlnll'nts.
To his knowledge there were mRlly local
bodies whose rates would not amount to
£1,000 per annum for many years to come,
but he thought that was no reason why
they should be placed in a worse position
than other local bodies.
l\lr. FRAZER considered the amendments should be rejected if only as a
matter of respect to the select commit.tee
of the Assembly that considered the question, and unanimously came to the conclusion that there should be no road districts
in future-only shires. At present the
only difference between shires and road
districts was that the fees for certain
licences issued in the former went into
the local revenQes, whereas the fees j01'
I
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licences in road districts went into the
general revenue. But he did not see why
this distinction should be preserved merely
because, owing to scattered population or
limit, of territory, a certain amount per
annum could not be raised from rates.
The amendments upset a fundamental
principfe of the Bill.
The amendments in clause 7 were disagreed with, as were all the subsequent
amendments'bearing on the same subject.
The amendments in clauses 23, 28, 30,
45, 48, and 55 were agreed to.
The 'House disagreed with amendments
in clause 57, altering the voting power of
the ratepayers to the following scale : less than £25, one vote; £25 and less than
£50, two votes; £50 and less than £75,
three votes; £75 and upwards, four votes;
but assented to the amendment substituting the words "net annual value" for
" rateable value." '
The amendments in clauses 69, 70, 89,
126,155,159,166,171, 172, 174,176,
177, 178, ] 79, 201, and 209, were agreed
to.
Some of the amendments in clause 210,
relating to existing valuations were agreed
to, and others wete' disagreed with. . .
The amendIiit:mts in clauses 218, 234,
238, 241, 242,' 2'44;1246, 255, 258, 276,
299, and 305 were 'agreed to.
The amendment for inserting in the list
of exemptions' from toll (contained in
clause 324) the words "'or any member of
either House of Parliament, or of or from
any police magistrate 01' warden when on
duty," was agreed to.
Mr. :VIACPHER'SON moved that the
Assembly disagree with the amendment for
omitting the last 'proviso of clause 324, as
follows :Ie Pro vided, further, that no toll shall be demanded or levied under this Act on and after the
1st day of January, 187.2."

The House dividedAyes
No~

Majority in favour of the}
Council's amendment
Mr. Blair,
" Bowman,
" Burrowes,
" Burtt,
" Casey,
" Cohen,
" T. Cope,
" Crews,
" Davies,
" Kerferd,
" Longmore,
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Mr. McDonnell,
Macpherson,
" McCaw,
" McKenna,
" Plummer;
" G. Paton Smith,
" G. V. Smith,
" Sulliv.an.
Tellers.
Mr. Bates,
;, Lobb.
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Mr. Bayles,
" Butters,
" Cunningham,'
" Dyte,
" .Farrel~,
" Frazer,
" Hanria,
" Higinbotham, .
" Jones,
" Mason,
" McLellan,
" Richardson,

Mr. Russell,
" J, T. Smith,
" F. L. Smyth,
" Stutt,
" Thomas,
" Watkins,
,,' .Wilson,
" Witt.

Tellers.
Mr. Vale,
' " Whiteman.,

The amendments in clauses 340, 341,
345, 346, 357, 358, 360, 361, 364, and
367, and in the 13th, 14th, and. 15th
,
schedules, were agreed to.. .
The remaining amendments (with one
or two exceptions) were disagreed with.
l\iUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS LAW
AMENDMENT ,BILL.
'
The House considered the amendments
made by the Legislative Council in this

Bill.
The amendment in clause. 2, to insert
after the word " Justice" the words
"being a barrister of not less than five
years' standing," was disagreed with.
, On the amendment in clause 2 that the
following new par~g~aph be ,inserted :~
"The expression e mines' in section 218, shall
not include any house, building, or structure,
erected upon mining ground, nor any machinery
erected upon mining ground, save machinery used
and applied in actual mining pnrposes and enterprise, solely and exclusively by the owners, lessees,
or possessors thereof, or their agents or servants,"

Mr. MACPHERSON moved that this
amendment· be agreed' with, ,with the ad;.
dition of the words "and ,buildings con;'
neeted therewith" after the :words "sfl,ve
machinery."
The motion was agreed to..
The amendments disagreed to were:In clause 7, a proviso that the yearly
income of rates derivable to boroughs
constituted by union should not :be less
than £1,000, based ·upon a'rate not exceeding 1s. in the pound, and that the
powers conferred on. the Governor by this
clause should be exercised on pe#tion of
the ratepayers; in clause 47., altering the
voting power of the ratepayers; in clause
115, limiting the power to grant allowances
to mayors to those borough councils whose
incomes shall not be less than £ 10,000 ;
in clause 118, declaring that the mayor
shall be a justice of~ the peace of the
district of general sessions .withinwhieh
the· borough of which ,he ~ is mayor is
situated; • in clause' 147, 'inserting' :after
the words declaring that collectors of j·n.tes
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shall withIn a specified tim~ pay over
moneys and make returns, the' words
"unless by special permission of the
council," and also declaring that the collectors shall at the same time deliver to
the treasurer a statement of persons paying
rates, and the blocks of the receipts given
to the ratepayers to be initialed by the
treasurer; and in clause 20!), which provides for the valuation of rateable property,
the insertion of words for the publication
and inspection of such valuation.
On the motion of Mr. MACPHERSON,
an amendment in clause 251, fixing the
maximum amount of the special and
general rates taken together, in any
borough, at " 2s. 6d." in the pound of the
assessment of the rateable property, instead of "3s.," was agreed to.
An amendment in the same clause reducing the maximum amount of a special
rate from" 1s." in the pound to "6d." was
disagreed with.
All the other amendments were agreed
'to, except an amendment in clause 350,
reducing the maximum amount of a water
rate to be levied by any borough from
" Is." in the pound to "6d.," which was
disagreed with.
It
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evening, after the House had gone into
committee on the Appropriation Bill pro
forma, . to the order of the day for the
discussion of the resolutions regarding
England and her colonies.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM thereupon wiLh.
drew a motion of which he had given
notice, to the effect that the discussion
of the resolutions should have precedence
of all other business next evening.
THE LATE MR. FOOTT, M.L.A.
Mr. RICHARDSON movedc, That this House will, to-morrow, resolve itself
into a committee of the whole to consider the prb~
priety of presenting an address to His Excellency
the Governor, praying that a sum of £750 maybe
placed on an Additional Estimate for 1869 for
the family of the late Mr. Nicholas Foott."

He hoped the Chief Secretary would offer
no opposition to the motion, and, when
the House went into committee, he would
be prepared to stat.e his reasons for asking
that a sum of £750 should be voted for
the late Mr. Foott.
Mr. HANNA seconded the motion.
Mr. MACPHERSON said that the
House could not resolve itself into a Committee of Supply again this session, but it
was very desirable that it should express
CUSTOMS FRAUDS.
its opinion on the motion of the honorable
member for <;j-eelong East (Mr. RichardMr. ROLFE moved" That, in the opinion of this House; all cases of son), in order that, if it were the wish of
the House, the Government should place
evasion in the payment of duty, in connexion
with the Customs department, be in future re- a sum of money on next year's Estimatl'1';
ported to this House, with all particulars and for the benefit of the family of the lal ~J
names of persons so dealt with by the department ; such cases to be published in the Melbourne Mr. Foott. He thought that this was n.
peculiar description of charity which
daily papers once a month."
should not originate with the Government,
Mr. CAREY seconded the motion.
Mr. DYTE thought that it would be but with some member who knew the
sufficient to lay the information on the family and the circumstances of the case.
table of the House, and that it was not He had always been opposed to such votef'l,
necessary to incur the expense of adver- but, if the House thought fit to direct
that a sum of money should be placed 011
tising.
Mr. CO HEN also thought it unnecessary the Estimates for the benefit of the
to expend money in ad vertiAing the in- family of any of its deceased members,
of course the Government would be
formation.
Mr. VALE rema,rked that, unless all ready to carry out the wish of the House.
Mr. FRANCIS observed that he must
the cases to which the motion referred
enter his protest against this species of
wer~ advertised, there was no guarantee
that" publicity would be given to them, charity unless it could be shown that the
becuuse the papers might not publish Member of Parliament on behalf of whose
family it was proposed to make the grant
some of them as news.
had rendered services beyond the ordinary
The motion was agreed to.
duties of a Member of Parliament. He
THE IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT
could not approve of this peculiar way of
AND THE COLONIES.
payment of members. If it was adopted
In reply to Mr. HIGINBOTHAM,
as a general principle that, when a MemMr. MACPHERSON consented to pre- ber of Parliament died, the State should
cedence being given on the following grant a sum of money fo1' the benefit 0['
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his family, an inducement would be held
out to members not to make proper provision for those who were dependent upon
them. He was altogether opposed to such
grants unless, perhaps, in such exceptional
cases as that of the late Mr. Heales, whose
public services were of an arduous and
distinguished character. Beyond the fact
that the late Mr. Foott was for several
years a member of the House, a,nd that he
gave an average attendance to his duties,
he (Mr. Francis) was not aware that the
deceased gentleman's family had any claim
on the benevolence of the State. The
sooner the practice of making grants
to the family of deceased Members of
Parliament, which had sprung up of late
years, was either recognised as an inevitable necessity or suppressed, the better
for the country and for those who had
charge lIf its finances.
Mr. VALE approved of the principle of
recognising, in the way this motion contemplated, the services which a Member
of Parliament rendered to the country.
He thought that, when an honorable
member died, some slight consideration
should be extended by the State to those
who were dependent upon him for their
means of support, if he left them in destitute circumstances. He did not believe
that any member was likely to leave his
family unprovided simply in order that
the House might be induced to vote a sum
of money for them. As to the present
case, it was only necessary to say that the
late Mr. Foott was for nine years a member of the House, that his private interests
suffered in consequence of his attention to
his public duties, and that his children
were left almost destitute. In one respect
the children of the late Mr. Foott had a
claim upon the consideration of the House
which the widow and family of the late
Mr. Heales had not, because Mr. Heales
was only in Parliament five years, .and
during a large portion of the time he
occupied an office of profit under the
Crown. He had great pleasure in supporting the motion, on the understanding
that the money was to be voted for the
"children" of the late Mr. Foott.
Mr. BURTT thought that it was not in
the nature of the honorable member for
Richmond (Mr. Francis) to oppose the vote,
with the knowledge of the fact that the
late Mr. Foott's children were left destitute. Let the honorable member, if he
liked, table a motion to the effect that., in
future, snch grants woul(l not be mnde.

Oxley Petty Sessions.

Mr. FRAZER supported the motion,
and said that a more honest, consistent,
and honorable politician than the late Mr.
Foott never entered the House. He left
his own farm, and neglected his private
interests, in order to attend to his legislative duties, and the consequence was that
his children were now totally unprovided
for. After the expression of the feeling
of the House, the Government would be
justified in promising that £750 should be
placed on next year's Estimates for the
children of the late Mr. Foott, and with
that understanding the motion might now
be withdrawn.
Mr. COHEN intimated that, after the
expression of the opinion of the House,
the Government would place the amount
on the Estimates for next year.
.
The motion was then withdrawn.
RAILWAY WORKSHOPS.
Mr. HANNA withdrew a motion of
which he had given notice for taking into
consideration the report of the board appointed to inquire into the conduct and
management of the Williamstown workshops. The honorable member explained
that he withdrew the motion because the
Minister of Railways had promised that
the whole matter should receive his careful
attention.
OXLEY PETTY SESSIONS.
Mr. WITT moved" That there be laid upon the table of this House
all papers and correspondence relative to the appointment of the Cross-roads at Oxley as a place
for the holding of a court of petty sessions."

The motion was agreed to.
PNEUMATIC RAILWAY.
Mr. T. COPE moved" That this House will, to-morrow, resolve itself
into a committee of the whole to consider the propriety of presenting an address to His Exeellency
the Governor requesting him to place the sum of
£1,000 on an Additional Estimate for 1869, for the
purpose of practically testing the principle of Frazelle's Pneumatic ~teel Suspension Railway upon
one of the lines already constructed."

The honorable member said that Mr.
Frazelle exhibited his plans and was examined before the select committee which
recently sat to inquire into the subject of
railway 9onstruction. He believed that
one member of the committee intended to
move that £1,000 should he placed on the
Estimates for the purpose of testing the
principle of Mr. Frazelle's pneumatic railway system, and he was not in a position
to st.ate t.he reason why th~t illtention had

Pneumatic RaiZwdy.
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been abandoned. As additional railways
were about to be made in the colony, and
8S economy was, or ought to be, the order
of the day, it was important that the new
lines should be constructed as cheaply as
possible. He was credibly informed that
a railway on Mr. Frazelle's principle, including rolling stock, could be obtained for
£5,000 or £6,000 per mile. As the length
of the North-eastern Railway would be
186 miles, a reduction of only £600 per
mile in the cost of constructing that line .
would save a gross sum of nearly £120,000.
He was also credibly informed that a very
large amount might be sa.ved in the cost of
maintenance and working expenses if Mr.
Frazelle's principle was adopted.
He,
therefore, thought it exceedingly desirable
that the principle should be tested, and
that £ 1,000 devoted to that purpose would
be money well expended.
Mr. BURTT seconded the motion.
Mr. LONGMORE said it was too late
to place any further sum of money on the
Estimates this year. He therefore asked
the honorable member for Normanby to
withdraw the motion.
Mr. E. COPE expressed surprise at the
Minister of Railways stating that it was
too late to place a sum of money on the
Estimates for the purpose of testing this
principle, when a large expenditure was
about to be incurred in constructing a new
line of railway. If the statement of the
honorable member for Normanby was
correct, that £120,000 would be saved if
the railway was constructed on Mr. Frazelle's system, £1,000 would be very well
laid out in testing the principle.
Mr. COHEN remarked tha.t £1,000
might be well expended for the purpose
referred to in the motion, but it was not the
intention of the Government to bring down
any further Estimates this year.
Mr. HANNA considered it the duty of
the Government to encourage inventions
of this character. He had inspected a
model intended to illustrate the merits of
Mr. Frazelle's system, but it was impossi ole to fairly test the principle on such a
Rman scale. He believed, however, that,
if the invention was not applicable for
railway construction, it might be useful
for some other purpose; and therefore
he was desirous of seeing it fairly tried.
Mr. JONES observed that, if it were
the desire of the Government to comply
with the request of the honorable member
for N ormanby, they could do 80 by inserting
un item of £1,000 for that purpose in the
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railway loan estimate to be submitted
before the close of the session. The
scheme, however, appeared to be a visionary one. If such a line were made, he
believed that very few people woulil be
daring enough to travel on it, and possibly
those who tried the experiment would
never have the chance of doing so again.
It would be making an altogether improper use of the public money to expend any
sum for the purpose contemplated in the
motion, and· therefore he trusted that the
honorable member for Normanby would
not be encouraged to bring forward the
subject at any future time .
. Mr. BAYLES said he understood that
the Railway Construction Committee were
of opinion that the principle of Frazelle's
pneumatic railway was perfectly visionary.
One member of the committee thought it
might be of use for some other purpose
than a rail way.
Mr. McLELLAN regretted that great
difficulties beset the path of inventors in
this country. The House sneered at the
principle of the invention which was now
brought under its notice simply because
scarcely a member possessed the scientific
knowledge necessary to enable him to
express an opinion upon its merits. He
was Ratisfied that the principle was worth
trying, and he would be prepared to vote
that a sum of money should be granted in
order to have it fairly tested. In England
inventors received every assistance, in
order that their projects might, if possible,
be brought into practical use; but in this
country men who expended their time and
money upon new inventions, which they
believed were calculated to benefit the community, were discouraged by the apathy
and indifference of those from whom they
had a right to expect countenance and
support. This was the case whether the
invention was a new break for railway
carriage, a novel system of railway constrnction, or anything else.
Mr. T. COPE said he would withdraw
the motion, on the understanding that the
question might be again brought forward
next session.
The motion was withdrawn.
WORKMEN'S LIEN BILL.
Mr . MACKAY moved for leave to bring
in a Bill "to give persons who have
bestowed labour upon property a lien for
the work for which they have not been
paid." The honorable member said that
notice of his motion had been on the paper
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for a long time, and he expected that the
late Government would have taken up a
matter which so immediately affected the
interests of the working classes, because
such a measure ought not to be left in the
hands of a private member. This was
not the first time that the attention of the
House had been called to the desirability of
passing a Bill of this kind. The question
was brought forward seven or eight years
ago by Mr. Barton and Mr. Stephen, and a
measure was subsequently introduced by
the late Mr. Don, to secure to workmen a
lien on their labour, which was passed by
the Assembly and sent to the Upper
House. He now simply desired to obtain
leave to introduce a Bill, to have it read
a first time, and. to allow it to remain
on the table until next session, because
he did not think it was desirable to push
forward the measure at this late period
of the present session. Times out of
number workmen had been swindled
by contractors, who, having received the
money for their contracts, had suddenly
gone away from the colony, leaving the
workmen and their families in distress.
Many such cases had come under his own
Equity demanded that a
observation.
certain amount of protection should be
given to· workmen against dishonest contractors, and the Government had so far
recognised .the principle that they would
not pay a contractor the amount due to
him unless he signed a document to the
effect that he had satisfied all the claims
upon the property for which he was to
receive the money. He (Mr. Mackay)
desired that this principle, which was
founded in equity, should be carried into
law, and applied to all c·ontractors. He
had had conversations with several employers of labour, who undertook large
building contract.s, and he had not heard
from them any expressions of opinion
adverse to the object of the Bill. On the
contrary, they had repeatedly assured him
that they would only be too glad to see
workmen protected against dishonest contractors, who neglected to pay their men
the wages due to them. A measure which
had worked well in America and California could scarcely fail to be attended
with successful results in this country.
He might mention that the Bill had
been prepared by the honorable and
learned member for Belfast, who had
given the matter great consideration.
The honorable and learned member had
dra'tted the measure so as not to affect
Mr. Maclca.!J.
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the laws of property as understood
by English lawyers. Between English
and American lawyers there was some
difference as to the exact nature of the
rights of property-rights which many
English lawyers seemed to think would be
affected by a Bill of this character. The
measure which hft desired to introduce
would enable a workman to go before a
police-court, and apply fo~ a certificate
that certain work had been done by him
for which he had not obtained payment
from the contractor, and on obtaining such
a certificate, he could serve a copy of it on
the person employing the contractor, who
would then be authorized to pay the sum
due to the workman out of the money payable on account of the contract. If the
employer afterwards paid the contractor,
and not the workman, he would do so with
his eyes open, and with the knowledge of
the fact that his own property would be
liable to make good the money due to the
workman. He believed that the measure
would not affect the rights of property
in any unfair manner, and that, while
seeking to protect workmen, precautions
were taken to guard against any injustice
being done to employers or to property
owners.
Mr. MACGREGOR observed that the
principle of the Bill was one which the
House had assented to on several occasions, and therefore it was not necessary
that time should now be oc.cupied in discussing it. A similar measure·was introduced some years ago by the late Mr. Don,
and also, he believed, by Mr. Barton.
Nothing had occurred during the time
which had since elapsed to change the
opinion which honorable members then
entertained on the question. There could
be no doubt that a workman who expended
labour on a particular kind of work was
entitled to be protected by having a lien
Oll that work for payment of the wages
due to him; in fact he ought to have all
reasonable protection. to enable him to
obtain payment of his just claims. On
the other hand, owners of property would
be amply protected by notice being required to be given them of any claims
which the workmen had against contractors.
Mr. BURTT supported the motion,
believing that a Bill of the character
which it was intended to introduce would
be of great advantage to working men.
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was brought in and read a fir~t 'time.

RailwayFares.
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RAILWAY FARES.
Mr., JONES rnoved" That, in the opinion of this House, it is expedient to lower the. fares for railway travelling to
2!d. per mile for first class; 1!d, p~r mile for
second class; 1d. per mile for third class ; and to
convey all classes of travellers by every regular
;
passenger train~"

He thought 'it' ~as generally admitted that
if any bran~h of traffic was to be encourag'ed it must be by lowering fares,
and not by making high and impracticable
charges. He was sure that, if the rates
which he proposed were adopted, the
Government lines 'would pay a great deal
better than at present.' Any scheme for
the proper 'management of the railways
shoqld iriduqe the ,giving ,to:;tI1 the inhabi~
tarits of the colony of such advantages as
would,induce them to travel. :He knew
that, at certain periods"there was travelling f!,t exceptionally low rates-at excursion fares;' but he wanted to see the lines
made usef1l1 during the major portidn of the
year. :It was well'known that the' morning ,trai~s from Ballarat and Sandhurst
started with about one-tenth the number
of passengers they could carry. Now that
was absolute waste of carriage-room, coal,
and aU the essentials .for working the railway~absolute waste of everything but
red tape. He believed that, if the' passenger rates Were reduced one-'third, the
number of travellers would be increased
by two~thirds~ The Minister of Railways
might ask why he, (Mr. Jones), When in
office; did riot lower the rates to the extent
suggested? It was 'liis intention, had he
continued in office; to have reduced the
rates, and he was satisfied that, if he had
done so, the general public would have
been with him, and' 'the Treasury 'would
eventually have 'approved of such an
alteration. He was' certain that the railways could not be pl:operly worked unless
the rates were lowered. At present, VictOrIanrates 'were nearly 'one-third' higher
than those of En'gland. His"motion was
for reducing them to' English rates; and
then they would be twice as dear as those
charg~d in: the United States and Canada,
and com!iderably more than twice the price
charged in Belgium, where railways were
worked'better, with greater econoruy, and
with larger profit than railways' in' any
other pal't of the world. True, wages
were lower in Belgium than in Yictoria,
bU,t. the difference was, not so great as
that "repl'ese~ted 'petween l';od. and 2~d.
per mHe: He" trusted 'the Minister- of
',,:,
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Railways would giv~ some assurance
that a reduction 6f fares w0t;lld: ~hortly
be made" so that the ',~ g~ner'~l.~, public
mii~ht' b~ 'enabled to' part.icip~~~, more
largely than they had hithertO'·· done in
advantages for wl:i.ic~·"thei"had' 'Rai,d so
dearly.'
I,. .
.,'
'Mr. MeCAW, in s'ecoftding: 't~e Ihotion,
said he thouglit that wJ::tittever, Government m.ight. be in~ Row~r ''Y0~1d. h~ve to
take thIS matter mto conSIderation; He
believed that, owihgto the railway rates,
ther~' was considerable I competltion1 in
some parts of t~~' ~huntty, betWeen the
road and the railway. For instance, 'there
was a'· coach and t11ere were~aggons
running between Geelong and Ba~.1arat.
Again, in' parts '<;If' the country where
there were no rail ways, passengers and
goods were conveyed at much lower rates
than they were' conveyed by l:ailway.
For'instance, flour and wheat could be
brought from Wangarat'ta to Melbourne,
a distance of 175 miles, 'at 408., pet:' ton;
but they were not conveyed a' similar
distance by rail way for less than 60s. per
ton. He tHought the Government, made
a great mistake in not buying up the
suburban lines when they were in the
market. ,Had they done 'so~ the competition on the Williamstown line, which
had been carried oil so long at a loss,
would have been saved.
Mr. LONGMORE 'denied the statement of the honorable member for East
Bourke (Mr. McCaw), that flour and
wheat were carried at lower rates by
waggon than by railway. Why flour and
wheat were brought from Ballarat at £1
per ton. As to the motion of the honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
Jones), it was all very well for the honorable gentleman to rise in his place, and
say he was quite sure the country would
benefit by a certain thing heing done.
But something more than mere a:,surance
was wanted. If the rates were lowered
as proposed, and no increase of traffic
followed, there would be a loss to the
country of between £30,000 and £40,000
per year. (Mr. J ones-" £25,000.") More
than that. It should also be remembered
that, at those periods of the year when
the public were expected to travel in
large numbers, they could do so at rates
very much below those now proposed.
At those times, the department encouraged
travelling by every possible means. He
might mention that, at present, passengers
were actually carried at a loss; tlie profits
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TIle Puhlic Account.

NOES.
:msmg from the railway lines, whatever
Mr. Macgregor,
Mr. Bates,
they were, accrued from goods. But there
" Macpherson,
" Bayles,
were several things to be taken into con" Mason,
" Bourke,
S deration.
The wages of workmen on
" McKenna,
" Butters,
Victorian lines were much higher than
" Russell,
" Cohen,
" G. V. Smith,
" E. Cope,
those of similar workmen at home, and
" J. T. Smith,
" Cunningham,
yet the fares on lines at home, where there
" F. L. Smyth,
" Davies,
was no direct competition, approximated
" Thomas,
" Francis,
mOl'e nearly to the rates charged on the
" Frazer,
" Vale,
" Whiteman.
" Kitto,
Victorian lines than the honorable member
Tellers.
" Lobb,
for Ballarat West was aware of. He was
Mr. Hanna,
" Longmore,
fa vorable to the issue of excursion tickets
" McLellan.
" McDonnell,
when the public might be expected to
THE PUBLIC ACCOL"NT.
travel in large numbers; but he thought
Mr. McKENNA movedthe department had proceeded under a
false system in issuing return tickets,
"That there be laid on the table of this House
seeing that there was no competition. He a return of the weekly balances of the public and
should give the matter the most careful departmeutal accounts in each of the banks, and of
the rate and amount of interest received from each
consideration, and if he found, as he bank for and during the year ending 30th June
believed he would, that some reduction last, specifying the several accounts, and the banks
could be made, a reduction should take at which they are and were kept."
place accordingly.
On a recent occasion, he asked the Chief'
Mr. JONES .said if the Minister of Secretary what interest was allowed by the
Railways would also undertake that third- banks on the public account. The reply
class passengers should be relieved from was that it did not exceed 2 per cent.,
the absurd limitation to which they were but the honorable gentleman added that,
subjected, of being allowed to travel in one particular instance of an account,
only by one train per day-a train probably a departmental one, being transwhich took six and a half hours to do ferred from one bank to another, the
a journey performed by an ordinary train interest paid by the bank to which it was
in four hours-he would withdraw the transferred wa.s 4 per cent. The Chief
Secretary did not state whether the bank
motion.
Mr, LONGMORE observed that first which gave this increased interest was one
and second class passengers were con- of the associated banks. If it was, it
veyed by the same train that took the seemed strange that the other associated
third-class passengers, and therefore, he banks did not give increased interest also.
thought, the latter had not much to com- If it was not, he thought no time should
be lost in transferring other accounts. He
.
plain of.
Mr. JONES remarked that he could had no means of knowing the amount of
not withdraw his motion on the mere the balances, but he heard that, at present,
representation that· first and second there were in the banks about £700,000
dass passengers might be subjected to helonging to the State, on which only 2
t he same disabilities as third-class pas- per cent. interest was paid. That would
only be £14,000 per annum. And yet if
sengers.
Mr. LONGMORE said that the con- the banks let out that amount of money
veyance of third-class passengers was, so they would obtain (at 8 per cent.) £56,000.
far, only an experiment. He should Thus the banks had a nice subsidy of
require to see something more of its £42,000 per annum. Scarcely less than
operation before he gave any promise on £200,000 or £300,000 was lying at one
time in the banks to the credit of the
the subject.
Government, and certainly the disparity
The House dividedbetween the amount which they paid and
ilyes
7
that which they exacted, in the shape of
Noes
27
interest, was very great.
Mr. MACGREGOR seconded the
Majority against the motion 20
motion.
AYES.
Mr. COHEN said there was no objecMr. Stutt.
Mr. Burtt,
tion to furnish the return. Of course
Tellers.
" T. Cope,
the accounts would speak for themselves.
Mr. Jones,
,. Dyte,
But he might mention that money standing
" Richardson,
" McCaw.

Land Laws
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to the credit of the Government could
not be used by the banks, because it was
at call.
The motion was agreed to.
WESTERN RAILWAY.
Mr. RUSSELL moved., That, in the opinion of this House, proper
surveys of all the pl'Oposed railway routes to the
westward, including the one branching from the
main line at or near Meredith, should be made,
and correct statistics of the population and industries adjoining such proposed lines taken, before
any route for the line of railway to the Western
dictrict is definitely fixed."

Mr. LOBB seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
HAMILTON REVENUE.
Mr. T. COPE moved" That there be laid upon the table of this House
n return showing the amount of money received
by the Government from Hamilton, from all
sources, up to the present time."

Mr. BUTTERS seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
Mr. WHITEMAN called attention to
the fact that there was not a quorum
present.
In the absence of a quorum, the House
was counted out, at five minutes past ten
o'clock.

LEGISLATIVE OOUNOIL.
Wednesday, December 22, 1869.
Public Library and Museum Bill-Land Laws Amendment
Bill-Municipal Corporations Law Amendment BillLocal Government Act Amendment Bill - Scab Act
It. mendment Bill.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at
twenty-eight minutes past four o'clock p.m.,
and read the prayer.
I>UBLIC LIBRARY AND MUSEUM
BILL.
On the motion of the Hon. C. J.
JENNER, this Bill was read a third time
and passed.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
This Bill was returned from the Legislative Assembly, with a message to the
effect that they had agl'eed to some of the
amendments made in it; that they had
disagreed with the alterations made in the
clauses relating to appropriation, on the
ground that such alterations were an infringement of the privileges of the Legislative Assembly; that they had disagreed
VOL. vu.-8 S
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to others of the amendments, and had
agreed to two with amendments.
The Hon. C. J .•JENNER desired that
the message of the Legislative Assembly
should be now taken into consideration, in
order that honorable members might have
an opportunity of expressing an opinion as
to whether it was desirable that the House
should insist upon its amendments or not.
For his own part, he thought it was matter
of d~ep regret that the other branch of the
Legislature had not received the amendments made by the Council in the spirit
in which they had been introdnced. No
political feeling had been displayed by the
Council, and he was sure that if the
Legislative Assembly had received the
amendments in the same spirit in which
they had been made, not only he but other
honorable members would have done all
in their power to secure for the measure a
speedy passage into law. It was right for
him to say that the Council should not be
deterred from what it considered to be its
plain dnty, in legislating for the general
good of the community, by any act of intimidation from another quarter; that, in
fact, it should take no notice of the abuse
it might receive for adhering to that
conrse. With regard to the protest which
had been conveyed in the message received
from another place, intimating that the
privileges of the Legislative Assembly
had been infringed by amendments inserted by the Council, he would say that
it appeared to him to be totally uncalled
for, and that it looked very much like
throwing out a challenge to :fight when
the other House had no weapons to fight
with and must be defeated. However, it
was a very important Bill, and he would
wish that the amendments be taken into
consideration seriatim. It was hi8 intention to move that the House do not insist
upon nearly the whole of them.
The Hon. J. McCRAE seconded the
motion, although he was sorry to hear
Mr. Jenner say what he had with reference to the attitude assumed by the
Legislative Assembly. He did not believe that that branch of the Legislature
had any intention of either abusing or
insulting the Council.
Mr. JENNER.-It looks nncommonly
like it.
Mr. McCRAE remarked that the other
House appeared to consider that, in the
action taken by the Council with respect
to these amendments, its privileges had
been infringed, and, if they did think so,

2638

Land Laws

[COUNCIL.]

Amendment Bill.

they had a perfect right to resent it. to bring about the harmony that had been
The first important amendment with so much talked -about. That, which was
regard to the Bill was moved in another the only legitimate course, was the one
place by Mr. Jenner's own colleague, 1he adopted in the mother country. He,
Chief Secretary. (An Honorable Mem- therefore, hoped honorable members would
ber-" It was his duty to do so.") But consent to proceed with the consideration of
was it to be said that he was actuated by the amendments seriatim, and that they
any such feeling as that which had been would be freely and openly discussed upon
spoken of?
their merits. There could be no reason
Mr. JEN~ER.-He moved it in a why they should be fettered in dealing
proper spirit.
with a subject of such large importance;
Mr. McCRAE said that all the amend- and if it were done he had no fear of the
ments were dealt with in a proper spirit. consequences, because the public spirit of
Hewas sorry to see Mr. Jenner throw down the country was sufficient to keep the two
the apple of discord. The breach between branches of the Legislature in harmonious
the two branches of the Legislature was relationship.
quite wide enough already, and it should
The motion was agreed to.
be the duty of honorable members to do
Mr .•JENNER moved that the Council
all in their power to heal or lessen rather do not insist on its amendment to insert
than make it still wider, as such state- in clause 1 (showing the parts into which
ments as those just made were calculated the Bill was divided), "Part 6-Deterto do.
mination of disputes regarding Crown
The Hon. J. O'SHANASSY supported lands." He did so with a view of testing
the motion, and although he quite agreed the feeling of honorable members on the
, with the assertion that, in the discharge of ,question, and he wished the House to
its public duties, the House should not understand that, in his belief, the other
allow itself to be moved by sentiment Chamber would not give way on the point.
either one way or the other-either of
The Hon. W. HIGHETI' moved, as an
finger or of joy-he felt that when the amendment, that the HOllse do insist upon
Legislature dealt with any question of the amendment.
He was prepared to
public importance it was necessary that it give way to a great extent, but certainly
should discharge its functions as 9. pll bHc not to the extent of giving the arbitrary
hody and put forth its views pu blic1y in powers contemplated by' the Bill as origidefence of its action. That being so, it nally framed to the Minister of LandR.
was very improper to attribute motives to He would give way with respect to any
a deliberative chamber in the discharge of clauses in which it was supposed that the
its functions, and to assume insult was amendments of the Council had infringed
utterly uncalled for and unjustifiable. It the privileges of the Legislative Assembly.
was most unfortunate that in this country
Mr. ,O'SHANASSY seconded the
one branch of the Legislature appeared to amendment of Mr. Highett. The reason
be unable to assert its rights without ,the why the amendment of the Council was
cry being heard - " Oh 1 you are going to received with coldness in another place
place the two Houses in a po~ition of was that it struck at the root of the corantagonism towards each other."
He rupt practices that had for so long a
believed that to be the utterest old-woman's time been, manifestly in the opinion of the
talk; for what earthly use was there in public, exercised in the department. It
having two Chambers of representatives had been deemed necessary, just at t}le
composed of men not only holding, but very time that the Legislative Assembly
representing the most diverse political were complaining of their privileges having
views, if the whole object of legislation been invaded by the Council, to infringe
under such a system 'was to be defeated the prerogative of the Crown, by the
by one House taking care not to do or say appointment of a royal commission to
it single thing until thoy had ascertained inquire into this very matter, and accomwhat 'were, in respect of it, the views and plish the very object which it was the end
intentions of the other House? The very of this amendment to attain. That was
essence of the system was that, in the two the outcome of the whole question. The
'Chambers, honorable members should ex- services of professional gentlemen, suitable
press their deliberate convictions fearlessly to act on that commission, conld not be
and conscientiously, and, lut\'ing done so, Recured, at the very least, under £10 a
it became competent for them by conference day each. In addition to that there would
I
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be the secretary, clerk, shorthand writer,
&c., and the cost of the investigation
would not, according to his calculation, be
less than £12,000. What was the use of
these continual inquiries into the working
of the Lands department, and what would
be the result of the labours of this costly
commission? If it was just and proper
to grant it for the one purpose, it was
equally right that similar commissions
should be appointed to inquire into the
wor king of the Customs department, the
Hailway department, the Attorney-General's department, and other branches of
the service; and then the Ministers would
become mere cyphers.
The answer
given to this had been that the Minister
was responsible to Parliament, and that if
he did anything wrong the individual aggrieved might go to Parliament and obtain
redress. What could truly be said on the
subject was this, that the public had been
so much accustomed to "representation" at
the Lands-office, that the representatives
had practically become agents to their constitutents, and it was the influence of that
system that had overwhelmed the other
branch of the Legislature.
Yet the
tribunal which had been suggested as a
cure for these abuses would not be accepted. He had been greatly surprised at
finding that so little attention had been
given to this subject in another place,
that an honorable gentleman, who set himself up as being the highest exponent of,
the intelligence of that House, had fallen
into a grave error respecting the character
of the proposed tribunal. He had stated
that the Lands Court was a tribunal to
distribute land amongst the people, and
that it was proposed; by the insertion of
the clauses' relating to it, to take that
power out of the hands of the Minister of
J.Jands. Now nothing more unreasonable
and opposed to fact was ever stated. The
power of the President of the Board of
Land and Works was left absolutely and
thoroughly intact, as was also the power
of the Minister of Mines. The Minister
could adopt whatever plan of distribution
he chose, and all the machinery of the
clauses relating to the Lands Court tended
to the creation of a new ~nd perfectly impartial, non-political, and inuependent
tribunal for persons to appeal to for redress
when their land had been improperly taken
away from them and given to others.
That, he contended, was the snbstantial
principle of the amendment, and one which
he should desire to see the Honse insist
~ s 2
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upon maintaining. The tribunal proposed
was cheap in its nature; the fees were to
be small, but quite sufficiently large to
cover the expenses of the court.
The Hon. T. T. A'BECKETT said that
he had no desire to hand over, unGhecked,
the distribution of the lands of the Crown
to any man in the country, and he believed
there were very few honorable members
who would wish it either; butat the same
time he was prepared to support the motion of Mr. Jenner, that the House do not
insist upon its amendment. When the
Land Bill was first brought before the
Council he (Mr. a'Beckett) had expressed
a strong wish that some limitation of the
powers proposed to be conferred on the
Minister of Lands should be agreed upon.
He had prepared some amendments on the
clauses under which the rights of parties
would be determined, the object of which
was to secure a full and fair hearing of
the persons whose land was taken away.
A very few words would have accomplished that object; uut unhappily, and to
his great disappointment, he found that,
although honorable members were in accord with him as to the advisability of
placing such a limit to the powers of the
Minister, the clauses had passeu. He was
not at all surprised to find that the Legislative Assembly had objected to pass these
clauses in globo, although he had very
good hope that that Chamber would give
way on the question. Looking at the
present state of the land law and the
prospects before UR if it were not revived
in one. way or another-leaving us, as it
would, altogether without legislation on
the question of land-considering also the
great evils that must necessarily result
from such a condition of things, not only
pastorally, but agriculturally, and, in connexion with other interests, he was very
anxious to support a Bill which would
pass this session, giving a reasonable
assurance of protection to the rights of all
parties interested. Whilst he would vote
for the motion before the chair, he would
remind honorahle members that there was
nothing to prevent the introduction of a
measure in a future session by which the
arbitrary and uncontrolled powers confen'ed on the Minister of Lands could be
restricted.
Mr. McCRAE, in speaking to the amendment, contradicted the allegation of Mr.
0' Shanassy, that corrupt practices had been
proved in connexion with tile administratiou of the Lands department. By a

2 ')-±O

Land Laws

[COUNCIL.]

committee composed of members notoriously-he said it advisedly-hostile to the
late Minister of Lands witnesses were examined. (An Honorable Member-" Not
on oath.") No matter, the committee endeavoured to fish up a large number of
cases against the Minister,.and how many
did they succeed in fishing up, and how
were the accusations sustained? He contended that the charges had utterly fallen
to the ground. When they looked at the
30,000 or 40,000 families who had been
located on the public territory through the
instrumentality of the Lands department,
how could thev refuse to admit that not
only had the administration of the existing
Act not been a failure, but that it had been
worked with great success?
The Hon. N . FITZGERALD thought
it entirely beside the quest.ion now before
the House to discuss whether the present
Land Act had been· administered beneficially or otherwise. To this extent he
a!.!"reed with Mr. McCrae, that he thought
the administration of the department
had been most creditable to the late Minister. He would go further, and say that
very few public men could have emerged
so unsullied from the searching invest.ig-ations that had taken place as he had
aone. But personal considerations ought
lIot to weigh in such cases as these. He
was not wedded to any particular system
of land court, and if a better than that
now proposed were submitted he would
support it; but to the excessive powers
which under the Land Bill as it came up
to the Council it was proposed should be
given to the Minister he would strenuously
object, and he would rather see the country
without a Land Act altogether than give
in his adhesion to such a principle. HonOl'able members knew as well as he did
t Imt t.he functions of the court of appeal
wonld not be called into requisition until
!;ome grievance or alleged grievance had
lleell suffered; and what objection could
the injured person have to submitting his
case to the decision of a perfectly impartial
and independent tribunal such as that contemplated by the Council's amendment?
The Hon. F. ROBERTSON warned
honorable members of the necessity for
taking a practical and common sense view
of this question. He brought to its consideration the conviction that it was a
matter of compromise calculated to result
in the sottlement of a long vexed question,
and he hoped that compromise would take
the sLape of the House deciding not to
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insist upon its amendment, but meet the
other House in a moderate spirit. He
was certain that it would not be accepted
by the Legislative Assembly, and he
looked upon the continual agitation of the
question as most injurious to all classes of
the community.
The Hon. J. F. STRACHAN said that
he had reason to believe the amendment
would be accepted by the other House,
and he would vote for the proposal of Mr.
Highett.
The Hon. W. DEGRAVES . supported
the motion, and expressed his regret that
the principle of the caveat board, which
had worked so satisfactorily in Tasmania,
had not been introduced and adhered to in
its integrity.
The Hon. G. W. COLE supported the
motion.
The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON pointed
out that much that had been said during
the present discussion went rather to the
whole measure than to the amendment
now immediately hefore the House. The
simple question resolved itself into thiswhether the very large powers originally
proposed to be given under the Bill to the
Minister of Lands should be given in
their entirety, or so curtailed as to bring
him under the purview of Parliament.
Under the existing Act there was no
check on the action of the Minister, and
in the Bill it was even proposed to extend
those powers. He considered that the
amendment ought to be insisted upon,
and he should vote accordingly.
The Hon. W. CAMPBELL supported
the proposal of Mr. Highett. He thought
it quite within the bounds of possibility that the Legislative Assembly
would accept the views of the Council if
they were insisted upon.
The Hon. R. SIMSON felt that there
was great room for improvement in the
management of the Lands-office. If a better
system of appeal court than that involved
in the amendment could be suggested he
was prepared to support it, but in the
ahsence of that he would vote with Mr.
Highett.
The Hon. W. A'BECKETT supported
the motion.
The House divided on the question that
the Council do insist on the amendmentContents ...
13
Not-contents
9
Majority for insisting on} 4
the amendment
...
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Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do insist on the other amendments made
in the same clause.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do not insist on their amendment in clause
2 (repealing the Land Acts of 1862 and
1865), for inserting "except the 38th
section of the first mentioned Act, which
section shall be read as part of this Act,
and with reference thereto;" and said
that, if the motion were agreed to, the
Government would undertake to introduce
a Bill to appropriate a sum of £50,000,
more or less, next session, for the purposes
of immigration in connexion with the
ocean mail steamers.
He assured the
House that no one was more desirous of
encouraging immigration than he was.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. JENNER observed that the next
six amendments had been agreed to by the
Legislative Assembly.
Mr. O'SHANASRY inquired why the
Assembly had agreed to these amendments? He thought it was very important that the House should be in possession of the reasons that had induced them
to do so.
Mr. JENNER replied that, had not the
Council seen the necessity of introducing
them, all the regulations aud everything
that had been done up to the present time
would have been null and void, and the
Land Act would have been r.endered
utterly worthless. The words "this Act
had not passed" having been struck out,
and the words "the said Acts were still
in force" having been inserted, were
admitted to be of necessity as preventing
that contingency.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do insist on the amendments to leave out
~ll the words from "and" to "Act"
inclusive, in lines 30 to 35 of clause 2.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do agree to the amendment !pade by the
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Legislative Assembly on the amendment
made by the Legislative Council at the
end of clause 2, viz., to omit the w:ords
"promised or set apart," and insert the
words "permanently reserved."
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do not insist on their amendment for
omitting the interpretation of the term
" Governor" from clause 3.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. ,J ENNER moved that the Council
do insist upon the amendments in clause 3,
to leave out "640" and insert" 320" as
the maximum number of acres in an allotment.
Mr. W. A'BECKETT moved, as an
amendment, that the Council do not insist
on the amendment.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do insist on the amendment in the same
clause, to'- leave out "half a mile," and
insert "quarter of a mile," as the maximum
extent of water frontage to an allotment.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do not insist on their amendment (to insert
"in Council" after "Governor") in line
42 of clause 6.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do not insist on their amendment in clause
6, to leave out" to be vested in the Board
of Education," and insert" colleges, places
of public worship, dwelling-houses for the
ministers of any religious denomination."
Mr. O'SHANASSY moved, as an
amendment, that the Council do insist on
the amenument.
The Hon. A. FRASER hoped the
House would not insist upon the amendment, but that it would be struck out
altogether. It appeared to him that
honorable members should not now debate
principles that had been discussed and
decided over and over again.
Mr. T. T. A'BECKETT was desirous
of cultivating a spirit of concession, and,
therefore, this was one of the points he
would give up.
After some remarks from Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. CAMPBELL,
and Mr. W. A'BECKETT, the House
dividedContents
4
Not-contents
13
Majority for insisting
~he ame~dment

~.~}
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Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do not insist on their amendments in
clauses 7, 10, 12, 16, or their amendment
for tree planting in clause 19; that the
Council do insist on their amendments in
clauses 14 and 18 ; that they do not insist
on the insertion of a n~w clause after
clause 14; and that they agree to .the
amendment made by the Legislative Assembly on the amendment made by the
Council in clause A, viz., insert "or"
after" town," and omit" or village."
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do insist on the amendment to insert, in
clause 19, "a Crown grant upon payment
of 14s. for each acre or fractional part of
an acre or otherwise he may obtain."
Mr. CAMPBELL moved, as an amendment, that the Council do not insist on the·
amendment.
The House dividedContents
7
Not-contents
10
Majority for insisting on}
...
the amendment
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insisted upon, viz., in lines 13 a'nd 14 of
clause 20; in line 35 of clause 2}; to
.leave out clause 22 ; in line 16 of clause
23 ; in clauses 27 and 28; in clause 30,
and in lines 2, 28, 34, aud 49 of clause 32 ;
in line 14 of clause 34; in line 41 of
clause 42; in line 28 of clause 54; in
lines 27 and 28 of clause 57 ; in clauses
64 and 65, and to insert clause B ; in clause
72 ; in line 30 of clanse 73 ; to omit clause
74; in line 28 of clause 77; from clause
83 to the end of clause T; in clause 94 ;
to omit clauses 98 and 99; in clauses 102
and 104 ; in clnuses 108 and 110; and in
the schedules to the Bill. The following
amendments of the Council were waivedin line 42 of clause 21 ; in line 47 of clause
26; in line 29· of clause 29 ; in line 1 of
clause 32; in lines 9 and 12 of clause 33 ;
ill clauses 36, 37, 38, and 39; to add
words to clause 42, and the amendments
in clauses 45, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52; in line
34 of clause 54; in lines 37, 39, 10, and
15 of clause 55; in line 26 of clause
57 ; in clauses 58, 60, and 61 ; in clause
66; in lines 12, 15, and 29 of clause 73 ;
in clauses 78, 82, 89, 90, 96, 97,.100;
in line 3 of clause 107; and in line 9 of
clause 108.
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS LAW
AMENDMENT BILL.
This Bill was returned from the Legislative Assembly, with a message intimating that they had agreed to some of
the amendments made, disagreed to others,
and agreed to one with an amendment.
The message was ordered to be considered next day.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
This Bill was returned from the Legislative Assembly, with a message intimating that they had agreed to some of
the amendments made, disagreed to others,
and agreed to others with amendments.
The message was ordered to be considered next day.

SCAB ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr .•JENNER moved that the Council
do insist upon their amendments in lines
This Bill was returned from the Legis9 and 10 of clause 19, and do not insist lative ASRembly, with a message intiupon those in lines 21, 25, and 29 of the mating that they had agreed to some or
same clause. Also, that the Council do the amendments made, disagreed to others~
insist on their amendment in line 37 of and agreed to others with amendments.
clause 20, and do not insist on that in line . The message was ordered to be taken
40 of the same clause.
into consideration next day.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at two minutes
On the motion of Mr. JENNER, the past eleven o'clock, until the following
following amendments of the Council W(;lfe day, at two p.m.
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LEG18LATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Wecln~sday, De~e~ber 22, 1869.
Temperature of' the 'Chamber~Cape Otway Coast TrackConstable Ahuer,-Western Railway-Deserters from the
Flying Squadron,....Public Library and Museum Bill-:Exploration Liabilities-Appropriation Bill-Scab Act
Amendment Bill-The Imperial Government and the
Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions Considered in
Committee-Strangers Excluded-Count Out.

The SPEAKER took the chair at halfpast four o'clock p.m.
TEMPERATURE OF THE
. CHAMBER.
Mr. VALE. called attention to the inconvenience e;x:perienced by honorable members, the previous evening, from the high
temperature and the imperfect ventilation
of the Chamber, and.suggested that, during
the recess, it should be ascertained how far
a plentiful use of the Yan Yean on the
roof was calculated to remedy the inconvenience. He believed that the ventilation
of Rome of the soft-goods warehouses in
Melbourne was materially improved by
a plentiful distribution of water on the
roof.
Mr. LANGTON observed that a more
plentiful supply of soap and water in the
dressing-rooms would materially conduce
to the comfort and convenience of honorable members.
CAPE OTWAY COAST TRACK.
Mr. CONNOR called attention to the
wrecks which had occurred from time to
time on the coast near the Gellibrand river,
and particularly to the wreck recently of
the Marie Gabrielle, and suggested that
the erection of posts with directions printed
in different languages in the bays and inlets
between Cape Otway and Warrnambool,
and the cutting of' a track from Cape
Otway totl~e Gellibrand, might be the
means of preventing great loss of life in
the future .. Had such precautions been
taken before, the crew of the j1Iarie Gabri'elle might have reached Mr. Gibson's
station in a few hours. The tr~ck would
cost. about. £1,500, and would be the means
of opening up the Cape Otway forest
country, ,'Y,hich would furnish the timber
necessary for the direction posts. He
hoped the Government woulJ give their
attention .to, ~h~ subject at the earliest
possible opportunity.
Mr.COHEN said the Government would
do so,
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CONSTABLE AHNER.
Mr. JAMES asked the Chief Secretary
if he would cause an inquiry to be made
into t.he case of the late Constable Ahner
of Ballarat, with a view to a gratuity tc
his widow and children?
Mr. MACPHERSON said he believed
there were many cases of a similar nature,
and he was not in a position to give an
answer with respect to any of them until
the whole question of compensation to the
police force was taken into consideration.
Mr. DYTE observed that the case was
one which 'deserved consideration. Constable Ahner was in the force about eighteen years.
WESTER~ RAILWAY.
Mr. CONNOR asked the ~inister of
Railways what action the Goyernment
intended to take with respect to a line of
railway to the Western district?
Mr. LONGMORE said he intended to
have a survey made without delay for a
line of rail way from Colac to Hamilton,
via Camperdown.

THE FLYING ,SQUADRON.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH asked the
Attorney-General if it was true that certain seamen belonging to Her Majesty's
navy had been taken into custody, and
sent by the Wonga Wonga to Sydney;
and if so, by wha,t authority?
Mr. McDONNELL said he stated the
previous day all 'he knew in relation to the
matter. His opinion had 110t been asked,
and the subject had not been brought under
his notice in any way.
Mr. MACPHERSON observed that, if
the honorable and learned member for
South Bourke put the question in a proper
form to the head of the department concerned, he would have an answer without
further delay.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH Raid, during
the existence of the present Government,
he had been accustomed to see the functions of the Attorney-General subordinated to those of the Chief Secretary ;
but he claimed the right to ask the Attorney-General, and he thought the House
was bound to take the answer from that
honorable and learned gentleman, because,
as law officer of the Crown, he was in
direct communication with his Excellency
the Governor as to all matters of extradition. It was believed that these men
had been removed from the colony without
legal authority-without the Attorney-
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General being made cognizant of the facts,
or his advice being asked on the subject.
He put his question to the functionary
who, by law, was bound to know the circumstances under which persons were
removEild under the process or colour of
law from the colony, and, if the AttorneyGeneral did not care to answer the
question, he would not ask the Chief
Secretary.
Mr. MACPHERSON objected to the
dictation of the honorable and learned
mem ber for South Bourke as to I,he way in
which the Government should conduct
their business. The other evening the
honorable member sought to obtain from
the Attorney-General an answer to a
question relating to a matter which he
knew the Minister of Customs had dealt
with; and now he sought to obtain from
the same source information relative to the
Chief Secretary's department, although
the Attorney-General had stated that his
ad vice had not been asked. As to the
reflections which the honorable member
had made on the arrangements of the Government, why there was not a member of
the Government so much subject to the
Chief Secretary as were the members of
the late Government. Although the honorable member did not choose to ask him
(Mr. Macpherson) for information, he
would place before the House a statement
in reference to the matter, which he had
recei ved from the head of the Police department-a department with which the
Attorney-General had nothing to do. It
was as follows : "With reference to the question to be asked by
the Hon. G. P. Smith in the Legislative Assembly
this evening, I beg to report that the four seamen
discharged by the City Bench, on the 15th inst.,
were re-arrested by the police, and sent to Sydney
per Wonga Wonga, by my instructions. I may
state that, before the departure of the flying
squadron, I was in communication with the naval
authorities on the subject of the stragglers and
deserters from H.M. ships, and was instructed to
hand over all deserters who might be found by the
police after the departure of the squadron to the
military authorities for transmission to Sydney.
On the apprehension of the four seamen referred
to, I immediately communicated with the military
authorities, and was requested by the majorgeneral commanding to forward any deserters who
might fall into the hands of the police to Sydney,
the whole expenses of such transmission, with
expenses of arresting constables, to be defrayed by
the military commissariat. I nnderstand from Mr.
Panton, police magistrate, that the four seamen in
question were not discharged by the bench in consequence of their identity not being established,
but because the inspector of police in charge of the
case stated in conrt that he had sent to the military
barracks to learn if the seamen deserters would be
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taken charge of by the military; and that the reply
was that they had received no instructions. Acting
upon the instructions received from this office, ami
which were issued in the anticipation of the pri·
soners being remanded to the charge of the military
authorities, the deserters were, as I have st.ate~1
before, shipped for Sydney. I am aware that this
was illegal, and I regret that this occurred th 10 ug h
my instructious not having been worded as clearly
as they might have been. I may add that since
this occurrence the proper steps for dealing with
seamen deserters have been pointed out 10 me by
the Crown ~o)icitor, and the necessary instructions
have been issued to the police.
"F. C. STANDISH,
" Chief Commissioner of Police."

Mr. G. PATON SMITH.-That is
what you got through not consulting the
Attorney-General.
Mr. MACPHERSON said the question
never came before him in such a way as
to require him to consult the AttorneyThe Chief Commissioner of
General.
Police issued instructions which were
misunderstood. It was an accident which
might occur at any time. The Chief
Commissioner did not attempt to defend it.
Mr. McCULLOCH considered that a
grave irregularity had been committed in
persons being sent out of the country
without any recognition of the Executive
of the colony. The Chief Commissioner
of Police had no right to take instructions
from the naval authorities. If he took
instructions from anyone, it should be the
Chief Secretary. There was no justification for any Government officer taking
instructions fropl persons not connected
with the colony. He trusted the Chief
Secretary would take care that this kind
of thing did not occur again.
Mr. DUFFY asked the Chief Secretary if he had called upon an officer of
his department to account for the fact
of making himself an agent to arrest and
send out of the colony fonr British subjects? The House might fairly expect
the Chief Secretary to do this, and, if the
officer had no satisfactory explanation to
give, to punish him for so gross a violation
of the liberty of the subject.
Mr. FELLOWS said he was not surprised that the Attorney-General was
asked to account for this matter, seeing
that, for about a year before he took
office, everything except law seemed to be
administered at the Crown law officeR.
Nor was it surprising that the question
came from the late Attorney-General,
because, during the time that honorable
gentleman held office, not only were prisoners held without warrant, but, when a
writ of ltabeas corpus was obtained to
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bring before the court a prisoner who had
been remanded by the magistrates to
Sydney, the answer was a warrant for his
trial here. He mentioned this to show
that what was law for one should be Jaw
for another, and that people who lived in
glass-houses should not throw stones.
Before the late Attorney-General proceeded further in this matter it would be
well for him to consult the Naval Discipline Act.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH remarked
that in Levinger's case, to which the last
speaker alluded, every step taken was
under the advice of the Crown Prosecutor
(Mr. Adamson). But in this case there
had been an unwarrantable interference
wit.h the liberty of the subject. He
charged the Chief Secretary with knowing,
the other night, that these illegal and improper acts had been committed.
Mr. MACPHERSON.-I knew nothing
of the matter until about two hours ago.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH said if illegal
acts, infringing the liberty of the subject,
and incapable of defence, had been committed, why did not the Chief Secretary
01' the Attorney-General come to the
House and say so ? . If such proceedings
were allowed, the liberty of no person
would be safe. All the horrors of the
press-gang would be revived here, if constables in pursuit of gratuities were
allowed to behave in this manner. And
yet when he put a question to the AttorneyGeneral on the subject; the answer he
received was in effect that, because an
illegal act had been done, the functions of
the Attorney-General had been transferred
to the Chief Secretary . Was the House
to understand that, when the Government
acted without law, the Chief Secretary
was to be held responsible?
Mr. MACPHERSON.-The Government had nothing to do with it.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH asked, in
'that case, if the Government were pre'pared to reprimand the officer who acted
in concert with the naval authorities?
He regretted to say that there was too
'much of public officers associating themselves with persons outside the interests
of the colony.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM observed that
he had seen it stated that a reward was
offered by the naval aut.horities for the
recovery of these men. He would suggest
to the Chief Secretary, as it appeared that
the seizure was illegal and improper, that
care should be taken that no persons
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in the Government service received or
retained any such reward.
The subject then dropped.
PUBLIC LIBRARY AND MUSEUM
BILL.
A message was received from the Legislative Council,- intimating that they had
agreed to this Bill with amendments.
The amendments were considered and
adopted.
EXPLORATION LIABILITIES.
Mr. MACGREGOR called attention to
the order of the day for considering the
resolution passed in committee on the 24th
November, in favour of a grant of £332,
"in full and final discharge of all claims
and liabilities in respect of the Burke and
Wills exploring expedition," and aSKed
the Chief Secretary if he would place the
sum on the Est.imates for next year?
Mr. MACPHERSON expressed his
willingness to do so.
RAILWAY EXTENSION.
Mr. WITT asked the Minister of Railways if the permanent surveys of the
branch lines of railway from Wangaratta
to \Vahgunyah, and from Wangamtta to
Beechworth, via EI Dorado, were completed; and, if not, whether it was his
intention to cause these surveys to be
finished before removing the survey staff
from that portion of the colony? The
local committees, said Mr. Witt., were
very anxious on this subject, because it
was contemplated to form these branch
lines through the instrument.ality of a
public company, by the time the Northeastern Railway was constructed.
Mr. LONGMORE said the surveys in
question would be completed before the
survey staff was removed from that portion of the colony.
APPROPRIATION BILL.
Mr. COHEN moved that this Bill be
read a second time.
Mr. McCULLOCH said he harl no
desire to oppose the motion, but he wi~hed
an assurance from the Minister of Customs that the Bill would be proceeded
with no further than its committal pro
forma, until the Land Bill, the Local
Government Bill, and the Municipal Bill
had been disposed of.
Mr. COHEN observed th8,t he was
prepared to abide by the understanding
arrived at the previous evening.
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Mr:' EVERARD asked the nature of
that understandi~g ?
Mr. MACPHERSON said the understanding was' that, after the Appropriation Bill had been read a second time
and committed pro forma, the honorable and learned member for Brighton
should have .the opportunity of proceeding
with hi~. resolutions as to the relations
between 'the Imperial Government and
the colonies.
Mr. McCULLOCH observed that the
understanding, which was come to with
the Minister of Customs, went
little
further than that. The understanding
was in effect that no further action should
be taken )Vith the Appropriation Bill,
after its committal pro forma, until the
measures already rE)ferred to had ·been disposed of. '
Mr. EVERARD objected to any
arrangement'. of the kind. The only
arrangement that he knew of was that
the business of the country should be got
through during the current week. He
should like to know what the honorable
member for Mornington wanted?
Mr. McCULLOQ H said it was most
unusual for the Appropriation Bill to leave
the House until' all the other measures
before Parliament w~re disposed of.
The Bill was then read a second time
and committed .. '
The preamble haViing been postponed,
Mr. COHEN moved that the Chairman
report progress" and ask leave to sit again
that evening.
Mr. EVERARD objected to reporting
progress.
'
Mr. KERFERD remarked that if the
Government had come to an understanding
that progress should be reported, that
understanding ought to be observed,
although he did not see why, now they
were once in committee, the business in
committee should not be completed, because the third reading of the Bill could
be postponed.
Mr. LANGTON, in reply to the statement of the honorable member for Mornington, that it was a most unusual proceeding for the Appropriation Bill to be
parted with by the House before all the
other Bills were disposed of, observed
that the Appropriation Bill of last year
left the House on the 22nd September,
and every day, until the following Tuesday, the House was receivipg from the
other Chamber messages relative to Bills
which had to be dealt with,

a
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Mr. CASEY said the Apliropri~ti~n
Bill was sent to the Council, last year,
earlier than usual, because it was known
that there was an objection to the preamble; and a search into the journals of
the other House would show that there
was a considerable contest over that
preamble.
The motion was agreed to, and, the
House having resumed, progress was
reported.
SCAB ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
The further consideration of the amendments made by the Legislative Council in
this Bill was then proceeded with.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH proposed
that the House should not insist on disagreeing with the new clause requiring
every inspector to transmit quarterly
.reports of the state of his division to the
chief inspector.
The motion was agreed to.
It was also agreed not to insist on disagreeing with the amendment for transposing clause 8, so as to come after clause
84; with the amendments in the headings
of the several parts of the Bill; .with the
amendments in clauses 33, 41, 42, 44, 45,
and 5l; with the new clause requiring the
owner of infected sheep to dip such sheep
within fourteen days after discovery;
with the striking out of clauses 52, 54, and
'57 ; nor with t.he amendment for substi~
tuting the word," infected" for the word
" diseased" throughout the Bill.
Mr. G. ~ATON SMITH moved that
the amendment in clause' 51, providing
that the compensation to be paid for sheep
destroyed under the provisions of the Bill
should be 4s. per sheep, be amended by
the substitution of ":Js." for "4s."
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM remarked that
when the Hill originally left the Assembly
the amount was Is. He desired to know
what new information the honorable member in charge of the Bill had obtained to
lead him to suppose that Is. was not the
value of a scabby sheep?
Mr. G. PATON SMITH said he believed there were more judges of the-value
of a scabby sheep in the Council than
there were in the Assembly . Under all
the circumstances, he thought that it
would not be unreasonable to fix the price
at 2s.
The proposi tion was adopted, and the
amendment, as amended, was agreed to.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH invited the
attention of honorable member~ to ::tu
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amendment in clause 22. The clause re- amend the latter part of the resolution, so'
quired persons about to travel with sheep that it will read as follows : to give notice to the occupiers of the land
"The Legislative Assembly declines to sanction,
through which they infended to pass, and the appointment of any person to represent thIS
the amendment provided that it should colony at the proposed conference with authority
not be necessary to give notice to any to concur in recommending measures of legislation
person who was the owner of less than to the Imperial Parliament."
500 sheep. A great deal of trouble might My reason for proposing the amendment
be caused if notice was required to be is because it expresses exactly what we'
served upon every occupier of land in the are asked to do by the colonists in London.
district through which sheep travelled, We are asked to nominate a person to
but, on the other hand, honorable members concur with other colonists in recommendmight be of opinion that notice should be ing measures for the consideration of the
given to the proprietor of a less number Imperial Parliament. I say we should
decidedly say "No" to that, but there is
than 500 sheep.
Mr. E. COl:'E remarked that there were no reason why we should not do so in the
a number of farmers, especially in the most courteous terms possible. Instead of'
Western district, who did not possess offering-which I don't believe the honormore than 200 or 300 sheep. He did not able and learned member for Brighton insee why thes6 persons should not be pro- tends to do-an insult to these gentlemen,
tected as well as the owners of large who probably meant what they did for the
flocks. He therefore moved that" 100 " best, though they made a great mistake, I
think we should adopt the amendment I
be substituted for "500."
Mr. RIDDELL apprehended that owners suggest, which, I believe, will be the most
of small flocks of sheep kept them on land courteous way of saying "No" to them.
which was fenced, and under such circum- The language proposed by the honorable
stances there was no necessity to give and learned member for Brighton will,
however, be regarded as offensive.
notice.
Mr. BAYLES thought that the requireMr. LANGTON.-I wish to move an
ments of the case would be met if notice amendment in an earlier part of the claus~,
was served upon all owners of 200 or 300 namely, the omission of' the words de·
sheep or upwards.
claring "that the care of the political
Mr. Cope's suggestion was adopted, and rights and interests of a free people can
the amendment, as amended, was agreed be safely intrusted only to a body appointed
to.
by and responsible to that people." It
The House insisted on disagreeing with appears strange that at this late period of
the greater portion of the remaining the year, after Parliament has been ill
amendmen t8.
session nearly twelve months, we should
be engaged in discussing an abstract pro-:THE IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT
position of this character. If any section
AND THE COLONIES.
of the community asserted the contrary,
The House went into committee for the or if there was an attempt, on the part of
further consideration (see p. 2349) of Mr. any person or persons who possessed any
Higinbotham's resolutions on the subject power, to attack such a proposition, I could
of the relations between the Imperial Go- understand why it should be brought forvernment and the colonies.
ward; but such is not the case. We might
The debate on the first resolution, which as well discuss any other abstract proposition. I submit that, under the circumwas as follows, was resumed : stances, the assertion of such a proposition
.( That the care of the political rights and interis perfectly unnecessary; and, moreover,
ests of a free people can be safely intrusted only
to a body appointed by and responsible to that the second part of the resolution does not
people; and that the Legislative Assembly de- necessarily follow the first. If the honorclines to sanction or to recognise t.he proceedings
(so far as the same may relate to Victoria) of the able and learned member for Brighton
wishes merely to affirm that the Legislative
conference proposed to be held in London, at the
instance ot' a self-constituted and irresponsible Assembly declines to recognise the probody of absentee colonists."
ceedings of the conference propos~d to be
Mr. MACPHERSON.-I beg to sub- held in London, that is a proposition
mit, as an amendment, that all the words distinct of itself, and has a'practical aspect,
after ., the Legislative Assembly declines which the other has not. I submit thnt
to sanction" be omitted, with a view to the time of the committee ought not to Lo.:
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occupied in discussing the first part of the
resolution, and that we ought not to be
asked to place on our records a mere
abstract proposition in politics which no
one in this country will dispute. I therefore move that the first part of the resolution be struck out.
Mr. DUFFY.-I will ask the honorable
and learned member for Brighton whether
he cannot properly dispense with this
resolution altogether, inasmuch as the
purpose for which it was aimed is already
accomplished. The Government have already refused to send delegates to this
conference, and consequently there is no
longer any need to exhort them not to do
so. If the honorable and learned member
wishes it to be stated that the Legislative
Assem bly will be no party to such a conference he should move a resolution to
this effect : " That this House approves of the refusal of the
Government to send delegates to the proposed conference in London."

But there is no necessity now, after the
time has passed, to persist in a resolution
framed for a different purpose. I think
that the honurable and learned member
will admit that there is some objection to
or some danger in an abstract proposition
of this nature. If the effect of the resolution, as it was originally framed, is to
forbid conferences of delegates from the
various colonies under any circumstances,
in all future time, that may be a very
unwise resolution to arrive at. In fact,
suppose the House accepts the entire
scheme of the honorable and learned member, the next step will be to ask the other
colonies to concur with it. There would
then have to be a colonial conference held
with that view, and if it was proposed
that Victoria should send delegates to the
conference, we might be met with 1he fact
that we had passed a resolution declaring
that no body, except the representatives
of the people, was entitled to "the care of
the political rights and interests of a free
people." The effect of passing such a resolution would be to put a stop to the holding
of a conference in Melbourne, just as much
as to the holding of one in London.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-I moved this
resolution originally by way of introducing
the subject, because the other resolutions
would pre5ent no explanation of their
origin if there was not some introduction
of the kind. If this resolution is wit,hdrawn, the others will still remain unexplained of the])1selns. I take it that. this
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resolution will speak as to the time it was
proposed, not as to the time it may be
accepted by the House. The subsequent
act of the Governqtent does not affect the
propriety or impropriety of placing this
resolution with the others. For this
rea~on I confess I do not concur with the
honorable and learned member for Dalhousie in thinking that the first resolution
may be omitted. With respect to the
Chief Secretary's amendment, I would say
that I really did not intend to offer any
insult to the colonists in this resolution.
At the same time I will admit that, whether
the resolution be agreeable or disagreeable
to the colonists in England, I am not at
all concerned. I do not care whether it is
or not. I think that on this occasion we
ought to speak in language which will be
true, and expedient to be used, whether
it be agreeable or the reverse.
I
do not think that there is one word in
the resolution which can be shown to
be untrue. Is not this conference to be
held "at the instance of a self-constituted
and an irresponsible body of absentee
colonists "? Is there any single word
inconsistent with the facts? It seems to
me that it is very important at this timemore so at this time than it was when I
framed the resolution-that a statement of
this kind should be put on record. At the
time I drafted the resolution I did so
merely for the purpose of introducing the
general suLject, but now I see, by more
recent intelligence, brought by the English
mail which has just arrived, that this conference has an object distinctly in view,
which, I think, we should protest against,
namely, to institute some system by which
the colonists who are resident in London
shall have the means of exerting an influence in the management of our colonial
affairs, in concert with the Secretary of
State for the Colonies. I do not, of course,
speak of those colonists representing New
Zealand, who complain of the course taken
by the English Government in regard to
that colony. I confess that my sympathy
id altogether with those gentlemen. I
think that they have a very good cause
for the protest they are making, and for
the application they are urging upon the
attention of the English Government. I
do not speak of them. But it cannot be
concealed that other colonists have taken
ad vantage of this New Zealand question
to raise, unnecessarily, a far larger question, namely, the political relations between
these Austl'alian .colonies :mcl the mother

lifr. Higinbotham's Resolutions

[DECEMBER

country. If that be true, what is the
reason which has induced them to take
this course-what is the purpose which
led them to take it? There is a gentleman in Melbourne, a very old and highly
respected colonist, who told me a short
time ago that so far back as 1855, when
our Constitution was under the consideration of the Imperial Government, being
then in London upon a special mission
from a neighbouring colony, he was invited
to become a member of a society or club
formed of AustrAlian colonists in London.
He asked what were its objects-whether
its objects were merely social; and he was
led to believe that its objects were more
than social-that they aimed at being
partly political. His reply to the gentlemen
who proposed that he should become a
member of the association was-" I have
no power to speak politically for the
colony I represent here, and I cannot join
a club or society that aims at exercising
a political influence." He told me that
his refusal was highly resented, and that
some time afterwards he learned that
political influence was in fact attempted
to be used by Borne of those colonists upon
the English Government, in reference to
the Constitution Bills that were then
under the notice of the Imperial Legislature. Now this shows that so far back as
1855 some design existed on the part of
English colonists in London not to give
up, or rather, I should say, to acquire some
political influence with the Home Government in reference to the affairs of these
colonies. I confess I cannot doubt that
the same object now exists in the minds
of some at least of those gentlemen who
are endeavouring to extend the New ZeaJand question into the general question of
colonial administration. I believe that
Mr. Edward Wilson, a Victorian colonist,
some time ago brought before the Socia.l
Science Congress a suggestion that the
Secretary of State for the Colonies should
be assisted in the administration of coloDial affairs by a council of colonists resident in London. That was not a mere
hasty suggestion.
I find that it was
repeated at a meeting the report of which
i::> contained in the newspapers that arrived
to-day. A letter, it appears, was written hy
Lord Grey, to which I will very shortly ask
the attention of the committee, and on the
morning on which that letter was pub1i:;hed in London, a meeting of colonists
was held at which Mr. Edward Wilson
~poke.
He first of all referred to this
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letter as one which, in his opinion, did not
contain an objectionable word, and he then
went on to again recommend the idea of a
council to aid the Secretary of State in the
administration of colonial affairs. Now
what was that letter? The first statement in it, I think, is not consistent with
fact, at all events it is not consistent with
any facts I have become acquainted with.
Earl Grey says" In the administration of all colonial Governments questions are continually arising which
affect the interests, not only of the particular colonies, but of the empire as a whole, and it would
not be difficult to show that of late years the
inhabitants of many of our colonies, urged on by
those who profess to speak for them in this
country, have set up a claim (which has been
practically conceded) to be allowed to deal even
with these questions according to their own will."

I am not aware of a single instance, at
least as far as this colony is concerned, in
which we have attempted to interfere with
any, except strictly colonial affairs. Earl
Grey goes on to say" It cannot be too distinctly understood by the
colonies that the policy now adopted towards
them by the Home Government and by Parliament, and of which they 'Complain, is very little
likely to be altered,"

That is the withdrawal of assistance for
the purpose of defence.
" unless they on their part are ready to recognise
the propriety of the exercise of a larger measure
of authority over them by the Imperial Government than they have of late been willing to
submit to."

Now this is a letter which, in Mr. Edward
Wilson's opinion, does not contain a single
objectionable word; and, after -expressing
that opinion, the speaker pr6ceeded, a
second time, to recommend the appointment of a council, or board of advice, to
act with the Secretary of State for the
Colonies in the administration of our
affairs. It seems to me to be no very
violent conclusion that some at least of
the gentlemen who are interested in this
conference, have a design to establish in
London some system by which the selfgovernment of these colonies can be interfered with or influenced. I think thnt is
not a violent conclusion to draw from
these facts, and from the observations of
nearly every other speaker at this meeting, with the exception, I am happy to
say, of two Victorian colonists, Mr. "Ligar,
who told the meeting very plainly that
the colonists will not submit to any interference, and Mr. Verdon, who said"If Lord Grey's letter was to be regarded as a
basis for their negotiation with the Imperial Government, he would protest against it at oncc. No
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one valued the good-will of the mother country
more than he did or the people he represented,
put if it was to be obtained on condition that Victoria should give up her freedom of self-government, or submit to any interference with the con-

trol of her own affairs, she would rather do without
the countenance of the Imperial Government for
ever."

That is the proper tone in which the representative of this colony should speak,
and it is thoroughly opposed to the sentiments expressed by some of the other
gentlemen who spoke at that meeting.
N ow if we entertain a well-founded suspicion, or belief, that the design is to
oxercise some power of control or interference with our affairs, can we do better
than state distinctly and at once that we
will not submit to any interference from
a body constituted by themselves, not
authorized by us, and not re.sponsible to
us? I do not think the resolution says
more than that, and I do not think it
should say less.
Mr. MACGREGOR.-Itappears to me
that the honorable and learned member for
Brighton has not answered the objection
of the honorable and learned member for
Dalhousie, as to the difficulty which the
resolution, if adopted in the present shape,
will occasion in the event of the colonies
finding it necessary hereafter to consult
together as to their relations with the
mother country. The resolution certainly ought to be modified so that it may
not throw any obstacles in the way of
carrying out such an object. There can
be no doubt that the views of the home
country and of the Imperial Government
have for some years past been tending in
such a direction that the colonies will
certainly be thrown on their own resources.
It is therefore only right that we should
do nothing to prevent the freest intercourse being established between the
various colonies, with a view of arriving at
an understanding as to the course which it
it is necessary to pursue in order to promote the common interest of all. I think
that the effect of adopting the resolution
in its present form will be to prevent our
having' any conference with the neighbouring colonies, because the members of
a conference are merely the delegates of
the Government for the time being, and,
although they may be responsible to the
people, through their representatives, they
cannot be said to be appointed by the
people. I am quite willing to agree to the
resolution if it be amended so as not to
interfere with the holding of any inter-
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colonial conference.
I think that we
should throw no obstacle in the way of
carrying out an object which we shall
have to face in a very short time. We
must adopt some plan, in conjunction with
the neighbouring colonies, to promote our
common interests, especially when we see
that the Imperial Government is disposed
to relieve itself of any responsibility whatever in regard to the protection of these
colonies.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-It seems to
me that there is nothing in the first part
of the resolution to interfere with the
appointment of representatives of Victoria
to any intercolonial conference. Whether
the delegates be specially appointed by us,
or whether the appointment is maue by
the Government of the day, and afterwards
ratified by us, in either case they will be
responsible to the people. We have had
several colonial conierences, and they have
been merely in the nature of conferences
having no authority until they presented
their reports to the Legislatures of their
respective colonies. When that is done,
they are responsible to the people, through
their Legislatures, and their appointment
is ratified. In fact it is only particular
questions with which Governments are
intrusted-not with the general" care of
the political rights and interests of a free
people." I confess I do not see any contradiction between the terms of the resolution and the continuance of the power,
which I desire to see continued, of the
Governments of aU the colonies corresponding with and conferring with one
another on subjects of common interest.
Mr. DUFFY. - The honorable and
learned member has entirely failed to
answer the objection; in fact he has not
applied himself to it. The conference
proposed to be held in London was a conference of delegates duly authorized by
the Legislatures of the various colonies, so
that it was one which would exactly correspond in its creation with any conference that may be held hereafter between
the colonies. It was a conference which
was merely to report to the Legislatures,
for their sanction; so that, in that respect,
it would have to submit itself finally to the
authority of the people of the various colonies; and yet, in order to stop a conference
of this nature, the honorable and learned
member asks us to agree to a proposition declaring "that the care of the political righ ts
and interests of a free people can be safely
intrusted only to a body appointed by and
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responsible to that people." If that has
any meaning in relation to the proposal
which follows, its meaning must be that
the rights of a free people were about to
be intrusted to this conference in London,
and could not properly be intrusted to it.
That would be equally true of an intercolonial conference held in" Sydney or
Melbourne. The only sanction which a
conference in Sydney or Melbourne would
have from this Parliament would be as to
the appointment of our own delegates. It
would be a body consisting in the main of
persons over whom we should not have the
slightest control; that is to say, we should
have no control over the representatives of
the other colonies. So that one of two
things is' evident. Either the proposition
which the honorable member for West
Melbourne (Mr. Langton) wishes to strike
o~t of the resolution is not applicable to a
conference" of" the nature of the one proposed to be held in London, or, if it is, it
is equally applicable to any conference
that it may be necessary to hold hereafter.
Surely the desire of both sides of the
House ought to be to deal with this matter
in such a spirit as 110t to make difficulties
of any sort that we can avoid; but we are
here asked to assent to something which
is manifestly, on the face of it, untrue, or,
if true, it will be an estoppment to a conference hereafter of a most necessary and
essential sort. I would rather the honorable
and learned member withdrew the resolution. If he does not withdraw it, I shall
be bound to support the amendment of the
honorable member for West Melbourne.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-I think that
the honorable and learned ~ember for
Dalhousie is refining too much on these
words. I do not refer in the first part of
the resolution to the conference to be held
in London-no doubt that would be appointed by the Parliamellts of the different colonies-but I refer to the body at
whose instance this conference is to be
appoin.ted. I siy that body is a "self-constituted and irresponsible body. I refer
not to the conference, but to the body
whiCh suggests the appointment of the
conference.
Mr. LANGTON. - The impression
which the resolution creates on the mindEl
of everyone I have spoken to is that the
word "responsible" in the first part of
it has some connexion with the word
" irresponsible" in the latter part of the
resolution.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-Yes.

Mr. LANGTQN.-I submit that gives
force and point to my objection, that the
latter part of the resolution is a non sequitur to the former part, because it is not
proposed to intrust the care of the political rights of this people to an irresponsible
body" The language iIi. which th~ latter
part of the resolution is couched encourages the notion that some proposal is contemplated by which the interests of this
colony are to be intrusted to a body over
which the colony has no control: I ask
what does it matter from what quarter the
suggestion comes? N early: every improvement which has taken place in
modern times haEl, I apprehend, originated
with some one who was self-constituted
and irresponsible;" but does that detract
from the value of it 'in the least degree?
Is it worth our while to hurl such epithets
as "" self-constituted and irresponsible" at
people who may possibly have made a
valuable suggestion? Inasmuch as we
cannot be to any extent prejudiced by the
suggestion, because we have already refused to send delegates to the conference,
I submit that the first part of the resolution is unnecessary.
Mr. WRIXON.-I" wish to point out
that the interference which this resolution
resents is in itself unjustifiable, as showing
a want of appreciation of our position as a
country governed by responsible "government. What is complained of by. the resolution is that certain persons, who
undoubtedly are a self-constituted and
irresponsible body, have intermeddled in a
matter which they had no right to intermeddle in. I think that we are entitled
to resent such interference. "Vhen people
take upon themselves to give advice, and
assume a position with regard to a matter
wholly outside their functions, we have a
right to resent their interference, because
we have thrown upon U!"l the duty and the
weight of responsible goverllment. We
are quite willing to accept that duty, and
if others outside us ·take up a position
which ought only to be taken up by persons
responsible to us, we clearly have a right
to resent that proceeding "as an indirect
attempt to interfere with the privileges
of the responsible government given to
us. Therefore the only question, it seems
to me, is whether the statement in the
resolution which refers to "a self-constituted and irresponsible body" is true or
not. If it be true, and if they take upon
themselves to advise us-Mr. LANGTON. -They don't.
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Mr. WRIXON.-I think they even do
more; they take upon themselves the
position of acting for us. But if they
c,'en take upon themselves the position of
advising us, I think we are entitled to say
1hat they are intermeddling in a matter in
which they have no business to interfere.
We.are entitled to resent that interference;
and- if we don't resent it I think we show
clearly that we really do not appreciate
the ~alue of the self-government which
we possess. With regard to the point
suggested by the honorable and learned
member for Dalhousie, as I read the resolution it refers to the conduct of the original
body, and not to the conference, which was
not appointed, and which we always knew
ne\'er would be appointed. The first part
of the resolution is not directed against a
hody which has no existence, but against
the self-constituted body referred to in the
subsequent part of the resolution. The
assertion is that we cannot safely intrust
the rights and interests of a free people
to snch a body, who, though self-constituted
and irresponsible, have presumed, practi cally, to act on our behalf. If we are
not entitled to say what this resolution
asserts, I think that we are not entitled to
sit ·here.
Mr. FELLO WS.-It appears to me
that this matter might as well stand over
for more matnre consideration. I do not
think that the House, by its present
appearance, evinces any great interest in
the subject. If much interest was felt in
it we should have the benches crowded
with members listening to what can be
said pro and con. It seems to ~e that
there are many questions involved in
t.hese resolntions which require more consideration than they can receive at this
late period of the session, and therefore I
beg to move, Mr. Smyth, that you leave
the chair. In stating reasons why you
should leave the chair, I will, in the first
place, refer to what is asserted in the
second resolution, for it is no nse separating one from the other. The second
resolution says"This House acknowledges, on behalf of its
constituents, the obligation to provide for the
defence of the shores of Victoria against foreign
invasion, by means furnished at the sole cost, and
retained within the exclusive control, of the people
of Victoria"

Can this colony defend itself? Is it doing
so in point of fact? Have we any defence
of any kind? There is a great deal more
involved in this statement than anyone is
prepared to deal with at the present time.
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Occupying as we do a dependent positiol1
and consequently unable to be recognised
as having a national existence on the high
seafl, are we prepared, before we see all the
effects of a statement like this, to adopt it
at the fag end of t.he session? I do not
propose to discuss whether the statement
is right or wrong. I merely ask the House
to pause before it ventures to assert that it
is in a fit state, at the end of the session,
to dispose of this question. Can honorable
members foresee the consequences of a
statement of this kind? If so, they can
do more than I can. I am totally unable
to foresee the consequences of it. What
defences have we at the present time that
we can rely upon? None at all. The
next resolution declaresj

" That this House protests against any interference, by legislation of the Imperial Parliament,
with the internal affairs of Victoria, except at the
instance or with the express consent of the people
of the colony."

There is no mode of obtaining "the express consent of the people" that I am
aware of. This appears to be rather a
vague statement. How is this consent to
be communicated to the Imperial Parliament? What does this resolution mean?
If it means anything consistent with our
form of government, I should like to have
it pointed out. What are the instances
against which this resolution is directed?
I t is very well to deal in generalities, but
what legislation can be brought forward
as an instance of the thing complained
against in this resolution? Can any member put his hand upon an Act which comes
within this category-which is one ,that
ought to be disapproved of? Has any
one been brought under our notice?
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-Several.
Mr. FELLOWS.-I know n'o instimce
of Imperial legislation of which this House
has the slightest reason to complain.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-I mentioned
one myself on a previous occasion, and
the honorable and learned member for
Mandurang mentioned several others.
The one I referred to is an English Act
of Parliament, by which the Governor is
empowered to register ships, and to appoint inspectors of t.hem.
Mr. FELLOWS.-I suppose that, as
long as England has a mercantile marine,
all the colonies must submit to independent
regulations being imposed for the guidance
of that interest. The Merchant Shipping
Act is to my mind one of the best codes,
so to speak, in the British dominions.

Mr.

Higinhotiwm's Resolutions

tbECEMBER

22.J Conside1'ed in Comniiltee. 2653

Mr. LANGTON.-I don't think allY
So long as we have any connexion at all
with the mother country, surely our honorable member- has said one word us
merchant shipping laws must be identical. to the probable effects of the resolution.
The instance to which the honorable and I believe that the inconvenience which is
learned member refers is a very unfor- likely to result from it is one ·which we
tunate one. It simply supplies a defect alone will experience. Whether we rein the Merchant Shipping Act. I ask main connected with the mother country
the House to pause before it pronounces or not, there is no doubt that the Imperial
that that is an undue interference with Government will look after the merchant
our internal affairs. We might as well at shipping of Great Britain. At the same
once say that we protest against the Mer- time it must be apparent to every honorchant Shipping Act being in force in this able member that, if the principle for
colony, and that when captains of ships which the honorable and learned member
incur penalties for violating the Passengers for Brighton contends is pushed to its
Act we will not enforce them. The next legitimate conclusion, we should be left
. absoluteJy unprotected in the event of a
resolution states"That the official communication of advice, general war. Suppose the empire were
suggestions, or instructions, by the Secretary of relieved from all care with respect to usRtate for the Colonies to Her Majesty's representhat she was concerned no longer about
tative in Victoria, on any subject whatsoever conour protection-would it not be an excelnected with the administration of the local
lent speculation, in case of a genera) war,
Government, except the giving or withholding
of the Royal' assent to or the reservation of Bills to fit out privateers merely for the purpassed by the two Houses of the Victorian Parlia- pose of plundering a. colony so situate?
ment, is a practice not sanctioned by law."
The 4th resolution declares that the
It is not sanctioned by statute law, no official communication by the Secretary
doubt, but I have yet to learn that it is not of State to the Governor of advice, sugsanctioned by law. The resolution goes gestions, or instructions is derogatory to
on to say that it is also a practice "dero- the independence of the Queen's represengatory to the independence of the Queen's tative. Now I cannot understand how
representative." Is the House prepared the House can be called upon to assent to
to say that an officer who holds a commis- a resolution couched in these terms in the
sion is independent of the person from face of the oath which every member of
whom he receives that commission? It th is House takes at this table before he
might as well be said that the judges and takes his seat. It appears to me that the
magistrates of the colony are independent Queen is either the lawful Sovereign of
of those who confer their commissions. I this colony or she is not. If she is, the
ask again what instance can be brought Governor is her servant, and must abide
forward of undue interference having been by the instructions which the Sovereign,
exercised in the local affairs of the colony? through her Minister, may give to him.
Unless the groundwork for these com- I cannot understand what form of Goplaints exists, why should we pass a lot of vernment the honorable and learned memabstract resolutions. Produce an instance, ber for Brighton desires to perpetuate in
name any instruction received from the 'this colony. The bond between us and
Hecretary of State at any time, which the mother country is a bond very light
could interfere with the free exercise of for us to bear. It imposes upon us no
the will of this people.
disability of any kind; but I do not see
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-The Duke of how honorable members can expect the
Buckingham's despatch, which the honor- connexion between the colony and the
able member never attempted to justify.
mother count.ry to be preserved if resoMr. FELLOWS.-What despatch?
lutions of this character be carried. I
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-The despatch ask honorable members to look that part
giving the Govel'l1or instructions, under of the case clistinctly in the face. I ask
certain contingent circumstances, to insist if it is possihle, in the face of resolutions
. upon the particuhtr form in which a like these, to preserve the connexion with
measure should be presented to this House. the mother country? It appears to me
Mr. FELLOWS.-In other words the utterly impossible. What are we to conHome Government disapproved of their tend for?
For an independent represervant being bribed I do not wish to sentative of the Crown - independent
rake up that matter, as a case of the kind not of us, that is not meant, but indeis not likely to oocur again.
pendent of his mistress; a representative
VOL. VII.-8 'f
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who is to be at liberty not only to misrepresent Her Majesty, but also to ,set her
instructions at defiance. He is to remain
here doing what she does notwant him to
do-acting quite cO,ntrary to her wishes,
and without any power ou the part of Her
Majesty to remove him. That is just
what the honorable and learned member
for Brighton desires. It does appear to
me that, if contingencies of this kind.
are connected with these resolutions, the
whole matter ought to be fully debated.
If we are in any' way to throw off our
allegiance, and to have in these realms an
independent sovereign whom his own
mistress cannot interfere with or instruct, .
we ought to do it deliberately, .and looking
aU the consequences in the face. We
ought not to be called upon to do 'it by
adopting resolutions which are obnoxious
to the very objection which the honorable
and learned member for Brighton has
urged against the action of the Colonialoffice. These resolutions are submitted
by a gentleman who is not responsible to
this House; and I say that resolutions
with such serious consequences possibly
hanging to them should be framed with
unusual care, and should .be brought
fo-rward by some one responsible to the
House. As to the other point - the
expense of defending these shores in the
case of a war in which the empire is
concerned-a war with the initiation or
termination of which this colony may
have nothing to do-a war which may be
initiated and terminated against our wish
-a war, the course or boundary of which
we cannot determine - I say that we
ought to look at both sides of the question,
and consider whether, in the face of such
a war, any resources that we may have
will be sufficient to provide us adequate
protection-whether we are prepared to
encumber ourselves with this heavy
expense, and fling back in the face of the
Imperial Government the assistance which
for;lllerly· we received with thanks at their·
hands. The honorable member for Mornington stated the other night that it
would be a great deal better if we were
to pay back to. the Imperial Government
the £100,000 paid by them on account of
the Cerberus. If that is the course of
'public feeling in this country-if we are
to treat the Imperial Government as if we'
were under no obligation whatever to them;
as if we were connected with them by·
no other ties than the mere ties of policy and
convenience-as I· have heard gentlemen
Mr. Langton.
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state who entertain the same views as the
honorable and learned member for
Brighton:-we are as much at Uberty to
refuse assistahce from, or to refuse to
recognise the right to interfere of, the
English Government as the French Government. If the French Government
proposed to legislate in any way tending
to interfere with our liberties, the proceeding wO\lld be' sure to be resented;
the French Government might do what
they pleased, but no legislation of theirs
could affect us, in. any degree; and it
would not be worth the while of any honorable and learned gentleman to submit
to this House a resolution to the effect
that we will not recognise the right of
the Government of France to legislate for
this colony. But I cannot help drawing a
wide distinction between the Government
of France pretending, to legislate for this
country and the Government of England
interfering in a way which, if notsanctioned by law, is not forbidden by' laW'~
which the honorable and learned member
for St. Kilda (Mr. Fellows) says he believes is in accordance with law, although
perhaps not statute law. While on this
point, of the interference of the Imperial
Government in colonial matters, I may
mention that I concur with the honorable
and learned member for St. Kilda that no
statute has been passed since the inauguration of responsible government which
forms any just cause of complaint. True
there is the Mercantile Marine Act; but if
the circumstances under which that Act
was passed are looked into, it will be seen
that it was never intended to apply to a
colony like this-that, to save the trouble
of enumerating the specific possessions to
which it applied, the enactment was made
general, and thus it extended to every
colony. Only lately a suggestion was made
by one of the colonies for the adoption of
a method by which the Imperial Government might render' su bstantiar assistance
to these colonies without doing anything
which could be regarded in the light of
interference.. It was suggested by some
members of the Ministry and representatives of the people in New Zealand that
application should be made to the Imperial
Government to secure the passage of an
Act to enable British trustees-trustees in
the U ni ted Kingdom -to in vest trust funds
in colonial as well as British securities.
Now I think every honorable member.
will admit that the position of colonial
securities in the London market would
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be materially improved by the passage
of a law to that effect, because the number
of persO'ns inter~sted in the prices at which
colonial debentures might be purchasedof persons who would be competing for
the purchas~ of those debentures-would
be ·largely increased. I think that is a
consideration which should not be overlooked. At all events I have not heard it
referred to before. It shows that there
are a great many considerations connected
with these resolutions to which no attention has - been paid. Therefore, I think
the best thing which can be done will be
to allow the Chairman to leave the chair,
with a view to the dealing with the subject being postponed until some-more favorable period for its consideration than
the close of a session which has lasted for
nearly a year.
Mr.. KERFERD.-I think that after
this ,matter has been fully debated in the
House, and after the House has decided to
go int9 committee for the purpose of
making' such alterations as would as far
as' possible secure unanimity as to the
resolutions, it is almost too late to consider such a proposition as that of the
Chairman leaving the chair. Were such
a motion carried, the whole of the resolutions would virtually be shelved, and the
colony would be in the position of refusing
to express an opinion as to the basis of
the relations which should exist in future
between this colony and - the mother
country. I am one of those who; when
the s'ubject was - being discussed before,
expressed the opinion that practically we
have no grievance to complain of; but,
having once raised the question as to what
should be the permanent relations between
this colony and the mother country, I
think that question ought to be dealt with
and disposed of. N ow, sir, if the honorable and learned member who has charge
of these resolutions is willing to, modify
them so that they may form the expression of an opinion which will carry weight
with the mother country - an opinion
which will not be lost sight of when the
question of the relati9ns which should
subsist between the colony and the mother
country is taken into consideration-an
opinion which will enable Victoria to take
her proper part in the very grave discusI:)ion~ now going on, I shall be happy to
support them. I regret as much as the
last speaker that, at this advanced period
of the session, we should be called upon
to discuss so important a question. .My

8T2

22.J

Considered in Committee. 2655

own inclinations would lead me to adopt a
different course. I should prefer the matter being referred to a royal commission,
or to the Government of the day, and for
them, after due deliberation, t~ su~mit a
proposal to the House. It is not -to be
supposed that,' under present circumstances, we can give the subject the deliberation which its importance demands.
But I am one of those who desire to see
all restrictions which are now imposed
upon us, so far as it can be done consistently with our remaining a portion of the
empire, entirely swept away. We have
gradually emancipated ourselves, as it
were, from being governed by a system of
despatches from Downing-street. The
time has come when, with a population of
three-quarters of a million, and a revenue
equal to that of the entire dominion of
Canada, we should have responsible government in the full sense of the termwe should have the fullest control over
(lur own affairs - and therefore I say,
although we may not be able to give so
much deliberation to such a grave question
as it ought to receive at our hands, let us
do our best. With that view I shall
oppose the motion that the Chairman do
leave the chair.
Mr. BLAIR.-I concur with the last
speaker that the objection raised by the
honorable and learned member for St.
Kilda (Mr. Fellows) to the resolutions as
a whole is one that is urged too late. In
point of fact the House has virtually committed itself to the resolutions in the
main, and is bound in consistency to pass
them in some shape or other. With respect
to the first resolution, I do not by any
means catch the force of the objections
urged either by the honorable member for
West Melbourne (Mr. Langton), or the
honorable and learned member for Dalhousie. The first resolution amounts simply
to a general abstract truism. N ow general
abstract truisms may be repeated on occasion with great effect. There are occasions
when' even the statement of mere elementary principles appears necessary.
This seems to me one of such occasions.
If therefore no harm attaches to it, I think
we may carry this resolution where it
stands. W" e may pass it, since it is a proposition which carries universal assent
with - it. No harm eHn arise from its
adoptioll; 110t tne slightest benefit call
rf'sult from its being struck out. TLo
oi>jection of the ~lOn()rable nud- learlleu
member for Dalhousie l:ieems to proceed on
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a profound misapprehension of the state of
feeling in the House generally with respect
to these resolutions. It goes more directly
against the proposition to entertain the
resolutions as a whole than do even the
objections in detail raised by the honorable
and learned member for St. Rilda. If
there be any basis or ground on which
the honorable and learned member for
Dalhousie can establish his objections, the
committee ought not, at this moment, to
be discussing resolutions bearing upon this
subject in any, even the remotest degree.
The express design and purpose upon
which the House assented to go into committee upon these resolutions was not of
rejecting the resolutions; but of modifying
them-of altering their terms and extent
so that they might be brought more into
harmony with the general state of feeling
-and of placing upon our records, once
and for ever, a distinct and emphatic disapproval of any attempt, by any persons
outside the Legislature or the colony, to
interfere III our domestic affairs, or in our
relations with the mother country. I think
discussion has rather strengthened the conviction that it is necessary we should place
such a distinct disclaimer upon onr records,
because, whatever may be the mischievous
results of passing the resolutions as they
stand upon the paper, that mischief would
be absolutely nothing in comparison with
the mischief which would unquestionably
aecrue from our allowing any such interference as that against which the resolutions are directed. The fact is that
certain persons scarcely known by name
t.o members of this House, pI' known at
most by name, living in London, and
designated "absentee colonists," have
taken it into their heads that it would be
a very desirable thing indeed for them
to constitute themselves a sort of general
committee for the care of the colonies.
No doubt they go a little further. They
ndd to their own proposition, to constitute
t.hemselves a general committee of safety
for colonial interests, this condition-I' of
COl1l'se with the entire consent of the
. colonies themselves."
Now the reply
given to that modest proposal of these
absentee colonist.s in London by the first
resolution is distinctly this-" No, gentlemen, not upon any terms whatsoever
shall you have so much a·s the recognition
by thfs Legislature of yonI' existence as a
committee for the purpose assigned." At
the \"ery time when the relations of the
colony, and of colonies generally, to the
l1Ir. Blair.
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mother country, are becoming most critical,
are we to permit certain gentlemen-wellmeaning gentlemen, no doubt-of whom
we know nothing, and who practically
know nothing of us, to take into their
hands the most delicate and complicated
interests that we have in our keeping? If
would be suicidal in us to permit anything
of the kind, or anything approaching it, to
be done. They who read colonial history
with car,e will find that, in every case in
which the mother country has been embroiled with her colonies-in that supreme
historical case in which the American
colonies threw off the yoke, and declared
themselves independent-in that more
recent case, when Canada found herself
plunged into rebellion-infinite mischief
was done by the interference and intermeddling of self-constituted friends of
the colonies in London. I have no doubt
that, if the whole story were plainly and
fully told, it would be found that the
rupture between America and the mother
country, in the first instance, would by no
means have been so bitter, nor would the
conflict have been so deadly as it was, but
for the circumstance to which I have
alluded. I am fully convinced that the
rebellion in Canada, some thirty years ago,
might have been entirely averted if it had
not been for the mischievous interference
of self-constituted friends of Canada, who
had the ear of, and backstairs influence
with, Downing-street. I desire to say
nothing disrespectful of the absentee
colonists, who mayor may not deserve the
very pungent description applied to them
in the memorable speech with which the
honorable and learned member for Brighton
moved the resolutions; but even if they
were of the highest sagacity as statesmen,
if they were men of the largest philanthrophy, of the widest scope of intellect,
and of the most unimpeachable motives,
I would say to them that, in this supreme
case of the relations and connexion between
this colony and the mother country, no
human being alive except the duly-constituted Legislature of the country, through
its members, can be allowed to interfere,
not even by a remote hint or sugge~tion ;
that no intermeddling, no officious gobetween, shall be tolerated for one single
moment. That being so, and the case
being specific, distinct, and definite, I fail
to see any force or appropriateness in the
objection raised by the honorable and
learned member for Dalhousie; and,
though I certa.inly shall feel quite justified
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in asking for some modification of the unnecessarily stringent terms of some of the
subseqnent resolutions, I should unhesitatingly assent to the first resolution, even
. if the language employed were much more
forcible than it is.
The proposition for the Chairman leaving the chair was negatived without a
division, as was Mr. Langton's amendment.
The committee then divided on the
question that the words of the original
resolution proposed to be left out (to make
room for Mr. Macpherson's amendment)
stand part of the resolutionAyes
45
Noes
15
Majority against Mr. Mac- } 30
pherson's amendment ...
AYES.

Mr. Baillie,
" Bates,
" Blair,
" Burrowes,
" Burtt,
" Butters,
" Carr,
" Casey,
" E. Cope,
" T. Cope,
" Crews,
., Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Everard,
" Farrell,
Francis,
" Frazer,
" Grant,
" Harbison,
" Harcourt,
" Higinbotham,
" James,
" Jones,

Mr. Kerferd,
" Kernot,
" King,
" Kitto,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Mason,
" McCulloch,
" McKenna,
" Plummer,
" Richardson,
" Rolfe,
" G. Paton Smith,
" G. ·V. Smith.
" ~tutt,
" Sullivan,
Vale,
" Watkins,
" Wilson,
" Witt,
" Wrixon.
Tellers.
Mr. Dyte,
" Lobb.
NOES.

Mr. Aspinall,
" Bayles,
.. Bourke,
.. Cohen,
" Duffy,
" Langton,
" Longmore,
Dr. Macartney,

Mr. McDonnell,
" Macpherson,
" McKean,
" McLellan,
" J. T. Smith.
Tellers.
Mr. Hanna,
" Macgregor.

The 1st resolution was then agreed to.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM moved the 2nd
resolution : "That the people of Victoria, possessing by law
the right of self-government, desire that this
colony should remain an integral portion of the
British Empire, and this House acknowledges, on
behalf of its constituents, the obligation to provide
for the defence of the shores of Vic"toria against
foreign invasion. by means furnished at the sole
cost, and retained within the exclusive control of
~pe people of V~~tof~~."
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Mr. MACPHERSO~ proposed that,
after the word "provide," the resolution
should read as follows :-" in concert with
the Imperial authorities, for the defence
of the shores of Victoria against foreign
invasion, the colonial forces to be furnished
at the sole cost, and retained within
the exclusive control of the people of
Victoria."
Mr. LANGTON.-No subject has been
submitted to the House since I have been
a member of it of greater importance to
the community, and fraught with more
serious consequences, than that contained
in the resolution now before us. Up
to the present time, nothing has been
said to show that we are in a position to
defend ourselves without assistance, in
the event of the British Empire being
engaged in a general war.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM. - Will the
Chief Secretary be good enough to state
the exact import of the amendment which
he proposes to make in the resolution?
Mr. MACPHERSON.-I will read the
resolution in the terms in which I think
it ought to be passedU That the people of Victoria, possessing by
law the right of self-government, desire that this
colony should remain an integrlll portion of the
British Empire, and this House acknowledges, on
behalf of its constituents, the obligation to provide,
in concert with the Jmperial authorities, for the
defence of the shores of Victoria against foreign
invasion, the colonial forces to be furnished at the
sole cost and retained within the exclusive control
of the people of Victoria."
.

There may be cases in which the Imperial Government would necessarily seud
a naval force to this colony, to protect the
interests of Great Britain. The interests
of Great Britain are mixed up in such a
way with our own interests that it is becoming that some concerted action should
take place, while, at the same time, the
colony should provide its own force for
its own protection. The object I have in
view is that we should concert with the
Imperial Government for defensive purposes. I desire that we should have our
own force under our own control, and that
where Imperial interests are concerned
provision should be made by the Imperial
authorities.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-That Great
Britain should aid in the protection of the
British mercantile marine in these waters
is only a reasonable proposition. Whether
that is to be done by British ships sent to
these waters, or by a tax impol:led by us
upon Briticih shirpin~, to provi<.!.~ for their

2658 The Imperial Government' [ASSEYB~Y.]
protection ourselves, is a matter of comparati.ve indifference. But 'the resolution
I have submitted- only professes to point
out the obligation which we state rests
upon ourselves, not the obligation which
rests upon the English Government. The
Chief Secretary now proposes to alter it
in such a way as will express an obligation which we conceive rests upon ourselves to do a certain thing in. concert
with the Imperial Government. Why
should we do this in concert with the
Imperial Government? It seems to me
that the amendment will weaken, if not
entirely destroy, the effect of a principle
which I for one desire we should frankly
and distinctly acknowledge, and also act
upon, ourselves, namely, that we, being a
people sufficiently numerous to protect.
ourselves against foreign invasion-sufficiently wealthy to provide means for our
self-defence-should accept, unreservedly
and without qualification, the obligation
of self-defence. I do not think that we
are fit to be a free and responsible people
if we shrink from that. Why avow that
we will accept a concerted system of
defence with the English Government?
I would ask the committee to consider
whether such a system would be consistent
with prudence, any more than it would
be consistent with national self-government. Any system concerted with the
English Government, for the joint defence
of either British or colonial interests in
these waters, would be a system otdivided
government. We could not tell how
much 'would be under the control of our
own Government, or how much would be
under the control of Imperial officers. We
could not depend, at any moment, upon
retaining in these waters British ships
sent here for the protection of British
marine; therefore we could never tell
how far we could rely upon our own
means of self-defence, or how far we could
safely rely upon the assistance to be provided by Great Britain. Perhaps 'the
committee will allow me to read a despatch from Earl Granville to the Governor
of New Zealand, on this very subject,
contained in the papers which have arrived
to-day. Earl Granville says" I do not underrate the arguments that may be
urged in favour of that employment."

That is the employment of Queen's troop~
in defence of the colony.
.
" Th ey are obvious in themselves, and h~ve been
forcibly urged by yourself and others, but tqe objections to that course are overwhelming,
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experience, and not the least the experience of
New Zealand itself, has shown the fatal consequences of carrying on war under a divided authority."

Now that will be precisely our position if
we could not tell at any moment whet~er
we could rely upon British ships or whether
we were to depend entirely upon our energies. The despatch proceeds" It can but lead to continued differences, imperfect co-operation, interrupted enterprises, and the
other evils which are alleged to have characterized
the Maori war. The British and colonial troops
must therefore be placed under the same command."
.

In a subsequent portion of the despatch
Earl Granville says.
" Either this country must p'lace its troops at the
command of a Government not responsible to itself, or it must assume the responsibility of the
war, or it must resign itself to the disasters conse.
quent on a double Government."

Now that is just the position which I
think we should be. in if we adopted the
course proposed, namely, to do as much· as
we could to protect ourselves, and tru'st to
the Imperial Government and to Providence for the remainder. We could not
tell how much of the means of' defence
would be under our control, how much we
should require to provide for our own defence, and to what extent we should be
entitled to call upon the Imperial Government in any given case for ImperiRI~s
sistaoce. I confess that we are' in a
position in which we are able to defend ourselves from all attacks' by sea
and land, and that, if we have not the
spirit and the will to do so, we are not
entitled to self-government at all. An
honorable member said, on a former occasion, that I stated that I believed the
police force of the colony would-be able to
resist all attacks upon the colony. I
never said anything of the kind. I was
speaking distinctly of attacks upon the
colony by land-the landing upon these
shores of a military force; and I maintain
the opinion that, in a great European or
world-wide war, no force could establish
a landing on our. shores which could not
be easily demolished and annihilated by
our police alone. Our real danger in time
of war is solely by sea; and. t~erefore, if
we shrink from meeting and deciding upon
the question, whether we are prepared or
not to undertake our defence by sea).
unaided by Great Britain, I confess' I
think we shall only be giving a half
answer to this particular appeal made by'
the English Government to the colonies,
upon which the English Government bases
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its concession of responsible government.
The British Government say that we
ought to protect ourselves, on the ground
that we have responsible government.
We ought to take care .that we have responsible government, while we accept
the condition upon which they will grant
it; but if, on the other hand, we say that
we will defend our~elves as far as we can,
and trust to the British Government for
the rest, without knowing how far they
will assist us, the Imperial authorities will
be justified in continuing their present
unlawful course of interference with our
self-government. We ought to be in a
position to say-" We will defend ourselves; we will not call upon the taxpayers
at home to contribute a shilling; but, in
return, we will, have complete and entire
self-government."
Mr. DUFFY.-The proposal to which
the honorable and learned member for
Brighton asks our assent is this-that the
half million ,of people in this colony shall
declare that they are able and willing to
maintain a war with such a nation as
France, or such a nation as America. It
seems to me that that proposition needs
only to be stated to' answer itself. The
honorable and learned member asks us to
accept a system which, in order to give
harmony to the ideas upon responsible
government which he entertains, he is
willing to adopt; which system, it seems
to me, involves the completest slavery
that ever a free people 'were asked to
accept. What does the honorable and
learned member, ask? That we shall
pledge our lives and fortunes in a quarrel
with any nation that the Foreign Minister
in England thinks proper to go to war
with, without the slightest relation to us.
I say that the proposal to hold us responsible for wars over which we have no
control-over the commencement, duration,
or termination of which we have not the
slightest influence---:-is a proposal to give
up what is :i,nfinitely more important than
any part of: our'local liberties or rights.
The honorable and learned member, on the
last occasion. the que'stion was before the
House, met that objection-that conclusive
objection" 'as it seems to me-by his
assurance ~·that we might rely that the
statesmen .who are at present predominant
in England would engage in no war which
was not a, defensive war. I am not prepared to accept as a sufficient guarantee for
t~e prosperity Qr, surety 'of this country,
.eIther the honor~bl~ ~ent~ema~'s assu~~~~~
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that the· police will be able successfully
to cope with any force that may land herr,
nor his assurance that the statesmen of'
England will not engage in any but defensive wars. ·As far as I am familial'
with the policy of England, all the wars
that living man has seen i:n which England
was engaged, were the reverse of defensive
wars. All the wars about which we, or
our immediate ancestors, know anything,
were not merely not defensive wars, but
were generally wars entered into with
objects and designs with which the democratic people of this country would
not have the slightest sympathy'. Such
was the war which resulted in' English
colonies constituting themselves into the
United States. We might 'be dragged
in to . a war of that description. The
next war England was engaged in was
a war to suppress democratic government· in France. The grea1 burthen of
the national debt of England was incurred in a war to prevent the people
of France selecting what rulers they
pleased, and merely because the rulers so
selected were offensive to the aristocracy
of England. I know of no security on
which a rational people ought to be content to lean that we will not have similar
wars next year, or at any future period.
What was the last war in which England
was engaged? The last war in which
England was engaged, on which she spent
£100,000,000, and in which two armies
were annihilated, was a war into which
she was wheedled in order that a political
adventurer might establish his position in
Europe. No man who has studied history,
who witnessed the events which occurred
at that time, can doubt that the Crimean war
was undertaken in order that Louis N apoleon might establish himself among the
Sovereigns of Europe. He had the advantages of it. It did give him that position.
~t gave him authority unexampled in the
c~)Uncils of Europe till the late success of
Prussia. What interest would English colonies have in a contest of that nature? When
the honorable aud learned member assures
us that there is no risk hereafter of statesmen engaging ill any but defensive wars,
I take leave to remind him that the statesman who is at present at the head of the
English Government, and upon whom I
have no doubt he mainly relies for peace,
was a member of the Government that
drift'ed into the Crimean war. Mr. Gladstone, then Chancellor of the Exchequer,
was a man whose opinions upon questions
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of peace and war accorded altogether
with those of Lord Aberdeen, then Prime
Minister. Lord Aberdeen was a peace
Minister, and yet, under the influence of
one member of the Government-Lord
Palmerston-and in concert with Louis
Napoleon, the British Empire was drawn
into that war. That is a circumstance so
recent, so much within our own knowledge, that it seems to me difficult for a
reMonable assembly to think they have
flny security that what happened so lately
is not going to happen again. Between
the Crimean war and the present moment
there were two or three occasions upon
wp'ich England was on the very. brink of
war; and ifit had depended upon the people
of England, as I trust it will depend hereafter, with a popular representation in the
House of Commons, those wars, or some
of them at all events, would have been
engaged in. For example, when Denmark
was fallen upon by two strong robbers and
torn asunder, the people of England desired that she should have help from
England, and I have not the slightest
doubt she would have had except for
dynastic ties. The heir to the English
throne had' recently married a popular
Danish Princess, which gave an additional inducement to the people to defend
her father's kingdom; but other members
of her family wet'e allied with Prussia;
and there is no unrevealed portion of
recent history more certain than that
England was kept out of war in defence
of Denmark because of certain German
alliances. Are we to be liable to war in
future upon which of two dynastic influences prevail in the English Cabinet?
Again, look at the contest of the Poles for
their independence. Lord John Russell
was then Foreign Minister, and the Emperor of France, who has great influence
in England's councils, advised a joint
action in defence of Poland. Why was
that not taken? I am persuaded that had
some Foreign Ministers been in the position of Lord John Russell, they would
have assented to it and had war. He, for
obvious reasons, took a contrary course.
We were preserved from that war by the
will of a sin~le man. I may be told, and
I trust it is t.'ue, that in the interests of a
gallant, long-strug-gling people like the
Poles, the population of this colony would
be willing to make some sacrifices; but,
while we would probably effect no good
for Poland in the contest, we have reason
to know that our ports have been soqnded
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and examined on behalf of Russia, in onlel'
that, in case of another war, she may holel
us responsible for being part of the British
Empire. That is a responsibility 1 do not
desire to evade, in concert with Englalld ;
but I utterly renounce, as preposterous,
the proposal that we are to take the whole
of the responsibpity in these conteststhat the mother country, which makes the
war, ought to take no share of it. ~o
much as to the past. What is the probable future as to waf? Out of what
questions is war most likely to arise? 1 n
England there are two questions upon
which, I think, most persons who have
given any attention to the subject woulLl
say that war would be inevitable. Suppose France, in order to widen her border,
and get some counterpoise for the accession of territory won by Prussia,
made war upon Belgium. Nothing is more
certain than that England would interpose
in that case, because Antwerp is considered
to menace the coast of England if in the
hands of an enemy. It is the policy
of Great Britain that the fortresses of
Antwerp should not be in the hands
of an enemy to shelter a fleet, employed in an invasion of England. No·
doubt it would be perfectly reasonable
and natural on such grounds that England
should go to war, but how distant is our
interest in that question. How unreasonable is it to expect that, in order to protect the coast of England from some remote
chance of invasion. we should have to take
all the dreadful consequences of war, and
defend our own shores, with no reciprocity.
With reciprocity we should be bound to
take our share in the war, but not otherwise. Again, there is another direction
in which war seems in the highest degree
probable. It is said that if Russia penetrates into Persia, England must go to war
with her, because, if she gets Afghanistan,
the British Empire in India will be at her
mercy. But are the people of this colony
to risk all that is dear to them in order to
prevent Russia penetrating into Persia?
I do not object that we should take Ollr
full share of responsibility; but what I do
object and refuse to do is to declare that we
are perfectly prepared at our sole cost, and
with our own unaided force, to tak e
our share of contests engaged in from
interests wholly apart from our colonial
interests, the beginning and end of
which are beyond our control. I trust
that the committee will pause before it
assents to so wild a proposal that we shoulq
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take at our own risk, with our own sole,
unaided means, the responsibility arising
out of conflicts with the great powers of
Europe, with anyone of whom England may
be at war next week. To rest upon the
opinion of English statesmen as a security
that a war will not take place, is to rest
upon too frail a security. If England engages in war, while we take the shelter of
her flag, while we take the aid of her protection, we will give our blood in the
contest; but if we are asked to take
our defence upon ourselves alone, in any
European war, then I say that a wiser
and a better plan would be to negotiate
for such a condition as Hanover occupied
towards England, when she was under
the same Crown, in which she was secured
from engaging in war with any of the
German States, because she had certain
relations with the German Empire. In
the same way, I take it that the colonies
of England might by negotiation, through
the mother country with the great powers,
have an international law agreed to by
which the colonies-outlying states like
this, pract.ically independent, being connected with the mother country simply by
the tie of the Crown-might not be considered as necessarily engaged in hostilities
with powers with which Englan{J. went to
war, unless the colonies volunt.arily chose
to associate themsel ves in the contest.
Where the contest was one for defence, I
say we should be bound to take our share
in it. Where the contest was one for ambition; where some Minister drifted into
war as some Ministry drifted into the
Crimean war; where some ambitious
neighbour wheedled an English Minister
to aid him-as I verily believe Louis
Napoleon wheedled Lord Palmerston-we
might properly stand aside. It is very fine,
simply because it is a necessary part of
the political system which presents itself
to his mind, for the honorable and learned
member for Brighton to say-Ie Give us
responsible government, and we will undertake our own defen ce solely by om"sel ves ; "
but in placing that burthen upon the people
of this country. we impose upon them a
burthen beyond their strength. No half
million people in the world, even the
bravest and most gallant, would be able to
encounter any of the great powers in war.
It is mere folly and phantasy to say so.
I will make just one remark in reference
to the modification of the resolution proposed by the Chief Secretary. I understand that modification to be that we are
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willing to take our full share of the
responsibility of uefending the cololiY
provided that the Empire takes its share,
and that whatever colonial forces are raised
for colonial defence shall be under tIle
complete control of the colony. That is
perfectly reasonable. It gives us what
we never had before-the control of our
own forces. The Governor has, by his
commISSIOn, hitherto had the control
of all the military and naval forces in the
colony. We were bound even to put the
Victoria in that condition. I am quite
prepared and willing to go any length to
enforce OUl~ right of control over an eq uipment raised by, ourselves; but if we aEe
to act in concert with the empire, let the
Imperial authorities have the control of
their own forces. Talk about" dou ble
Government" responsibility, why when
two allies go to war, as England and France
did in the Crimea, there is the same d ifIiculty and trouble; yet England, I venture
to say, will never go to war again without
some ally. Her resources in men are too
limited; she has not the immense pupulation to recruit [wm that some continental
countries have; and it has been the fixed
policy of England, back as far as any of
the wars I have recited, not to go to war
except in alliance with other nations. In
every war she has been engaged she has
had that difficulty to contend with, not
with fellow subjects of her own, but with
foreigners and strangers. The difficulty,
however, was overcome. The case of New
Zealand, to which the honorable and
learned member has referred, has, I venture to say, little or no bearing upon this
question. In that case the colonists of
New Zealand have quarrelled with some
of the natives of the country. The quarrel was of their own making; and England
says - " You engaged in this war yourselves, and must finish it yom"selve:'." We
may fairly propose to imitate Englanu in
that, and say-" If you engage iu wars
yourself, you ought to finish them yourself,
as far as we are concerned."
Mr. G. V. SMITH.-I think that the
House has good reason to be grateful to the
honorable and learned member for Dalhousie. If his speech means anything, it means
that in the hour of England's extremity we
should desert her. (" No.") I say t.hat is
the fact. The honorable and learned member talks about the war with Russia being
an unpopular war, but I think we had the
best testimony that it was a thoroughly
popular war, and that public opinion f01:ced
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an unwilling Ministry to enter into that·
war; and we had the concurrent opinion
of the people of this country, who did
then, as they will always do where
England is concerned, namely, put their
hand into their pockets to assist her. I
. believe that we shall be prepared to do
that, no matter how England may be
drifted into war. If there is any way by
which W~ can more fairly express our
opinion on th~ question of defence than'
the resohltion proposes, I shall be glad to
hear it. When the Chief Secretary suggested the addition of certain words, it
struck me, at the moment, that they would
be most appropriate, for certainly we all
desire and intend to act in concert with
the empixe; but it is only from sudden
invasion that we have any reason to appre. hend the. slightest ganger, and I would
ask honorable members how it is possible
to act in concert "'\Yith the empire if any
sudden invasion takes place? A large
force cpuld not be collected to invade our
shores without sufficient notice of it being
obtained to enab~e .England to interpose
with her fleets and prevent it landing. It
is only from sm~ll, predatory" attacks that
we have any danger to apprehend, and
from those we should be prepared, and are
prepared, to. defe:Q.d ourselves. As to
assisting England in any war, I say that
the best assistance .we can give her is to
defend our own f'hores, so that we may
not require her fl~et to be drawn away
from the outside ~~as. If we have the
advantages of self-go.vernment, we must
also accept its bijrthens. Those who will
not bear the burthens are unworthy to
bear the benefits. If there be any war, no
matter what it mflY be, I am quite certain
that the people of Victoria are prepared
to assert the same principle as was asserted
by the Irish Parliament when it declared
that all it demandedpwas legislative independence, . not· separation from the
British Empire. The separation of this
colony, I trust, will 'never take place. I
should like to see a resolution passeu
declaring that weare prepared to stand
and fall with England. The best way to
prove that is to bear our fair share of the
burthens of defence. We ought not to
ask the people of England to take ou~
share; on the contrary, it would be far
more becoming in us to assist England
in defending other parts of the empire if the
time comes, as 5t may come, when such
assistance is necesf;lary. The first blo~
struck at the British Empire would be
Mr. G. r. Smith.
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in India. The destructioll of ·theBFitish
Empire means the destruction of civilisatiqn and freedom throughout the world.
Surely we are prepared to give our contingent to assist England in every extremity, even the worst. . If the. Chief
Secretary can point out any means by
which we can concert with England
against such a danger as this colony is
likely to be exposed to, I shall be prepared
to agree with him; but I don't see how
it is possible. Where concert can be had
it will take place, no matter whether we
assert it in this resolution or not. No
one can suppose that we can act otherwise
than in concert with the' English Empire.
Mr. MACGREGOR.-I am surprised
that the honorable member who last addressed the committee expressed his determination to vote against: an amendment
which entirely carries out his views. The
Chief Secretary's amendment simply declares that we are prepared to take our
share in defending the shores of this
colony against foreign invasion. It appears to me that if the resolution passes in
the shape in which it has been proposed
by the honorable and learned member for
Brighton, it can only mean one thing,
namely, a challenge to the Imperial Government to tell us to go about our business.
We ought to regard the whole of the resolutions not only from our own standpoint, but in the view in which they will
be looked at by other people. I venture
to say that any stranger reading the resolutions can put no other construction upon
them than that we have arrived at such a
state of advancement that we are prepared
to get on alone-that we can entirely dispense with the assistance or co.:.operation
9f the] mperial Government, and are pre~
pared, at our own sole cost, to defend ourselves against all invasion on the part or
foreigners. If the Imperial Government
take this view of the resolutions, they
will say-" As long as we allow a colony
to remain under the British flag, we must
of course take such means· as we cp,n to
protect that flag from insult; but in order
that we may not be placed in the position
of having to defend our flag in a territory
w:hich virtually disclaims the Imperial
connexion, you must shift entirely for
yoursel ves; we shall withdraw the insignia.
of our authority from you, and allow YOll
to protect yourselves." Is that the position in which· the committee desires this
colony to be. placed? If.it is,. the resolutions ought to be passed in: their prf~cllt'
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shape, without one t~ttle of, alteration. I
have no hesitation in saying that the impression produced ~y the resolutions on
the minds of Imperial statesmen will be
that, if they mean anything, they mean
nothing but declaration of independence
from the British Empire. For that reason
I should like to see the resolutions modified. I go as far as the honorable and
learned member for Brighton in my desire
to prevent any interference by the Imperial authorities with the Government
of .this colony inconsistent with the
Constitution which has been given to
us.
I say that th,ey have interfered
inconsistently. with the provisions of
our Constitution; but it appears to me
that if a proper, temperate, and conciliatory representation were made on the
subject, the Imperial Government wo~ld
see their way to abstain from such interference in future. That eminent lawyer,
Lord Cairns- than whom probably there
is no higher legal authority in the British
Empire-has expressed the opinion that,
under our Constitution Act, there is no
power to give such instructions to the Governor as the Imperial Government has
been in the practice of giving-that, in
giving such instructions, they interfere
with the provisions of the Constitution
Act. I believe that, on proper representation, the Imperial Government would at
once disclaim all intention of interfering
with the operation of responsible government in this colony; but if the resolutions
are passed in their present shape, withou t
modification, they will certainly be open
to no other construction than that they are
virtually a declaration of independence on
the part of this colony from the Imperial
Government,
Mr. BLAIR.-I shall vote for this
second resolution as it is, notwithstanding
the somewhat alarming and apparently
cogent argument, drawn out at considerable length, and, I must say, with very
great ability, by the honorable and
learned member for Dalhousie; for it
seems to me that the resolution, sweeping
as its terms are, and defiant as its tone
appears to be, does very little more than
give expression for our acceptance to a set
of conditions fairly forced upon us by the
Imperial Government. Since the present
English Ministry came into power, the·
whole course of Imperial legislation, with
respect to the colonies, has been to throw
on the colonies alone the entire respon,sihility of defending themsel ves from
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external attack. The despatch of Earl
Granville is so clear, so succinct upon this:
point, that the British press universally
accepts this state of things as the declared
policy of the present Imperial Cabinet, and
as the policy which is henceforward to be
maintained whatever Ministry is in power.
In a copy of the Times, just received by
the mail, I find a letter by Lord Carnar;voJ;l
upon the New Zealand question, in which
he lays down four propositions with respect to the Imperial policy in regard to
that colony in the matter of self-defence.
His lordship says, in the first place, that
the Imperial Government may resume the
control of native affairs in New Zealand,
a proposition which he at once pronounces
impracticable; and, secondly, that it may
retain and pay British troops, to be at the
disposal of the Colonial Government."This, again," says Lord Carnarvon,
"would be impossible;" and I am sure
that everyone will agree with him. In
the third place, his lordship says that the
colonists might pay the ordinary subvention in aid of troops to be maintained for
their defence, leaving their disposition
absolutely to the Imperial Government.
Now this surely, in the very terms of it, is
what this colony should insist upon, as the
only condition upon which it will maintain
its, loyalty to the British Throne, if tho
House agrees with the argument of tile
honorable and learned member for Dalhousie. The fourth proposition is that the
Imperial Government, by financial assistance' might give the colonists the means
of placing themselves in a position of
permanent defence. What does Lor,a
Carnarvon say, not as a matter of
opinion, but as a matter of fact,
with regard to this fourth condition t
He declares that it is an alternative no
longer open to consideration. That being
so, the Imperial policy, in regard to the
very question we have now before us, is
distinctly and emphatically declared. I
think we are called upon, before we rise
for the recess, to give some dist.inct expression to our views upon the whole condition of things; and I don't see what
better, what clearer, and, at the same
time, less objectionable expression should
be given than that contained in the reso~
lution now before us. So far as to the
question of adopting the second resolution.
But at this point comes up the series of
statements and arguments set forth by
the honorable and learned member for
Dalhollsie. The honorable and learnc<1
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member, however, entirely failed to convince me that the ground he holds ought
to be taken up and maintained by this
colony; and for the simple reason that facts
are entirely against him. No single fact
iu the whole history of England's policy
with respect to her colonies during the
current century goes in support of the
honorable and learned member's' argument,
while scores of facts can be picked out of
that history going directly in the teeth of
it. It proves too much; it is a two-edged
argument; it cuts both ways. The honorable and learned member maintains that
if we declare that we will take upon ourselves the entire charge and cost of our
self-defence against external aggression,
we shall be laying ourselves open to terrible and indefinitely large dangers, which
might arise, and in all probability would
arise, from England going to war with
one or more of the great powers of
Europe. The question which that argument at once suggests to my mind, as a
response to it, is this - "Has such a
danger ever arisen in point of fact, or is
it ever likely to occur?" The answer is
that never once has it happened that a
Brit.ish colony has suffered serious damage
at the hands of any great European
power with which England was at war,
whether that war was an offensive or an
aggressi ve war on the part of England.
In point of fact, it never has been, and I
venture to say it never will become, the
course of policy amongst the nations of
Europe to carry out the spirit of inter-.
national conflict to such vindictive lengths
that defenceless (if you like to call them
so) and weak dependencies of an opposing
great power shall be assailed and anuihilated simply because two great powers are
at war. If the honorable and learned
member for Dalhousie, who sets forth his
argument with so much apparent st,rength,
could back it up with one single effective
illustration, I would say it had force to
that extent; but when, according to my
recollection, there is not in the whole course
of European history, for the last sixty or
eighty years, a solitary fact to verify the
argument, I am justified in saying that
there is no weight in it, but that it is a mere
illusion. On the other hand, we find that,
even in the Crimean war, to which the
.hollorable and learned member made such
pointed' reference, .not only were the
Aust.ralian colonies perfectly free from
aggressive visitations on the part of the
great power with ",hi('h England was in
Jll,.. Blair.
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conflict, but, to the shame and disgrace of
England, she made aggression upon a
colony of Russia. The one fact which
forms an exception to the general rule as
re~ards the international policy of the
European powers within the period I have
named is the fact that, during the Crimean
war, a predatory descent was made upon
a Russian colony in the. North Pacific by
an English fleet. England herself was
the aggressor upon the colonies of Russia,
but, I believe, that not a single one of the
great European powers would venture, in
similar circumstances, to imitate that example. There being no facts to maintain
the argument of the honorable and learned
member for Dalhousie (except the single
fact which tells against England herself),
or to show that, in the event of England
going to war with some great European
power, we should not be perfectly safe and
secure, it seems to me that all the validity
of the honorable and learned member's
course of reasoning is destroyed. I have,
therefore, not the slightest hesitation-not
the slightest misgiving-in entirely assenting to the resolution as it stands. If affirmed, it will be a resolution creditable to
the colony-it will place us before the world
in a better guise thau we have hitherto
assumed, and it will be a sort of pledge or
guarantee to all the powers of Europe, and
of the world, that we have no hostile intention of our own. It will show that we
do not intend to be aggressive, but to be
a peaceful, progressive, and, at the same
time, peace-cultivating people-that, therefore, we have no desire but to cultivate
the most friendly relations with all powers.
I am certain that no power, knowing we
have the spirit and pluck to defend ourselves in case the necessity should be laid
upon us, will ever think of sending a
hostile fleet into the waters of Port
Phillip.
Mr. KERFERD.-I regret that I cannot support the resolution in its present
form. We have already entered into an
agreement with the Imperial Government
as to the terms and conditions under
which we will conduct the defence of this
colony. That agreement received the
sanction of the honorable and learned
member for Brighton, and also the approval of this House. It was that a vessel
of war should be built expressly for this
colony; that we should contribute a sum
of about £60,000 towards its cost, and
that the Imperial Government should contribute £100,000; t.hat the vessel waS to
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be manned at our expense, was to' cruise
in these waters, and in time of actual
danger was to be placed under the control
of an Imperial officer, who was to have
power to take her away from these shores.
That is the very opposite of the proposal
which the honorable and learned member
for Brighton now asks us to approve of.
I think he ought to show why that
agreement should be abandoned, and
state what proposal he intends to submit
with the view of recouping the £ 100,000
that we sent home Mr. Verdon to beg
from the Imperial Government. But
altogether apart from the fact of our
having entered into an agreement to defend
our own shores upon these terms, there is
the other difficulty-that we are asking
the people of this country to bear a burthen which they are not fit to hear. This
House is always jealous of anything calculated to increase the taxation of the people,
and I apprehend that we have no right,
of our own mere motion, without the
sanction of the people to the proceeding,
to undertake such an obligation as is
shadowed forth in this resolution. Any
one who gives the matter the slightest
consideration must admit that it would
compel us to maintain a force far beyond
our means.
The other day a flying
squadron came into this port. Fortunately it sailed under our own flsg. But
what would be the feeling of the colonists
of Victoria if we were visited by a flying
squ~dron sailing under the flags of France
or Russia at a time when those countries
. might be at war with Great Britain? The
honorable member who has resumed his
seat cited an instance of England attacking
a colony of Russia when at war with that
power. If England would do that, would
not Russia, France, or any other country
at war with England do the same thing to
an English colony? A foreign power at
war with England would not hesitate to
send into Hobson's Bay a flying squadron,
which might land men and take £1,000,000
of bullion from the banks. In the event
of war being declared by or against England, a colony so rich as Victoria would
be one of the first to be attacked. Now
if the colony cast in its lot with the mother
country, and, in addition to _ supplying
both men and money, undertook the cost
of its own defence, I don't think it should
lIe asked to do more. I should be very
glad if we were able to carry out to the
fullest extent the proposal of the honorable
and learned member for Brighton; but I
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may say-and I say it with the greatest
respect to him~that in view of the recent
arrangement we have entered into, and in
view of our own limited population and
means, it really appears to me that we are
guilty of something like what is called
"bounce," when we bluster as to our
ability to do that which the whole world
knows we are not fit to perform. Surely
that is not the impression which the honorable and learned gentleman would wish
to be created, with regard to the colony,
upon the world ? We want to remain
part of the empire-to share her obI igations, if needs be, to the extent of our
means in supplying men and money-and
we also want the entire control of our
own defence; but beyond that I think we
ought not to be asked to go.
Mr. WRIXON.-I think it can scarcely
be contemplated that the arra.ngement
made with regard to the ship Cerberus,
whatever the exact details may be, is to
be taken as permanently binding on the
policy of this country, or that we are to
be held to have adopted one stereotyped
mode of dealing with the question of
national defence for henceforth. So far
as that preliminary view, thrown out by
the last speaker, is concerned, I don't
think we shall be disposed to attach much.
weight to it. I take it that one or two
isolated cases cannot affect a question of
general policy, when that question is
forced upon us in a different light by the
action of the Home Government. Apropos
of this, I may say that, when we are
warned not to assent to this resolution,
because it practically means separation
from England-because it is something
which contemplates our complete independence-it ought not to be forgotten
that the resolution is simply adopting the
views ofEad Granville himself; and I
don't think anyone will contend that that
nobleman has ventured, in the face of the
Parliament and people of England, to lay
down, for adoption by the colonies, a
policy which really means the disint.egra-.
tion of the British Empire. Therefore, I
don't think we can be accused of rushing
in, blindly and presumptuously, where
Englishmen fear to tread, because we have
the Secretary of ~tate who has charge of
the colonies recommending the course
exactly shadowed fo~th and reciprocated
in this resolu tion.
Mr. LANGTON.-No.
Mr. WRIXON.-It seems to me substantially the same thing. Earl Gmnville
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says that each colony shall provide for its
own internal defence; and that is all that
this resolution proposes. It undertakes
to guard our own shores against a hostile
landing, leaving, as I take it, the empire,
in its vigilance and necessity, to go out
and fight hostile fleets upon the ocean, if
hostile flee1 s there be. It is said that the
arrangement is dangerous, and that under
it we might suffer considerably in the
event of England becoming involved in
war with f!lome other power. The honorable and leat'lled member for Dalhousie
has given us a list of probable future
dangers, and a long history of past wars,
=tud he has asked us to consider the condition we might be placed in if any of the
enemies of England came down upon us ?
I think that argument, if a good one, is a
good one for separation from England
altogether-because, pass whatever resolution you like, or don't pass it, act or
refrain from acting, so long as you remain
part of the empire, you will have to su banit to that danger and that risk. At any
:time Great Britain may declare war, and,
i\"hether this resolution is passed or not,
!the power against whom Great Britain deIClares war may send ships to attack us. The
wassing or non-passing of the resolution will
mot add one bit to the vigilance of England
in guarding the colony at that particular
~bIhe of danger. It is one of the incidents
.of our being connected with the British
lempire, and I don't think there is a single
Australian who is not ready to take his
}portion of the risk and danger for the sake
I!iXf :being connected with that empire. We
lIlr.e :aU .aware of' the danger, and we are
prepa;r.ed to meet it, but the danger will
not be made greater or less by this resolution. If w.e don't pass the resolution, we
.cannot calculate upon England, inevitably
:and in every case, protecting the colony
from attack; and, on the other hand, if
we pass the resolution, we don't prevent
England fulfilling her obligation, if a hostile fleet appears in tzhe southern seas, of
s:ending a fleet to meet it-we confine ourselves to the internal defence of the
country, an obligation which, if needful to
self-government, I don't think we ought
for a moment to shirk. It has been said
that, instead of venturing on this daring
step, we £mg~t to have the co-operation of
England in the matter of local defencewe ought to gi ve her clearly to understand
-that we are not going to be left alone in
-this matter, and to stipulate that she must
assist lis in the matter. That I take to be
Mr. Wrixon.
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the meaning of the amendment to the resolution. N ow you cannot reasonably or
consistently invite the interference of the
Imperial authorities, in this mat.ter oflocal
defence, without also conceding to the
Imperial authorities a certain share of the
control in your local affairs. You cannot
disconnect the two, arid it would not be
reasonable if you could. If we are not
prepared to defend ourselves, and take the
whole weight of our defence on our own
shoulders, it is not reasonable that we
should ask or demand to have the whole
responsibility of self-government. ,Let me
say that this is thoroughly understood at
home. Earl Grey and other authorities
who have spoken or written upon the subject all say that they think England ought
to take a greater share in the internal
defence of colonies; and they all add that,
if she does so, she has the right of control
in their internal affairs. Earl Grey, in a
letter which I have been looking at only
this evening, says that, if we insist on the
absolute control of our local affairs, we
have no right to expect assistance from
England with regard to local" defence.
And that is the rational princii>le~a principle established at home-which we must
either accept or reject. Therefore' the
committee will see that we are considering
which we shall have. Will we take the
whole defence of ourselves, and have our
local self-government,' or will we give
up that local self-goverIime~t; arid take in
England to look after' us? I think we
should accept the suggestion of the noble
lord at the head of the Colonial-office, and
acknowledge our obligation to provide for
our own defence, and, at the same time,
claim with determination the whole and
perfect rights of freemen.
Dr. MACARTNEY. - I should not
have said anything in reference to these
resolutions to-night but for the speeches
of two or three honorable members 'whose
intelligence seems to be at fau~t. Several
honorable members, and among them the
honorable and learned member for Belfast,
have spoken as if a parallel existed between
this country, as affected by these resoluThey have
tions, and New Zealand.
spoken and argued as if the policy laid
down by British statesmen at home~ at the
present time, as applying to ~ew Zealand,
is eq~any applicable to Victoria.. Now
we ar'e here asked to take upon ourselves
the defence of what? Our shol;es. That
surely is not internal def~nce. New
Zealand has not been called upon by the
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Imperial authorities to raise an armament
to protect her shores. It is against internal war, against the people of the country,
and not against invasion, that she has to
provide. If the fleets of Europe were to'
visit the southern seas to-morrow, Great
Britairi would not ask New Zealand to
equip a single ship. She only asks, when
a native war is provoked by the conduct of
British settlers; that British, settlers should
protect themselves against foes in their
own land. To say that, in the event of a
war, New Zealand would be called upon
to raise a force'to meet a French invasion,
is simply ridiculous. And no doubt when
our speeches, or the gist of them, go home,
British statesmen will laugh most heartily.
Here we have no'internal enemy to contend against. If defence be necessaryas, from this resolution, in the mind of the
honorable and learned member for Brighton'
it is-why is' it necessary? If war be
possible as far as Victoria is concerned,
will any honorable member stand up and
say that be conscientiously believes that
the efforts of Victorians to defend themselves against foreign invasion would
prove otherwise than abortive? If war
be not possible, if there be no danger of
foreign invasion, why is defence necessary
at all? To tax themselves sufficiently to
put 'upon the coast an effective line of defence is what Victorians will not do. If
they were so disposed, so heavy and
crushing would the taxation be that the
task would prove impossible. But whence
is war to corne? When Canada was
threatened by the United States, during
the confederate war, what' was the argument which Mr. Bright used in the House
of ,Commons? "Canada declares she is
not going to become aggressive; the
United States declare that that they have
no desire to take Canada; whence then is
war to come except ,through England
herself?" That brings us to the point
taken up by the Chief 'Secretary, and so
ably 'supported by the honorable and
learned member for Dalhousie..:-if war
shou ld' corne through England, then surely
it must be in concert with England that
we ,are to defend this country. But
we hear it argued that England's naval
forces would protect our shores, and the
honorable gentleman· who puts forward
this :argument' afterwards leaves us with
the beautiful idea 'before us of a Victorian
fleet. J. take leave to remark that, if
England were involved in war with one
of" the great, ,nations" of the· earth to-

morrow, her naval and military forces are
not adequate to the task 'of defending her
colonies. It is this 'Very conRcio'usness
that makes England and English 'states-,
men look around for a plansible"ground
upon which to disencumber themsel'ves of
the colonies; and these resolutions;ifthey
pass in their present fOl1 m,. will give to
Earl Granville and other men of his
school exactly what they 'seek for - a
sufficient ground and 'excuse 'to say"Here is 'a colony which boasts it can
defend itself; it also claims the right of'
self~governrrient; by' all means let it have'
it, and let it go adrift, n,s these resolutions
er..title us to suppose the colonists desire.'"
This would be the argument of British.
statesmen. But if the'connexion,is-to be
kept up, as the honorable members for
Brighton and Belfast appear to desire,.
and if, as the speeches and writings of
British statesmen show, England will only
make such a contract as she desires to
have, I think, instead' of passing resolutions of this kind, we should rather set
about to discover some new system or
arrangement of relationship between this
colony and Great Britain by which the
dangers of war might be averted, by
which there might be such a reform,
during the season of peace, in international law, that, in' the event of the·
mother country going to war, the colonies
might be exempt from the consequences.
The honorable and learned member for
the Ovens told us that we must assist
Great Britain. Now just fancy the effect
on British statesmen of the announcement
that, in Great Britain's extremity, in her
time of hardship and trouble, she must be
. assisted by Victoria and other colonies.
The honorable member certainly left the
impression that his opinion was that
Victoria ought to contribute to defray t.he
expe\lses of a war, if England engaged in
it., on the continent of Europe. But any
arrangement into which the colony might
enter should rather be one by which
England, if she must fight, must take the
consequences, and by which her colonies,
unless they assent to the war, ought to be
exempt from the consequences. I agree
with the honorable and learned member
for Belfast that, supposing the resolutions
passed, matters will stand exactly as they
stand now. True, the Imperial Govern':
ment may 8ay-" If ;you insist on carrying out these resolutions, the connexion
between you and the mother country must
cease." If that does not follow, the only
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other result is that we stultify ourselves,
t.hat we render ourselves absurd in the
eyes of British statesmen and the British
community. Certainly, British statesmen
will interpret the resolutions in whatever
manner they think fit.
Mr. LANGTON.-I interjected" No,"
when the honorable and learned member for.
Belfast stated that this resolution was only
adopting the terms of Earl Granville's despatch. I think the honorable and learned
member can scarcely have read that despatch if he supposes that it refers to the prokction of the shores of any colony against
war which England herself may initiate.
Is any such doctrine as that laid down
anywhere? If not, then, as the last speaker
oLserved, the case of New Zealand has no
analogy to that we are now considel iug.
Mr. MACKAY.-It was stated in the
House of Commons.
Mr. LANGTON.-I should very much
like to see it. I never heard of any
English statesman making such a remark,
because it seems at once to point to the
immediate dismemberment of the British
Empire. If the Imperial Government were
to say openly, " We are going to hold you
as still connected with the empire, as far'
as appointing the Governor is concerned,
but we will give him instructions to repudiate all obligations to render you assistance when you are involved in difficulties
on account of our proceedings," it appears
to me that the British Empire, as constituted at present, would be at an end.
If such a doctrine had been boldly avowed
in the House of Commons, without being
repudiated by everyone who listened to it,
the honorable gentleman would certainly
bring forward some argument in support
of the resolution which we are now considering. But, in the absence of proof, it
appears to me that the committee ought
not to attach much importance to the
assertion. The honorable and learned
member for Belfast also stated that the
argument of the honorable and learned
member for Dalhousie, if it meant anything, meant separation from the mother
country-that the consequences of the
connexion with the mother country would
be so disastrous, in the case of an extensive war, that it would be far better for
us to separate. But let the honorable and
learned member consider the other side of
the case. Would it not be much better to
separat.e than accept the position in which
the honorable and learned member for
Brighton wishes to place us-the position

dnd
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of being still a part of the empire, and
at the same time repudiating any obligation on the part of the empire to render
us assistance in the case of a general war?
Why, we should be in an infinitely bettel'
position if we were to separate at once,
because, by a ~el1era])y recognised principle
of ci vilized nations, we should be exempt
from the consequences of any war except
that which we might deliberately enter
into. We should be able to do almost
without ships or soldiers, because, of
course, we should not think of going to
war with our immediate neighbours.
Mr. MACKAY.-I think the last
speaker must have forgotten recent history when he called in question my
remark that, in the House of Commons,
the policy has been advocated of abandoning the colonies to themselves in case of
war. About three or four years ago, when
the question of Canada becoming involved
with America was brought before the
British public, many British statesmen,
including Mr. Lowe, advocated the policy
of leaving the Canadians to fight for
themselves, and stated distinctly that the
colonists could not expect the Imperial
Government to send out sufficient troops
to fight their quarrel for them. And does
not the honorable member know that that
was the forerunner of the present agitation in reference to the question we are
now considering? The policy then enunciated was taken up by the Times and
other public journals, and has been gaining
ground in England. It has been found
that the mother country must abandon the
colonies to their own defence, if she carries out the policy of the pence party in
England, and of liberal and reforming
economists. The Jlonorable member ought
to know this. If his memory is a good one,
he would not call in question my assertion.
Mr. LANGTON.-I should like to see
it produced.
.
Mr. MACKA Y.-The honorable and
learned member for South Gippsland has
alluded to the remarks of the honorable
and learned member for Belfast about the
expenditure by England of money in our
defence involving the loss of our independence. Now I desire to point out that
Earl Grey's letter not only refers to New
Zealand, but asserts the broad principle
that, wherever the Imperial authorities
have to expend money on behalf of a
colony, they assert a certain amount of
right to interfere with colonial affairs,
without reference to the fact whether the
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expenditure of the mon0Y is to protect the
colony against internal or external aggression. The principle is not only laid down
broadly in Earl Grey's letter, but it is
asserted by English statesmen and English
newspapers that England must not spend
money on colonies unless she has a voice
in the direction and management of the
affairs of those colonies. Besides, I take
it, no honorable gentleman here can deny
that independence meaus self-defence. I
believe no man here is so poor-spirited as
to ask, in one breath, that we should have
independence, and, in the next, that another
country should come and protect us. The
Chief Secretary proposes to insert in the
resolution a phrase declaring that we
should undertake our own defence in concert with England. But does the honorable gentleman see the logical conclusion
of his own amendment?
Suppose we
simply trust to ourselves for our defence,
what excuse or pretext is there for any
country to attack us? But if it is understood that our defence is distinctly
provided for by the Imperial authorities,
in the. terms, as it were, of a treaty, we
beoome at once allies in a war with England-we force ourselves into a war with
all England's enemies-and we may suffer
accordingly. I listened to-night with
great pleasure to some of the remarks of
the honorable and learned member :(01'
Dalhousie; but one remark I cannot endorse. The honorable member asked when
was it found that a nation or country of
only half-a-million could defend itself?
But does self-defence depend upon the
number of the people of a country? I say
"No." If that argument amounts to anything-no country with a population under
a certain number has a right to be independent. Docs any man pretend to say
that Belgium or Greece can defend herself? Why is Belgium free?
Dr. MACARTNEY.-By virtue of
international rights.
Mr. MACKAY -And that we look
forward to. When we build up our independence by the assertion of such resolutions as these, we pave the way to be
admitted into the great comity of nations,
and to assert our freedom from" being
dragged into the world's wars. If Belgium can be free from invasion why sbould
not we? Anyone of Belgium's enemies
could swallow her up to-morrow, and
might do so. But should we refrain from
asking to be independent, to be allowed to
prot.ect ourselves, simply because we are
VOL. VIJ.-8 U
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small in number? What was the population of America when that country took
upon herself to assert her independence of
Great Br'itain? The population of the
states that declared war against Great
Britain did not number more than about
a million and a quarter. In conclusion, I
beg to state that, whatever arrangement
may be made, whether we become independent or not, my desire is that a Victorian or Australian subject shall never
cease to be a British subject. I should
like every British colonist to be like the
old Roman citizen-to carry with him,
wherever he goes, the rights and privileges
of a citizen of the empire, and to be able,
whether in England or in a colony, to
aspire to the highest positions in the realm.
Mr. JONES.-Before any amendment
is carried to the effect proposed by the
Chief Secretary, that we should undertake the defence of our coast in concert
with the Imperial Government, I think it
will be necessary for us to understand
whether the" other high contracting party
will be content to act in concert with us.
I presume the Chief Secretary is not yet
prepared to make a declaration to that
effect. The honorable and learned member for South Gippsland has told us that
leading British statesmen are anxious to
be quit of the colonies. Now is this
colony so poor in spirit that it is determined to thrust itself upon England, to
be defended by England, although her
statesmen want to be quit of us? I think
not. True, we may be crushed, but I
apprehend we may be crushed whether
we continue to c!lll ourselves dependent
upon England or whether we will say
we will do our best to defend oursel ves. There are many small peoples,
who might be tumbled upon and broken
up, without scarcely any person troubling
himself to strike a blow; nevertheless such
persons are a.llowed to call themselves independent, however small or apparently
insignificant they may be. I trust this
colony will always have, as I thjnk most
British colonies have, enough of the daredevil element within it to be able to make
some show of self-defence. There are
certain people who must fight. If they are
not allowed to fight fairly and honorably,
in defence of society, as soldiers, they are
apt to give occupation to the gentlemen
who guard the" stone jug," and to become
troublesome citizens. Now it is far better
to assist in organiziug' these men, and
making them useful according to their
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nature, than to allow them to become
trou blesome, as otherwise they must do.
As part of the empire, we must be content
to bear the risks of the empire, whether
we like it or not If we dissevered ourselves from the empire to-morrow, we
could be hroken up and crushed just as
completely as if we were a portion of the
. empire. To object to our bearing our fair
share of risks, as seems to be ad vocated by
the honorable and learned member for
Dalhousie, unless we have immediate concern in the particular war in which the
empire may be engaged, appears to me to he
taking too narrow a view of this question.
I think the resolution before the committee
should be carried without the amendment
suggested by the Chief Secretary. I trust
we shall be able to defend our shores, or
be able to submit, if we must submit,
to a good drubbing, whenever that drubbing is to come, and take it as part of our
education, which will enable us to learn,
through adversity, how to defend the
liberties we possess.
The committee divided on Mr. Macpherson's amendmentAyes
21
Noes
40
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Mr. HIGINBOTHAM moved the 3rd _: ....
resolution :"That this House protests against any inter
ference, by legislation of the Imperial Parliament,
with the internal affairs of Victoria, except at the
instance or with the express consent of the people
of the colony."

The resolution was agreed to without
comment .
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM proposed the
4th resolution : (, That the official communication of advice,
suggestions, or instructions, by the Secretary of
State for the Colonies to Her Majesty's representative in Victoria, on any subject whatsoever
connected with the administration of the local
Government, except the giving or withholding of
the Royal assent to or the reservation of Bills
passed by the two Houses of the Victorian Parliament, is a practice not sanctioned by law, derogatory to the independence of the Queen's
representative, and a violation both of the principles of the system of responsible government and
of the constitutional rights of the people of this
colony."

The committee divided, and, after the
division,
The CHAIRMAN announced that the
tellers did not agree as to the numbers
voting for the" Ayes" and" Noes" respeeti vel}'". The discrepancy was caused
by the tellers on each side claiming
the vote of the honorable member for
Majority against the amendment 19
Kilmore. He begged to ask on which
side the honorable member gave his
AYEs.
Mr. Aspinall,
Mr. McDonnell,
voice?
., Macgregor,
" Bourke,
Mr. BOURKE said that he gave his
,. Cohen,
" Macpherson,
voice
with the " Noes."
"
McKean,
" Duffy,
The CHAIRMAN directed that the
" Farrell,
" McLellan,
" Hanna,
" J. T. Smith,
honorable member's vote should be re" Harbison,
" Thomas,
corded with the "Noes."
" Harcourt,
" Whiteman.
Mr. DYTE stated that the honorable
Tellers.
" Kerferd,
member for Kilmore did not cross over
Mr. Bayles,
" Kernot,
" Longmore,
" Langton.
until after his name was recorded with the
NOES.
" Ayes." He (Mr. Dyte) therefore subMr. Baillie,
Mr. Lobb,
mitted that it was too late to record his
" Bates,
" Mackay,
vote amongst the "Noes."
" Blair,
" Mason,
After some discussion, the tellers for
Burrowes,
" McCulloch,
" Butters,
" McKenna,
the" Ayes" refusing to alter the division
" Carr,
" Plummer,
. list, it was resolved that the matter should
" Richardson,
" Casey,
be reported to the Speaker.
" E. Cope,
" Rolfe,
The House having resumed,
" G. Paton Smith,
" T. Cope,
Mr. F. L. SMYTH reported that a
" G. V. Smith,
" Crews,
,. Cunningham,
" Stutt,
point of order had arisen in the commit" Davies,
" Sullivan,
tee, from the tellers upon a division not
" Dyte,
" Vale,
agreeing in the numbers voting for the
" Everard,
" Watkins,
" Ayes" and " Noes" respectively, on
" Francis,
" Williams,
" Frazer,
" Witt,
account of the member for Kilmore occu" Grant,
" Wrixon.
pying a seat :it the table when his name
" Higinbotham,
was taken down by the tellers for the
James,
Tellers.
"Ayes," and afterwards crossing over to
" Jones,
Mr. Burtt,
" King,
" Wilson.
the opposite side, his name being subseThe 2nd resolution was then agreed to. quently taken down by the tellers for the
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"Noes.'" He called upon the honorable
member to say on which side he gave his
voice, and the honorable member declared
that he gave it with the "Noes." He
then directed the tellers for th~ "Ayes"
to erase the honorable member's name from
their list; but they declined to do so.
The SPEAKER. - When a division
takes place in the House of Commons,
the members go into separate lobbies.
If an honorable member goes into the
lobby for the" Ayes" his vote is recorded
with the "Ayes," even though he intended to vote with the " Noes." Here
we have no division lobbies, and therefore
members divide on the floor of the House;
and the rule has always been that, if a
member crosses the floor after the tellers
are appointed, and his vote has been
recorded, it must be counted as recorded.
Mr. DUFFY remarked that the same
question arose on the first division that
ever took place in the Legislative Assembly, and a different ruling was given on
that occasion. He desired to cross over
after the division on that occasion was
ordered; but the Speaker interposed, and
said that it was too late for him to cross
over. He (Mr. Duffy), however, insisted
upon his vote being counted upon the side
he gave his voice, and that course was
adopted. From that time to the present
he had been under the belief that it was
not merely the law of Parliament but the
practice of this House that a member's
vote should be recorded on the side he
gave his voice. He wished to know
which decision was to guide the House?
The SPEAKER. - If there is any
doubt as to an honorable member's intention, arising from his hesitation or other
cause, the practice is to ask the member
on which side he has given his voice, and
to record his vote accordingly.
Mr. F. L. SMYTH asked how the vote
of the honorable member for Kilmore was
to be recorded ?
The SPEAKER.-With the "Ayes."
Mr. F. L. SMYTH.-The honorable
member was sitting with the "Ayes," but
crossed the floor of the House.
The SPEAKER.-If the honorab
member sat with the" Ayes" after t
division was directed by the Chairma
and the tellers were appointed, his vo
must be recorded with the "Ayes."
Mr. LANGTON quoted the following
passage from May:"It must be well understood by members that

their opinion is to be collected from their voices
~u2
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in the Honse, and not by a divis.ion ; and, if their
voices and their votes should be at variance,
the former will be held more binding than the
latter."

In this case the honorable member for
Kilmore was asked on which side he
gave his voice, and he said with the
" Noes."
The SPEAKER.-There must be a
certainty at some period of making a di vision list correct. If members are to cross
the floor at any time, how is a division to
be arrived at without constant confusion? )
I have always held that, after the tellers I
were appointed, no member ought to cross !
the floor.
Mr. McKEAN said that, where a dispute had arisen about an honorable member's vote, he had repeatedly heard the
Speaker ask the member on which side he
gave his voice.
The SPEAKER.-When there was
any doubt about how the vote ought to be
recorded, arising from its being claimed on
the ground of a member voting contrary
to the way in which he had given his
voice. That is not the case here.
The House having again resolved itself
into committee,
The CHAIRMAN announced the
Speaker's decision on the point of order.
He (the Chairman) retained his own
opinion, but, in accordance with tho
Speaker'S ruling, the honorable member
for Kilmore's vote would be counted with
the "Ayes." The result of the division
therefore wasAyes
40
Noes
18
Majority for the resolution

22

AYES.

Mr. Baillie,
" Bates,
" Blai.r,
" Bourke,
" Burrowes,
" Butters,
" Carr,
" Casey,
" E. Cope,
" T. Cope,
" Crews,
Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Everard,
" Farrell,
" Frazer,
" Grant,

Mr. King,
" Lobh,
" Mackay,
" Mason,
" McCulloch,
., Plummer,
" Richardson,
" Rolfe,
" G. V. Smith,
Stutt,
" Sullivan,
Vale,
" Watkins,
Williams,
" Wilson,
" Witt,
" Wrixon.

" Higinbotham,

" James,
" Jones,
" Kernot,

Teller8.

Mr. Burtt,
II
Dyte.
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NOES.

NOES.

1fr. Aspinall.
Mr. Macpherson,
" Bayles,
" McKean,
" McLellan,
" Cohen,
" J. T. Smith,
" Duffy,
" Thomas,
" Harbison,
Whiteman.
" Harcourt,
" Kerferd,
" Longmore.
Tellers.
" McDonnell,
Mr. Hanna,
" Macgregor,
,. Langton.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-I desire to
state that I placed the 5th resolution on
the paper for the purpose of indicating
that these resolutions were not intended
to embarrass the Government in any way.
I have been informed that an objection
exists in the minds of some members to the
terms and general effect of the 5th resoIntion, and therefore I wish to say that, if
either indi vidual members or the GovernlUent think it would be better to omit that
resolution altogether, I am prepared to
witltdraw it. I will now move it, as a
m:1.tter of form, but if there is any objection to it I will withdraw it.
The resolution, which was as follows,
was agreed to : c'That the Legislative Assembly will support
Her Majesty's Ministers for Victoria in any
measures that may be necessary for the purposes
of securing the recognition of the exclusive right
or Her Majesty and of the Legislative Council and
Legislative Assembly • to make laws in and for
Victoria in all cases whatsoever,' and putting an
('ady and final stop to the unlawful interference of
t.he Imperial Government in the domestic affairs of
this colony."
The House then resumed, and the resolutions were report.ed.
APPROPRIATION BILL.
The House having gone into committee
on this Bill,
Mr. DYTE movetl that progress be reported.
The committee eli videdAyes
31
~O~
31
AYES.

Mr. Bates,
" Burrowes,
.. Burtt,
" Carr,
" Casey,
,. K Cope,
" '1'. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham,
,. Davies,
" Francis,
,. Frazer,
" Grant,
" .Talnes,
" .fones,
" ~1acBain,
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Mr. Mackay,
,. Mason,
" McCu Hoeh,
,. Rolfe,
" G. Paton Smith,
" G. V. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Vale,
" Watkins,
" Wilson,
" "Vitt,
" Wrixon.
Tellers.

Mr. Dyte,
" Lobb.

Mr. Aspinall,
Mr. Longmore,
" Baillie,
Dr. Macartney,
" Blair,
Mr. McDonnell,
" Bourke,
" Macgregor,
" Butters,
Capt. MacMahon,
" Cohen,
Mr. Macpherson,
" Everard,
" McKean,
" Farrell,
" McKenna,
" Hanna,
" McLellan,
" Harbison,
" Plummer,
" Harcourt,
" Richardson,
" Kerferd,
" J. T. Smith,
" Kernot,
" Thomas.
" King,
Tellers.
" Kitto,
Mr. Bayles,
" Langton,
" Whiteman.
The CHAIRMAN said that, in giving
his casting vote, he should be guided by
the practice as laid down in May. He
found that(( On the 24th February, 1797, Mr. Speaker
Addington gave his casting vote in favour of going
in committee on the Quakers .Bill, assigning as
his reason that he had prescribed to himself an invariable rule of voting for the further discussion of
any measure which the House had previously
sanctioned, as in this instance it had, by having
voted for the second reading."
The House had already signified its desire
to proceed with the consideration of the
Appropriation Bill, by going into committee, and postponing the preamble, and to
vote' for reporting progress wou ld be to
vote against proceeding with the Bill.
He should therefore vote with the "Noes."
The motion for reporting progress was
accordingly negatived.
Mr. VALE moved that the Chairman do
leave the chair.
Mr. MACPHERSON said that the
motion could be proposed for no other purpose than obstruction. An arrangement
WitS made the previous evening t.hat, after
the Appropriation Bill was read a second
time and committed pro forma, the honorable and learned member for Brighton's
resolutions should be dealt with. That
arrangement had been strictly adhered to,
and the Government now desired that
the A ppropriation Bill should be passed
through committee, which would facilitate
its revision and preparation for becoming
law. The House had as much control
over the Bill before it was read a third
time ·as they had at any stage. The Government., however, had no desire to steal
a march on the House, or to see the other
Bills which were before the Legislature
shelved. They did not wish in any way
to prevent them from becoming law.
Mr. McCULLOCH remarked that an
arrangement was made between himself
and the Minister of Customs, on the

Appropriation Bill.

[DECEMBER

22.]

Appropriation Bill.

2673

previous evt'ning, that if the Appropriation one instance in the Imperial Parliament of
Bill was read a second time it should not the same tactics having been resorted to,
be further dealt with until the other Bills at all events during the last hundred
before Parliament were disposed of. He years. The motion for reporting progress
understood that the Minister of Customs having been r~jected, it was proposed that
consulted the Chief Secretary before mak- the Chairman should leave the chair.
ing that arrangement
What did that mean? Why that the Bill
Mr. COHEN observed that, to the best should lapse. He could refer to authoof his recollection, the arrangement which rities to show that that would be the effect
he made with the honorable member for of the motion, if passed. He submitted
Mornington was that the Appropriation that, if honorable members opposite wished
Bill should be read a second time, but that . fairly to test the feeling of the House as
it should not be read a third time until to whether there should be a change of
the other measures at present before Ministry, they should do so by a direct
Parliament were again in the hands of the motion, and not by the insidious and unseemly proceedings in which they were
Legislative Assembly.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM stated that the now engaged, and which were being proimpression conveyed to his mind by the secuted with no other result thun injury
honorable member for Mornington, as to to the public creditor. Honorable memthe arrangement made with the Minister bers opposite were simply obstructing the
of Customs, was that the Appropriation business which they were sent to the
Bill should be read a second time, that House to transact.
the resolutions relative to the connexion
Mr. WRIXON considered the accusabetween England and the colonies should tion of intending to refuse the Supplies
then be dealt with, and that the three rather uncalled for. He had no objection
measures still pending-the Municipal to the AppropriatIon Bill being sent as
Corporations Bill, the Local Go\'ernment soon as possible to another place. But he
Bill, and the Land Bill-should be dis- was informed that an arrangement had
posed of by Parli.ament before the Appro- been arrived at between the Chief Secrepriation Bill was further proceeded with. tat'y on the one hand, and the late Chief
If that was not the understanding there Secretary on the_ other, for delaying the
would really be no advantage in any un- Bill until other important measures were
derstanding at all. The object of the dealt with; and, if such an arrangement
understanding was that the House should had been made, it ought to be honestly
have a guarantee that persons ill another kept.
Mr. LANGTON asked on what ground
place should not shirk the duty of dealing
with these Bills.
the committee could refuse to go on with
Capt. MAC MAHON asked when it the Appropriation Bill? In the early
was intended to prorogue Parliament? part of the evening they were told, in an
He thought that a day should be named authoritative manner, that it was a most
for the purpose, whether in the current or unusual course to bring forward the Apthe following week, and that, no matter propriation Bill until all the measures
what might occur, the prorogation should before Parliament were disposed of. Now
since the honorable member for Mornington
take place on that day.
Mr. MACGREGOR trusted the Chief first became Chief Secretary there had
Secretary had received a lesson which he been three Appropriation Bills - it had.
would remember, with regard to making been the practice to have an Appropriation
arrangements which only Jed to misunder- Bill every other year, and it seemed prostandings, and that he would not indulge bable that, carrying out this practice,
in such luxuries again. It was the inten- there would be no Appropriation Bill for
tion of a large number of members who 1869. In 1864, the day after the Approdesired neither to impede the business of priation Bill passed the Assembly, a
the country, nor to see themselves in number of Bills came back from the
office, to proceed to-night with the Appro- Upper House, and it was not until the day
priation Bill. But they were met by a after that Parliament was prorogued. In
motion to which only one signification 1866, the Appropriation Bill was read a
could be attached, namely, that it was in- third time in the Assembly on the 19th
tended torefuse Supplies. Constitutionally May, and Parliament was not prorogued
the motion could be regarded in no other for ten days afterwards, and in the interv~l
Fght; and he de~ed any oue to point out 110 less than eight Bills were tleft,lt w~t4

2674

Appropriation Bill.

[ASSEYBLY. ]

by both Houses. In 1868, there was a
lapse of a week betw~en the third reading
of the Appropriation Bill by the Assembly
and the prorogation, and, in tho meantime,
six or eight measures were disposed of
by both Houses. So much for the unusual
course. He had also taken pains to ascertain the English practice.
The first
volume of proceedings which he opened
informed him that sixteen days elapsed
between the passage of the Appropriation
Bill through the House of Commons and
the prorogation of Parliament, and that in
the interval between 50 and 100 measures
were dealt with by both Houses. The
objection on the ground of unusual course
was thus cut away altogether. It was
not on that ground that honorable members
opposite objected to the passing of an
Appropriation Bill. The honorable and
learned member for Brighton had stated
that the Opposition desired to retain the
Bill in the Assembly in order that they
might have a guarantee that the other
House would deal with certain other Bills.
But how could the detention of the Bill
by the Assembly, for another twenty-four
hours, be a guarantee what the other
branch of the Legislature would do?
Again, it should be rernem bered that the
Bill had to be engrossed, and that the
Clerk of the Parliaments had to be responsible for its correctness; but, if the
examination had to be driven up to within
forty-eight hours of the prorogation, the
work w~s too much hurried, and mistakes
of more or less moment were likely to
occur. On that ground alone, therefore,
there was ample reason why they should
proceed. He regretted the Government
had been party to any postponement, for
he had a grave suspicion of everything
that had the appearance of delaying the
necessary proceedings which the forms of
Parliament required in order to enable
the State to discharge its obligations.
Everjthing tending in any way to stop
Supply had always been looked upon
with very great jealousy by constitutional authorities; and honorable members
ought to do their business in such a way
as not to give the slightest reason for
supposing that they were not anxious to
discharge the public obligations. Therefore, on the grounds both of usage and
convenience, they ought at once to proceed
to pass the measure.
Mr. CASEY considered that honorable
members on the Opposition side of the
House had given the best gUfirantee in
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their power that they had no intention to
obstruct the passing of the Appropriation
Bill. The previous evening the House
went into Committee of Ways and Means,
and there passed certain resolutions, which
were reported to the House and adopted,
after which the Appropriation Bill was
brought in and read n. first time. The
standing orders were suspended in order
that all these stages might be gone
through; and he thought that, in assenting
to all that, honorable members on his side
gave the very best guarantee they could
afford that they had no desire to obstruct
the passage of the Bill. But it should be
recollected that a practice of Parliament,
which would be found noted in May-a
practice without which it would be impossible for public business to be carried
on properly-was for the leaders on both
sides of the House to agree to certain
arrangements. It appeared that an arrangement was come to that the Appropriation Bill should be delayed here until
the measures now before the other branch
of the Legislature were finally dealt with
by Parliament in some way or other; and
honorable members on his side of the
House were determined to insist upon that
arrangement being complied with.
Mr. EVERARD objected to the business of the country being obstructed
because of some arrangement of which he
knew nothing. He trusted that, if the
Chief Secretary made any arrangements
in the fu ture, they would be with his supporters. If honorable members opposite
thought they could turn out the Ministry
-and he never saw men who seemed to
hunger for office more-let them follow
the advice of the honorable member for
Rodney, and, instead of delaying the
Appropriation Bill, let them, even at this
late period of the session, bring forward a
direct motion of want of confidence.
Mr. FELLOWS observed that the motion that the Chairman do leave the chair
was proposed and supported by certain
gentlemen who professed a great desire to
give the Government the neeessary Supplies. But, if the motion were carried,
the committee would be prevented from
making any report, the whole matters connected with the Appropriation Bill would
lapse, and they would have to begin again.
He supposed nobody desired that. He
presumed, therefore, that the motion was
proposed without any intention of carrying it, and because the motion "that the
Chairman repor~ progress" could not bl;}
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proposed twice in succession. But was that
creditable? There was another aspect of
the case which deserved the consideration
of honorable members. Suppose the'Appropriation Bill not to become law until
next year, many of the votes would lapse,
for the reason tha.t the Audit Act expressly declared that no money appropriated for the service of any year should be
expended except during the year for which
it was voted, unless contracts for the works
were entered into before the Jear expired.
To this it might be said that the Bill
should be put in a position to receive the
Royal assent before the 1st January. But
how was that going to be done? They
had no means of coercing or compelling
the other House to meet on a particular
occasion. The other House might adjourn
over the 1st January. In fact each House
ought to act independently of the other.
Instead of one' House trying to trammel
the other, let each act according to its own
lights and views, irrespective altogether of
what the other might be doing. That was
the only way in which they could expect
to carryon the business of the country
according to the Constitution. It was an
absurdity to: say that the Appropriation
Bill should not pass until the other House
had passed certain other Bills. It was a
position which he could never assent to.
The question was whether the money should
be paid or not. Unless the Bill passed,
honorable members might as well say"We will leave altogether forgotten the
duties which we owe to the country."
The Bill ought to have been passed months
ago. He ventured to say that no instance
could be found of the Appropriation Bill
for one year being delayed until the commencement of another year.
Mr. BAYLES said, as to the arrangement made the previous evening between
the Minister of Customs and the honorable
member for Mornington, he understood it
to be that the Bill should be carried
through committee, but that the third
reading should not be taken until the
measures now before the other House
were returned. The honorable and learned
member for Mandurang talked of a
guarantee, but what would that honorable
and learned member say if the Legislati ve
Council were to declare-" We will not
pass any me·asures unless you guarantee to
send up the Appropriation Bill?" He
appealed to country members who were
anxious that their districts should have
their fair share of the Sf.ate subsidie~
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for local works to assist in passing the
Bill.
Mr. WATKINS observed that he was
as anxious as any other honorable member
for the passage of the Appropriation Bill ;
but, before the measure quitted the Assembly, he desired to know in what position
the land question would be left? There
was no security whatever, if the Appropriation Bill passed, against a recess
immediately taking place, and honorable
members being precluded from expressing
their opinion as to the acts of the Government until Parliament met again, which
would be simply according to the pleasure
of the Ministry. He wanted security that
the· presen t session would not be closed
abruptly.
The motion, that the Chait-man do
leave the chair, was negatived without
a division.
Mr. G. V. SMITH moved that the
Chairman report progress.
MI'. MACKAY contended that there
were some things quite as important to
the country as even the passing of the
Appropriation Bill. The House wanted
proof, before it parted with the Appropriation Bill, that the measures which were
in the possession of another Chamber would
not be left without any care whatever.
It was to have this guarantee that the
arrangement already referred to had been
made. He was willing to accept tIle
interpretation given by honorable members on the Ministerial side to that
arrangement-namely, that the third reading of the Appropriation Bill should no·t
be taken until the measures before another
place were disposed of. But it appeared
that honorable members were not inclined
to stick to that; and, if so, he thought the
House would be justified in delaying the
passage of the Bill. For his own part, he
should be perfectly prepared to give a very
good reason for his vote.
Mr. FELLOWS asked why the last
speaker did not vote for the motion that
the Chairman do leave the chair? That
motion and the motion for reporting progress were kindred propositions. They
simply raised the question-" Under which
thimble will you find the pea?" Here
there were only two thimbles, the practice to that extent being different from
England, where three thimbles were always
used. Now what would the people outside say when they saw that the two
thimbles were alike? The questions that
the Chairman do leitve the chair.. apd thal
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Mr. LANGTON remarked that thoro
he report progress, were the two thimbles;
they were alike; and the object of the was no precedent in the annals of t,he
man who played them-the thimble-rigger House of Commons for the tactics which
-was to defeat the Appropriation Bill. the Opposition were now adopting.
Mr. BUTTERS said that he would
That was the" little game" which it was
proposed to play. That was the game certainly vote against the third reading of
which the honorable member for Morn- the Appropriation Bill, unless propel'
ington looked on at. But why should not efforts were made to get the other Bills
honorable members play their stakes openly before the Legislature passed into law.
Mr. MACGREGOR considered that the
and honestly? The motion for reporting
progress would be negatived, and the next Appropriation Bill had no more to do with
motion would be that the Chairman do the other measures than Goodwin Sands
leave the chair. If that were not so, had with Tenterden Steeple. He trusted
that honorable members would not persist
they might set him down as no conjurer.
Mr. MACPHERSON said that he in obstructing the granting of Supplies.
Mr. DYTE observed that there was no
had strictly adhered to the arrangement
which he made with the honorable and desire to stop Supplies, but the Opposition,
learned member for Brighton, openly in being masters of the situation, were deterthe House, which was simply that the mined that the session should not close
Appropriation Bill should only be com- unless certain measures, which had ocmitted pro forma, until the resolutions in cupied the attention of Parliament during
reference to the Imperial Government and the last eleven months, became law. If
the colonies were dealt with. The passing those measures were disposed of, the Apof the Appropriation Bill through com- propriation Bill might be passed through
mittee was only a matter of form, but it all its remaining stages in one night.
must be done before the official readers
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM asked if the
Government would promise not to procould fead the Bill.
Mr. McCULLOCH repeated that a ceed with the third reading of the Approdistinct understanding was come to be- priation Bill until the other Chamber did
tween himself and the Minister of Cus- its duty in respect to the three measures
toms, that no further progress should be at present before it?
Mr. McKEAN hoped that the duty of
made with the Appropriation Bill, after
the second reading, until the other mea- the other House in reference to the Land
sures before Parliament were disposed of.
Bill would be to throw it out.
Mr. COHEN intimated that the converMr. HIGINBOTHAM said that possation he had with the honorable member sibly several members on both sides of the
for Mornington was to the effect that, if .House might concur with the Minister of
the second reading of the Appropriation Lands. For his own part he viewed with
Bill was agreed to, the Government would perfect calmness the approach of the year
not ask for the third reading until the 1871 without a Land Bill, because, in that
other measures before the Legislature event, it would be a year of jubilee with
were again in the hands of the Legislative respect to land legislation. He did not
Assembly. He did not understand that wish to express any opinion at all as to
there was any difference between reading whether it was desirable that the Land
the Bill a second time and passing it Bill should be passed, but he ventured to
through committee. His idea was that say that it was the duty of the two Houses
the second reading meant every stage up to deal with that Bill, and also with the
to the third reading. He did not think, Municipal Corporations Bill and the Local
however, that any conversation he had Government Bill, before the prorogation.
with the late Chief Secretary would jus- If the Government were willing not to
tify honorable members in delaying the propose ~he third reading of the Appropassing of the Appropriation Bill and priation Bill, in order that the Legislative
the payment of the just debts of the Assembly might retain its control over
that Bill until the other measures had
country.
Mr. KERFERD suggested that, as a been finally disposed of, he thought the
very few members could prevent progress present acrimonious discussion might come
being made, it would only be a waste of to an end.
Mr. MACPHERSON replied that he
time for the Government to attempt to go
OIl with the Bill if the oppositiQU ~o it WaS was prepared to ask the Assembly to con ..
persisted i~.
sider the three Bills-tb~ Lalld Bill, tho
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Municipal Corporations Bill, and the
Local Government Bill-once more, when
they came from the other House, and only
once more. If he went beyond that he
would only be asking the House to enact
a farce. If the Assembly then disagreed
with the Council's amendments, and the
COllncil still insisted on their amendments,
he should come to the conclusion that the
two Houses could not agree. He did not
concur with the sentiments of the Minister
of Lands as to the Land Bill, but his
honorable colleague had all along opposed
the Bill. He (Mr. Macpherson) cordially
hoped that it would becQme law, but he
thought there was very little prospect
t.hat it would.
Mr .. McKEAN said that he had no
extreme desire to see the Land Bill
thrown out, but he was thoroughly opposed to the measure as it left the Assembly, and as it was likely to come back
again. The honorable and learned member for Brighton wished to hold the Appropriation Bill in te1'rorem to compel the
other House to finally dispose of the Land
Bill and the other two measures which
were before it. (" No.") Who was to be
the judge of what were fair and reasonable efforts to get the Bills passed? If
the ameudments were once more considered after the Bills were again returned
to the Assembly, was that to be regarded
as sufficient? Or was a game of shuttle~
cock and battledoor to be kept up between
the two Chambers, and for how long?
Mr. HANNA thought that if the Opposition did not believe the promise of the
Ministry, that the Assembly should not be
asked to read the Appropriation Bill a
third time until the other measures were
finally dealt with, they ought to table a
motion to that effect.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM objected to the
Appropriation Bill becoming law until the
other three measures were honestly and
bonafide disposed of. He did not think
that reasonable efforts to get them passed
into law would be exhausted at the stage
contemplated by the Chief Secretary.
After some remarks from Mr. VALE,
Mr. McKEAN, and Mr. G. PATON SMITH,
Mr. WHITEMAN called attention to
the fact that strangers were present.
Strangers were at once ordered to withdraw, and from that time (a quarter to
two o'clock a.m.) until the close of the
sitting, the proceedings were conducted
with closed doors .
.At a. later ~)eriod,
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An HONORABLE MEMBER called attelltion to the fact that there was not a quoru Itl
present.
The Speaker having taken the chair,
Mr. F. L. SMYTH reported that there
was not It quorum.
In the absence of a quorum, the House
was counted out at twenty-six minute::;
past four o'clock a.m.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Thursday, December 23, 1869.
Municipal Corporations La.w Amendment Bill-Local Goverllment Act Amendment Bill-Scab Act Amendment Bill.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at
twelve minutes past two o'clock p.m., and
read the prayer.
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS LA \V
AMENDMENT BILL.
On the motion of the Hon. C. ~r.
JENNER, the message of the Legislative
Assembly with reference to this Bill, and
the amendments made therein, was taken
into consideration.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do nut insist on their amendment in <:Iause
2, providing that the Minister of J llstice
should be a banister of not less than f1 vo
years' standing.
The Hon. W. H. F. MITCHELL
thought the amendment should be illsisted upon, otherwise the Minister of
Justice need not be a law officer at :i 11.
Mr.•JENNER pointed out that the
Council had made upwards of 300 amendments in the Bill, and that the Legislati ve
Assembly had agreed to the whole of'
them with the exception of about tWl:'llly;
so that, at any rate in this instance, Lhe
other House had met them in a fail' spirit.
He hoped the amendment would not be
insisted upon.
The motion was agreed to.
On the motion of Mr. JENNEH, the
amendment made by the Legislative Assembly to insert in the amendment made
by the Council, interpreting the word
" mines" in clause 2, the words "and
buildings connected therewith," was
agreed to, and the proviso to clause 7
requiring the yearly income of a U 1\ i ted
borough to be not less than £1,000, was
not insisted upon.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Coullcil
do pot insist Oil their nmeudmeut til
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substitute £25 for £50 as the maximum
annual value of property entitling a ratepayer to one vote.
The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON moved,
as an amendment, that the amendment be
insisted upon.
The Hon. R. SIMSON seconded the
amendment of Mr. Anderson.
The Hon. T. T. A'BECKETTsupported
the motion. He thought it was very undesirable to jeopardize the whole Bill by
insisting upon the amendment.
The Hon. J. O'SHANASSY remarked
that the question at issue substantially
involved an alteration of the electoral law
under cover of this Bill. If there was to
be an alteration it should be accomplished
by a separate measure. He hoped the
amendment would be insisted upon.
The Hon. A. FRASER also support~d
the amendment of Mr. Anderson.
The amendment was insisted upon, as
were also the other amendments made by
the Council in the same clause.
On the motion of Mr. JENNER, the
amendment in clause 115 limiting the
power of granting mayoral allowances to
boroughs having an income of £10,000
and upwards, and that in clause 118,
making the mayor a general sessions instead of a territorial magistrate, were not
insisted upon.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do not insist on their amendment in clause
118, giving the mayor precedence at all
municipal proceedings at all places within
the borough.
Mr. SIMSON moved, as an amendment,
that the Council do insist upon their
amendment.
The amendment was insisted upon.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do not insist either upon their amendment
in clause 147 (defining the duties of rate
collectors), to insert after the word
" days" the words" unless by special permission of the council" (this amendment
having reference to the time within which
collectors shall pay over the rates collected) ; or upon that in the same clause,
to insert after the word "council" the
words "and at the same time deliver to
the treasurer a statement of the persons
paying such rates and produce to the
treasurer the blocks of the receipts given
to such ratepayers, which blocks the
treasurer shall in every case initial."
Mr. O'SHANASSY observed that
whilst the insisting on these amendments
~ould not possibl, pe productive of anr
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disadvantageous effect, it would furnish
a safeguard against fraud.
The motion was· agreed to.
The remaining amendments in dispute
between the Houses were not insisted·
upon.
At a later period of the evening the
Bill was again returned from the Legislative Assembly, with a message intimating
that some of the amendments made by the
Legislative Council were still disagreed
to, whilst others were agreed to.
On the motion of Mr. JENNER, the
message was taken into consideration.
The honorable gentleman explained that
the only amendments that were still disagreed to by the Legislative Assembly were
those which had reference to the scale
of voting. He moved that the House do
insist on those amendments. .He had conversed with some of the leading members
of the Legislative Assembly, and he was
in a position to say that, if they were still
insisted upon, that body would amend
them in such a manner as to obtain th~
approval of the Council. He moved that
.the Council do insist upon their amendments in clause 47 having reference to
this principle.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. T. T. A'BECKETT moved that
the Council, in returning to the Assembly
the Bill, with a message stating that it insisted upon its amendments, forward with
such message a statement of its reasons
for so insisting, and that Mr. Jenner,
Mr.O'Shanassy, Mr. Anderson, and the
mover be appointed a select committee to
draw up such reasons.
The motion was agreed to.
The committee retired. On their return,
Mr. T. T. A'BECKETT brought up the
reasons as follow : " Because the said amendments, while extending
the right of. voting beyond that conferred by
section 44 of the Municipal Act to all ratepayers
below £ I 0 aunual value, preserve the balance of
voting power among ratepayers in the equitable
manner provided by the existing law."

The Bill was then ordered to be returned to the Legislative Assembly, with
a message setting forth the above reasons.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
On the motion of the Hon. C. J.
JENNER, the message of the Legislative
Assembly, with reference to this Bill and
the amendments made therein 1 was take!!
into consiqeration,
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Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do not insist on their amendment in line
34 of clause 2 (defining the expression
"law officer "), to insert after the word
"J ustice" the words "being a barristerat-law of not less than five years' standing."
The motion was agreed to.
On the motion of Mr. JENNER, the
amendment made by the Legislative Assembly on the amendment of the Council,
interpreting t.he expression "mines," in
the same clause, to insert the words "and
buildings connected therewith" after the
words "save machinery," was agreed to ;
and the amendment of the Council in
clause 7 (declaring existing shires and
districts to be original shires), to insert
" until they are altered, in pursuance of the
provisions of this Act," was not insisted
upon.
Mr. JENNER moved that the Council
do insist on their amendment in clause 7,
to insert after the word "shires" the
words" and road districts respectively."
The Hon. W. H. F. MITCHELL remarked that this motion raised the whole
question as to erecting the present road
districts into shires, and making the chairman of a district, however insignificant in
point of area, president of a shire council.
The Hon. T. T. A'BECKETT moved
that the Council do not insist upon their
amendment.
After some discussion the House
dividedContents ...
12
Not-contents
8
Majority for the motion

4
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On the motion of Mr. JENNER, the
amendment made in clause 264 (having
reference to the prepar~tion and transmission to the Treasurer of annual accounts), to leave out the words "or to
give and furnish any other information
requested by the Minister in relation to
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their proceedings," was not insisted upon;
and the remaining amendments made hy
the Council in the Bill were insisted upon.
At a later period of the evening, tlle
Bill was again returned from the Legislative Assembly, with a message int imating that some of the amendments made
by the Legislative Council were still disagreed with, whilst others were agreed to.
On the motion of Mr. JENNER, the
amendments made by the Council in clause
57, altering the scale of voting, were insisted upon, and those made in clause 170,
relative to the election of auditors, were
not insisted upon.
A message was ordered to be transmitted to the Legislative Assembly, setting
forth the following reason for the Council
continuing to insist on their amendments
in clause 57 : " Because the said amendments, while extending
the right of voting beyond that conferred by
section 45 of the Local Government Act, No. 17 ti,
to all ratepayers below £10 annual value, preserve
the balance of voting power among ratepayers in
the equitable manner provided by the existing
law."

SCAB ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
The Hon. C. J. JENNER moved that
the amendments made by the Legislative
Assembly in this Bill be taken into consideration.
The Hon. N. BLACK moved that
the Bill be laid aside. If he could escape
all responsibility in connexion with the
matter, he would be almost glad to
see it pass into law in its present shape,
if it were only to prove how perfectly
useless a measure it had been made
since it left the Council. Men of practical experience bad sat on a committee of
that House for a comiderable length of
time, and the result of all their time and
attention had been rendered worthless by
the amendments that had been made in
another place. He was satisfied that as it
left the committee of the Council a better
Scab Bill was never framed, and it would
have given him great pleasure to see it
pass into law; but in its present shape it
was a totally impracticable and worse than
useless measure, which he felt it his duty
to move should be laid aside.
The Hon. R. SIMSON seconded the
amendment.
He was sorry to feel the
necessity of doing so; Had the Legislatiye
Assembly shown the smallest disposition
to pay any attention to the suggestions of
the Council, he would have been quite
prepared to give war to p, great extent in

2680

Scab Act

[CQUNCIL.J

Amendment Bill.

order to accomplish a compromise. It principles that had been recommended on
wouLd almost have satisfied him had a the experience of the members of the comsingle clause providing for compulsory mittee who amended the Bill, he would
dipping, in any material that was acknow- sl:}y that, if any of their practical suggesledged to be curative, been inserted in the tions had been accepted; he would have
Bill. The only difference between the been prepared to give up half his conviclaw as it at present stood and the Bill in tions, in order to pass an improved measure
One of the most important
its now altered form consisted in the pm- into law.
vision which declared that if one scabby points of the Bill, and one which gave the
sheep were detected the whole flock of -committee most. trouble and anxiety, was
which it was a member should be deemed that which compelled flock-owners to dip
to be scabby. He was perfectly satisfied their sheep in material which would clean
that under the operation of this Bill, if it them, and even that had been thrown
became law, by no possibility could the out. It clearly showed that the honorable
country be purged of the disease, and member who had charge of the measure
therefoN3 it was a worthless measure. So was ignorant of the subject, because, as
long as licences were granted under which the Bill stood at present, there was
flock-owners could be permitted to keep nothing to prevent dipping in water.
scabby sheep, and there were not enforced Under all these' circumstances, there was
the most stringent compulsory regulations DO other course to be adopted than to Jay
for their being cleansed, so long would the it aside, and if the country suffered any
inconvenience from the delay-and he did
present state of things continue.
The Hon. J. Q'SHANASSY said that, not think it would, because a Bill could
having sat for several weeks in cOll)mittee be introduced next session, which would
with honorable members who were asso- take effect almost as soon as the present
ciated with him in perfecting this Bill, he measure would, if passed-he and those
desired to say that he did not remember who acted with him would have the satisany measure affecting, however largely, faction of knowing that they were not
the public interest, the framing of which responsible for that inconvenience, because
received more careful and disinterested they did everything in their power to
attention than it did from the perfectly render the Bill a practical and effective
impartial body of gentlemen to whom the one .
. subject was referred. They could have
The amendment WitS then agreed to, and
had but one object, and that object was to the Bill was laid aside.
The House adjourned at eighteen minutes
provide a most effectual remedy a.gainst
the perpetuation of scab in this country. to twelve o'clock, until next day.
Some of the members of that committee
had had not less than twenty, and in some
cases thirty years' experience of sheep
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
management, and had necessarily seen the
Thursday, December 23, 1869.
disease in all its phases, whilst he would
venture to say in the other branch of the
Legislature there were very few honorable Stamps Bill-Destruction of Sca.bby Sheep-Thea.trical Entertainments-Sunday Employment- Upper Murray Railmembers who could lay claim to anything
way - Immigrant Ships-Ararat Treasury - Municipal
approaching such qualification for the
Corporations Law Amendment Bill-Local Government
Act Amendment Bill-Land La.ws Amendment Bill.
duty, and yet they had substantially rejected every practical suggestion. The
fact that two efforts had been made to
The SPEAKER took the chair at halfinduce that body to reconsider their past four o'clock p.m.
amendments, and that they had not
STAMPS BILL.
by argument or explanation realized the
large issues that were at stake, showed
The SPEAKER announced the receipt
conclusively to his wind, that it was of a communication from the Clerk of the
useless to attempt to proceed further in Parliaments, intimating that he had disthe direction of improvement; and as covered a clerical error in this Bill.
the measure in its present form would
On the motion of Mr. MACPHERSON,
prove, as had been said, worse than the error was corrected, and a message
worth less, there was nothing to be done was ordered to be sent to the Legislative
with it but to lay it aside. To show that Council requesting them to co~cur in t.l~~
ho had po !lcsire to insist 11l1J1eCCS.:al i1y on corrcctiOll.

Destruction of Siteep.

[DECEMBER

OXLEY PETTY SESSIONS.
Mr. McDONNELL, in compliance with
an order of the House (dated December 21 ),
laid on the table the papers relative to the
appointment of the Cross Roads at Oxley
as a place for holding a court of petty
sessions.
MR. BENJAMIN SPARGO.
Mr. LONGMORE, pursuant to order
of the House (dated December 21), presented papers in reference to a contract for
fencing by Mr. Benjamin Spargo.
DESTRUCTION OF SHEEP.
Mr. ROLFE asked if the Government
could give nny information respecting the
destruction of scabhy sheep at St. Arnaud's
some time ago, and by whose authority
they were so destroyed?
Mr. McDONNELL stated that he had
received the following report from the
Chief Scab Inspector : " December 2.~{, half-past 2 p.m.-Memo. Main
facts in the case of the sheep destroyed at Richardson-bridge, the property of Mr. J. Brown. Mr.
Brown applied to Inspector Stephens for a permit
to remove certain sheep from Holcombe station to
Curyo South station. Mr. Stephens applied, in
my absence from town, to my locum tenens, Mr.
Inspector Riley, for his advice on the subject, as
he, Mr. Stephens. was of opinion that such sheep
might, and probably would, eventually prove to be
scabby, though scab was not then apparent. Mr.
Riley replied that he was of opinion that it would
not be prudent to give a permit to travel under the
circumstances. Mr. Clough (of Clough and Co.)
wrote a letter at my office on the 1st June on the
subject, to the late Attorney-General. Mr. Riley
took the papers on the subject, and on such letter
the late A ttorney General wrote a minute, directing a permit to travel to be issued in respect of
:Mr. Brown's sheep. The sheep, before they
reached Curyo ~outh, showed symptoms of scab.
1\lr. Inspector Allan, called in, pronounced them
scabby, and some sheep-owners. liS I learn. banded
together and destroyed the said sheep, burning
them at the Hichardson-b1'idge. as their entry into
t Iwi1' runs would have been ruinous to them. The
then Attorney-General reprimanded Mr. Inspector
Hiley on the subject. Mr. Riley replied. The
A ttomey-General declared himself satisfied with
his reply, and directed me then to reprimand Mr.
lnspector Stephens, which, of course. I did. It
Also appears that Mr. Inspector Allan gave an
order to have these sheep destroyed (on receipt of
a bond). though the sheep in question had absolutely been destroyed without his knowledge pre"ious to the issue of such OllIeI' to destroy. I have
only ten minutes allowed me to write hurriedly
this statement.-EDwARD M. CURR."

UNLICENSED ENTERTAINMENTS.
Mr. JONES called attention to the
number of unlicensed houses of entertainment in the city giving" theatrical and
~omi-theatrical performances one, if not
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more, of which he said had been positively
refused a licence; and asked the AttorneyGeneral whether steps would be taken to
com.pel observance of the law by closing
such establishments until licences for
them had been obtained?
Mr. McDONNELL intimated that he
would take care the law was complied
with.
SUNDAY MINING. .
Mr. MACBAIN called the attention of
the Attorney-General to a decision of the
local bench at Talbot, on the l~th N 0vember last, in the case of three miners
charged with following their ordinary
calling on Sunday ; and asked whether,
in his opinion, the said decision was in accordance with the law?
Mr. McDON~ELL stated that in his
opinion the decision was illegal. In reply
to inquiries which he had made he had
received a report from the clerk of the
court, from which it appeared that the
magistrates had dismissed the case because
the summons did not disclose the name of
the person who laid the information. The
Justices of the Peace Statute, however,
did not require the name of the informant to
appear on t.he summons; it was sufficient
if the information laid in the first insta.nee
disclosed the name.
The magistrates
were therefore wrong in dismissing the
summons on the ground they did, and he
would take care that their attention was
called to the matter, with a view to the
case being proceeded with aga.in.
PETITION.
A petition was presented by Mr.
FRANCIS, from certain officers of the
Water' Supply department, who had received notice that their services would
be dispensed with, setting forth that they
were entitled to compensation for loss of
office, and praying the House to inquire
in to their case.
UPPER MURRAY RAILWAY.
Mr. CONNOR asked the Minister of
Rililways if it was intended to limit the
expenditure on the construct.ion of the
North-eustern Railway to £6,000 per
mile?
Mr. LONGMORE replied thlJ,t he
hoped the making of the railway would
not cost more than £6,000 per mile. The
ohject of the Government would be to
keep the expense down to the lowest
possible point, and he might state thnt it
was not their intention to erect road-side
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stations at anything like the expense
which had been proposed.
Mr. CONNOR intimated that he was
not satisfied with this answer, and that
on an early day next session he would
move that the report of the select committee on railway construction be taken
into consideration. It was proved before
the committee that a substantial railway
could be constructed in the colony for a
sum not exceeding £6,000 per mile.
IMMIGRANT SHIPS.
Captain MAC MAHON asked the
Minister of Customs if there was any
condition in the regulations for victualling
immigrant ships to Victoria which prevented the use of Australian preserved
and cured meats? The honorable member said complaints were made that the
conditions as to victualling immigrant
ships to this colony required that the
provisions should be obtained from a
particular firm at home. and that consequently an injustice was done to the
purveyors of Australian preserved and
cured meats.
Mr. COHEN said that he was not
aware of such a regulation.
ARARAT TREASURY.
Mr. McLELLAN moved"That there be laid upon the table of this
House a return showing all moneys received at
the Ararat Treasury from its first establishment
to the present date, and the various sources from
which they have been derived."

The motion was agreed to.
l\fUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS LAW
AMENDMENT BILL.
This Bill was returned from the Legislative Council, with a message stating that
the Council insisted on some of their
amendments, that they did not insist on
others, and that they had agreed to
an amendment made. by the Legislative
Assembly on an amendment of the Council,
with which they desired the Assembly's
concurrence.
Mr. MACPHERSON moved that the
House insist on disagreeing with certain
amendments in clause 47, altering the
scale of voting. He thought that the
Council might reasonably forego these
amendments.
The amendments were disagreed with.
Mr. l\iACPHERSON moved that the
House do not insist on disagreeing with
another amendment in the same clause,

Law Amendment Bill.

reducing the qualification necessary to
entitle a non-resident owner of property
to vote from a £20 to a £10 annual rating.
His im pression was that this was an
amendment not worth fighting about, and
that the lower qualification was sufficient
to prevent fagot votes.
The amendment was agreed to.
The only remaining amendment upon
which difference existed between the
Houses-a formal alteration in clause 118
-was agreed to; and a message was
ordered to be sent to the Legislative
Council, acquainting them that the Legislative Assembly insisted on disagreeing
with the amendments in clause 47, altering
the scale of voting.
At a later period of the evening, a
message was received from the Legislative Council, informing the Legislative
Assembly that the Council still insisted
upon the amendments in clause 47,
"because the said amendments, while
extending the right of voting, beyond that
conferred by section 44 of the Municipal
Act No. 184, to all ratepayers below £10
annual value, preserves the balance of
voting power among ratepayers in the
equitable manner provided by the existing
law."
This message was ordered to be considered next day.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
This Bill was returned from the Legislative Council with a message stating that
the Council insisted on some of their
amendments, that they did not insist on
others, and that they had agreed to an
amendment made by the Legislative Assembly on an amendment of the Council,
with which they desired the Assembly'S
concurrence.
Mr. MACPHERSON remarked that
the greater portion of the amendments insisted upon by the Legislative Council
related to the union of road districts so as
to form boroughs or shires. The Council
objected to the amalgamation being rendered compulsory, and as the question was
one which would soon settle itself, .because
when the yearly income of a road district,
derived from rates, amounted to £1,000
the distl'ict would become a shire, it was
not worth while to jeopardize the passing
of the Bill by insisting upon disagreeing
with these amendments. He believed that
the object which the Assembly had in
view, namely, to compel small districts to
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unite together, in order to form shires or
boroughs, was a very good one; but under
the circumstances, as he did not think it
was likely that the other House would give
way, he would move that the Council's
amendments be agreed to.
Mr. VALE expressed the opinion that
the Tamalgamatioll of the ·smaller districts
would be prevented by local interests and
jealousies if the Council's amendments
were agreed to. As the result would be
to deprive them of the benefits of certain
licence fees and other advantages which
shires derived, he hoped that next session
provision would be made on the Estimates
to give some compensation to the minor
local bodies.
The amendments were agreed to.
:: On the motion of Mr. MACPHERSON,
the Assembly insisted on disagreeing with
the Council's amendments in clause 57,
altering the scale of voting, and in clause
170, providing that the two auditors should
both be elected by the ratepayers, instead
of one being elected by the ratepayers and
the other. being appointed by the Governor
in Council.
The remaining amendments, including
an amendment in clause 57, reducing the
voting qualification for a non-resident
owner of property from a £20 to a £10
rating, were agreed to.
A message was ordered to be sent to
the Legislative Council, acquainting them
that the Legislative Assembly insisted on
disagreeing with the Council's amendments
altering the scale of voting and the
appointment of auditors.
At a later period of the evening, a
message was received from the Legislative
Council, intimating that the Council had
waived their amendment as to the appointment of auditors, but still insisted on their
amendments altering the scale of voting,
: "because the' said . amendments, while
extending the right of voting beyond that
conferred by section 45 of the Local
Government Act, No. 176, to all ratepayers below £10 annual value, preserves
the balalll~e of voting power among ratepayers in the equitable manner provided
by the existing law."
This message was ordered to be taken
into consideration on the following day.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
This Bill was returned from the Legislative Council, with a message intimating
that they insisted on some of their amendments, that they did not insist on others,
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and that they had agreed to. certain
amendments made by the Assembly on
the Council's amendments.
Mr. McKEAN moved that the Assembly
insist on disagreeing with an amendment
in clause 1, inserting, after "part 5," the
words-" Part 6. Determination of disputes regarding Crown .lands." . Part 6,
said the honorable member, consisted of a
series of new clauses, inserted by the
Legislative Council, providing for the
establishment of a ." Lands Court" "for
the purpose of- hearing and determining
disputes relating to Crown lands." The
court was to be presided over by three
commissioners, each of whom was to be
a barrister of not less than seven years'
standing, or to have served for not less
than seven years as a police magistrate or
warden in Victoria. The commissioners
were to have power to make rules and regulations (which, however, would require
to be approved by the Supreme Court) for
dealing with the various questions which
would come before the cotirt, and to fix
the scale of fees to be paid by suitors.
Power was given them to order unsuccessful litigants to pay the costs of the
other side, and to compel the attendance
of witnesses. In fact the jurisdiction of
the proposed "Lands Court" was to be
something of the nature of that of a
County Court, but more extensive: It
would have a concurrent jurisdiction with
the Supreme Court. One of the most
important of the provisions was contained
in the following clause:" For the purposes of this part of this Act the
board (meaning the Board of Land and Works),
shall be taken to be the owner in fee of the Crown
lands respecting which the dispute has arisen; and
any promises in writing by, or by the direction of
the Commissioner of Crown Lands and Survey, to
recommend any matter or thing concerning such
land to the Governor, shall in all proceedings
before the Lands Court be taken to be evidence of
a promise under its seal by the board to do, or to
forbear from doing, such matter or thing."

Therefore a person had only to make a
declaration that he was promised a certain
thing by the Board of Land and Works,
or by the Commissioner, and the promise
would be taken to be of the same force
and validity as an agreement under the seal
of the board. He did not now desire to express any opinion as to whether the proposed powers were too great, but simply to
point out the character of the machinery
of the contemplated Lands Court. A subsequent clause provided that when the
commissioners had pronounced any judgment, they might direct that a certificate
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thereof should be sent to the Governor, difference between the two Houses. He
who might veto the decision; but this should rejoice if the Government, before
was nullified by another portion of the giving a sort of challenge t.o the Legislaclause, which empowered the commis- tive Council to throw out the Bill, would
sioners, if they thought fit, to direct that afford an opportunity of ascertaining
whether the Council was" prepared to meet
1he certificate should be filed in the
Supreme Court, and that thereupon the the Assembly in conference, in order, if
jnclgment should be taken to be a judg- possible, that the views of the two Houses
ment of the Supreme Court, and enforced "might be so far modified as to enable the
accordingly.
One" clause provided that Bill to become law.
Mr. CASEY remarked that the object
" the commissioners shall hear and determine aU matters, whether of law or of fact, of the amendment now under consideration
in dispute, between the Board of Land was to prevent the Minister of Lands having
and Works and any other person, touching the sole determination of all disputes that
all dealings, whether acts or forbearances, might arise under the Act. The Legiswith Crown lands under this Act, or under lativ.e Council, he presumed, desired to
the Land Act of 1862, or the Amend- prevent the Minister of Lands monopolizing Land Act of 1865, prior to the issue ing what they regarded as too much power,
of the Crown grant," &c. In fact, the and to prevent the possibility of that power
powers proposed to be conferred on the being exercised in an improper manner.
Lands Court were very comprehensive, With that view they proposed that all disembracing nearly every question that could puted cases should be decided by a tribunal
al'ise in connexion with land adminis- to be called a Lands Court. It seemed to
tration. The A ssembly had already dis- him that the machinery which the Council
n.gl·eed with these provisions, but the had devised would be entirely unworkable.
Gouncil insisted upon them as a vital part In the first place it was proposed that the
of the Bill. Having given a brief outline commissioners to be appointed should have
of the machinery which it was proposed to a similar tenure of office to that of the
create, he left the matter in the hands of Judges of the Supreme Court, namely,
the House~ simply moving that the amend- that they should only be removable on an
address from both Houses of Parliament.
ment be disagreed with.
Mr. MACPHERSON asked the House He apprehended. that, if it was desirable
to signify, by the division which would to increase the number of the Judges of
take place on this amendment, whether it the Supreme Court, the proper course was
really meant to adhere to its original in- to do so in a legitimate manner, and not
tention of disagreeing with the establish- by creating a court in the way suggested.
ment of the proposed Lands Court.
It Many of the questions, however, which
was time to put an end to the sending arose out of the administration of a Land
hackwards and forwards of an important Act were of such a character that a court
amendment of this lIature. If the House of this description, or the Supreme Court,
('ver intended to give way, now was the was not a proper tribunal to decide upon
time for it to do so. He hoped that the them; such, for instance, as whether the
Ilext division would be regarded as final rent of a particular run should be increasell
on this que,,,tion.
or lowered. No doubt the power which
Captain MAC MAHON understood that the Bill proposed to give to the MinisteL'
1he Chief Secretary wished the division
of Lands was a very arbitrary power;
which was about to take place to be but he failed to find any means by which
regarded a.s a testing point as to whether the interests of the State could be prot.he Land Bill should become law? (Mr. tected except by gi ving arbitrary power
Macpherson-" Un this question.") The to the Minister of Lands for the time
spirit in which this Was met would be the being. He thought it quite right and
testing point as t.o the whole Bill. If proper that the Minister should exercise
honorable rnembl-'rs really wished that a that power in the face of the public, so that
measure which had oc~upied the attention his conduct might be examined into, and
of ParI iament for many months, and which judged of by Parliament if necessary. But
directly affected all classes of the commu- surely, in a question of whether the rent
nity, should become law, he thought it of a particular" run should be increased "or
would be well for them to consider the lowered, there should not be an appeal
propriety of having a conference with a against his decision to a board of the chaview to a settlement of the points of racter contemplated by the Legislative
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Council. Then, again, instead of saving
expense, the existence of the board would
be provocative of litigation. There would
be an appeal to the Supreme Court. One
of the clauses which the Council desired
to insert was as follows : " The provisions of the sections numbered 150 to
156, both inclusive, of ' The Justices of the Peace
:::;tatute 1865,' respecting appeals in summary
cases to the Supreme Court, shall apply to the
determination of the commissioners under this
part of this Act, and shall be taken to be incorporated herewith and shall be read accordingly."

This was the cheap system which they
were asked to adopt. Parties would first
go to the Minister of Lands from whom
they could appeal to the board, and from
the board they could appeal to the Supreme Court. Why if the ingenuity of
another place had been set to work to
interpose difficulties in the way of a cheap
and ready determination of disputes, it
could not have succeeded more effectually.
At the same time he was free to confess
that some system of appeal ought to be
provided, which would carry out. the views
of the House, and at the same time afford
the securities which it was desirable the
public should have. He did not think the
appeal should be from a political officer to
a legal tribunal. No doubt such proceedings as declaring the forfeiture of leases
or licences might be controlled by a court
of law, but in the proclamation of reserves,
the transfer of allotments, the proclamation of commons, and the many other acts
necessary to a proper administration of the
land laws, the Lands department could not
be controlled by the rules of courts of law.
Those were matters which could not possibly be referred to the Supreme Court, or
indeed to any legal tribunal. They could
he referred only to some political tribunal-or at all events a tribunal composed in a way somewhat similar to the
present tribunal. He would suggest that
three members of the Executive Council
should be selected, and that to them should
be referred all appeals against the decisions of the Minister for the time being.
It might be said that, in an appeal to a
tribunal of which the Minister of Lands
was one, the Minister would be judge in
his own case. But he would be no more
judge in his own case than was a judge
sitting in banco when an application was
made to the court for a new trial of a case
heard by him at nisi prius. He would be
no more interested than was an architect
or engineer appointed, on the terms of the
contract, to give a certificate when the
VOL. VII.-8 X
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work was done. The Minister of Lands
was not interested; he was merely the
agent for the Crown for the time being.
Provision might be made whereby, if
questions of fact arose, these three members of the Executive Council might have
the same powers as the Privy Council, of
directing an issue of fact to be tried before
any common law court. Thus there would
be ample security to the public, and the
difficulty in reference to the Jaw courts
controlling the executive authority would
be removed; at the same time the executive authority would not be removed from
a proper and due responsibility to the
public. In the first place, the Minister of
Lands would hear the application publicly,
and give his decision in public; and, if the
person aggrieved at his decision appealed
to the Governor in Council, the Government would remit the matter to three
Ministers-say the Chief Secretary, the
Treasurer, and the Minister of Landswho would hear the case and give their decision in public. He had framed clauses to
meet this view on the basis of the Act
creating the Judicial Committee of the.
Privy Council, and, if the House approved
of them, they might be substituted for the
clauses insisted upon by the Legislative
Council. The House would then, to a.
certain extent, meet the views of the
Council, who very properly desired that
some means of appeal should be provided
for. The clauses were as follow:" After the decision of the Minister of any matter under this Act, if any person feel himself
aggrieved by such decision, he may, within such
period and in such manner as shall be prescribed
by the regulations to be framed hereunder, appeal
to the Governor.
"The Governor shall refer the appeal to a committee consisting of the Chief Secretary, the President of the Board of Land and Works, and the
Treasurer, of whom two shall form a quorum, for
hearing and consideration, and such committee
shall thereupon pubJicly hear and consider the
same and shall ad vise the Governor thereon, and
the nature of such report 01' recommendation shall
be stated publicly.
"The said committee may direct one or more
feigned issue or issues to be tried before the
~upreme Court or a judge thereof, and a special
jury in like manner as may now be done by the
Supreme Court, or a judge thereof, in its equitable
jurisdiction.
"The Governor, from time to time in manner
hereinafter provided, may make such rules and
orders as he may think fit for regulating the mode,
form, and time of appeal to be made from the
decisions of the Minister, and for preventing
delays in making or hearing of such appeals, and
as to the expenses attending the said appeals, and
as to the amount or value of the property in
respect of which any such appeal may be made."
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These clanses, if the House concurred in
them, would afford ~ cheap and expeditious
means of having inquiries conducted by,
at all events, a public tribunal, and would
at the same time avoid all the difficulties,
and certainly some of the inconveniences,
which would .attend the operation of some
of the clauses which had come from
another place. With the view of enabling
the House to discuss the matter, he would
move the clauses aR an amendment on the
first of the series proposed by the Legislative Council.
Mr. MACGREGOR considered the
mode of proceeding pr'oposed by the
Legislati ve Council to be of too comHe desired that
plicated a character.
the powers of. the Minister of Lands
should be defined, but while he desired
that that functionary should be kept
within the letter of the law, he did
not desire him to be unnecessarily
trammelled in the exercise of those
powers. He was also anxious that people
desirous of getting on the land should be
able to do so without being subjected to
unnecessary expense and trouble; and
that the Minister should not have it in his'
power to give land to the man who was
not entitled to it,' and to refuse it to the
man who was entitled to it. At the same'
time, he could not bring himself to concur
in the proposal of the honorable and
learned member for Mandurang. In the
first place, he could not conceive how any
three Ministers would have the time to
decide upon these cases, and the interminable disputes that would arise out of
them. How could it be expected that
three Ministers, during the sittings of this
House-during a lengthened session extending, as in the present instance, over
nearly a whole year-could spare time
from their duties in the House and in the
departments to sit upon a board to tl'y
appeals from the' Board of Land and
Vlorks ? Why every con~eivable dispute
tha.t might arise under the Act would be
referred to them. It would be throwing
upon them a burthen which they would
be . utterly unable to bear. The most
reasonable proposaL. in reference to deciding disputes of the kind was that contained in the clause introduced at the
instance of the honorable and learned
member for Brighton, and he thought that
chuse miO'ht be so modified as to meet the
diffic~lty.o He considered that, if a person
felt aggrieved, he should demand a puhlic
hearing-that a hearing open to the public
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should be demanded and granted as a
right. No doubt the Minister of Lands
had a similar power of dealing .with leases
to the Minister of Mines, hut It should
be remembered that, under the Mining
Statute, evidence must be taken, on oath
before the warden, a jqdicial officer, on
behalf both of the person applying for and
the person opposing the issue of the lease.
It was upon that evidence that the decision
of the Minister was based, and all the
papers relating to the case could be laid
before the House, and honorable members
could ascertain for themselves whether the
Minister had acted improperly or not.
Now he thought the same sort of thing
might be provided for in this case by a
modificatio~ of the clause introduced by
the honorable and learned member for
Brighton.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM believed that
the 98th clause provided for all that the
honorable member for Rodney desired. It
contained an express direction that in all
cases where it was necessary to ascertain
the hona fides of an application, and the
, objections to it, notice should be given
both to the applicants and objectors, with
the view of' enabling a public inquiry to
be made; but the principle of that clause,
as indeed of the whole Bill, was that the
inquiry should not be of a judicial nature,
but should be instituted merely to inform
the mind of the responsible Minister who
was' to advise the representative of the
Crown, and not to confer upon the applicant or objector any right to have his
application or objection granted. If the
honorable member could point out any
way in which, without conferring a right
upon the applicant ~r objector, fuller security could be given that his application or
objection should be more fully heard and
more carefully considered, he (Mr. Higinbotham) would be very happy to assent
to the introduction of any amendment in
the clause for 1hat purpose. But he was
almost disposed to wonder at the forbearance of the HOllse, in its no doubt laudable
anxiety to pass the Bill, when it consented
to rediscuss this question once more. Why
this was the principal subject of discussion
during a period of nearly two months.
when the Bill was passing through the
Assembly. A few evenings ago it was
It now came back
again considered.
again, and honorable members seemed
disposed to go over the old ground once
more. So far as he was informed, nothing
had occurred in the discussions in another
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place, on this subject, which ought to
induce the Assembly, out of deference
to what might have been said elsewhere, to reconsider its decision on this
question. So far as he was informed, the
manner in which reference was made to
this provision of the Bill was not only
highly disrespectful, but indecorous; and
was also characterized by a want of
knowledge of the character of its provisions. As the Minister of Lands had
obs3rved, the clauses introduced elsewhere
created a judicial tribunal of enOl'mous
power-a tribunal which was not only to
decide upon the rights of applicants under
the Land Act, but which would have
powers of an unlimited extent in reference
to all conceivable disputes that might be
raised as against any course which the
Minister of Lands might think it his duty
to advise the Crown upon. N ow he
believed that the more it was considered
the more clearly would it appear, to every
man who took the trouble to think about
it, that a judicial tribunal could not dispense property. It determined rights-it
could not distribute property- and the
whole purpose of the land legislation of
the colony was to distribute the public
territory among persons who would use it
well, and fulfil the conditions which the
Legislature thought fit to impose. A
judicial tribunal could not perform that
function, and to hand it over to a court
of this description would only lead either
to incessant speculation and evasion of the
law, or renewed legislation every time a
fresh difficulty was created. Reference
was made in another place to the supposed
possible abuse of the provisions of the
Bill, as it left the Assembly, on the
ground that the Bill in that form was not
only calculated but intended to be applied
to the creation of political influences, by
means of either the corrupt or the improper administration of the powers vested
in a Minister of. the Crown under the
measure. Now he thought any reference
to considerations of that kind highly unbecoming when made in one branch of the
Legislature to another branch of the
Legislature, and most particularly unbecoming of the body in which the reference
was made. When he considered the
history of that body, and its own concern
in past land legislation more particularly,
he was disposed to say to the honorable
member of that body who was reported
to have made certain observations of this
kind--
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The SPEAKER.-The honorable and
learned member will see that he is infringing the rule of Parliament in making
debates which may have taken place in the
other House the subject of discussion here.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM said, although
it was the rule of Parliament not to refer
to the Legislative Council, he thought it
was a common parliamentary practice to
refer to persons and debates "in another
place." He believed it was done often.
Certainly, if the Speaker did not tell him
it was contrary to the rule of order, he
would not permit reference to be made, by
gentlemen elsewhere, to the action of the
Assembly, and the influences supposed to
exist in the House, without reply.
The SPEAKER.-I only state the rule
of Parliament that reference should not be
made here to the debates of the other House;
and undoubtedly expressions which are calculated to irritate, or which have a tendency
to disparage, should be avoided.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM observed that
the consideration whether expressions had
a tendency to irritate was one which should
be entertained by others as well as by
members of the Assembly. However, he
would not refer distinctly to remarks in
another place in particular. This he would
say-if reference was made to a Minister
of the Crown as being likely to be unduly
influenced by the large powers given to
him by law, that reference should not be
made by one who was formerly a Minister
of the Crown, and of whom it might be
said that, if ever the Assembly was exposed to grave and weighty suspicions of
undue and corrupt influence, those suspicions existed at the time that that
gentleman was the chief Minister of the
Crown in this country, and the influence
was supposed to be directed for the purpose of carrying into law measures of
legislation proposed by the Government
of which he was the head-measures by
which that Government stood, and by
which it ultimately fell. He maintained
there was a peculiar impropriety in any
reference of the kind, coming from such
a qua.rter. With regard to the proposal of
the honorable and learned member for
Mandurang, he was perfectly indifferent
whether it was adopted by the House or
not. At the same time he should be sorry
not to assent to any suggestion that would
hold out even a remote hope of the House
being enabled to gi ve effect to the labourd
in which it had been so long engaged.
But the clauses differed only from the
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clauses already to be found in the Bill in
substituting for the Minister of Lands,
three members of the Executive Council.
To that he had no objection. But the
House would do well narrowly to scrutinize
the language of the clause~, with a view
to take care that nothing more than the
power of a public hearing was given to this
body-that it was not creating a judicial
tribunal-that no infringement was made
on the principle which lay at the very basis
of the Bill, namely, that the power of disposing of the public lands of the colony
should be vested in a person or persons who
were responsible to no tribunal on earth
except the representatives of the people.
Mr. FELLOWS remarked that the Bill
contained something more than a power of
disposal of the Crown lands. It contained
a power to dispose of the private property
of' persons to whom the Crown granted
leases, and that seemed a different question
to the disposal of the pu blic lands. Whatever might be the decision of the House,
he hoped it would be arrived at on intelligible grounds. He thought the honorable member who moved the continued
disagreement to the clauses introduced by
the Legislative Council was entirely mistaken when he said that lhe tribunal proposed to be established would have con('urrent jurisdiction with the Supreme
Court. He (Mr. Fellows) could not find
that the Supreme Court would have any
jurisdiction whatever in cases which the
proposed court would be supposed to have
to deal with. If the first clause was considered too large, indefinite, or embarrassing, it would be easy enough so to
alter the phraseology as to limit the jurisdiction to disputes arising under the
Act.. The broad principle upon which the
mat.ter was to be decided was whether the
Millister of Lands was to be absolute and
despotic, or whether he was to be subject
to the ordinary rules of law in dealing with
these cases of forfeiture. It was said that
the clauses were unworkable, but he could
not see that. It was objected that there was
a power of appeal to the Supreme Court,
but he saw no objection to that. If they
took the trouble to pass an Act, he su pposed it was with the object of having it
interpreted correctly. And how were they
to secure a correct interpretation, except
at the hands of those who had to arrive at
the correct interpretation of other Acts?
Whether the machinery might or might
Jlot be improved was not the question.
The question was between absolute tyranny
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and despotism on the one hand, and constitutional government on the other. No
one would advocate conferring upon the
Minister of Mines powers in reference to
mining claims similar to those given to the
Minister of Lands with reference to the
public territory. Was it to be tolerated
that a man was to be deprived of his land,
without hearing what he had to say on the
subject, on an affidavit or declaration which
might be true or false? Was this kind of
backstairs information to be continued?
Were men to be told that, if they acted
as spies on their neighbours, they should
be rewarded by getting the land of which
they made complaint? Was it bringing
up the people of the colony with any
notions of decency? What was the
opinion entertained of a common informer? Of course there were such persons, created, no doubt, by legislative
enactment. But was the common informer
a man who was generally held in high
esteem by the people among whom he
Ii ved ? And what was the individual
concerned in these land forfeitures but a
common informer of an infinitely more
contemptible kind? The ordinary common informer must come face to face with
the man whom he accused; but there was
nothing here but to walk to the Landsoffice, accompanied by some member-if
one would not do, take another-who
could speak to the informer being a reliable person, and the thing was done. What
he said could be borne out by the records
of the Lands department. There were
heaps of instances of land being forfeited
on ex parte statements that the conditions
had not been complied with. And yet
they were told that this public hearing,
which was proposed, was not to give a
right. Why then these practices might
still be resorted to. The honorable and
learned member for Brighton said, in
effect-" If you can put into an Act any
language which, when it is there, shall
mean nothing, I am perfectly willing to
agree to it; put in anything you please so
long as it confers no rights." But if that
principle was concurred in, what was the
use of an Act at all? He trusted the
House would positively affirm that this
backstairs influence and information should
not be countenanced in the future, and that
no man's land should be taken away without his being heard. But it was perfectly
clear that the Minister of Lands could do
as he pleased in these matters unless words
were inserted which would prevent hilI}
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doing so, which would disable him from
taking away the rights of persons to whom
leases had been granted. For these reasons he would not insist on disagreeing with
the clauses of the Legislative Council.
Mr. MACBAIN said he could not
arrive at the conclusion that the creation
of courts like those proposed by the Legislative Council was at all advisable. In
place of enabling the poor man to obtain
justice at a small cost, the difficulties and
expense of every dispnted case would
be trebled.
In fact the proposition
amounted to the creation of another
Supreme Court. It had been suggested
that, if a judicial board was needed to
decide on these cases, the better course
would be to increase the number of Supreme Court judges. Another suggestion
was that these matters should be referred
to the County Courts for their final decision.
He did not find either of these suggestions
embodied in the amendments of the Legislative Council. He believed that the
creation of the courts contemplated by
the amendments, instead of expediting
settlement and the transaction of business, .
would have just the contrary effect. He
agreed with the honorable member for
Rodney, that the clause inserted in the
Bill by the honorable and learned membel'
for Brighton did not provide for all that
was wanted. It did not make it imperative that all cases of dispute should be
heard in public. (Mr. Higinbotham"Yes.") The inquiry contemplated by the
clause was only for the purpose of advising the Minister. The clause did not
make it imperative that no case should be
tried, and no decision gi ven by the Minister, except in public. He considered that
the utmost publicity should be given.
Were that assured, and were Members of
Parliament prohibited from making any
representations which they could not make
on the floor of the House, something in
the shape of a remedy would be provided.
At all events, if he was in a difficulty as
to a remedy, he was in no difficulty in
ar-riving at a decision as to the manner in
which the clauses proposed by the Legislative Council should be treated.
Mr. BERRY thought it very inconvenient
for a general discussion on the Land Bill to
be initiated now. Every speaker, instead of
dealing with the amendments of the Legislative Council, and saying" Aye" or "No"
to them, was suggesting other amendments
altogether distinct from those under consideration. No doubt it was competent
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for honorable members to do so. They
could make an amendment on an amendment; but ·he thought it inconvenient,
after a long and wearisome discussion on
the Bill, and within a week of the termination of the year, to re-open the whole
snbject again. Honorable members might,
with reason, complain of the unfair way
in which they had been treated by the
other Chamber with respect to the Bill.
The Bill was in the possession of the other
Chamber for a lengthened period, and yet,
at a time far beyond the ordinary period of
closing the session, the Assembly were
called upon either to abandon the Bill, or
to consider amendments which struck at
the main principles of the measure. He
regretted that, in view of the very serions
alterations made by the Council-alterations which in fact amounted to a new
measure-the proposition made by the
honorable and learned member for Mandurang, the other evening, for laying the
Bill aside, should have been ruled out of
order, because he considered it was the
only way to deal with the matter for the
present. He found that as the discussions
went on, and as the Bill was bandied
from one House to the other, those honorable members who took a determined
stand on the rights of the House became
weaker, and someLhing was granted
altogether inconsistent with what those
honorable members had previously expressed. Now if it was intended to give
way to the other branch of the Legislature,
under pressure, it would be better that it
should be done right off, and that the session should close. If honorable members
did not choose to accept that course, the
suggestion of the Chief Secretary should
be assented to nnanimously. The House
already, under certain circumstances, and
after mature deliberation, had asserted a
principle which was developed partially in
the Land Act of 1862, and more fully in
the Act of 1865, and which on the whole, if
it had not worked altogether satisfactorily,
had worked far better than any other mode
of procedure in connexion with the administration of the Lands department. Land
Acts, in which the powers of the Minister
were defined, were evaded by a certain class
in the colony; and this power was given to
the Minister because of the large amount
of settlement which had taken place under
that principle of the Act of 1865. And
in a matter so clear as that-a matter
acknowledged by all parties to be the
leading principle of the B~ll-the question
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arose, within a week of the close of the
year, whether an alteration should be
made to meet the views of one member or
another member, or whether the machinery proposed by another Chamber should
be adopted? If honorable members were
going to discuss the question at all, if they
were going to make alterations in the deliberate deci:sion pronounced by the House
on more than one occasion, it would be
much better to adopt the proposal of the
Chief Secretary. If the House showed
its weakness so far as to rediscuss matters
of principle which it had over and over
again affirmed and asserted, the other
branch of the Legislature, as was known
from its past history, would extract from
the .Assembly concession on concession,
until, after lengthened delay, and considerable inconvenience and loss to the general
public owing to the want of the ordinary
Appropriation. Act, the very proposal now
under consideration would be carried.
That was not only inconvenient, not only
injurious, but it affected the character of
the Assembly, because the public out of
doors could not be expected to believe
what was said in debate, if, on pressure,
nearly all that was asserted was yielded.
He considered that far less injury would
be done' the country by deferring the
further consideration of the Land Bill
until next session-which could not be
far distant-than by continuing useless
discussions which would result in a loss of
prestige to this branch of the Legislature,
and, by the withholding of the Supplies,
a serious injury to the public creditor.
Mr. FRANCIS concurred with the
honorable and learned member for St.
Rilda (Mr. Fellows), in deprecating the
bringing to bear any backstairs or covert
influence in the administration of any
public department, but he thought that
question did not arise now. The House
had to consider which was the best of three
propositions-that contained in the Bill,
that submitted by the Legislative Council,
or that moved by the honorable and learned
member for Mandurang. He was favorably
disposed to the latter, because it would
enable the Minister of Lands to review his
decision in any case, in concert with two
of his colleagues; and anyone who had
had experience of Cabinets must know
that argument in council frequently led to
a modification of the decision of a Minister.
Whatever might be the predilections of
the honorable and learned member for
St. KHda for a court, public opinion was
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certainly opposed to perRons who would be
in antagonism in matters' of. this kind
having to appeal to a court. Why very
few could afford to command the services
of the legal talent necessary to carry a
case successfully through. He thought
the course which the House should pursue
was either to accept the amendment of the
honorable and learned member for ManrIurang, or to invite a conference with the
Upper House as to the points of difference.
If disputes arising under the administration of the land law were allowed to
be settled by an appeal to the Supreme
Court, the rich man, who would be able
to retain the best advocates at the har,
would have advantages which the poor
man could not possibly possess. If the
decision of the Minister was final, the
bonafide selector would only have land
sharks to fight against, but if recourse was
allowed to the courts of law he would also
have law sharks to fight against; and he
(Mr. Francis) was well assured that the
latter gentlemen had the longer teeth of
the two. From personal experience, as
well as from the experience of others, he
would sooner assent to almost any degree
of injustice than attempt to avail himself
of the uncertainties of the law. He
trusted that the division on the question
now under consideration would not be
regarded as the final decision of the House,
but that, inasmuch as the differences between the two Chambers were capable of
arrangement, an attempt would be made
to arrive at a compromise which would be
satisfactory to all parties, and get the Bill
pai3sed. At the proper time he should be
disposed to support the proposition of the
honorable and learned member for Mandurango
Mr. DUFFY observed that perhaps he
approached the question under some difficulty, as he certainly did under some embarrassment, because, in bringing his mind
to bear upon it, he could not leave out of
account the desire he had, apart from the
particular amendment under consideration,
that the House should not concur in a new
land law without further consideration.
He desired to preface what he had to say
on this amendment by a confession that
what would please him best would be t.hat~
instead of attempting any modification in
a measure which conferred ien years'
tenure on the squatters, the consideration
of the land question should be put off until
next session, when a measure might be
presented which would enable the House
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to arrive, ·with more mature consideration
than the question was ,likely to receive
now, at some fair compromise. With this
view, he frankly confessed that if the
Assembly.:refusedto consider' a series of
amendments made by the other Chamber,
and the Council insisted on its amendments,
and by that means' the question stood
over until next session, the end which he
had most at heart would be attained.
In addressing himself to the specific
question before the I1ouse, he must say
that he felt some surprise at the change
in the tone and feeling of honorable
members· with regard to the Council's
amendments since the last night they were
under consideration. All sides now seemed
disposed to 'accept what they then considered wholly objectionable and offensive modificati<?ns of the land system.
There had been· three proposals before the,
House for dealing with cases where individual' interests were involved. The
proposal of the Bill was that the Minister
of Lands should deal absolutely with them
at his own pleasure. With~ut making any
unnecessary reference to the past, he
thought that there had -been quite enough
brought 'before honorable members to lead
to the conclusion that, where personal
interests and the personal property of indi viduals were concerned, the decisions
ought not to be' left solely to a political
officer, liable to be approached by political
men, with political motives. An amendment was proposed by the honorable
member for East Bourke (Mr. McCaw),
which if it had been carried would, to a
large extent, have removed his (Mr.
Duffy'S) obJection to this part of the Bill.
The honorable member proposed that all
such cases should be heard in public, and
that due notice should be, given to the
parties COncerned. That, however, was
superseded' by an amendment moved by
the honorable and learned member for
Brighton, which left it to the option of the
Minister of -Lands to grant a public hearing
or not; as 'he thought proper. The machinery ~'hich the Upper House -proposed
to substitute was cumbersome, and would
probably be expensi ve. The' t.ribunal
which t.h~y desired to establish would certainly be:i'rresponsible, and if it was liable
to be influenced by representat.ions, there
was no reason to suppose that they
would be more trustworthy than the represe~tatirns made to the responsible
Minister., He thought the proposed tribunal objectionable, both because it was
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cumbersome, and because, if there were
fault to find with the manner in which it
discharged its functions, the making of it
amenable to Parliament would be too difficult to be attained. The third proposition was that of the honorable and
learned member for Mandurang, who
proposed that there should be an appeal from the responsible Minister of the
department to two of his colleagues and
the Minister himself; and he submitted
a series of clauses to carry out that proposal. He (Mr. Duffy) did not know
that" upon so serious a question, it
was ever before proposed that a Parliament should proceed to enact certain
clauses in manuscript, which' honorable
members had had no opportunity of investigating, although they had contended
night after night upon the turn of a phrase
in the proviso of a section. Was it reasonable to expect that the House should
adopt a series of clauses without any such
inspection of them as the serious change
which they contemplated required? He
recollected what had occurred' from that
sort of thing before. There :were difficulties in the way of passing the Nicholson
Land Act, and the two Houses had a contest ovel~ it. At the last moment, in order
to dispose of the Bill, a conference was
held, and certain arpendments were hurriedly agreed to and passed'into law. The
consequence was that they never worked.
Certain p'enalties were imposed, but the
clause which imposed the penalties, or the
clause which preated the offence, was
wrongly numbered, and the whole matter
became a dead letter. What security had
, they that, if they legislated in this hurried
way, they would not commit a similar
mistake? His great objection to the proposal of the honorable and learned member for Malldurang was that it must be
passed that night, if at all. The principle
of the proposal itself he did not' regard
unfavorably; indeed, it was a proposal of
his own. He put into the hands oe the
late Chief Secretary a clause w:hich
enabled an appeal t.o be made in cases of
disputed property to a judicial committee
of the Executive Council; that WHS to
say, not to two of the colleagues of the
Minister of Lands and the honorable gentleman himself, but to a committee formed
out of the professional gentlemen, barrie,.
tel'S and attorneys, who were members of
the Executive Council, in the same mauner that a judicial cqmmittee was formei"
from the Privy Council at ,home, to whicr
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appeals from the Supreme Court of the
colony were carried. The Chief Secretary
was kind enough to consult his colleagues,
but the proposal was rejected. It would
have heen much wiser to have adopted it
then, when the House could have given it
consideration, than to bring forward a
similar proposal now, on the eve of the
prorogation of Parliament. He should,
however, he perfectly willing to consider
the proposal of the honorable and learned
member for Mandurang if there was a
week to consider it. If, instead of the
session being closed in a day or two, Parliament met after Christmas, and in the
meantime the clauses were printed, it was
quite possible that honorable members might yet see their way to
adopt them. It seemed to him, however, that no rasher proposal was ever
made to Parliament than that it should
legislate on a matter of this sort, involving
such large interests, upon the spur of the
moment. The members of the Ministry
whom it was proposed should hear the
appeals, were the most hard worked members of the Cabinet. In fact, they had
more to do by many degrees than all the
rest of the Ministers. He believed that it
would be wholly impracticable for them to
discharge the extra duties which would
devolve upon them if they were constituted a court of appeal on the land administration. It would be more expedient
to have a judicial committee of the Executive Council appointed by the Governor,
with the advice of his constitutional
advisers, to consist of five or seven
professional members (three of whom
might form a quorum), who would discharge the du ties in turn, as at home. A
gentleman raised to the dignity of an
Executive Councillor had a certain amount
of responsibility upon him, and the country
had some claim upon his leisure, which he
would spend well and wisely in the exercise of functions of this character. The
Chief Justice, formerly Attorney-General,
and gentlemen of either branch of the legal
profession, who were members of the
Executive Council, might consent to act
By this means a judicial committee could
be constituted, in which the public would
have confidence-a tribunal which would
be purely judicial, without any political
leaning. It was impracticable, however,
to dispose of a question of this character
without proper deliberation. While he
admitted that it might be dealt with if the
prorogation was postponed for a little
Jf~• .DUffr.
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while, he confessed that he regarded the
whole Bill as a crude measure, and was
extremely unwilling that it should become
law. He thought that the best way would
be to reject the amendments made by the
Upper House, in order that the Government might bring in a new Bill at the
beginning of the next session, based on
the present measure, with such modifications as were reasonable and just. 1t
might be retorted that he desired the Bill
to be lost, in order that the squatting
tenure might be struck out of the next
Bill. He confessed that the opinion of
the House, and public opinion in petitions,
had been so expressed that he did not
expect the view he personally entertained
to be embodied by the Governmeut in a
Bill. He thought that the Government
must in some sense recognise the position
of the squatting interest, but he trusted
that neither the House nor the Government would recognise it in the sense of
giving the squatters the territory for ten
years.
The House divided on the question that
the Assembly insist upon disagreeing with
the amendmentAyes
26
Noes
32
Majority against insisting} 6
on disagreement
...
AYES.

Mr. Baillie,
" Blair,
" Bourke,
" Cohen,
" Duffy,
" Everard,
" Farrell,

" Hanna,
"
"
"
"
"
Dr.

Harbison,
Kerferd,
Kernot,
Langton,
Longmore,
Macartney,

Mr. McDonnell,
" Macgregor,
" Macpherson,
" McK~an,
" McKenna,
" McLellan,
" Plummer,
" J. T. Smith,
" F. L. Smyth,
Thomas.

Tellers.
Mr. Bowman,
" Whiteman.
NOES.

Mr. Bates,
" Bayles,
" Burtt,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" E. Cope,
" T. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham,
" Francis,
" Grant,
" Harcourt,
" Higinbotham,
" King,
" Kitto,
" Lobb,
" MacBain,

Mr. Mason,
" McCaw,
" McCulloch,
" Miller,
" Riddell,
" Rolfe,
" G. Paton Smith,
" G. V. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Vale,
" Watkins,
" Williams.

Tellers.
Mr. Dyte,
" Wilson.
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Mr. MACPHE.RSON said that as, by
this division, honorable members had
shown their determination to give way
altogether on a series of most important
amendments, it would be better not to
waste any further time in discussion, but
ask for a conference with the other House
on the points at issue. He had never seen
such a farce enacted as that which had
just been gone through. It was unworthy
of any gentleman who had been a Minister
of the Crown to propose the amendments
which had been brought forward by the
honorable and learned member for Mandurango If the proposition had been that
the legal members of the Executive Council should decide disputed cases arising
out of the administration of the Land Act,
he could have understood it, but that the
Chief Secretary and the Treasurer should,
instead of discharging their proper functions, become judges in these cases, was a
most absurd proposition. He begged to
move that the further consideration of the
amendments should be postponed, with a
view to the appoiritment of a committee
to confer with a committee of the other
House.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM thought that
the Chief Secretary was hardly in a position to address the House in the language
which he had just used. He would remind the honorable gentleman and his
colleagues that they had shrunk, he did
Dot say unreasonably or improperly, but
for some reason they had shrunk from accepting the responsibility of dealing with
this Bill; and, that being so, it was not for
the Chief Secretary or any of his colleagues to presume to tell the House that
it was enacting a farce in dealing with the
Bill in any shape or way it thought proper.
There were other members of t.he House
who were interested in the Bill C" Hear,
hear "), and who were not afraid or
ashamed to avow that they were interested
in it, though their's was not the interest
which the Chief Secretary and his col. leagues professed to impute. It seemed
to him that the majority of the House,
who passed the Bill in the form in which
it was sent to the Council, had such a
legitimate interest in the measure that
they and they alone were the judges of
what was proper or improper for them to
do or accept. It was not for a member of
a Government which shrank from the
responsibility of dealing with the question to
tell the majority that they acted unworthily
in accepting amendments wit.h the view of
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suggesting further amendments if they
thought proper. He hoped that the House
would not accept the suggestion just made
to it, at an improper time and from an
improper quarter, but that the honorable
and learned membet' for Mandurang would
bring forward the amendment of which
he had given notice. The other House
would then have an opportunity of dealing
with it as they thought fit.
Mr. McKEAN was surprised to hear
the honorable and learned member for
Brighton say that the Government shirked
their responsibility with regard .to the
Land Bill, when a few evenings ago he
said that they had acted rightly in declining the responsibility of a measure which
they did not initiate. (Mr. Higinbotham" So I say stilL") If there was any meaning in the English language, the honorable
and learned member now recanted what
he said a few minutes ago. Honorable
members opposite declined two nights ago
to recognise the proposed tribunal as a
proper one to try questions arising out of
the administration of the Land Act, bu t
now they were prepared to accept it.
C" No.") If they were not prepared to
accept the suggestion of the Council they
were prepared to adopt the amendments
of the honorable and learned member for
Mandurang. Had a caucus been held in
the interim, and was a batch of resolutions
to be brought forward at the eleventh
hour and receive the sanction of the House?
He was astonished that honorable.mem hers
should now seek to alter the machinery of
the Bill altogether, after previously deciding that they would adhere to it.
Mr. LONGMORE said he wanted to
enter his protest against the vacil1ation
shown by the other side of the House.
When the Bill was under discussion, no
member was so strongly in favour of
giving absolute powers to the Minister
of Lands as the honorable and learned
member for Brighton; yet the honorable
and learned member now came forward
in a covert way to destroy the effect of
all that he bad previously done. (" No.")
He repeated that the honorable and
learned member was doing so, and he was
doing so for a purpose. It was well that
the country should know that the honorable and learned member could turn round
on such occasions. His chief, the honorable member for Mornington, was very
particularly int.erested in this matter; but
if the honorable member for Mornington
had himself proposed that such a course
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should' be adopted as was now about to be '
pursued, the proposal would not have been
carried. The honorable and learned member for Brighton was simply pulling th;e
strings. The country would understand
the meaning of it all. It seemed to him
(Mr. Longmore) to be one of the greatest
farces to proceed with the Bill.
Mr. VALE stated that he was at a loss
to understand the secret of the unmixed
vexation of spirit which had been exhibited by the Chief Secretary,-the Minister
of Lands, and the Minister of Railways.
They had, gone to the country with a distinct statement that they would endeavour
to pass into law the Bills introduced by,
their predecessors: and yet they now com-,
plained of an effort which was being made
with a view of carrying one of those.
measures.
Mr. BOWMAN called the attention of
the Speaker to the fact that the honorable
member., for Collingwood (Mr. Vale) was
standing at the table while addressing the
House, and submitted that the honorable
member was not in order in doing so.
TheSPEAKER~~The rule is that au'
honorable member should speak from his
place.
Mr. MACGREGOR observed that on
a' previous occ-asion it was insisted that an
honorable member should not stand at
the table while addressing the House, and
that if the rule was enforced in one case
it ought to be in others.
Mr. DUFFY submitted that the rule
which required a member to speak from
his place was not violated if a Minister or
ex-Minister, who was entitled to sit on
one of the front benches, stood at the table,
where he placed his papers, while addressing the House.
Mr. VALE remarked that he would be
sorry to break through any rule in a
matter of this sort. He was entitled to
sit on the front Opposition bench, but as
a matter of personal convenience and taste
he did not do so. He had always understood, however, that a member might stand
at the table while addressing the House.
Mr. BOWMAN asked what was the
Speaker'S ruling?
The SPEAKER.-The rule is that an
honorable member should speak from his
place.
Mr. VALE returned to his place, and
continued his r'emarks. He said that it
was his desire that, if possible, a measure
which had occupied so much of' the atten.
tion of'the Legislature should become law
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before -the close of the session, and ,that it
should not be lost merely for the convenience of a Government which had no
policy, and no existence except by sufferance to the end of tlie present session.
Mr. MACGREGOR said it was amusing
to hear the Government charged with want
of decision by honorable members who had
now adopted, an amendment which they
rejected on a former occasion. He had
no doubt that if the Ministry, instead of
proposing that the amendment be disagreed
with, had proposed that it be agreed with,
honorable members opposite would have
been indignant at their conduct. It would
-appear· that a change had come over the
spirit of the dream of honorable members
opposite within a very short time. He
should very much like 'to know, wh!tf it
was that had induced them now to vote
for an amendment which they would not
even consider the other evening.
The motion for postpon~g the"further
consideration of the amendments was negatived.
Captain MAC MAHON thought this a
favorable opportunity for raising thequestion whether it would be desirable to invite
a conference with t.he other branch of the
Legislature, and entertaining that view,
. he begged to 'move that a comrriittee 0f six
members be appointed to confer with a
like number of members of the Legislative
Council on the subject of the amendments
insisted on by t.he Legislative Council.
Mr. DUFFY considered that a couference would be a perfectly futile measure.
He could, without the slightest difficulty,
select six members who would agree to
anything which the other House might
propose. He could, with as little difficulty,
select 'six members who 'would not make
any concession. The first thing to be
ascertained was wh'at the House desired.
This could be done only by proceeding
with the amendments one, by one. When
the House knew its own mind with regard
to the amendments, then, but not till then,
it might be desirable to authorize six gentlemen to confer with six members of the
Legislative Council.
Captain MAC MAHON said, on that
understanding, he would postpone his motion for the present.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM observed that
he understood the honorable and learned
member for Dalhousie not to propose a
pos tponement of the motion for a conference,
but to suggest that it would not be expeall.' He
dient to appoint a conference

at
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concurred with the honorable and learned
member that it would be extremely inexpedient and dangerous to appoint a committee to confer with the Legislative
Council, especially at the present stage.
The House would 'be confessing its own inability to come to a decision on the subject,
if it postponed the dealing with the amendments which had yet to be considered.
Mr. FELLOW~ considered that it was
not necessary, in order to be consistent, to
be obstinate. If honorable members were
to be sent to a conference, tied hand and
foot beforehand, to insist on certain things
and certain things only, there might as well
be no conference at all. However, he would
suggest that the motion for a conference
should be withdrawn for the present.
Mr. BERRY said that he had noticed
that, when the House intended to recede
from its opinions and give up a principle, a conference was always spoken
of. Conferences in this country had uniformly resulted in the Assembly abandoning the position which it had previously
taken up. He looked upon resort to a
conference as a kind of moral cowardice
unworthy of honorable members. He
preferred that, whatever honorable members might do, they should do in the face
of the country; that, if they thought any
concession could be made, they should have
the courage of their opinions, and make
the concession boldly.
Mr. LANGTON submitted that, according to the cases set forth in May, this was
just the occasion when a conference might
be invited. Conferences were said to be
usually resorted to when amendments by
one House were disagreed to by the other,
and when there was a reasonable prospect
of mutual agreement and compromise.
If he interpreted aright the tone of the
House, there was a disposition to mutual
agreement and compromise. Therefore he
thought proceedings would be facilitated
by the House adopting the motion of his
honorable and gallant colleague.
Captain 'Mac Mahon's proposition was
withdrawn.
The House then insisted on disagreeing
to the amendments of the Legislative
Council in clauses 2, 3, .6, 14, and 18, but
agreed to waive its objection· to the
amendments made in clause 19, with a
view of securing to the agricultural selector
his land for £ 1 per acre, by annual instalments extending over ten years.
The House also insisted on disagreeing
~o the amendment (in clause 20) reducing
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the maxim um extent of land to be taken
up by a selector from 640 to 320 acres.
Mr. McKEAN proposed that the House
should not insist on disagreeing to the
amendment (in clause 20) for expunging
the words (after "Governor") "wl10
alone and finally shall judge and determine
the matter."
Mr. LANGTON suggested, as this was
one of the vital points of difference between the Houses, that the vote given oN.
the question should be regarded as an instruction to the conference committee..
The question involved was whether the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, in the
interpretation of Acts of Parliament, should
be ousted or not.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM observed that,
if the suggestion could be put in any
form, it would not be of the slightest
value or significance, because the House
had come to no decision on the subject of
resorting to a conference, and no committee had been appointed.
The House divided on the question that
the House do not insist on disagreeing with
the amendmentAyes
32
Noes
32
AYES.

Mr. Aspinall,
" Baillie,
" Bayles.
" Blair,
" Bowman,
" Bourke,
" Cohen,
" Duffy,
" Everard,
" Farrell,

" Hanna,

"
"
"
"
"
"

Harbison,
Harcourt,
Kerferd,
Kernot,
Kitto,
Langton,

Mr. Longmore,
Dr. Macartney,
Mr. MacBain,
" McDonnell,
" Macgregor,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
" McKean,
" McKenna,
" Plummer,
" J. T. Smith,
" F. L. Smyth,
" Thomas.
Tellers.
Mr. McLellan,
" Whiteman.
NOES.

Mr. Bates,
" Berry,
" Burtt,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" E. Cope,
" T. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Dyte,
" Francis,
" Frazer,
" Grant,
" Higinbotham,
" Jones,
" King,

Mr. Mason,
" McCaw,
" McCulloch,
" Miller,
" Riddell,
" Rolfe,
" G. Paton Smith,
" G. V. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Vale,
" Watkins,
" Williams.
Tellers.
Mr, Lobb, '
" Wilson.
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The SPEAKER.-As the House ap-

than pastoral), substituting the words

pears to be undecided on this question, I
shall concur in the former decision by
voting with the" Noes."

" the price of £ 1 per acre" for the words-

Disa.greement with the Council's amendment was therefore insisted upon.
Disagreement with the amendment (in
clause 20) for expunging the provision
that a forfeiture should take effect from
the time of its pUblication in the Government Gazette was also insisted upon.
On the amendment in clause 21, for
omitting the words "who alone and
finally shall judge and determine the
matter," the House divided on the question that disagreement with the amendment be insisted uponAyes
33
Noes
31
Majority for insisting on} 2
disagreement ...
AYES.

Mr. Bates,
" Burtt,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" E. Cope,
., T. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham.
" Davies,
" Everard,
" Francis,
" Frazer,
" Grant,
" Higinbotham,
" Jones,
" King,
" Lobb,

Mr. Mason,
" McCaw,
" McCulloch,
" Miller,
" Riddell,
" Rolfe,
" G. Paton Smith,
" G. V. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Vale,
" Watkins,
" Williams,
" Wilson.
Tellers.
Mr. Berry,
" Dyte.
NOES.

Mr. Aspinall,
" Baillie,
" Blair,
" Bowman,
" Bourke,
" Cohen,
" Buffy,
" FarrelJ,
" Hanna,
" Harbison,
" Harcourt,
" Kerferd,
" Kernot,
" Kitto,
" Langton,
" Longmore,

Dr. Macartney,
Mr. McDonnell,
" Macgregor,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
" McKean,
" McKenna,
" Plummer,
" J. T. Smith,
" F. L. Smyth,
" Thomas,
" Walsh,
" Whiteman.
Tellers.
Mr. Bayles,
" McLellan.

Disagreement with the proposal to
leave out clause 22, and with the amendments in clauses 23 and 28, was insisted
on; but disagreement with the amenftment in clause 27 was not insisted on.
On' the amendment in clause 30 (giving
the right of pre· emption to license~e ?ther

"A price to be determined by the board not
exceeding the upset price of the nearest land sold
by the Crown before the issue of such licence, and
it shall be lawful for the board, previous to the
purchase of any land under this section, to grant
to the licensee a certificate specifying the amount
of rent and survey fees (if any) paid by him during
the period he may have been in possession of such
lands,"

Mr. McKEAN proposed that the House
should not insist on disagreeing with this
amendment.
Mr. DUFFY opposed the motion.
Some of the selections under the 42nd
section were very valuable town 'lands,
and it would not be fair to allow the
selectors of those lands to obtain the fee
simple for £1 per acre.
Mr. BERRY said another reason for
disagreeing with the amendment was that
land taken up under the 42nd section had
been transferred wholesale. Those selections had been a matter of speculation,
and it would be a gross fraud upon the
public to allow valuable lands in the immediate vicinity of towns, transferred in
this way, to be alienated from the State
at £1 per acre.
Mr. McKEAN observed that the clause
would require to be remodelled. The
clause, as amended by the Council, would
enable the holders of land "held under
any licence other than pastoral," who
erected on such land within three years
"buildings or other improvements," to
purchase the land at £1 per acre. The
clause would meet the cases of persons in
the position of Mr. Ramsden and others,
who had established industries on the
southern bank of the Yarra. .But it
should be recollected that the object of the
House was that the 42nd section selector
should get his land at £1 per acre, and
that it should not be left to the option of
the Minister for the time being to put an
arbitrary value on the land. To illustrate
the unfairness of an arrangement which
would require a 42nd section selector to
pay according to "the upset price of the
nearest land sold by the Crown," he might
call attention to the case of It township
where land was sold in the early days, at
£45 per acre, although adjoining land,
since taken up under the 42nd section,
was not worth more than £1 per acre, if
it was worth that. Obviously the clause
needed remodelling to rectify an error on
the part of the draughtsman. The intention of the clause, as shown by the marginal
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note, was that it should apply to 42nd
section licensees, whereas, as it was
worded, it applied to any licensees" other
than pastoral."
Mr. FRAZER confessed that he was
unable to comprehend the views of the
Minister of Lands.
Mr. LONGMORE said that he was
altogether in favour of selectors under the
42nd section being allowed to purchase
their land at £1 an acre, and if the amendment had applied exclusively to lands
under the 42nd section, he would have
supported it. It would, however, apply
to other lands for which licences were obtained, including those on the banks of the
Yarra for which licences had been granted
. for factories. He had no alternative, therefore, but to vote against the amendment.
The House insisted upon disagreeing
with the amendment, and also insisted
upon disagreeing with two other amendments in the same clause, one providing
that the whole of the rent paid by a
licensee under the 42nd section (if he had
made the required improvements) should
be reckoned as part payment of the purchase money, and the other providing that
such licensee should be entitled, on payment of the balance, to demand and obtain
a Crown grant in fee of his allotment, or,
if he did not pay the balance of the purchase money, to obtain a lease of the allotment under certain conditions.
It was resolved to insist upon disagreeing with some of the amendments in clause
32 (the clause providing that selectors
under the Act of 1865 should have the
same privileges as selectors under this
measure), and not to insist upon disagreeing with others. The material amendments which the Assembly insisted upon
disagreeing with were one which proposed
t.hat it should not be necessary for a lessee
under the Act of 1865 to obtain a certificate that he had resided on his allotment
in order to entitle him to the Crown grant,"
and another which proposed that the whole
of the rent paid by a lessee, instead of
only the rent paid after the first three
years, should be reckoned as part of the
purchase money.
Mr. McKEAN moved that the House
insist upon disagreeing with an amendment in clause 34, which provided that
~ales of land by auction should be held
" at the land office nearest to where such
lands are situated." The retention of these
words, he said, was likely to lead to inconvenience and disputes.
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The amendment was disagreed with;
and the House also insisted upon disagree·
ing with an amendment in clause 42, substituting "Legislature" for "Legislative
Assembly" in that portion of the clause
providing for "the repurchase of any
debentures heretofore or hereafter to be
issued to provide for the construction of
State railways to such an amount as shall
from time to time be approved of by the
Legislature."
It was resolved not to insist upon disagreeing with an amendment in clause 54,
authorizing the Board of Land and Works
to gran t licences under part 3 to take
water from any dam or reservoir, nor with
an amendment in clause 57 (relating to
the proclamation of commons) requiring
commons to be proclaimed "under regulations to be made [.(ir such purpose."
It was decided to insist upon disagreeing
with an amendment in the same clause not
to allow commons to be placed under the
control of a "mining" board, but to agree
to an amendment to permit them to be
placed under the management of a " road"
board.
.
The Assembly also insisted upon disagreeing with the following amendments:An amendment in clause 64, by which the
number of one of the schedules was altered
from the "6th" to the "3rd"; with a
new clause, providing that the licensee of
any run, if aggrieved by the amount of
rent he was charged by the Board of Land
and Works, might appeal to the Lands
Court; with the striking out of clause 74,
empowering the Governor in Council to
revoke a pastoral licence for violation of
the conditions; with the insertion of the
words" subject to an appeal as aforesaid"
in cla.use 77, g~ving the Board of Land
and Works power to fix the future rent of
a run the area of which was reduced bv
the proclamation of a common, or by saie
or selection; with the omission from
clause 83 (authorizing the Governor in
Council to forfeit runs for non-payment of
rent) of the words" who alone and finally
shall judge and determine" ; and with the
omission from clause 73 (relating to the
issue of pastoral licences ) of the following
proviso : .. Provided that before any such licence is issued
it shall be lawful for the board to require that a
declaration on oath before n justice shall be made
by all or any person or persons who shall appear
to the board to be interested in the run to which
the licence is intended to apply, that such persons
have not, nor has any of them, violated any of
the provisions of, or directly or indirectly committed or been privy to a fraud upon, this Ac$."
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Disagreement with the following amendments was not insisted upon :-The substitution in clause 65 (empowering the
Board of Land and Works, on "proper
representation," to adjust the rent of any
run) of the words" sufficient evidence"
for "proper representation"; and .the
omission, ii'om clause 72, of words requiring a memorandum of the registration of
the transfer of a run, signed by the Minister, to be endorsed on the transfer.
On the amendment for the insertion of
"Part 6.-Determination of disputes regarding Crown lands," being the heading
to the new division of the Bill consisting
of the series of clauses providing for the
establishment of a "Lands Court,"
Mr. McKEAN moved that the House
insist on disagreeing with this amendment.
Capt. MAC MAHON proposed" That a committee of six members be appointed
to confer with a committee of a like number of the
Legislative Council on this and the other amendments in the Crown Landlil Bill insisted on by the
Legislative CouIlcil."

He thought that this was the proper time
to submit his proposal for a conference,
with the view to the adjustment of the
points of difference between the two
Houses.
Mr. McKEAN euggested that, before a
conference was appointed, the House ought
to determine whether it would accept the
proposal of the Legislative Council for
the establishment of a Lands Court, or
adopt the suggestion of the honorable and
learned member for Mandurang.
Mr. BERRY did not see the use of
appointing a committee of conference, as
honorable members had already determined
that the decision of the Governor in Council should. be final in all cases arising
under the administration of the land law.
Why did the honorable and gallant member for West Melbourne desire to transfer
the powers of the House to a committee of six members? Did he wish to
strengthen the opinion of the minority by
having a report brought up from a conference which would be in accordance with
th~ opinions of another place?
Such a
course was very unfair to the other section
of the House, and altogether contrary to
constitutional practice. There was nothing for a committee to do except to state
reasons why the House insisted upon disagreeing with the amendments of the
Council. He objected, however, to a
committee entering into a conference with
the· other branch of the Legislature with a
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view to this House being asked to reverse
its former decision. The proposal of the
honorable and gallant member was the
first step towards the House stultifying
itself.
Captain MAC MAHON remarked that
it had been urged, in the first instance,
that it was not desirable to appoint a committee of conference until the House had
expt'essed its opinion upon the points of
difference, but no sooner was that opinion
obtained than it was said there was no
use in having a conference at all. The
honorable member for Geelong West (Mr.
Berry) had talked about a conference
being proposed in order to enable the
minority to carry out their views, but,
seeing that there was a tie on the division
alluded to, it could not be said that the
opinion of the House had been decisively
expressed. The mere fact of there being
a tie showed that the subject on which the
di vision took place deserved more mature
consideration, and justified the holding of
a conference.
Mr. BUTTERS thought that some of
the decisions given by the Assembly that
night had been with a view of opposing
the establishment of the Lands Court
proposed by the other Chamber, and
considering the amendment which the
honorable and learned member intended
to submit. That, at all events, had
guided him in voting against absolute
powers being vested in the Minister of
Lands.
Mr. DUFFY said that when the Legislative Assembly framed its standing
orders, it deliberately deprived itself of
the power of holding a conference with
the other House. The only power which
it possessed was to appoint a joint committee, and the only function which a
joint committee could perform was to
carry written reasons for agreeing to or
disagreeing with whatever questions were
at issue between the two Rouses.
The SPEAKER.-The two Houses
have appointed committees to confer together on several occasions.
Mr. DCFFY desired to point out that,
by the standing orders, there was no
power to appoint a committee to confer.
The SPEAKER.-The House is the
interpreter of its standing orders. Both
Houses have on previous occasions ap~
pointed committees to confer; so that
evidently this House does not t~ink there
is anything in the standing orders to
prevent its doing so.
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Mr. MACGREGOR submitted that the words omitted be so inserted, the House
amendments. of the Council ought to be dividedconsidered before it was decided that a
Ayes
. ~.. 31
,.
conference should be invited.
, Noes
31
Mr. McKEAN suggested that ,the
Ayes.
honorable and gallant member for West
Mr.· Burtt,
Mr.Mltson,
Melbourij.e should withdraw his amend,~ McCaw,
" ·Butters,
.
ment for the present.'
" Casey,
" McCullocp.,
Capt~in MAC MAHON acquiesced, and
" E. Cope,
" Miller,
" T. Cope,
" Riddell,
withdrew the amendment.
.
" G.Paton Smith,
" Crews,
The motion that the House insist on
," Cunningham,
" G. V. Smith,
disagreeing with the amendment for the
" Davies,
" Stutt,
insertion of "Part 6.-Determination of
" Francis,
" Sullivan,
" Frazer,
~'. Vale,
disputes regarding Crown lands," was put
" Grant,
" Watkins,
andnegati ved.
.
Williams,
" Higinbotham,
Mr. McKEAN moved that the House
" Jones,
" Wilson.
.Tellers.
insist on disagreeing to the amendment for
" King,
Mr. Bates,
" Lobb,
the insertion of the following ne.w clause" MacBain,
" Dyte.
the' first of ,the series providing for the
Noes.
establishn;tent of a " Lands Court:""For the purpose of hearing and determining
disputes ,relating to Crown lands, there shall be a
court styled the' Lands Court,' and such court
shall be a court of record and shall have a seal;
and there shall be three commissioners thereof,
and a clerk, and such inferior. officers as the Governor. in Council thinks fit."

Mr. CASEY proposed that the -amendment be amended by striking out all the
words after" For the purpose of," with the
view .of inserting the following words : "settling disputes relating to Crown lands, be it
enacted that, after the decision of the Minister
upon any matter under this Act has been announced, any, person interested in such decision
may, within such period and in such manner as
shall be prescribed by rules to be framed hereunder,
make application to the Governor. The Governor
shall refer the application to a committee consisting of the Chief Secretary, the President of the
Board of Land and Works, and the Treasurer, of
whom two shall form a quorum, for hearing and
consideration, and such committee shall thereupon
publicly hear and consider the same and shall
advise the Governor thereon, and the nature of
snch report or recommendation shall be stated publicly. The said committee may, if they shall think
fit, direct one or more feigned issue or issues to be
tried before the Supreme Court or a judge thereof
and a special jury in like manner as may now be
done by the Supreme Court, or a judge thereof, in
its equitable jp.r~sdiction. The Governor, from
time to time, in manner hereinafter provided, may
make such rules as he may think fit for regulating
the mode, form, and time of application' to be
made from the decision of the Minister, and for
preventing delays in making or hearing of such
application, and as to the expenses attending the
said application, and as to the amount or value of
the property in respect of which any such application may be n;tade."

The question that the words proposed
to be omitted stand part of the amendment
was put and negatived .
.Dn the question that the words proposed to be inserted in the place of the

Mr. Aspinnll,
" Baillie,
" Bayles,
" Bourke,
" Cohen,
" Duffy,
" Everard,
" Farrell,
" Hanna,
" Harbif;on,
" Humff'ray,
" Kerferd,
" Kernot,
" Kitto,
" Langton,
" Longmore,

Dr. Macartney,
Mr. McDonnell,
" Macgregor,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
" McKean,
" McKenna,
" McLellan,
" Plummer,
" J. T. Smith,
" F. L. Smyth,
"Thomas, .
" Whiteman.
Tellers.
Mr. Bowman,
" Berry.

The SPEAKER.-The House evidently
has not made up its mind as to what words
should be inserted, although it has determined that the words of the original
amendment shall be left out. In order
that the House may have a further opportunity of dealing with the amendment, I
shall vote on this occasion with the
" Ayes."
The question was therefore declared to'
have passed in the affirmative.
Mr. McKEAN called attention to what
he conceived the peculiar position the
House would be placed in if it adopted
the amendment as amended. According to'
the interpretation clause the word'" Go~
vernor/' wherever used in the Bill, meant
"the person administering the Govern ..
ment, acting by and with the advice of the
Executive Council." According to the
amendment, in case of a person being
aggrieved by the decision of the Minister
of Lands, he would appeal to the Governor,
who would refer it to a committee, con..
sisting, not of ind~pendent persons, but of
members of the Cabinet, one of whom
would be the Minister of Lands. This
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would be appealing from Cresar to Cresar,
hecause it was scarcely likely that the
{:hief Secretary and Treasurer would reverse the decision of their colleague.
Another objection to the amendment was
I.hat it made no provision with respect to
costs. In consequence of this, any person,
wi thout a shilling of expense, could appeal
from the decision of the Minister, and thus
every disappointed man might be expected
to bring his grievance before the Executive Council. He submitted that additional words were necessary to make the
machinery contemplated by the clause
workable.
Mr. DYTE considered that provision
for costs was unnecessary. Under this
proposal, the poor man would be able to
go to this court, state his case, and obtain
a decision without being subjected to any
costs.
Mr. HARBISON questioned whether
any poor man aggrieved by a decision of
t.he Minister of Lands would be able to
obtain redress from a tribunal like the one
proposed.
Mr. JONES called attention to the fact
that the amendment provided for the
framing of rules in connexion with these
appeals, and costs were among the things
mentioned as to be dealt with by those
rules.
Mr. BERRY said he failed to see what
advantage would be gained by the innovation proposed. It was quite competent
for any person aggrieved by the administration of any public department to appeal
to the Governor in Council; more than
that, he could appeal to the House. U nless the proposal was calculated to give a
greater power of appeal than existed at
present, it was useless to embody it in the
Bill. Certainly it was an innovation on
responsible government, because not the
Cabinet as a whole, nor the head of the
Lands department, but three members of
the Cabinet were made responsible. He
objected to any limitation of the right of
the subject to make appeal either to the
Governor in Council, or, by petition, to
the House. The proposal not only limited
that right, but also interposed an obstacle
in the shape of a power to create costs.
He also objected to the proposal on the
ground that it was unfair to impose the
duties contemplated on Ministers .of the
Crown who had already sufficient to
attend to.
Mr. LANGTON submitted that the
proposal would establish a tribunal of a
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most cumbersome, costly, and annoying
character, presided over by gentlemen
who had neither the time nor the ability
to discharge the duties which appertained
to the office. Was the Chief Secretary,
the Treasurer, or the Minister of Lands
necessarily qualified to weigh evidence?
Certainly neither was so well qualified for
the function as a person trained to it.
Then again, did anyone suppose that a
person in the position of the Chief Secretary had time to devote to an occupation
of the kind? Notoriously he had not. If
he discharged the duties of his office, his
time was amply occupied, and particularly
if Parliament sat en permanence, as it
seemed likely to do.
Mr. McKEAN observed that if the proposal em bodied language in reference to
costs similar to that contained in the County
Courts Act the requirements of the case
would be met; but, as the amendment
stood at present, there was no provision
for taxing or recovering costs.
The House divided on the question that
it do not insist on disagreeing to the
amendment, as amendedAyes
26
Noes
27
Majority against Mr.} 1
Casey's proposal
AYES.

Mr. Bates,
" Burtt,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" E. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Francis,
" Frazer,
" Grant,
" Rigin botham,
" Jones,
" King,

Mr. MacBain,
" McCaw,
" McCulloch,
" Miller,
" G. V. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Vale,
" Watkins,
" Williams.
Tellers.
Mr. Dyte,
" Wilson.
NOES.

Mr. Aspinall,
" Baillie,
" Berry,
" Blair,
" Bourke,
" Cohen,
" Everard,
" Farrell,
" Humffray,
" Kernot,
" Kitto,
" Langton,
" Longmore,
Dr. Macartney,

Mr. McDonnell,
" Macgregor,
Capt, Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
" McKean,
" McKenna,
" McLellan,
" Plummer,
" J. T. Smith,
" F. L. Smyth,
Whiteman.
Tellers.
Mr. Bowman,
" Harbison.

And so the question passed in the
negative.

Amendments
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It was resCJlved to insist upon disagreeing with an amendment striking out
clause 108 (providing for the hearing in
public of applications for licences for agricultural settlement and objections thereto) ;
also with several consequent amendments;
and likewise with an amendment in clause
108 (empowering the Governor to make
regulations under the Act) providing that
"no such rules, regulations, or orders shall
take effect unless and until the same shall
have been approved of' by both Houses of
Parliament."
It was decided not to insist upon disagreeing with a new clause rendering an
applicant for an agloicultural licence liable
to a maximum penalty of £50, or six
months'imprisonment., for making a false
statement.
N early all the other amendments were
agreed to.
The whole of the amendments having
been considered, the Bill was ordered to
be returned to the Legislative Council,
with a message setting forth how the
amendments had been dealt with.
Captain MAC MAHON then moved"That a committee of six members be appointed
to confer with a committee of a like number of
the Legislative Council on the amendments in
the Crown Lands Bill insisted on by the Legislative Council; such committee to consist of Mr.
McKean, Mr. Everard, Dr. Macartney, Mr. Berry,
Mr. Macgregor, and Mr. Blair."

Mr. BERRY protested against honorable members appointing a committee to
stultify the House, by giving up provisions
in the Bill which the Assembly had insisted upon over and over again. Before
a committee of conference was appointed,
the House ought to wait and see what
was done with the Bill when it was
ret.nrned to the Council in the form in
which it now stood, after the Assembly had
for several hours considered seriatim the
points at issue between the two Houses.
To appoint a committee to re-open the
whole question, and discuss the Council's
amendments de novo, was really tacitly
instructing the committee to abandon
the important points upon which the
Assembly had insisted, and was contrary
to constitutional usage.
Mr. FELLOWS urged that neither
House had a right to say it would insist
upon its amendments without attempting
to arrange the points at issue., Some of
the Council's amendments were still disagreed with, but others had been consented
to ; in other words, the points of difference between the two Houses had been

Legislati've Council.
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reduced, and the remainder now became
matter for negotiation.
Mr. JONES remarked that a reqnest
for a conference ought, according to parliamentary rule, to proceed from the House
in possession of the Bill. The Assembly
had just decided to return the Bill to
the CounciJ, and therefore the conference
should be asked for by the Council, when
it became seised of the measure.
The committee divided on the question
that a committee of six members be
appointed to confer with a like number of the members of the Legislative
CouncilAyes
35
Noes
12
Majority for a conference 23
AYES.

Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
" McCulloch,
" , McKenna,
" McLellan,
" Miller,
" G. V. Smith,
" J. T. Smith,
" F. L Smyth,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Vale,
" Watkins,
" Williams,
" Wilson.
Tellers.
Mr. Baillie,
" Whiteman.

Mr. Aspinall,
" Bates,
.. Burtt,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" Cohen,
" E. Cope,
" Crews,

" Cunningham,

"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"

Davies,
Dyte,
Francis,
Grant,
Higinbotham,
Humffray,
Kitto,
Langton,
MacBain,

NOES.

Mr.
"
"
"
"
"
"

Mr. McCaw,
" McKean,
" Plummer.

Blair,
Bowman,
Everard,
Farrell,
Frazer,
Jones,
Macgregor,

Tellers.
Mr. Berry,
" Harbison.

Six members having demanded a ballot,
the House proceeded to ballot for the committee, and Mr. Longmore and Mr. Vale
were appointed scrutineers by the Speaker.
The House adjourned at twenty-one
minutes after midnight.

'LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
F1 iday, December 24, 1869.
o

The Governor, Viscount Canterbury-Land Laws Amendmen'
Bill-Conference.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentytwo minutes to five o'clock. p.m., apd read
the prayer.
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THE GOVERNOR.
The Hon. C. J. JENNER a.nnounced
that Bis Excellency the .Governor had
received a telegram from the Governor of
Ceylon;·stating that he was directed by the
Secretary of State for. the Colonies to inform him of the death of His Excellency's
brother, Viscount Canterbury. His Excellency was now, therefore, Viscount Canterbury.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
The PRESIDENT announced the receipt -of a message from the Legislative
Assembly, intimating that they had ap;.
pointed a committee of six members to
confer with a cODunittee" of a like number
of members of the Legislative Council on
the amendments in this Bill insisted upon
by the Legislative Council, and requesting
the Legislative Council to appob;lt a committee of that House to confer with' the
committee of the Legislative Assembly.
The Hon. C. J. JENNER moved" That a committee of six members be appointed
to confer with the committee of like number appointed by the r..egislative Assembly 011 all points
at issne between the two Houses in .this Bill;
that the committee consist of the Honorables J.
O'Shanassy, R. Simson, W. Highett, W. H. F.
Mitchell, R. S. Anderson, and the mover; and
that five o'clock this day, in the Library, be the
time and place of meeting."

The motion was agreed to.
The committee retired to confer with
the committee of the Assembly, and the
House afterwards adjourned during
pleasure.
Half-an-hour after midnight, the PRESIDENT resumed the chair, and
Mr. JENNER brought up the following
report from the committee : "The committee appointed to confer with a
committee of siX. members of the Legislative
Assembly on all. points at issue between the two
Houses on the Bill intituled ' An Act to amend
and consolidate the Laws relating to the Sale and
Occupation of Crown Lands,' have the honour to
report that they met the committee of the Legis-'
lativeAsscmbly, and considered at great length the
various points at issue between the two Houses in
the Bill.
"Your committee agreed to recommend that
the amendment made by the Council in line 30 of
claq.se 2, should be waived by the Council.
" On the amendments of the Council in clause 3,
lines 28 and ~9, in clause 18, line 10, and in clause
20, line 37, the committee of the Assembly agreed
to recommend that the Assembly should waive
their disagreement.
" On the amendments in clause 14. line 29, and
clause 108, line 22, your committee agreed to
recommend that the Council should waive their
am~ndments, on condition that they receive the
assurance of the Government that a Bill will be
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brought in at the commencement of the next session to provide a civil remedy for anyone aggrieved by the action of the Minister of Lands or
otherwise uuder the Bill, aud that the following be
add~d to one of the clauses of the Bill as a proviso
by the Legislative Assembly ;-' But where any
woolshed, sheepwash, cattle-yard, drafting-yard,
reservoir, tank, dam, well, 01' other improvement
has, prior to the commencement of this Act, been
made, or shall with the consent of the board
hereafter be made on any Crown land held under
a licence for pastoral purposes, the land on which
such improvements are made and adjoining thereto
shall, notwithstanding anything contained in this
Act, or in any such rule, regulation, or' order,
be reserved for the exclusive occupation of the
pastoral licensee of such lands, to the extent
of one acre for ev~ry £ 1 expended on such
improvements,so that the land to be reserved as
last afor.esaid shall not exceed on anyone run 640
acres; and such improvements shall be valued in
the manner hereinafter provided in part 2 of this
Act.'
"Your committee agreed to recommend that
the Council should waive their amendments in line
9 of clause 18, line 13 of clause 18, line 14 of
clause 20, line 16 of clause 22, line 18 of clause 28,
line 4 of clause 30, line 10 of clause 30, line 14 of
clause :-\0 (page 13), line 14 of clause 34, line I of
clause 64 (page 21), line 28 of clause 77, and in
clauses C, D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, L, M, N, 0, P,
Q, R, and H, as well as in the schedules to the
Bill; and that the Council should agree to the
amendment or amendments made by the Assembly
in clause 57, line 28.
"The committee of the Legislative Assembly
agreed to recommend that the Assembly should
waive their amendments in clause 6, line 1 ; in
clause 20, line 13 ; in clause 21, line. 35 ; in lines
34 and - 40 of clause 32; in clause 32, ·line 2
(page 14); in clause 73, line 30; and in clause
104, line 9.
"It was mutually agreed to recommend that
the following alterations should be made:"That in clause 22 the words 'one of whom
shall be a police magistrate,' be inserted after the
word' justices' where required.
" That the Council should agree to the amendment to leave out the words' whether he has or
has not resided on such allotment' in clause 32.
" That on the waiving of the amendment to insert the new clause B by the Council, it be understood that, in the Bill to be brought in by the
Government in the next session, provision will be
made for an appeal for licensees.
"That the Assembly should omit 'from clause
74 the words 'who shall alone judge and determine,' and the words 'and no claim at law or in
equity under such licence shall be pleadable in
any court against such forfeiture and revocation,"
andaIter the word • but'to • and,' and the words
'of the -conditions' to the word 'condition,' and
should omit the word 'conclusive;' and should
agree to the amendment of the Council in line 12
of clause 83; and should agree to omit the proviso in clause 98; and should agree also to the
amendments of the Council in clause 108, line 22,
and in clause 11 C, line 36; and should recommend
the substitution of the words 'Governor in
Council' for the words 'Legislative Assembly,'
in chtuse 42, line 41.
"On clause 99 . your committee agreed to recommend that the Council should waive their
amendment.
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"Your committee have pleasure in stating that
the two cOllilnittees were unanimous in making
.
the foregoing recommendations."

The report was ordered to be taken into
consideration on Tuesday, December 28.
The House adjourned at forty minutes
after midnight, until Tuesday, December
28.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY..
Friday, December 24, 1869.
Land Laws Amendment Bill-Result of Ballot for Com·
mittee-Agreement of Legislative. Council to Conference
-Conference Committee's Report-Water Supply Depart·
mento-The Governor, Viscount Canterbury-Protestant
Orphanage at Geelong-Personal Explanation-Appropriation Bill.

The SPEAKER took the chair at halfpast four. o'clock p.m.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
The SPEAKER declared that the ballot
for members of the committee to confer
with a committee of the Legislati ve Council
on the amendments in this Bill had resulted
in the election of Mr. Casey, Mr. Francis,
Captain Mac Mahon, Mr. Macpherson,
Mr. Bates, and Mr. McKean.
LEIGH CREEK SCHOOL.
Mr. MACPHERSON laid on the table,
pursuant to order of the House (dated
December 17), correspondence relating to
the suspension of the late master of the
Leigh Creek school.
WATER SUPPLY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. McCULLOCH (in the absence of
Mr. FRANCIS) asked the Minister of Mines,
whether it was intended to grant compensation to the officers who had received
notice of reduction in the office of Water
Supply?
Mr. J. T. SMITH said he found it had
beeu the practice to compensate reduced
officers, whether they were under the
Civil Service Act or not, and the practice
would be applied to the Water Supply
department.
THE GOVERNOR.
Mr. MACPHERSON.-Mr. Speaker,
I have to communicate to the House the
fact that, this afternoou, His Excellency
the Governor informed me that he had
received a telegram from the Governor of
Ceylon, stating that he had been instructed
by the Secretary of State to convey to
His Excellency the intelligence of the
'8y2
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death of Viscount Canterbury, the elder
brother of' the Governor, in cons.equence
of which event His Excellency is now
Viscount Canterbury.
.' . '
GEELONG PROTESTANT
ORPHANAGE.
Mr. RICHARDSON (in the absence
of Mr. BERRY) asked on what conditions
aid was granted by the Board of Education to the late Protestant Orphanage
School (No. 478), Geelong, from 1st
March, 1864, to the 30th June, 1867, and
whether those conditions were carried out?
Mr. MACPHERSON stated that he
had been informed that the first condition
of aid was that other children, besides
those in the Orphan Asylum, should be
admitted to the school. The Board of
Education had every reason to believe
that this condition was strictly. carried
out.
Another condition was that the
teachers should either have board and residence, or should have allotted to them a
larger proportion of results.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Mr. FRAZER called attention to paragraphs in the Argus and Daily Telegraph
newspapers, reflecting upon him in connexion with proceedings in the House the
previous evening. He denounced them as
lying paragraphs, and as the emanations
of. ruffianly minds.
LANbS LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
The SPEAKER announced the receipt
of a message from the Legislative Council,
intimating that they had appointed a committee of six members to confer with a
committee of six members of the Legislative Assembly on all points at issue between the two Houses on the Land Bill.
The committee of the Assembly retired
to confer with the committee of the
Council, and the House adjourned during
pleasure.
At a quarter to eleven o'clock, the
SPEAKER resumed the chair.
APPROPRIATION BILL.
On the motion of Mr. MACPHERSON,
the House went into committee on this
Bill.
Mr. CREWS (who, with several other
members, entered the Chamber after the
House had gone into committee) inquired
why it was intended to proceed with tl!u
Appropriation Bill before the report of the
conference committee was brought up ?
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Mr. MACPHERSON intimated that!
the conference had suspended its deliberations for a short time, so that the
order of the day for the consideration of
the Appropriation Bill might be called on
before eleven o'clock, because, by a sessional order, no new business could be
considered after that hour.
Mr. CREWS saw no necessity to rush
the Appropriation Bill through committee
that night.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM thought that if
the object of going into committee was
simply to enable the consideration of the
Appropriation Bill td' be commenced
before eleven o'clock, without the House
being pledged as to what extent it would
proceed with the Bill that night, there
need be no objection raised.
Mr. CREWS asked if the Chief ~ecretary would give a promise that the Appropriation Bill should not be passed until
the Land Bill was finally dealt with?
Mr. FELLOWS said that if the Chief
Secretary gave such a pledge he was not
ill a position to carry it out.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM desired it to be
distinctly understood that the members on
the Opposition side of the House intended
t.o retain control over the Appropriation
Bill, and that, if they thought fit, they
would avail themselves of the parliamentary forms to prevent the passage of the
measure until the Land Bill was disposed
of.
Mr. EVERARD was astonished that
the honorable and learned member for
R"ighton should fritter away his politicnl
'reputation by desiring to see a Land Bill
pn.ssed which would be a curse to the
eonntry.
After some furthe,' discussion,
THE CHAIRMAN OF COMl\lITTEES (by
:1l"1'ttngement) left the chair, and honorable
members :1gain adjourned, pending the
close of the conference.
At eight minutes after midnight, the
CHAIRMAN again took the chair.
Mr. MACPHERSON suggested that
the Chairman should report progress, in
order that the report of the committee of
conference on the Land Bill might be
presented to the House.
Mr. EVERARD urged that the considera.tion of the Appropriation Bill should
be first completed. He objected to the
Supplies being stopped, merely because
e"l'tain honorable members wanted a Land
Bill foJ' their own personal benefit. Certn.:nly he objected to a Land Bill going
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through with the menace which had been
held out with regard to the Appropriation
Bill. Why should this country be made
use of for mere private advantage? Why
should it be made use of for a political
purpose, which the majority of the people,
if they were acquainted with it, would
object to most thoroughly? As he said
when the Land Bill first came before the
House, a measure of this kind, which gave
away millions of money to a few private
firms and private individuals, ought not to
be passed until the people had been appealed to. He was sorry to see that, on
Christmas morning, honorable members
were going to do that which they would
regret hereafter.
After remarks from Mr. McKEAN and
Mr. FRAZER,
Progress was reported.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
THE CONFERENCE.
Mr. MACPHERSON brought up a
report from the select committee appointed
to confer with the committee of the Legislative Council, in reference to the Land
Bill.
The report was read by the CLERK, as
follows : "The committee appointed to confer with a
committee of the Legislative Council on the
amendments made by the Legislative Council in
the Land Laws Amendment Bill, insisted on by
the Legislative Council, have the honour to report
as folllJWS :" That the committee of the Legislative Council
agreed to recommend to the Legislative Council
that the amendments-in clause 2, line 30 ; clause
18, line 9; clause 18, line 13; clause 20, line 14 ;
clause 22, line 16; clause 28, line 18 ; clause 30,
line 4, line 10, and line 14; clause 34, line 14;
clause 57, line 28; clause 64, line 1 ; to insert
new clause B; clause 77, line 28; to insert new
clauses C, D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, L, M, N, 0, P,
Q. R, and S; part 6 to become part 7; clause
99; to leave out 1st schedule, 2nd schedule, 3rd
schedule; 4th schedule to be made I st schedule;
5th schedule to be made 2nd schedule; 6th schedule
to be made 3rd schedule; and after the 6th schedule
a new schedule-should be waived,
c. That your committee have the honour to
recommend to your honorable House, that the
disagreement of your honorable House to the
amendments of the Legislative Council-in clause
6, line 1 (p, 5); clause 3, line 28; clause 3, line
29; clause 20, line 37 ; clause 18. line 10; clause
20, line 37 ; clause 20, line 13; clause 21, line 35 ;
clause 32, line 34; clause 32, line 2 (p. 14);
clause 73, line 30 ; clause 83, line 12; clause 104,
line 9; and clause 110, line 36-be waived by
your honorable House.
.. That on the amendments in clause 14, line 29,
and in clause 108, line 22, the committee of the
Legislative Council agreed to recommend to the
Council that their amendments should be waived
on condition that they receive the assurance of the
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~ovemment that a Bill be brought in at the beginnIng of the next session of Parliament to provide
a civil remedy for anyone aggrieved by the action
of the Minister of Lands or otherwise under the
Bill, and that the following proviso be inserted in
the Bill :-' But where any woolshed, sheepwash,
cattleyard, drafting yard, reservoir, tank, dam, well,
or other improvement has, prior to the commenceIhent of this Act, been made, or shall with the
('onsent of the board hereafter be made, on any
Crown land held under a licence for pastoral purposes, the land on which such improvements are
made and adjoining thereto shall, notwithstanding
anything contained in this Act or any such rule,
regulation, or order, be resen·ed for the exclushe
occupatiou of the pastoral licensee of such lands
to th~ extent of one acre for every £ 1 expended on
Buch unprovments, so that the land to be reserved
as last aforesaid shall not exceed on anyone run
640 acres, such improvements shall be valued in
the manner provided in part 2 of this Act.'
cc That the committees of both Houses agreed to
recommend that clause 22 be allowed to remain in
the Bill, on being amended so as to provide, where
reqUired, that a police magistrate should be one of
the adjudicating justices.
cc That clause 42, line 4\, be amended by the
Legislative Assembly omitting 'Legislative Assembly,' and inserting' Governor iu Council.'
" That clause 74 be allowed to remain amended
as follows :-' If at any time, while any such
licence is in force, it shall be shown, to the satisfaction of the Governor, that any condition of such
licent:e has been violated, the Governor may forfeit
11M revoke stich licence, and may dispose of the
run to which such licence applied, as if such licence
had never been issued ; and such licensee and his
executors, administrators, and assigns shall be
taken to have forfeited all right, title, and intere!lt
under such licence, and to be, as against Her
Majesty, the Governor, and the Board, or any
person claiming under Her Majesty, the Governor,
or the Board, a Illere trespasser, or mere trespassers,
and the production of a copy of the Government
Gazette containing a notice purporting to be signed
by the Minister, of the forfeiture and revocation
of any such licence, shall be evidence that such
licence has been lawfully forfeited and revoked.'
cc That clause 98 be allowed to remain as follows,
omitting the proviso :-' Whereas it is expedient
that applicants for licences under part 2 of this
Act should have an opportunity of showing the
bona fides of their applications, and that all objections to the issue of such licences, and also all objections to proposed exemption!! from the operation
of part 2, of specific portions of Crown lands, and
to proposed proclamations, alterations, additions,
diminutions, revocations, and unions of commons,
and to every proposed diminution and increase of
the rent of any run, should be publicly heard; and
that all persons whose leases or licences under any
part of this Act, or under either of the Acts hereby
repealed, may be deemed liable to forfeiture for
any cause, except non-payment of the rent or fees,
should be allowed to show cause to the Minister
~gainst such forfeiture, it is hereby directed that
notice shall from time to time be given in the Government Gazette of a time, not less than ten days
from the date of such notice, when and a place
where applications for licences and objections to
such applications, and also objections to any proposed exemption aforesaid and to any proposed
proclamation, alteration, addition,diminution, revocation, or union of commons, and to any proposed
tHmillQqoll Of hWfeas~ of fell t afores floi 4! a,.nq ~~aso~1:l
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against forfeitures of any such leases and licences
for any cause except non-payment of rent or fees,
will be publicly heard by the Minister or by persons appointed by the Minister to hear the same
and report thereon in writing to him.'
cc That the Legislative Council agreed to recommend the agreeing to the amendment on their
amendment in clause 32, line 28, viz., the omission
of the words 'whether he has or has not resided
on such allotment.'
" Your committee have pleasure in stating that
the two committees were unanimous in making
the foregoing recommendations."

The report was ordered to be printed,
and to be taken into consideration on
Tuesday, December 28.
'
The House adjourned at thirty minutes
after midnight, until Tuesday, December 28.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Tuesday, December 28, 1869.
Addres8 to His Excellency the Governor-Land Laws Amendment Bill-Conference Committee's Report-Illness of
the President-Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill-Appropriation Bill.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twelve
minutes past four o'clock p.m., and read
the prayer.
THE GOVERNOR.
The Hon. C. J. JENNER movedcc Thtlt His Excellency the Governor having
received information of the death of his late
brother, a select committee, consisting of the Honorables J. O'Shanassy, A Fraser, W. Highett,
H. S. Walsh, and the mover, be appointed to draw
up an address of sympathy for the approval of this
House, and for presentation to the Governor."

The motion was agl'eed to.
The select committee retired to prepare
the address, and on returning,
Mr. JENNER brought up the following report :"To His Excellency the Right Honorable John
Henry Thomas Viscount Canterbury, Knight
Commander of the Most Honorable Order of
the Bath, Governor-General and Commanderin-Chief in and over the colony of Victoria,
&c., &c., &c. : -

'Ve, Her Most Gracious Majesty's most dutiful
and loyal subjects the members of the Legislative
Council in Parliament assembled, beg leave to
approach Your Excellency with the assurance of
our regard and esteem.
cc We desire to offer to Your Excellency the expression of our deep sympathy in the bereavement
which Your Excellency has sustained in the death
of Your Excellency's late brother; and to express
our sincere wishes for the health and happiness ot'
Your Excellency and Lady Canterbury, and our
hope that Your Excellency may long liv~ to ado.rn
the distinguished position in the Impertal ParhaIQent which yoq have thus b~~~ C?~ll~q upon to
f\.Ssume.'"
."
cc
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, The' ,address was adopted, and was
ordered to ~e,presented to His Excellency,
next day.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
THE CONFERENCE.

This aill was again returned from the
Legislative ,Assembly, with a message
intimating that they still insisted upon
disagreeing to some of the' amendments
made by the Legislative Council, did not
insist on disagreeing to others, and had
agreed to others with amendments.
The Hon. C. J. JENNER moved that the
report of the select committee appointed
to confer with a committee of the Legislative Assembly on all points at issue
between the two Houses on this Bill, be
adopted. He intimated that the select
committee of the Council had not insisted
upon the Lands Court clauses, on the understanding that next session the Government
would bring in a Bill to provide a suitable
civil remedy for those who might be
aggrieved by the administration of the
Minister of the department, or for pastoral
licensees who might be dissatisfied with
the amoun t of rent that they were called
upon to pay for their runs. It was agreed
by the select committee, to substitute in
the 42nd clause, which had reference to
the repurchase of debentures, the words
"Governor in Council" for the word
"Legislature." There were also a number
of comparatively unimportant amendments
proposed by the Council, on which the
select committee had given way. On the
other hand the representatives of the
Legislative Assembly had agreed to some
of the amendments in dispute which were
made by the Council. For instance, they
had consented to the reduction of selection
acreage from 640 to 320 acres; had given
way to the views of the Council on the
question of the lands to be granted for
colleges, places of worship, and ministers'
dwellings remaining part of the Bill; and
had agreed to the omission of the words
" who alone shall finally judge and determin~," thus accepting the amendment of
the Council, whose object was to excise
the arbitrary powers originally proposed
by the Bill to be conferred upon the Minister of Lands, and giving to aggrieved
persons the power of application for redress
to the Supreme Court. Again, instead of
not more than 320 acres being reserved
for any woolshed, sheepwash, cattle-yard,
reservoir, bank, dam, or well, it had been
agreed that not more than 640 acres should

Amendment Bill.

be reserved for such purposes' on anyone
run. He thought the compromise a very
fair one, and trusted that the House would
at once agree to it.
, ,;
The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON seconded
the motion.
The Hon. W.lI. PETTETI' pointed out
that what appeared to him a very important matter, which might advantageously
have been dealt with by the conference,
appeared to have been lost sight of, and
if not too late, he would like to see it
remedied. He referred to the fact that,
in reducing the area for selection from
64:0 to 320 acres, it had not been borne
in mind that where land was taken up
with a water frontage, a 320-acre selection would require proportionately a much
larger amount of fencing thim a selection
of double that extent otherwise situated.
It would take 4! miles of fencing to fence
320 acres, and only about 5 miles to fence
640 acres. 'Vater was so essential, so indispensable an element in a country like
this, that he hoped this oversight could
be rectified.
After some further remarks, the report
was adopted; and a message communicating the fact was ordered to be transmitted to the Legislative Assembly.
Later in the evening, a message was
received from the Legislative Assembly,
intimating that they had agreed to the
recommendations contained in the report of
the committee appointed to confer with
the committee of the Legisbtive Council
on the amendments in this Bill.
On the motion of Mr. JENNER, all
the amendments in the Bill in dispute
between the two Houses were taken into
consideration, and insisted upon or not
insisted upon on the basis of the report of
the conference committee.
ILLNESS OF THE PRESIDENT.
The CLERK having informed the House
that the President was unavoidably prevented from attending in his place, the
Chairman of Committees took the chair.
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS LAW
AMENDMENT BILL.
A message was received from the Legislative Assembly, intimating that they still
insisted on disagreeing to the amendments
of the Legislative Council in clause 47 of
this Bill.
The Hon. C. J. JENNER moved that
the Council do not now insist on their
amendments in clause 47. The Legislative
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tive Assembly had 'so far met the views of
the Council that he thought they should
give way.
.
The mot~~n was agree~ to.
APPROPRIATION BILL.
This Bill was received from the Legislative Assembly, and, on the motion of the
Hon. C. J. JENNER, was read a first
time, and passed through its remaining
stages.
.
The House adjourned at eleven o'clock.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
T"j,esday, December 28, 1869.
The Governor, visdount Canterbury-Supernumeraries in the
Lands Department-Land Laws Amendment Bill-Adoption of Conference Committee's Report-Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Rill-Local Government Act
Amendment Bill-Appropriation Bill-Ballarat Court of
Mines-CoII;1panies Wound Up-Denominational Building Grants- Thistle Eradication-Mining Leases-Bills
within 56th Section of the Constitution Act-Ararat and
Hamilton Railway-Mr. R. D. Scott-Mr. James RossDestruction of Sheep at Digby-The Imperial Government and the Colonies-Government Contractors-Eight
Hours Labour Bill-Burke and Wills Exploring Expedition-Representation of the People Bill-Fisheries BillWines, Beer, and Spirits Sale Statute Amendment Bill.
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Canterbury . may long live to adorn the distinguished position which you are now called upon
to assume."

The address was adopted; anq. was
ordered to be presented to His Excellency
the Governor by the Speaker and members
of the House.
COMPENSATION TO DISCHARGED
..
OFFICIALS:
. Mr. FRAZER inquired if the Minister
of Lands had consulted his colleagues
I'elative to the granting of compensation to
certain supernumerary officers of the Lands
department,. who had received notice that
their services would be dispensed with at
the end of the month; and, if so, what
decision had been arrived at ?
Mr. McKEAN stated that the changes
contemplated had not yet been finally determined upon, aud that the question of
compensation would be considered by the
Government with the view to the adoption
of some general scheme instead of dealing
with individual cases in an isolated way.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
THE CONFERENCE.

On the order of the day for the consideration of the report of, the committee
The SPEAKER took the chair at twenty appointed to confer with a committee
of the Legislative Council on the points of
minutes after noon.
difference between the two Houses in reTHE GOVERNOR.
ference to this Bill,
Mr. MACPHERSON moved that the
Mr. MACPHERSON movedHouse
agree with the recommendations of
"That a committee be appointed, to consist of
Mr. McCulloch, Mr. Higinbotham, Mr. Kerferd, the conferenc.e. He said that the House
Mr. Duffy, Mr. Macgregor, Mr. Fellows, and Mr. was not yet in ~ position to actually alter
Macpherson, to prepare an address to His Excel- the measure as recommended by the conleney the Governor upon His Excellency'S accesference, inasmuch as the Bill was at present
sion to the tiqe of Viscount Canterbury."
in possession of the Council, but he thought
Mr. McDONNELL seconded the motion, it desirable that the Assembly should at·
which was agreed to.
once decide whether it would agree or
The committee retired, and, on their disagree with the recommendations of the
return shortly. afterwards,
conference.
Mr. MACPIIERSON brought up the
Mr. CASEY seconded the motion.
following address : .Mr. MACGREGOR trusted that the
"To His Excellency the Right Honorable John
House would not consent to the recomHenry Thomas Viscount Canterbury, Knight
Commander of the Most Honorable Order of mendations of the committee in globo.
Some of them were of such an important
the Bath, Governor and Commander-inChie f in and over the colony of Victoria, character that they ought to be considered
&c., &c., &c.
seriatim.
" May it please Your ExcellencyMr. HIGINBOTHAM suggested that
"We, the members of the Legislative Assembly
in Parliam~n't assembled, beg leave to approach the Chief Secretary should move that
Your Excellency with the assurance of our regard the report be simply taken into con:.
and esteem; .
sideration. That would enable the House
.1 We desire t(} offer to Your Excellency the
to discuss the report, and afterwards deal
expression of QUI' deep sympathy in the bereavement which Your Excellency has sustained in the with the various recommendations of the
death of Your Excellency's late brother, and to committee in detail.
After some further discussion,
express the hope that Your Excellency and Lady
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Mr. MACPHERSON withdrew the
motion, and proposed that the report be
now taken into consideration.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM thought that
the House would probably wait with some
anxiety to hear the members of the committee give their explanation of the suggestions made in the report. The committee
were entitled to the thanks of the House
for the diligence and attention which they
had bestowed on the duty remitted to
them, the results of which were embodied
in the report; at the same time, he confessed that the extreme reluctance and
great apprehension with which he gave his
vote in favour of the appointment of the
committee had been (so far as he could
form an opinion before hearing explanations) verified by the result. As far as he
waH at present advised, he intended to give
his vote against the proposals of the committee. The report appeared to him to be
a very striking illustration of the injurious
effects of legislation by barter. It was
simply a proposition on the part of two
separate committees to give up opinions
of the most fundamental kind, repeatedly
adhered to by the two branches of the
Legislature, and swop one against the
other. He was prepared to go a long way
indeed for the purpose of not rendering
the labours of the session barren. He was
prepared to make very large concessionsgreater t.han his own judgment would lead
him to make-in favour of the class which
was supposed to be interested in the passage of the Bill, with a view of procuring
a fair settlement of the question, and a
proper and efficient administration of the
land law. As the Bill left this House he
believed that it would probably effect
.that object; but when the two bl'anches
of the Legislature came, by a joint committee, to a conference, he observed that
they stood upon very unequal terms.
The Assembly gave up, in the first
instance, all that it was prepared to
concede-more, he thought, than it was
required by strict justice to concede at all.
The Government who introduced the Bill
made certain large concessions-larger,
he owned, than his judgment approved of
-to the squatters; and, in return for
these concessions, the Government measure
proposed that there should be free selection for the selector, and also a system of
administering the land law which he
believed would be efficient and good.
The other House, when they came to deal
with the Bill, h~d nothing to give up; all
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that they desired on behalf of the class
that they were interested in, had been
already conceded. They, however, commenced a process of inserting alterations,
in number very numerous, which he, for
his part, could not believe that the persons
who introduced them ever expected to cl1rry
into law, but which enabled them to set off
the various proposals made by them (unimportant, wholly impracticable, the nature
of which the principal members of the
other House, judging from their speecheR,
did not understand) against some of the
vital clauses of the Bill as it left the
Legislative Assembly. There was free
selection still, but it was crippled in a
very remarkable way. He would not
. dwell upon that point, but he desired to
call attention to the omission from the
Bill of the provision which appeared to
him to be its distinctive feature, namely,
the exclusion of the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court in the administration of
the land law and the vesting of that administJ'ation entirely in the Government,
responsible to both branches of the Legislature, and particularly to this branch. At
the time the Bill was passing through the
Legislative Assembly, those who advocated
this' system were supposed to be taking
power to themselves, and they were not allowed the credit of recording their deliberate vote in favour of the scheme which I.hey
believed to be the only safe and expedient
system of land administration. On the
very day on which the conference committee met-on Friday last-a decision
was given in the Supreme Court which,
as it seemed to him, conclusively showed not
merely the importance but the absolute
necessity of excluding the courts of raw
from having any interference in the land
law. What was that decision? He did
not speak of the merits of the particular
question involved in the case; it would
not only be contrary to his wishes, but it
might be improper in him to do so, seeing
that he was engaged in the case. The
decision might be right-he did not for a
moment refer to the merits of the casebut the effect of it was to unsettle hundreds
and perhaps thousands of titles; and, if not
corl'ected by legislation, it would dou btless
give rise to an enormous amount of litigation, and an expulsion from their holdings
of a large number of tenants who, without
a knowledge of the causes which influenced
the Lands department in ejecting theil'
predecessors, had accepted leases from the
Crown. He repeated that he q.id Hot
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complain of this decision; but what he means at its command-if this recomdesired to point out was that it was a ju- mendation were adopted, the power of the
dicial decision on the merits of one case Governor in Council to grant :lands for
which would apply to hunureds and perhaps churches and ministers' dwellings would
thousands of cases differing in their merits, be renewed for a period of ten years-tIle
but standing on the same footing in re- prevIOus opinion of the Assembly would
spect to the legal questions invol ved. The be revoked, and the power be again givell
judgment given on Friday last was, there- to the Governor in Council to make an
fore, a further and, to his mind, a most endowment, the same in kind but different
conclusive proof of the great inexpediency in form. Virtually there would be a new
and injustice of committing to a court of endowment of the sects for a period of ten
law the decision of questions involving land years. Perhaps it might be said that this
administration, and the necessity of confin- was merely a power which need not be
ing that administration to a body not judicial, exercised by the Minister. But, if the
but, at the same time, fully and entirely House unanimously adopted this suggesresponsible. As the Bill left the Assembly tion, the Minister would be bound to show
it effectually excluded the jurisdiction of some cause why he should not exercise a
the Supreme Conrt; as it woulu stand power so long as he had reason to believe
if the report of the conference committee that it was the will of the Legislative
was adopted, thejul'isdictionofthe Supreme Assembly that he should have it and
Court would not be excluded. To some exercise it. Even if one branch of the
extent, no doubt, it might still be excluded. Legislature expressed an opinion that the
Not only, however, were the words "who _ power should not be exercised, and the
alone and finally shall judge and deter- Ministry of the day acted upon the suggesmine" to be omitted, but in the case of tion, that would not necessarily prevent
pastoral tenants an alteration was to be the issue of further grants. Take the
made which retained the right of appeal case of schools. The late Government, 011
to the Supreme Court. In the 74th clause, the recommendation of the Commission on
relating to the revocation of pastoral Education, ceased to grant sites for schools
licences, not only were the words declaring not vested in the Board of Education; and
that the Governor should alone and finally that system continued for three or four
determine the forfeiture omitted, but the years. A new Government succe(·ded;
following words, inserted in order to and he observed, by the Gazette, that
strengthen the intention of the clause, grants of sites for schools and churches
were also to be omitted :-" And no claim were given in vast abundanre by tho
at law or in equity under such licence shall present Minister of Lands. He did not
be pleadable in any court against such forfei- say this by way of complaint. The memture and revocation."
So that, in respect bers of the present Government had no
to one class of licensees of the Crown, the opinions, as a body, upon this subject. No
alterations recommended by the conference one could complain that the Minister of
committee were such as to give an op- Lands should exercise the power giren to
portunity of appeal to the courts of law, him by the law with perhaps advantngeous
with all the evils resulting from that system. results to' the Government as a whole,
The only other alteration he would refer however inexpedient, from a public point
to was that in the clause relating to Crown of view, this particular exercise of his
grants. What would be the position of authority might be considered.
Mr. McKEAN explained that the
the Legislative Assembly, if it unanimously accepted the proposal of the com- Gazette notices referred to merely calTied
mittee to re-insert in the Bill the pro- out the decisions of his predecessor. The
vision that the Governor in Council might grants were made because the necessary
grant lands for churches and ministers' conditions had been complied with.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM. thanked the
dwellings? Some short time since, a
Bill-the fourth or fifth that had passed Minister of Lands for his explanation.
the Assembly-for the abolition of State He was not aware that such was the case.
aid to religion, was sent to the other Still it would equally serve to illust.rate
Cham bel' and rejected. And after that the argument that, if one Government
Bill was rejected, and when the period did not make grants, another might do so
had arrived for looking for the abolition to any extent. Therefore, if the Legisof State aid to religion by other means lative Assembly had a distinct opinion Oil
the question, he ~ubmitteu that the opinion
tb~n by Bill-nnd t4e Assemblr had such
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should be expressed on an occasion like the
present. If this were not done, material
advantage would be given to the religious
bodies in the, efforts they were making to
extend the possession of' lands for schools
and churches. They would derive considerable additional moral strength if, after
the Assembly had pronounced an opinion
deliberately that State aid should be withdrawn, the same body unanimously adopted
a suggestion forced upon' it by another
branch of the Legislature with the view
of granting State aid in another form. If
the Legislative Assembly, which was believed to have a strong opinion upon the
subject of secular education, inserted in
this Bill a power to grant land for schools
not vested in the Board of Education, the
difficulty which would be experienced by
the Chief Secretary, when introducing his
Bill for secular education at the beginning
of next session, would be considerably increased. On these two grounds, he (Mr.
Higinbotham) was unable, so far as he
could form an opinion from the report, to
concur in the suggestions of the committee.
He believed that upon the whole-much
as he regretted it-it would be better to
let the subject drop, and to allow persons
in another place to pause and ponder over
their own position a"s well as over that of
the Legislath'e Assembly. Certainly the
position of the Assembly would not be
weakened next year. Every month that
brought them nearer and nearer to the
year 1871 would increase the force of
their jm;t demands;" and inasmuch as
there was now no 'pressing necessity to
accept the Land' Bill, however much
they might regret its loss, he thought it
would be better for them to part with it
at once.
Mr. DUFFY observed that he 'rose
with a similar purpose to that of the
honorable and "learned member for
J3righton-namely, to stnte objections to
the recommendation~ of the committee,
with the view of giving that committee
an opportunity of offering explanationsthough his objections were of an entirely
distinct charact81~. These objections, if
they could not be removed, seemed so
grave and serious that he thought the
House would be eommitting 3\ violation of
the trust given it by the people if it concUlTed in the recommendations. When
the Bill went to the other House, it gave
inordinate and undue advantages to the
pastoral tenants of the Crown; and it had
come back, with the recommendation of
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the joint committee,' giving riew advantages, also inordinate alid; as it seemed
to him, wholly indefensible-advantages
which it denied to evety other class of
Crown tenants. It was not easy to understand the recommendations of the committee. They did not come up in a very
intelligible form, but he had taken the
trouble to go through them in detail, and
he would state the impression which they
had made on his mind. In the first place, it
was proposed to limit every selection ,to
320 acres. That was a question upon
which he did not desire to pronounce any
definite opinion. There were reasons for
and against it. But while it was proposed to limit the selector ,to 320 acres,
every squatter in the country was to have
the power of taking up an additional
640 acres. (" No.") He ventured to say
" Yes." It was proposed to' add this proviso to the 108th clause : "Where any woolshed, sheepwash, cattle-yard,
drafting-yard, reservoir, tank, dam, well, or other
improvement has, prior to the commencement of
this Act, been made, or shall with the consent of
the board hereafter be made, on any Crown land
held under a licence for pastoral purposeS', the
land on which such, improvements are 'made and
adjoining thereto shall, notwithstanding anything
contained in this Act, or in any such rule,~'egula
tion, or order, be reserved for the exclusive occupation of the pastoral licensee of such lands to the
extent of one acre for every £1 expended on such
improvement, so that the land to be reserved as
last aforesaid shall nqt exceed on anyone run 6~O
acres."

And mark what followed. After having
the 640 acres during the ten yeal's that
t.he Bill would be in operation, the squatter
was to have compensation for his improvements. The clause said : ,. And such improvements shall be valued in
the manner hereinafter provide'd in part 2 of' this
Act."

Thus, after the ten "years, the squatter
would have exactly the same claim to the
land that the selectors under the occupation licences, and the holders of business
licences and miners' rights, had before the
Act of 1862 passed. In other words, if
anybody conipeted against them in the
auction room, they must pay a fancy valuation for the improvements. Upon this
general question of allowing improvements,
he trusted the House would bear in
mind the fact that~ under the Acts of 1862
and of 1865, 'wherever the squatter made
improvements, the land was exempted"
from the operation of the Act. The improvements contemplated by this clause
were improvements in addition to those
already made; and he ventured to say
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that, with the assistance of some friendly
Minister of Lands, the squatter would not
hesitate to improve up to 640 acres, which
640 acres, he might assume, would not be
the worst on the run. Now assuming the
number of squatters to be 1,000, the effect
of the clause would be to take 640,000
acres of the best land in the country from
the selector and give it to the squatter.
How much good land would then remain
for free selection to operate upon? He
would refer to another point with respect
to which the free selector and the squatter
were treated upon a very different footing.
Clause 99 of the Bill made the notice in
the Gazette conclusive evidence against
the selector, if expelled from his holding.
If that rule were applied all round,although
hard, it could not be complained of aR being
unfair; but among the recommendations
of the committee was one that the word
H conclusive" should be struck out where
the same Gazette notice might apply to
the squatter. Here then were two separate cases in which the pastoral tenant and
the free selector were treated upon a totally
different basis-the one favorably, the other
harshly-and this was proposed notwithstanding the favour already granted to
the squatters in the ten years' additional
tenure. The Hill, when it came back
from the Council, contained an amendment of a general character, in which
a considerable number of members of the
House concurred, though they <lid not
concur in the precise method of carrying
it out.. That amendment provided for
giving a person, whose property or interest
was interfered with under the Land Act,
some right of appeal. Now he had always felt that there ought to be an appeal.
He had not been free from the' feeling
that, for some reason, the Supreme Court
had a tendency to decide in an extraordinary manner on questions arising out of
the land law.' He never could forget the
triumph with which one of the judges, in
announcing a decision, declared that he
had found out a hole in the Act of 1862.
Unfortunately, he and others found many
more. But it was clear, from these and
other circumstances, that the free selector
wanted some other court of appeal than
the Supreme Court. At an early period
of the debate on the Land Bill, he had
proposed that a judicial committee of the
Executive Council should be constituted.
He should be pleased if an 'amendment
providing for an appeal of that nature
could be illserted i.n the Bill. But what
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was proposed by the. committee of conference? Why that, next session, a BiH ·to
deal with the subject should be introduced.
He begged honorable members to contrast
the security given to the man who 'was
going upon the land with the securi ty
required for the squatter. The members
of the Opposition, some of whom were
interested in pastoral pursuits, would 110t
consent to the Government h~ving an
Appropriation Bill till the Land Bill was
disposed of-yet they expected other honorable members to wait until next year
for dealing with this question of appeal.
Who could tell whether the present
Government, or whether a Government
including any members of the cbmmittee, would be in power next year? He
thought that the reasonable probability
was that, next year, a Government would
exist, of which not one member of the
committee would be a member. And yet
they were asked to wait until next year,
without the security of any appeal for tho
industrious man, by those who were not
disposed to give twenty-four hours' credit
to the Government-who would not allow
them to pass the Appropriation Bill out
of cOlp.mittee lest they should not fulfil
their word. Thus there were three separate cases ·in which the treatment applied to the industrious selector, and the
treatment applied to the pastoral tenant,
was so directly contrary, that he considered the House,' unless these things could
be explained, which he did not think
probable, would commit a serious dereliction of d:uty if it assented to these
amendments. There was another matter
which he was surprised the honorable
and learned member for Brighton had
overlooked. In one clause of the Bill
it was proposed to establish a fund foJ'
railway purposes, and provision was
made that the power of dealing with
that fund should be exercised under the
direction of the Assembly, and properly
so, seeing that the House had control
over all financial questions. The other
House made an amendment with the view
of requiring that the assent of both Houses
should be had to the repurchase of debentures ; but the Assembly very properly
refused to agree to tha.t arrangement. The
other House felt that it could not insist
upon it-that it had asked for something
which it had no right or claim to. But what
had the committee of conference done?
They asked the Assembly to give up the
power of controlling this repurchase of
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debenture-s, and confer it on the Executive what his own convictions suggested. But
Council. He might be told that the Exe- the measure which the House would
cutive Council was under the control of the sanction, if it adopted the report of the
Assembly. :No doubt it was; and, if the conference committee, was altogether a
original proposal had been that. the Execu- new Land Bill-a Bill different in its
tive Council might exercise the power, it character and tendency. He conourred in
would have been reasonable matter for most of the objections which had been
debate whether the House would not raised to the adoption of the conference
attain its end in that way. But the pro~ committee's report. Honorable members
posal from the conference was to take from would, of course, attach different degrees
the Assembly the control over the re- of importance to the different concessions
purchase of debentures-and this at the which had been recommended to be made
instance of the Legislative Council. He on either side. He confessed that he
could not dou bt that that was an interference attached great import.ance to the conces"
with the privileges of the House which sion recommended by the committee of
ought to be resented. One other recommen- the Assembly in reference to grants
dation presented as violent a contrast as of land for religious purposes. It was
any to which he had referred between the astonishing to find that, after the House
treatment applied to the free selector, and had passed a measure for the aholition of
the treatment a.pplied to the squatter. By State aid to religion almost unanimously .......
the 19th clause of the Bill the selector was the vote of the Houl!!e, at till event.s, was
required to make a declaration on oath so unanimous that the dissenting members
before he could be put in possession of his did not claim a division-the committee
land; and, by the 73rd clause, the squatter should agree to recommend that the
was required to make a declaration of the Assembly should abandon a provision in
same character that he did not violate the the Land Bill which prevented any further
Land Act. The committee ad vised the grants of land being made for religiou!
Assembly to retain the provision which purposes. The striking out of that proa
required the selector to make a declaration, visi(m would be sufficient to justify
and not to require the squatter to make it. him in giving a decided and strenuous
But let the House consider the past his- opposition to the measure; nay, it would
tory of land legislation in this country. compel him to do so. He desired also
Every Land Bill had failed for the reason to call the attention of' honorable memthat the squatter had deliberately conspired bers to an amendment which it was proto violate it. (" No.") Some eccentric posed to make in clause 3. As the Bill
gentleman said "No"; but he (Mr. was sent to the other House thii!l obtuse
Duffy) thought that public opinion said provided that a pet80n selecting 640
4' Yes." That being the case, a provision acres might be allowed a frontage of half
was introduced into the Bill to estop the a mile to any "lake, lagoon, river, stream;
:squatter from pursuing his old practices; or watercourse," a waterc~urse meaning
and this provision the Assembly was now any blind Cl'eek through which any wntel'
asked to strike out. Let the House take ran at any period of the year. If a selecthe responsibility-in addition to the re- tor took up less than '640 acres he might
:sponsibility of conveying the whole terri- have It corresponding water frontage in
tory to the squatter for ten years, and of proportion to the size of his allotment. If
:gi ving him the pick of the best land in the a man selected 640 acres, and had half a
country to the extent of 640 acres-of not mile water frontage, the frontage would
asking him to undertake not to violate the be as one in four to the length of the allotAct from which he obtained so many ment, that was to say, the fencing of 640
advantages.
acres would involve five miles of fencing.
Mr. VALE said that the Land Bill They were now asked to increase the propassed the Legislative Assembly previous portion to one in eight. He ventured to
to his having an opportunity of discussing say that if that were done the clause would
it·s principles; but he was prepared to entirely fail to encourage free selection.
accept the measure, as it left that House, He was quite prepared to accept, l\S ~ co~ ..
.as a fair and reasonable settlement of the promise, that the water frontage of ~n allot.,
.que!=ltion. In doing so, he felt that he ment should be as one in four. to tQe length.
gave a very liberal consideration to the That would be a reasonable aF~~geroeut ~
interests of the pastoral tenants of the and, if it wa~. a reasonable B:r~~~~ement
Cl'own-a consid~r~\~\~y pel'p'Aps beyond in ~'efer~~G~ to' ~ free ~~lectQr,' wh:f ahould
!
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it not be an equally reasonable arrangement in relation to those who purchased
land at auction? There was no condition
of the kind, however, relating to 640 acres
of land sold at auction. It might comprise
two miles of frontage. He was putting
the position of the Bill as it was proposed
to be amended by the conference committee
in a bet~er light than it would really bear.
The difficulty placed on a free selector
would necessarily increase in proportion
to the smallness of the allotment he selected, though he did not believe such
was the intention of the conference. The
land which would be affected by the
amendment in reference to the water
frontage was almost the only land which
would be worth selecting for the next ten
or twenty years. The quantity of land
to which the amendment would apply
would be 6,000,000 or 7,000,000 acres;
and, while the bona fide selector would
be subject to disadvantages in taking up
this land, persons employed by squatters
would be able to select any of the allotments with perfect security. He would
It was provided that
explain why.
selectors who held land under licence
should have no right of impounding until
they fenced their allotments. The neighbouring squatter, however, had the power
of impounding against the selector; but
dummies, persons employed by squatters,
01' their friends, would not get their
cattle impounded if they selected land,
and hence they would be free from the
encumbrance of having to fence their
allotments as speedily as possible. Again,
he desired to point out another aspect of
the question. Under the Bill as it left
the Assembly a person who selected 640
acres would have ha.d to erect five miles
of fencing; under the measure as altered,
on the recommendation of the conference
committee, a selector of 320 acres would
require four miles and a half of fencing.
The Bill professed to encourage free
selection, yet these alteratiolls would render
fencing a most expensive item, and would
virtually shut out free selectors from
0,000,000 or 7,000,000 acres that were
worth selecting. The part of the colony
hest suited for selection at the present
time was Gippsland, and, in that district,
3,000,000 or 4,000,000 acres on the banks
of streams would be shut out from anything like profitable selection. He would
repeat that one great objection he had to
1 he report of the conference commi ttee was
that it deliberately ignored the expressed

28.]

Conference Report.

2713

intention of the House in reference to
State aid to religion. He ventured
to say that the majority of . members
who voted for the appointment of the
conference committee believed that the
committee would maintain the consistency
and dignity of the House on that question,
which so many honorable members regarded as of the first importance. But if1 he
question of State aid had not been involved
in the amendments recommended by 1he
conference committee, he would not have
consented to be a party to the passing of
a Bill into law with a condition in the
third clause to make the water frontage
of land taken up by selection less than
one in four to the length of the allotmen t.
He had hitherto done his best to secure
the passing of the Bill into law, but he
now felt bound just as· determinedly to
endeavour to prevent the acceptance by
the House of certain alterations which the
conference committee had recommended.
He believed that they would tend to prevent free selection, except under such
terms and conditions as would re·nder it
rather a penalty than a boon offered by the
State.
Mr. LANGTON remarked that he, in
common with many other members, would
regret if all the labour which had been
bestowed on the Land Bill should result
in nothing. He was therefore anxious that,
if possible, even at the present late stage,
a sound conclusion should be arrived at
which would be satisfactory to all parties.
He could not help expressing his-:astonishment, however, at the recommendation of
the committee in reference to -the reservation of land for religious purposes. He
did not think that, after the recent vote
given by the House on the gener-al subject
of State aid to religion, any member of the
committee could suppose that the House
would, merely for the sake of passing
the Land Bill, agree to stultify itdelf,
and would not only consent to the continuance of grants of land for religious
pnrposes for ten years longer, but deprive
of all weight any future protest which
it might make against the continuance of
State aid to religion in another shape. As
far as this question was concerned, he
should be compelled to vote against the
arrangement at which the committee had
arrived. There was another point npon
which he could not agree with the report
of the committee. The honorable and
learned member for Dalhousie had already
pointed out that, assuming the proviso for
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the reservation of 640 acres on each
squatter's run on which £640 had been
expended in improvements, could be
exercised in regard to nearly every, run in
the colony, 640,000 acres of land would
be selected at once by the present occupiers
of runs. It was not necessary. "to say
anything more to show. that this provision
was one to which the House should not
assent, without some cogent reasons being
addllced, and still less in the absence of all
reason, which was the position in which
the matter stood at present. As regarded
aU runs brought into existence since the
passing of the Act of 1862, the occupiers
were allowed to select 320 acres,. at £1 an
acre, in order to protect their improvements. Having been allowed to protect
themselves in that way, surely it would
not be just to say that they should
now be allowed double the protection
1ihat they were held to be entitled to in
1862. It seemed to him that there was
one of two courses. before the House in
respect to this new provision-either to
strike it out altogether, or to take care
that. it should not apply to persons who
had already taken advantage of the provisions of the Land Act of 1862. The
honorable and learned member for Dalhousie had further suggested that the
proposed new clause would give a right of
pre-emption as to the 640 acres. If the
clause was assented to, this difficulty must
be disposed of. He (Mr. Langton) therefore ventured to suggest that the extent
of the reservation should not exceed that
allowed to squatters similarly situated in
1862, namely, 320 acres; next, that no right
of pre-emption should be created by t~e
clause; and that no such reservation as
the clause proposed should be made where
the squatter had exercised the right of
pre-emption under the Act of 1862. He
had one other objection to the Bill as it
would stand if the report of the conference
committee was adopted. He referred to
the 99th clause. He regretted that the
conference had agreed that the Legislative
Council should wai ve their objection to the
striking out of that clause, because it
seemed to him that the clause would work
very great injustice. There were cases in
which persons had selected land under
certificates, and paid half-a-crown per acre
per annum to the State for several years
after the selections were forfeited. These
forfeitures were now declared legal, and
all instalments of the purchase money were
to be forfeited to the State. This appeared
Mr. La1zgton.
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to be a gross breach of contract, and one
which the House ought not for an instant
to allow. He would very much like to see
the clause altered so that persons from
whom the State had, tal,wn instalments of
the purchase money after the selections
had been declared forfeited should not
lose any portion of their money. The
striking out of the provision that the prodQction of a copy of the Government
Gazette, containing a notice of forfeiture,
should be conclusive evidence as against
the squatter, and the retention of a similar
provision in reference to the selector, did
not occur exactly as the honorable and
learned member for Dalhousie had stated.
The Legislative Council omitted the whole
of the latter part of clause 21, and, by
doing so, struck out the provision that
the mere Gazette notice should be' conclusive evidence of forfeiture against the
selector. The Assembly reinstated that;
so that whatever disadvantage the free
selector suffered as compared with the
squatter, the blame rested with that
House, and n,ot with the Council, because,
previous to the appointment of the conference committee, the Council waived
their amendment. If the Bill was altered
in the two or three points to which
he had referred, he thought it might be
assented to. It struck him that, in discussing the various amendments and the
general,question before the,House, honorable members ought not to refer to the other
House as representing a class who were
peculiarly interested in the passing of the
Bill. The other branch of the Legislature
might retort with equal force and justice
against the Legislative Assembly. He
very much doubted whether the balance
of interest did not rest here; at all events
honorable members should not fling taunts
at t.he other branch of the Legislature
when they were liable to be retorted upon
in the words of the proverb-" Those who
Ii ve in glass houses should not throw
stones."
Mr. CASEY proposed to deal seriatim
with the objections which had been raised
to the report of the conference committee.
The first objection (urged by the honorable
and learned member for Dalhousie) was
that while the committee proposed that the
selector should not be permitted to take
up more than 320 acres, the squatter was
to be allowed to have 640 acres. The
answer to that was very simple.
The
selector was to be entitled to select 320
acres as his own proper~y, to bE) paid for
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at the rate of £1 per acre, in yearly instalments of' 2s. per acre. There was no
analogy between that and the proposal in
reference to the squatter, whi~h was merely
that 640 acres should be reserved on his
run in order ,~o.protect his improvements.
Such·a reservation as was suggested seemed
perfectly fair and reasonable. Surely it
would not be asserted that if a squatter
erected a woolshed, 01' made other improvements on his run, he should be regarded
as a trespasser the moment he stepped outside his own door. It was not to be presumed that a free selector should go alongside the ,squatter's wool shed,. sheepwash,
or cattle-yard, and select up to the very
building itself. ,It was only just to follow
the practice which had been adopted in
other colonies, and reserve a reasonable
extent of land around a squatter's improvements. Seeing that free selection
was .allowed over the whole length and
breadth of the territory, it was but reasonable' that some portion of. it should be
reserved for the working o~ the various
runs. He could scarcely believe that any
member would object to a squat~er's improvements being protected in some way,
and the extent of protection .proposed,
namely, an acre of land for every £1 expenqed on improvements effected before
the passing of the Bill, could not be considered too much.
(Mr. Duffy-" Or
after the passing of the Bill.") He would
come to that presently. The free selector
was entitled to purchase, on easy terms,
tl~e fee. simple of the la~d he took up; but
the squatter had merely the permissive
occupancy of the land r,eserved on his run
during the time tha~ the pastoral licence
continued in existence. There was no provision in the Bill against the pastoral
licence being swept away altogether; on
the contrary, there WE're many modes by
which it might be done away with, and
the moment that took place there was no
r~serve, b.ecau~e the object for which the
reservation was made ceased to exist.
(An ..Honorable Mem ber--" Valuation.")
yaluatiou was simply provided as a means
of ascertaining how many. acres of land
should be reserved on each run. The
valuat~on' would be fixed by arbitration,
in the same' .way in which a selector's
improvements would be valued; and, as
soo:o as the arbit.rators ascertained the
value of the improvements on a run, one
acre for each £1 would be reserved, not
exceeding 640 acres in the aggregate.
With respect .to improvements made
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hereafter, he desired ,to point out that
the clause would not apply' to ftny improvements made after th,e passi~g of the
Bill, unless with the expres$consent
of the Board of Land and, Works. He
apprehended that it was entirely in the
power of the Government to de~l with
that aspect of the case. They ha,d only
to say that they would not give their consent to any reservation being allowed for
improvements made after the passing of
the Bill, and there would 'be an end of the
matter. The honorable and learned member for Dalhousie said that, under this
clause, the squatters would be in 'the same
position ,as the o~~mpation licensees were
before the Act of 1862'; but the honorable
and learned member could not fail" to recollect that the occupation licensees had
no title at all before that Act passed. The
Supreme Court determined that they had
no title-that they were merely intruders
-and it required the Act of 1862 to give
them ,a legal title. H~ did not think that
the reservation of an acre of land for each
£1 of improvements made on the squatters'
runs-so far as improvements already
effected were concerned -would except
more than perhaps ,100,000 acres from
selection. The honorable and Jearned
member 'for Dalhousie had stated that
the conference committee recommended
that the production of a Ga~ette notice
should be conclusive evidence of forfeiture
as against a selector, and not as against
a squatter; but that point had been
amply answered by the honorable member for West Melbourne. The honorable and learned member for Dalhousie
and several other me'mbers had persistently
declared that the Bill gave a ten years'
lease to the squatters. ~e (Mr. Casey)
had several times taken the trouble to show
that it did not give more than an annual
licence to the squatters, aud he challenged
any honorable member to prove that it
conferred any longer tenure. The only
clause referring to ten years was the
last clause, and it merely said that the
measure should continue in force for ten
years and no longer. It did not say that
squatting licences should be issued every
year for ten years. Every person whose
mind was not warped would, see that it
merely stated that the Bill should last for
ten years. If it had declared that the
measure should continue in operation for
an unlimited period it would not have
given the squatters an unlimited tenure,
and, in its present shape, it did not give
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them a ten years' tenure. (Mr. McKean" Read clause 62.") Clause 62 related to
squatters' licences, and it was a transcript
of a clause of'the Land Act of 1862, with
n. trifling difference. The 80th section of
the Land Act of 1862 contained this
proviso" Provided that no such yearly licence shan be
rlllted after the 1st day of January, 1870, or be in
force after the 31st dsy of December of that
year."

A decision waR given by the Supreme
Court, which warranted the conclusion
that the court was of opinion that this
proviso rendered it compulsory upon the
Governor in Council to continue the issue
of squatters' licences till 1870. The proviso was, therefore, omitted from clause 62
of the present Bill, and, to still further
guard against the issue of squatters'
I icences being rendered compulsory, the
clause declared that"No such licence heretofore or hereafter to be
issued shall be deemed to prevent such run or any
part thereof from being sold, leased, or licensed
under any of the preceding parts of this Act,
proclaimed a common, or occupied by virtue of
any miner's right or business licence, or any
licence for other than pastoral purposes, or from
being otherwise alienated or dealt with under the
authority of this or any other Act now or hereafter to be in force."

Mr. DUFFY said that was in the
Act of 1862.
Mr. CASEY replied that he would
like to know where. The Actof 1862 provided that the issue of a squatter's licence
should not prevent the alienation of the
land unuer any Act "now in force," but
the words in the 62nd clause of the present
Bill provided that the issue of a squatter's licence should not prevent the land
heing alienated "under the authority of
this or any other Act now or heren,ftel' to
be in force."
Mr. DUFFY remarked that if Parliament had thought proper to pass a fresh
law any time after the passing of the Act
of 1862, it could have dealt with the squatters'runs in any way it thought fit, notwithstanding the proviso in the 80th
section of that Act.
Mr. CASEY said that Parliament
might repeal the national debt, but, when
the State entered into a contract with certain persons, those persons had a right to
insist that the contract should not be
violated by Parliament. Parliament., no
doubt, was all-powerful, but it ought not
to break any contract into which it entered
under the Act of 1862. The squatters
had a right to say that the issue of their
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licences should only be subject to any
law then in force; but the present Bill
provided that squatters' licences should be
subject to any law now or hereafter in force.
To say that the Bill created one class of
rights, which would be continued for ten
years, while no other class enjoyed similar
rights, merely because the last clause of
the measure provided that the Bill should
last for ten year.s, was all very well for
honorable members who were determined
that the Bill should not paRS, and who
desired the opportunity afforded them of
playing battledoor and shuttlecock with
the measure. No doubt the honorable
member for Collingwood (Mr. Everard),
with that chivalry which belonged to him,
knowing that the number of squatters was
only about 1,000 and that the number of
electors was about 130,000, thought he
could offer to the 130,000 the property of
the 1,000. It was very easy to be exceed:ngly liberal with other people's property.
Nothing was easier than to say that the
squatters' runs should be cut up and that
a portion should be given to every elector
who desired it. No doubt the honorable
member for Collingwood thought it an
exceedingly popular idea; but the electors
of the country would not have sand thrown
into their eyes in that way. They had no
reason for destroying one interest more
than another. Therefore the cry of" Down
with the squatters" was raised too late.
There was a time when that class stood in
the way-when they resisted every attem pt
to have the land question settled on a fair
and proper basis; but they were able no
longer to stop the advancement of the
settlement of the country. Already they
had had to give way, and, now that a large
number of people had been abl.e to settle
upon the Jands, the desire 'on the part of
the squatters to acquire more territ.ory
was becoming less and less every day.
He challenged any honorable member to
show one line in the Bill which justified
the assertion that the measure gave ten
years leases to the squatters. The honorable and learned member for Dalhousie
had said that there ought to be a mode of
appeal provided for in the Bill, and yet
the honorable and learned member took
every occasion, when a mode of appeal
was provided, to vote against it. (Mr.
Duffy-" No; I refused to take a parody
of my own plan.") The honorable and
learned member stated, the other evening,
that the suggestion to meet the want of an
appeal did not originate with the honorable
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member who submitted it to the House. squatters' rights were affected by it.
And yet) long before the honorable and Surely if that could have been done, there
Jearned member communicated his views, could be no reasonable objection to deal
the subject was considered by him (Mr. with this question of land grants for reCasey), clauses were drawn, and the ligious purposes whenever legislation for
opinions of his colleagues taken there- the abolition of State aid to religion might
upon. The honorable and learned member be again initiated. It was worthy of refor Dalhousie complained that the provi- mark that the honorable members who
sion requiring a declaration from the had spoken against the adoption of the
free selector was retained, while the suggestions of the joint committee differed
provision requiring a declaration from the among themselves. One honorable mempastoral tenant had been struck out. But ber thought these reserves for churches
there was a very obvious reason for the very good; another thought them very
proceeding. The free selector was not bad. These differences extended to other
permitted to mortgage his selection in any subjects, and yet the honorable members
way. Not so the squatter. The squatter who advanced the objections were all
was permitted, by law, to mortgage his united in the common desire that the Bill
property. (Mr. McKean-" And so is should not become law.
the free selector.") A selector might do
Mr. MACGREGOR remarked that the
so when he became a lessee, but not during observations of the last speaker had not
the three years that he was a licensee. removed the objections which he had
Therefore it was quite reasonable to ask entertained from the first to the recomhim for a declaration of his bona fides; mendations of the joint committee. There
but it would be exceedingly wrong to allow was 110 question on which the House had
the interest of a mortgagee to be destroyed spoken out with greater determination
by such a declaration as that required by than that of State aid to religion. From
the 73rd clause. Objections had also been the Land Bill, as originally introduced, all
raised with reference to the omission of allusion to the grant of lands for religious
the words providing that the Governor purposes was omitted. It was then pro" alone and finally shall judge and deter- posed that the law might remain, in that
mine," and to the understanding which regard, as it was contained in the Act of
had been come to as to the granting of 1862. But the House would not hear of
lands for church purposes and school sites. the proposal, which was rejected by a
The compromise on these two questions majority of 38 to 22. Then, again, it was
was to leave the law as it stood. In the resolved, by a majority of 38 to 24, that
case of a licence being declared forfeited no land should henceforward be granted
by the Governor, it would be competent for school purposes, unless the schools
for a person, who felt aggrieved by the were vested in the Board of Education.
decision, to appeal to a court of law on the After these decisions, certainly, the memsubject. The other Chamber desired to bers of the committee should not have
go further, and to establish a special court compromised the House so far as to agree
fo\' t.he purpose of trying these questions. to what was utterly opposed to its
This could not be assented to; and the opinions. Following upon the adoption
compromise was to leave the law as it of that principle in the Land Act, the
stood. So with respect to the words pro- House resolved upon the abolition of
viding for the grant of lands for churches money grants for religious purposes. The
and ministers' dwellings. The Assembly second reading of the Bill embodying that
desired to have the words out; the other resolution might be said to have passed
Chamber desired that they should be unanimously; at all events only one or
in, and an argument in support of that two honorable members voted against it.
cour"e was that the abolition of State aid N ow, was a manifestation of feeling like
to religion should not be effected, even in that to be disregarded? Ought the conpart, by means of a Land Bill. It did not ference committee to have acted as if the
follow that the adoption of the course House had expressed no opinion whatever
recommended by the conference would be on the subject? It did not appear that
the means of continuing these grants for any member of the committee made the
ten years. The honorable and learned slightest effort to induce the committee of
member for Dalhousie had admitted that the other House to give way on a matter
it was competent for the Legislature to on which the Assembly had spoken with
aHer the Land Aet of 1862, even if the the greatest determination. Certainly the
VOL. VII.-8 Z
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committee failed to support the opinion of
the House in the way they should have
done. The other evening the honorable
and learned member for Mandurang made
an elaborate statement to show the
breaches of privilege of which the other
branch of the Legislature, had been
guilty. One of these breaches of privilege
was the ,insertion of a provision that the
.arrangements with respect to the repurchase of debentm:es should be approved of by both Houses, instead of, as
originally proposed, by the Assembly.
Why did not the committe.e insist upon
the clause standing as it first left the
House? The committee actually agreed
to a breach of the privileges of the House.
Instead of the
(Mr. Casey - " ~o.'·)
committee insisting on the provision remaining as it stood originally, or being
struck out entirely, which could have
been done-because it was perfectly competent to the Upper House to strike out the
clause-they consented to another alteration, and therefore they assented to a
breach of the privileges of the House.
Mr. CASEY observed that, if the
Upper House had made the alteration, it
would have been a .breach of privilege.
The committee of the Assembly declined
to permit the Upper House to make any
Utlteration, and themselves undertook to
substitute "Governor in Council," for
" Legislative Assembly."
Mr. MACGREGOR rejoined that he
was confining himself to the recommendations of the committee as contained in the
report. With regard to the squatting
tenure, that tenure appeared to be fixed,
if not in exactly the same words, precisely
to the same effect as that granted by the
Act of 1862, with the exception that the
term in the one case was nine years, and
in the other ten. The Governor was
bound, by clause 62, to issue yearly licences during the continuance of the Bill,
and this tenure appeared to be given without
any consideration whatever. There was
substantial consideration for the tenure
given in i 862. At that time there existed
orders in council, under which the squatters
(as they were then advised by competent
legal authorities) had certain rights which
could be legally enforced. It was in consideration of those orders in council being
swept away, and of the squatting rights
which had accrued up to that period being
extinguished, that the squatting provisions
of the Act of 1862 were made. Now there
was to be a renewal of the tenure for a .
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similar period-indeed for a year longerwithout any consideration whatevel". Not
content with this, the Legislative Council
insisted on amendments, in which the committee acquiesced, . te.nding to the further
benefit of the squatter. His own opinion
was that, if the whole. matter were postponed, the result would .be a much better
Land Act. Moreover, it should be remembered that there were certain subjects,
creating a large amount of excitement in
the community, which it was desirable to
settle before the land question was finally
dealt with. He believed that if it were
desired to get rid of those subjects which
urgently demanded legislation-'subjects
like payment of m,embers, education, the
abolition of State aid to religion, and the
further reform of the Upper House-it
must be done before a Land Bill was
passed. The Land Bill was the most
potent, he might say the only effective,
weapon in the armoury of the Assembly;
and, if it were kept for another year, they
might in that. way do a great deal more
work than they had done during the last
five years. If there was no Land Act in
existence on the 1st January, 1871, what
would be the result?
The squatting
tenure would be extinguished utterly.
The whole of the unalienated lands of the
colony would be open to free selection.
There would be free grass. The squatters
would not dare to face the chaos, which,
in the absence of land legislation, would
prevail after 1870. They. would consent
to any reasonable settlement, and thus a
pressure could be brought to bear upon
another place with the view of carrying
the measures to which he had referred,
which would not be available if a Land
Bill were now passed. He was opposed
to the recommendations of the committee,
and, for the reasons he had given, ]:e
thought it well that the further consideration of the land question should be postponed until next session. .
Mr. FRANCIS said he went into the
conference with the feeling 'that there was
a necessity for compromise, and bearing in
mind the fact that legislation was more or
less made up of compromises. He did not
hesitate to say that some features of the
Bill did not meet with his approval. His
objections to them were publicly expressed
during the debates on the measure. At
the same time he felt it was less dangerous
to retain those features than to delay
dealing with the question. The last
speaker had advocated the postponement
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of land legislation, on the ground that such
, a course would furnish a potent engine for
hringing pressure to bear, with the view
of securing other objects; but he (Mr.
Francis) was opposed to such a course of
action. He maintained that the members
of the committee of the Assembly, in
en'tering upon the conference with the
other House, were bound to consider not
so much what they desired, as what was
practicable. He was aware that many
members of the House, and many persons
outside who desired popularity, appeared to believe that the public estate
was, like the contents of Fortunatus's
purse, open to be distributed with a free
hand, and that therefore it was only right
and proper that the upset price should belowered, as practically it was by the Bill,
to 14s. per acre. He, on the other hand,
considered that proceeding a mistake and
an injustice. Nevertheless, he was prepared to concede the point for the sake of
pres'erving points of at least equal importance which were involved in the disposal
of the question. On a former occasion he
expressed the belief that the Bill was
intended to induce agricultural settlement,
and not to give facilities beyond the requirements of selectors. Entertaining that
belief, he considered 320 acres quite adequate for the necessities of anyone having
reaswable means at his command;, and,
therefore, he had no objection to the
amendment of the Council (recommended
by the conference) reducing the maximum
area of selections from 640 to 320 acres.
Again, he did not like, when first proposed,
the reference of disputes to law courts,
yet a spirit of equity, or, at all events, of
concession, induced him to concur generally
with the recommendations of the conference on that head. During the discussions
on the Bill, it was generally admitted that
the responsible head of the Lands department was, after all said and done, the best
authority to settle disputes arising out of
conflicting claims under the several clauses
of the Bill. On the other hand, it was
quite certain that the tendency of public
opinion was in favour of some appeal being
allowed. (Mr. Higinbotham-" No.") The
only question at issue was what the appeal
should be. One section advocated that
the appeal should be simply to a lay
tribunal- say to a portion of the executive body, Others were in favour of
the appeal being remitted to the law
courts. After considerable discussion on
this point, the conference came to the
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conclusion that the determination of the
appellate tribunal should form the subject of special legislation at the earliest
possible period next session. Raferring
to the animadversions of, the'rhonorable and learned member for Dalhousie
with reference to the squatters, he felt
bound to express the opinion --although
he had no special, personal, or particular
,feeling for them-that the squatters were
essentially a large and important interest in
the community, and that without them the
colony would recede from its present prosperous position. It should be remembered
that the Bill, while it gave the squatter a
tenure of ten years, stipulated that he
should ~ake way for industrial settlement.
The 62nd clause-the first of the series
relating to licences for pastoral occupation-provided that" No licence heretofore or hereafter to be issued
shall be deemed to prevent such run, or any part
thereof, from being sold, leased, or licensed under
any of the preceding parts of this Act, proclaimed
a common, or occupied by virtue of any miner's
right or business licence, or any licence for other
than pastoral purposes, or from being otherwise
alienated or dealt with under the authority of this
or any other Act now or hereafter to be in force."

Mr. MACGREGOR.-Thatis the same
as in the Act of 1862.
Mr. FRANCIS observed that he did
not dispute the fact. He merely quoted
from the clause to show that the squatter
must give way before settlement, but that,
until the necessity arose, no attempt
should be made to destroy a large interest
which had contributed materially to the
progress of the colony, particularly in its
early stages. It should also be recollected
that the Bill contained clauses providing
for the reassessment and the revaluation
of the carrying capacity of the runs.
Objection had been taken to the provision
for' making reserves on runs in consideration of improvements thereon, to the extent of one acre for every £1 expendedthe maximum reservation not to exceed
640 acres. He submitted that if the pastoral licensees were expected to improve
the public estate, of which they were
nominally in possession for a limited
period, every encouragement should be
given them to expend ,moneys on what
might be called permanent improvements,
especially such things as dams and wells.
There could not be a doubt that the carrying capacity of a run was considerauly
increased by improvements in that direction; and therefore some consideration
ought to be extended to the squatters for
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improving the country of which they
were only the temporary occupants. During the conference the fact was mentioned
that, during the past week, the Minister
of Lands, in the exercise of the discretion
vested in him by the exi8ting Act, ex·
tended consideration to a Crown lessee
exactly on the principle of the clause inserted by the Legislative Council, and
measured in that way. The Crown lessee
had expressed a desire to make a permanent improvement in the shape of a well,
and, in reply to this application, the
Minister of Lands said-" If you place a
well in that district-a district that stands
so much in need of artificial water supply
-at an expense say of £150; I will take
care that the land on which the improvements are made, and adjoining thereto, to
the extent of 150 acres, shall not be
jumped." Now he put it to the House
whether it was not desirable to encourage
the improvement of the public estate on
snch terms? The honorable member for
Collingwood (Mr. Vale) had argued that
the provision would give the squatter
inordinate ad van tages - that it would
enable him to obtain valuable water frontages. But the matter was practically
within the control of t.he House, because
t.he Minister of Lands would have to make
regulations, and those regulations would
be subject to the approval of the House.
'iVith regard' to the amendment of the
Legislative Council, which substituted "the
I-iegislature" for ,the" Legislative Assembly" as the body whose approval should be
required in the matter of the repurchase
of debentures, it was suggested in the
conference that any arrangement as to extent and price could not be fittingly left in
ei ther branch of the Legislature, but could
most properly be left in the hands of the
Governor in Council. What would be the
effect of a public discussion in the House
as to how many debentures should be sold
next month, and the price which should
be put upon them? As a business transaction, the effect would be certain failure.
It was from that point of view that he
Ruggested to the conference that the
Governor in Council would be the most
effective instrument for making arrangements for the sale and purchase of debentures. Another matter which formed the
subject of compromise in the conference
was that of the church reserves. As a
consistent supporter of the abolition of
State aid to religion, he should have liked
to see the power of making reserves for
Mr. Francis.
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church purposes excluded from the Bill.
But assuming the amendment of the
Council, in this direction, to be adopted, it
was in the power of the Assembly at any
time, by resolution, to estop the Minister
of Lands, pending future legislation, from
making further reserves of this description.
And what Minister of Lands would dare
to act in opposition to a resolution of the
House? For the reasons he had given, he
thought the recommendations of the conference might fairly be accepted by the
House. If they were accepted, the Land
Bill would be passed, and the possibility of
making ducks and drakes of the public
estate for the purpose of satisfying personal ambition would be averted.
Mr. BERRY remarked that, since he
had been a member of the House, he had
been present at many humiliating debates,
and had witnessed many humiliating decisions~decisions entailed upon the Assembly by the exigencies of the Constitution, or by political considerations; but
he never recollected any decision so
humiliating as that to which the House
would come, if it accepted the recommendations of the conference on the Land
Bill.
As the honorable and learned
member for Brighton had stated, the Bill,
when it first left the Assembly, embodied
concessions tQ a certain class of this community, larger than the judgment of most
members would be .disposed to sanction.
No doubt commiseration for the pastoral
tenants, on account of the drought and
other cil"CUnistances, led honorable members to make J.irgel' concessions than they
would otherwlSe have done. He, for one,
never put a greater constraint upon himself ih,an when ~ consented to the second
reading of the Bill. That being so, and
honorable members having felt that they
had ma.de more concessions than could be
rigl1tfully den\anded of them, it was too
mnch for the honorable member for
Richmond (Mr. Francis), at this late
period of the se:ssion, to come and talk of
compromise. Why the Assembly had
great cause to complain that it was legislating under pressure and coercionpressure and coercion which he believed
to be unconstitutional. It was utterly
impossible for honorable members to understand and thoroughly realize the full
effect of the important amendments they
were now asked to assent to, without the
Bill being before them. No honorable
mem bel', no matter how acute a mind he
might have, no matter how much attention
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he might give to the subje'Cjf, could
thoroughly understand the full mMning of
these amendments, or how th!lf would
modify the other portions of the -:Bill. He
would like honorable membet's to_ bear in
mind the circumstances attending the
passing of the Bill through the Assembly.
For the sake of a political party, and to
avoid the evils which were likely to ensue
if the measure was not p~sed, honorable
members reluctantly made concessions,
but they guarded those concessions by
certain clauses which were intended to
prevent similar evasions of the land law
in future to those which had taken place
in the past. One of those guarantees was
a provision requiring a squl'ltter to make
a declaration that he had not violated the
land law, or, in the event of his not
making such a, declaration, his licence
might be refused. That was one of the
provisions recommended to be struck out.
The honorable and learned member for
Mandurang, and the honorable member
for Richmond (Mr. Francis), who were
mem bers of the conference, had failed to
give the House a satisfactory explanation
of the reasons why they had agreed to the
recommendations of the conference. Instead of groaning, as it were, through
mere platitudes, why did they not tell the
House what consideration as statesmen,
what consistency as politicians, what respect to the honour and integrity of the
House, had induced them to make such
large concessions to the other branch of
the Legislature? What had the Assembly
got in return for concessions which it was
asked to make? He had gone carefully
through the report of the conference committee, and he found that the points upon
which the Council were to be asked not
to insist upon were altogether inferior to
the very important amendments from
which the .Assembly was to be asked to
withdraw its disagreement. In fact the
adoption of the report of the conference
committee would eliminate-would absolutely destroy-nearly every principle of
the Bill as it passed the Assembly. The
great principle of the. measure, namely,
that all questions of administration
should be absolutely decided by the
Minister of Lands for the time being,
was given up. He had no hesitation in
saying that if that principle had been
struck out when' the Bill was cOQf3idered
by the Assembly, in committee, the
measure would have been lost. In other
words, honorable members opposite, to
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whom the Bill was more particularly due,
and who had its fate in their own hands,
were now accepting, under coercion from
the other branch of the Legislature, amendments which they would have refused to
accept if passed by a majority of the
Assembly in the first instance. Further,
he had nohesitatioll in saying that if a
change of Government had not taken
place-if the late Ministry had still occUlJied the Treasury bench - it would
have been utterly impossible to have asked
the House to assent to the amendments
which it was now proposed to agree tohonorable members would not have endorsed them. The I-louse was now asked
to give larger advantages to the pastoral
tenants, and to throw greater obstacles in
the way of free selection, than had ever
previously existed in this country. He
noticed that some honorable members,
although they differed from the report of
the· conference committee in many particulars, did not go so far as to say that
they would vote against it. Nothing was
clearer, however, than that the whole of
the recommendations of the conference
committee must be accepted or they must
all be rejected. (Mr. Macpherson-"Hear,
hear.") He was glad the Chief Secretary
cheered that remark. The honorable member for West Melbourne (Mr. Langton)
and the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Vale) objected to certain
portions of the amendments recommended
by the committee, which, in his opinion,
were not the most important, because
although the House had been very
emphatic in reference to the repeal of
State aid to religion, it had also been
equally emphatic as to the maintenance of
it.s rights and privileges, and in the
rejection, on two occasions, of everyone
of the amendments which it was now
asked to aesent to. He saw no difference
between the re-insertion of the provision
for granting· land as sites for churches,
ministers' dwellings, &c., and the adoption
of several other amendments which the
Assembly had on more than one occasion
disagreed with. It was not only on matters
affecting money - matters of financethat the privileges of that House were at
stake. If honorable members believed
that the Legislnti ve Assem bly occupied
the same position in this countl'y that t.he
House of Commons did in England, their
privileges were just as much assailed and
invaded by large and fundamental altera·
tions iQ mea~ur~s which had passed that
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Mr. LONGMORE admitted that the
Chamber
by a mere alteration in those
sections which related to money matters. honorable member for Richmond, in the
If a measure of the importance of the course he had taken as a member of the
Land Bill had been passed' by the House conference committee, had acted consisof Commons, and on two separate occasions tently, inasmuch as he had always advograve amendments made by the House cated sale by auction, and whenever there
of Lords had been disagreed with, there had beAn a chance of giving the squatters
would not afterwards have been the greater advantages than they were entitled
slightest chance of the Commons consent- to he had supported that course. He (Mr.
ing to' agree to' those amendments. He Longmore) desired emphatically to repel
would call attention to two or three the insinuation that he advocated the
proposed amendments in the Bill which , views he held on the land question for the
appeared to be specially designed to purpose of courting popularity. It was
humiliate the Assembly. The first was tim,e, however, that the motives which inthe striking out of the .words "to be fluenced rertain members in supporting
vested in the Board of Education," in the this Bill were placed in their proper light.
provision which allowed grants of land to The honorable member for Mornington
be made for schools. Although the House had been particularly desirous that the
had shown its determination, on more ineasure should pass. If oJ?e thing had
than one occasion, that grants for educa- astonished him more than another, it was
tion should only be made to schools vested that the honorable and learned member for
in the Board of Education, the committee Brighton had hitherto supported this Bill.
deliberately recommended that a provision 1'he honorable and learned member must
which carried out that intention should be know the secret reasons that had influenced
abandoned. Again, the fund set apart him to support the Bill in direct opposifor railway construction-not merely, as tion to all the speeches which he had
the honorable member for Richmond (Mr. made, and the votes which he had given
Francis) stated, what proportion of the in the House, for years. He regretted
debentures should be purchased by the above all things the hurried manner in
Government, but actually the amount which these conferences were got up. They
to be devoted to the construction of rail- invariably resulted in injury to the Asways in anyone year-had been taken sembly. He could not think what his honorout of the hands of the Legislative Assem- able colleague, the Minister of Lands, was
bly and vested in the Governor in Council. doing on this conference committee. The
He would not go through the amendments honorable gentleman could surely not have
item by item, because they had been considered the effect of the things he was
noticed by previous speakers. The very agreeing to; or, if he did, he was moved
serious cha,racter of the amendments, the by different motives, or by a desire for a
adverse effect which they would have on different state of things, from what had
the progress of selection, and the other hitherto guided him. There were several
objections against them, had not in any matters in connexion with the conference
degree been answered either by members committee's report which had not been
of the committee or by any of those who placed in as clear a light as they ought to
intended to support the finding of the com- he. He would just refer to one point,
mittee. No doubt it was a foregone con- which had been much agitated, namely,
clusion to carry this compromise. It was whether the maximum area allowed to he
only another proof that decisions upon vital taken up by a selector should b~ 320 or
questiohs, affecting the best interest of the 640 acres. The Land Act of 1862 procountry, were sometimes settled, not within vided that a man might select 640 acres;
the walls of the Legislature, but in hank the Land Act of 1865 did the same; and
parlours. When the history of this measure it was too late in the day, when the
came to be considered, people would arrive best land was gone-when the country
at the conclusion that, no matter how had been picked over almost from end
loudly honorable members had vaunted their to end-to retrograde, and not allow a
claims to the observance of their riO'hts and selector to take up more than 320 acres.
privileges, they had to a great ext~nt been He did not know how the House could
powerless, and the provisions of this all- agree to this recommendation of the conimportant measure had been settled not ference if they remembered the division
within the walls of Parliament, but jn that took place on the same question.
bank parlours and elsewhere.
'Vhen the honorable and learned member
Mr. Be1'f'lJ.
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for Brighton brought forward his propo- have an equitable claim to be considered,
sition tha.t 320 acres should be the maxi- and it was well known that they would
mum area of ··selection he was left in a push their claim.' If the Bill had any
very decisive. minority, there being only object, there could be no doubt that it
nine members in favour of the proposal to 'was to give the squatters leases for the
twenty-eight against it. He could not con- next ten years. In addition to this, if
ceive how. the members of the committee the report of the conference committee
could so easily give up this point. They was adopted, each squatter would inevitcould not expect the House to approve of ably get the fee simple of 640 acres.
the reduction. He was sure that no man When the Land Bill of 1865 was before
could make a living upon 320 acres of the Legislature, the then Minister of
nine-tenths of the land which was at Lands showed that there was not more
present unalienated. He hoped that the than 1,500,000 acres of prime agricultural
House would insist that selection should land unalienated. Four million acres and
be allowed to the extent of 640 acres, and a half had since been taken up; and, if
that it would not stultify itself by agreeing 640,000 acres were allowed to the squatters,
that the maximum should be reduced to he should like to know what land would
320 acres. While the conference recom- be open for selection which would be
mended . that a selector should not be worth selecting. (Mr. Harbison-" A milallowed to take up more than 320 acres, lion acres will go to the squatters; they will
they, on the other hand, allowed a squatter subdivide their runs.") He would ask
to have 640 'acres, on condition that he honorable members to take these.> things
put improvements upon the land to the into consideration. They were voting
value of £640. It was said that the under pressure, because the late Chief
squatter would not be. entitled to the fee Secretary. had shown plainly that he
simple; but if the late Minister of Lands would not allow the Appropriation Bill to
were in the House he would appeal to become law until the Land Bill was passed.
the honorable gentleman whether, in one As to the granting of land for educational
case out' of 1,000; the person who put and religious purposes, if the House
improvements oIl. the land did not even- adopted the recommendation of the contually acquire the fee simple. There ference committee to allow the granting of
could be no doubt that, if the recommen- sites for schools not vested in the Board of
dation of the conference committee was Education to be continued, they would
adopted on the'se points, 640 acres would, give a deadly thrust against t,hat system
to all intents and purposes, be given to of secular education which it had been the
each squatter. This was a bribe to the desire of the country for years to see
other House to allow the measure to pass. established. He trusted that honorable
As a matter of fact, the present Land members would pause before they adopted
Bill was not asked for by the country- the recommendations of the conference
was not required by any class of the committee. He was sure that it was their
community except those persons who duty to disagree' with almost everything
would get 640 .acres each if the propo- the committee had done.
sition of the conference committee was
Mr. EVERARD observed that some
accepted.
Notwithstanding what the honorable members appeared to have
honorable and learned member for Man- arrived at the conclusion that the Bill must
durang had said, the squatters must and pass this session, no matter what shape it
would eventually acquire the right of might assume. If the Bill had been repurchasing this land. It might as well turned in its original shape he would have
have been. given them openly and done his utmost to prevent its becoming
straightforwardly, and not in this co- law, but now, after the report of the convert manner. There were many things ference committee, he had ten times the
done in the Bill in a covert manner. reasons which he had previously for his
The honorable and learned member for opposition to the measure.
He would
Mandurang . said that the squatters had state distinctly that his strenuous opposinot got ten . years' leases. He might tion to the late Administration arose from
answer, in the words of the honorable and the fact that he believed they were doing
learned member for Brighton, that they had an iujustice to the community in trying to
got an equitable :claim. If legislation in- pass this. Land Bill, and that he thought
terfering with their licences took place it just possible another Ministry would
wit,hin the next ten years, they would act more jnstly in this respect. He found,
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however, that another of those disgraceful
compromises by which the country was
continually'" sold" had been entered into,
and that the strongest would get the lion's
share. He exceedingly regretted that the
present Ministry had thought proper to
give in their adhesion, not only to the
very worst principles of the Land Bill as
it left the Assembly, but to principles still
more objectionable. He was sorry to say
that in future he should hold in very little
esteem those Ministers of the Crown who
could propose to force down such a measure
as this. What did honorable members find?
Why, that nearly every great principle by
which a free selector could acquire land
had been thwarted; and, on the other
hand, wherever it was possible to do so,
greater privileges and concessions had been
granted to the squatter. Nothing astonished him more than to hear the late
Minister of Justice talk about the "property" of the squatters. For a series of
years he (Mr. Everard) had done his utmost
to settle the people on the land, and the
Minister of Justice now assailed him on the
ground that he was trying to injure
the "property" of others. His desire was
to see the people settled on the public
domain, and that the squatters should
either pay a fair rental to the State, or
have their runs put up to public competition. That was the principle he had
fought for for a number of years, and he
would continue to fight for it to the end,
whether this Bill-this disgraceful compromise-passed or not. I t was the property of the State, and not the property of
the squatters, that he desired to distribute.
There was no doubt that, under the present
law, all the rights of the squatters absolutelyexpired at the end of the year 1870,
and that even the improvements which they
had made on their runs would then revert to
the Crown. In addition to giving the
squatters their improvements, this Bill, if
amended according to the recommendation of the conference committee, would
give them land to the extent of any
number of acres they chose. While those
immense benefits were conferred on the
squatter, the measure ·would not be better
for the free selector than the present
law. The Bill was about to be passed into
law simply under the pressure of persons
who were personally interested in it. In
passing the Bill honorable members were
doing an inj ustice to the community. Rather
than pass the measure an appeal ought to
be made to the people to ascertain their
J.Yl'. Everard.
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views and wishes. The squatters' tenure
ceased at the end of 1870, and why give
them any further tenure? Why not
adopt the principle for which he fought
ten or a dozen years ago, namely, free
grazing for the community? If the State
did not realize more from the squatters'
runs than it at present obtained, there was
no reason why free grazing should not be
allowed to selectors, a.nd the principle of
universal commonage carried out. If the
present squatting system was continued,
the squatters should be called upon to pay
the full value for what they obtained. He
objected to a few individuals being allowed
to occupy. extensive runs on the terms
which they at present paid, and contended
that it would be better in the interests of the
State to allow free grass to those who chose
to avail themselves of it. He desired to
enter his protest against the recommendation of the conference committee, that the
granting of lands for churches, ministers'
dwellings, and denominational schools
should be continued. If honorable members adopted the report, they would do
more to damage what they were elected
to maintain, namely, the privileges of the
Legislative Assembly, than anything they
could possibly do. As to the employment
of dummies for the purpose of obtaining
land, he would repeat the remedy which
he suggested on the second reading of the
Bill, namely, a progressive land tax. He
thought it was only right and proper that
persons who had obtained such large
areas of land as 100,000 acres or 150,000
acres, only a small portion of which
was used for agricultural purposes, should
be made to disgorge, and there was no way of
accomplishing this except by a. progressive
land tax. (An Honorable Member-" The
banks will·not allow it.") The time would
come when the banks would not be so
strong as they were at present, and when
the establishment of a national bank of
issue, the imposition of a tax on bank
notes, and matters of that sort, would have
to be discussed. In conclusion, he desired
to state that at every stage he would vote
against this most iniquitous Bill.
Mr. G. V. SMITH thought it very
much to be regretted that motives should
be imputed to honorable members on both
sides in connexion with this Bill. He
deprecated the insinuations which had
been openly made during the present discussion, and on previous occasions, that
honorable members were influenced either
l)y personal interests or by the desire to
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obtain popularity. He wished to allude to
one observation made by the Minister of
Railways, which might lead the House to
suppose that there was something in the
report of the conference committee which,
if adopted, would prevent lands granted for
school purposes being vested in the Board
of Education. The fact was that the words
contained in the Actof 1862, in reference to
the granting of sites for schools, would
simply be repeated in the present measure,
and such lands would be neither more nor
less vested in the Board of Education than
they had hitherto been. Passing from this
matter, he might say that if the circumstances of the Victorian Parliament were
analogous to those of the English Parliament, he would at once accept the statement
of the honorable member for Geelong West
(Mr. Berry), that h~d a similar Bill, passed
by the House of Commons, been treated in
the same way this measure had been, the
House of Commons would at once have
laid it aside. England, however, was not
cursed with a four-cornered Constitution.
It was the Constitution Act and its provisions which alone prevented him from
voting that the Bill be laid aside when it
last came before the House. No member
was more enthusiastic than he was in the
cause of the abolition of State aid to denominationalism; but, unfortunately, the Constitution Act gave the Council very much
the same power to deal with the public lands
as the Assembly possessed, and he did not
see how that fact was to be got over.
That was the reason why he did not join
with some members in proposing that the
Bill should be laid aside when it came
from the other House. But this provision
of the Constitution Act did not apply to
State aid in money.
The Legislative
Assembly had a right to say what sum of
money should be voted for the purpose of
education. There was one point in connexion with the report of the conference
committee upon which he would like to
hear some explanation. There were two
difficulties which met most liberal members. One had reference to the abolition
of State aid to religion. The House was
not imperatively called upon to deal with
that question in this measure, for the constitutional reason which he had already
advanced, and also for another reason,
namely, because it was not a principle but
rather an incident of the Land Bill. He
should like to see grants of land for religious purposes swept away, but he did
not think it worth while talking about the
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granting of a few acres ofland for churches,
&c., as long as the State gave £50,000 a
year in hara cash to aid denominationalism.
The point, however, upon which he desired
information was whether the omission of
the 74th clause would not place the
selector at the mercy of the law sharI"
in addition to his having to contend
against the land shark. He was anxious
to hear some expression of opinion from
the legal members of the House as to
whether the omission of the words would
not affect one of the leading principles of
the Bill-would not, in fact, take away
from the Assembly the ultimate power of
dealing with and controlling the administration of the measure, and transfer it to .
the Supreme Court. If the omission of
the clause would not go to that extent, he
was perfectly willing to see the report of
the committee adopted, although there were
many things which he would like to have
erased. But, as that Chamber was situated
towards the other, honorable members could
not possibly hope to get the Bill as they
would altogether wish it to be. He was
prepared to give a great deal, but this
vital principle he would not yield.
Mr. McKEAN felt that, in justice to
himself, he ought to state the reasons for
the course, he pursued in connexion with
the conference.
Honorable members
would recollect the circumstances Ullder
which the committee were appointeu.
They had an implied authority from the
House to make concessions to the COIIImittee representing the other Chamber.
What was the use of appointing a committee, unless such an implied authority
was ves·ted in them? He had no desire
to be a member of the committee; he felt
that, to some extent, his position before
the country would be compromised if he
acted on the committee, but he was desirous
to see something practicable come ou t. of
the Land Rill before the close of the sess ion.
He would Dot disguise his sentiments as to
the Bill. From first to last he had opposed
and denounced it as a squatters' measure,
and not calculated to settle people on the
land so fully as the country anticipateu.
It seemed, however, to be the dE'sire of
honorable members of both Houses t.hat the
land question should, if possible, be finally
dealt with for another ten years. "Vith
all deference to the honorable and learned
member for Mandurang, he maintained
that the Bill did give the squatters a ten
years'tenure. (Mr. Casey-"No.") Fo!"
the information of t.he honorable and
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learned member he would read the 80th
secti.on .of the Land Act .of 1862. It said"The Governor shall, in the same manner as heretofore, issue to the persons who shall at the time of

the passing of this Act be in the licensed occupation
.of rons fOf' pastoral purposes, and the executors,
administrators, and assigns of such persons, yearly
licences to occupy such runs for pastoral purposes,"

This, as clear as w.ords c.ould make it, was
an express auth.ority to the G.overnor that
he should. issue-it was imperativeyearly licences. F.or h.ow l.ong? The
clause c.ontained the f.oll.owing pr.ovis.o : " Provided .that no such yearly licence shall be
dated after the 1st day of January, 1870, or be in
force after the 3 Jst day of December of that year."

The effect .of this was that, after the 1st
.of January next, the G.overn.or w.ould have
n.o p.ower, unless the present Bill became
law, to transfer any squatter's licence.
This showed conclusively t.o his mind that
it was the intenti.on .of the Legislature that
whatever claims the squatters had in law
.or 'equity sh.ould cease and determine at
the clQse .of 1870 (Mr. Casey-" Hear,
hear") He was glad that the hQnQrable
and learned member for Mandurang endQrsed an .opini.on given by Mr. J. D.
W.ood, in March, 1862. Mr. WQod stated
that, after the cl.ose .of 1870, the squatters
would be trespas~ers .on the land. What
were the concessiDns.they gDt by the Land
Act .of 1862? They .obtained' the right
t.o take up a pre-emptive sectiDn, and in
cQnsideratiQn .of ~hat privilege all the imprDvements which th~y made .on their runs
(except thDse DU the pre-emptive sectiDns)
were tQ revert tD the State at the close of
1870. The present Bill WQuid give the
squatters the whDle .of the improvements
.on their runs, and also the right tD purchase land to the extent .of 640 acres. (Mr.
Casey-"NDt tQ purchase it.") It virtually
amQunted tQ that, because no .one else
w.ould buy the land and pay, in additi.on tD the price .of the fee simple, the
valuatiDn which w.ould be placed .on the
imprQvements. There could be nQ d.oubt
that the squatters wDuld ultimately becDme
the .owners .of the reservati.ons tD be made
.on their runs, He desired t.o nDtice a few
.of the recDmmendatiDns c.ontained in the
rep.ort .of the c.onference c.ommittee. N.o
dDubt that alterati.on was .open tD the objection which had been pDinted .out hy the
honDrable member for C.ollingw.ood (Mr.
Vale), namely, that the selectDr with 320
acres w.ould, in certain cases, .only have
abDut half a mile less fencing to dD than
he WQuid have if he t.ook up 640 acres.
He .objected t.o the reductiDn .of the
lb'. J!c.Keall,
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maximum area which'a selectDr should· be
allDwed tD take up, and he believed that
he was the .only memher .of the c.onference
committee wh.o held .out against thatc.omprDmise until a quid pro quo was .obtained,
namely, the waiving by the CDuncilofthe
striking .out .of clause 99, which made the
pr.oducti.on .of a Gazette nDtice cDnclusive
evidence .of any fDrfeiture .of a selecti.on
which had been declared under the existing law. With reference tD the amendment by which it was prDp.osed tQ all.ow
the granting .of sites .of land fDr places .of
public wDrship, dwelling-hDuses of ministers .of religi.on, and SChDDls to be cDntinued,
he. begged t.o say that he yielded t.o n.o one
in his desire tD' see the principle .of vDluntaryism carried .out in regard tD religiDn,
and he vDted fDr the Bill fDr the abolitiDn of
State aid tD religiDn. He admitted that the
recDmmendati.on .of the cDnference s.omewhat nullified the actiDn .of the HDuse in
reference t.o the abolitiDn .of State aid, but~
after all, the amendment did nDthing mDre
than carry .out a principle nDW in force. In
fact it adDpted the language .of .one .of
the pr.ovisiDns .of the Land Act .of 1862
almDst ipsissima verba. He believed that
if the cDmmittee had nDt yielded .on that
pDint the labDurs .of the cDnference wDuld
not have c.ome tD any result. The pDwer
.of granting sites .of land fDr places .of
public worship, &c., had been SD freely
exercised under the existing law that he
did nDt think there cDuld be much demand
f9r such grants after the present 'Bill
became law. The prDvisiDn w.ould, in
fact, be almDst a dead letter, inasmuch as
large blocks .of land had been granted
through .out the country tD the variDus
denDminations. The .other HDuse had
waived their amendment requiring that
the rules and regulations framed under
the measure sh.ould receive the appr.oval
.of both Houses .of Parliament bef.ore they
came intD fDrce. That was .one important
concessi.on made by the C.ouncil. He
must say that the members .of the .other
Chamber met the cDmmittee .of the
Assembly in a fair and generDus: spirit,
and the HDuse wDuld consider that SDmething, when he made the. statement,
having regard tD the fact· that he
had always been .opPDsed t.o the Bill.
The next impDrtant point was one upon
which he had always entertained a strong
.opiniDn. He referred t.o the amendment
f.or excising the prDvisi.on that the GDvern.or should "al.one and finally judge
and determine" whether there had bf'PIl
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a. breach of conditions.
He was opposed to this provision from the first
introduction of the Bill. He considered
it was unreasonable to vest such powers
in the Minister of Lands for the time
being. He believed it to be the bounden
duty of the Legislature to give every
facility to a person, who felt himself aggrieved, to appeal to a court of law. With
regard to the Gazette notice of forfeiture,
according to the recommendations of the
conference, it was to be conclusive as
against the selector, but not as against the
squatter. This was a mistake which, he
thought, ought to be rectified. When he
made a fair copy of the amendments
effected by the Legislative Council, from
the original copy in the possession of the
Clerk of the Parliaments, he found the
provision as to conclusive evidence erased
in both places-both from clause 21 and
clause 74. However, the power was one
which might be safely left in the hands of
the Minister for the time being. In fact
that course was more likely than any
other to prevent a repetition of cases
similar to that of Russell v. Parkinson.
It had been said by the honorable and
learned member for Mandurang that
pastoral licensees mortgaged their estates,
while agricultural licensees could not do
so. But holders of land under the 42nd
section did mortgage their estates. A
number of sucb mortgages to a banking
institution at Ballarat were registered in
the Lands department. Application was
made to him (Mr. McKean), when he took
office, to confirm the practice, but he
declined to do so. The clause referring
to squatters' improvements was somewhat
general, but it would be seen that it provided that all future improvements must
be made in pursuance of a special application to the Board of Land and Works.
Allusion had been made by the honorable
member for Richmond (Mr. Francis) to a
case which recently came before tbe Lands
department. A pastoral tenant desired to
effect certain improvements in order to
make an outlying portion of his run available for stock. He (Mr. McKean) then
recognised the principle of this clause.
He felt that, if a pastoral tenant could so
improve Crown lands as to make a portion
available for stock which was not available before, he should be entitled to the
exclusive occupancy of a reasonable area
around the improvements so long as he was
the licensee of the run. Accordingly he
said to the gentleman who made the
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application, and who intimated that he was
prepared to expend between £200 and
£1,000-" Spend £200, and I will reserve
150 acres." He thought he was consulting the interests of the State in making
that arrangement.
In conclusion, he
desired to state that, as a member of
the conference, he was prepared to support the report in its entirety. Should,
however, the report be not accepted as a
whole, he should not consider himself
bound by any of the recommendations .of
the conference, but would be prepared to
deal with indivi4ual amendments, as they
came before the House, in accordance
with the views which he had expressed
during the debates on the Land Bill.
Mr. V AI. . E asked the Speaker whether,
in the event of the motion for considering
the report being carried, it would be competent for the House to consider the amendments, and accept or reject them as it
thought proper?
The SPEAKER.-Certainly, when tho
Bill comes back to the House.
The House divided on the question that
the report of the select committee be taken
into considerationAyes
42
Noes
18
24

Majority
AYES.

Mr. Aspinall,
" Bayles,
" Burrowes,
" Burtt,
" Casey,
" Cohen,
" Connor,
" E. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Fellows,
" Francis,
" Frazer,
,. Grant,
., Harcourt,
" Humffray,
" James,
" Kerferd,
" King,
" Lalor,
" Langton,

Mr. MacBain,
" McDonnell,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
Mason,
" McCaw.
" McCulloch,
" McKean,
., McLellan,
" Miller,
" Riddell,
" G. V. Smith
" J. T. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Thomas,

" Walsh,

" Wilson.
Tellers.
Mr. Bates,
" Whiteman.
NOES.

Mr. Berry,
., Carr,
" Duffy,
" Everard,
" Farrell,
" Higinbotham,
" Jones,
" Kernot,
" Lobb,
,. Longmore,

Mr. Macgregor,
" Plummer,
" Richardson,
" F. L. Smyth,
" Vale.

" Witt.

Tellers.
Mr. Bowman,
" Harbison
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Mr. MACPHERSON considered that
after such a division-a division that must
be regarded as unique in the political
history of the colony-it would be as well
for honomble members to abandon all idea
of considering the amendments of the committee of conference in detail-of ac·cepting
someandrejectingothers. From the position
which honorable members had taken up, he
thought it would be utter· waste of time
for him to submit any other resolution
than that which he now begged to move,
namely, that the Assembly do agree with
,the recommendations contained in the
committee's report,
.
Mr. MACGREGOR contended that,
although a majority had decided in favour
of considering the report, it was quite
competent for honorable members to require that the several amendments should
be dealt with seriatim. It was only fair
to honorable members that they should
have an opportunity of expressing an
opinion on the principles involved in the
several amendments.
Mr. DUFFY observed that, whether the
report was adopted or rejected, it would
be equally the duty of honorable members
to consider, in its turn, each of the amend
ments referred to by the committee when
the Bill again came before the House. The
Bill could not be amended by any general
motion of the kind now submitted.
Mr. EVERARD concurred with the
Chief Secretary, that the recent division
was most unique in the parliamentary
history of the colony. But he hoped the
decision which had been come to would
not be followed by a proceeding equally
unique-namely, the carrying of the committee's recommendations in globo. Did
it follow, because a few honorable members met together in what was called a
conference, that everything done by those
honorable members was to receive the
sanction of the House? The Land Bill
was not to be smuggled through the
House. Any attempt in that direction
would certainly be met by something
unique. He regretted to see members of
the present and late Ministries combining
for the purpose of defrauding the people
of this country of their rights.
Mr. VALE remarked that the resolution, if carried, would have no effect at
all, because, when the Bill came back,
honorable members could insist upon every
amendment being put separately. He was
as anxious as any honorable member that
ft reasonable Land Bill 8ho111(\ he carried.
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But he thought when they were asked to
accept an amendment, made by another
Chamber, the effect of which would be to
shut out Gippsland from selection, it was
time that honorable members expressed
their sentiments. He also desil'eu that
honorable members who had hitberto been
so anxious in reference to the abolition of
State aid to religion should give some
indication as to whether their opinions on
that question had undergone any change.
Mr. BERRY expressed the fear that, if
the motion were carried, the House would
be precluued from amending the Bill in a
different direction from that contained in
the report. In other words, honorable
members would be prevented from giving
an independent vote on each of the
amendments.
(
The SPEAKER. -That will not be the
effect of the motion. The report of the
that committee is merely a recommendation
certain amendments should be made in the
Bill. The motion asks the House to concur
in the recommendation; but it does not
binu the House to make the amendments.
Mr. BERRY said he could not unuerstand how honorable members, if they now
concurred in the recommendations of the
committee, could afterwards strike out any
of the matters so concurred in. A contradiction at all events would attend the
proceeding. He would suggest that the
several paragraphs of the report should be
dealt with seriatim.
Mr. MACPHERSON observed that he
felt bound, as a member of the committee,
and as a matter of good faith, to endeavour
to obtain the assent of the House, in
general terms, to the recommendations of
the committee. The honorable member
who represented the Government in
another place had done the same thing, and
had already obt.ained the assent. of that
Cham ber to the recommendations of the
committee. The other House was now
waiting to ascertain whether the Assembly
adopted the committee's report, before
dealing with the amendments one by one,
as suggested by the honorable and learned
member for Dalhousie.
MI'. HIGINBOTHAM remarked that
he voted as he did on the last division
because he considered the question then
before the House virtually involved a
general assent to or a general dissent
from the report of the committee taken
as a whole, and because he understood
that, immediately after that question was
decided, the HOWle woula proceed to
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consider the suggestions in detail. In
fact, if that was not the subject under discussion for the previous four hours, it was
not easy to say what subject had been
discussed. It was with no intention to
show disrespect to the report of the committee, much less to themselves, that he
,'oted against the consideration of the
report. To agree to the presen t proposition would not ad vance the House beyond
the point at which it stood at the close of
the last division. However, if it were
taken merely as a motion of course, with.
the view of introducing the House to the
committee's suggesti9ns· in detail, there
could be no objection to it, provided it was
distinctly understood that neither the
House nor individual members were precluded by the vote which might be come
to from dealing with the committee's suggestions in detail.
Mr. CONNOR trusted that the amendments would be dealt with separately.
He voted for the consideration of the
report, not because he generally approved
of the committee's recommendationsindeed, several of them he disapproved
of-but because he desired that a Land
Rill should be passed.
Mr. LANGTON said the confusion
which had arisen appeared to be traceable
to the fact that honorable members had
not been clearly informed of the object for
which this motion was proposed. He
apprehended the object was that inasmuch
as in another place a resolution adopting
the report had been agreed to, and as the
Bill was with that other place, it was
looked upon as necessary, before amendments consistent with the recommendat.ions of the conference were made by that
Chamber, that a similar resolution should
be arrived at by the Assembly. The best
course he thought was that suggest.ed by
the honorable member for Geelong West
(Mr. Berry), to take the report clause by
clause. He presumed there would be no
objection to the first clause, because it
referred only to amendments which the
Council had consented to waive. With
regard to the next clause, he apprehended
that not only should it be taken by itself,
but that each individual amendment in it
should be taken separately. Thus, before
any message was sent to the Council, the
foeling of the Assembly on each individual amendment would be tested.
Mr. GRANT observed that nothing
would he gained by the course suggested
by the honorable member for Geelong
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West (Mr. Berry), inasmuch as, if the
House went into the details now, the
instant the Land Bill came from the Upper
Chamber, the same form would have to be
gone through.
Mr. KERFERD submitted that as the
motion before the House was merely one
of form, and committed the House to
nothing, it should be assented to at once.
There was no doubt that, if the Assembly
did not complete its part of the compact,
the Council would retaliate when the Hill
went back to that Chamber.
Mr. HARBISON contended that the
adoption of a report as a whole involved the
adoption of' every part; and therefore, if
the House agreed to the motion of the
Chief Secretary, it could not, with consistency, negative ·any of the recommendations of the conference.
Mr. KERNOT submitted that a discussion relating to the Land Bill was out
of order, because that measure was before
another place.
The ~PEAKER.-We are at present
discussing the report of a committee.
appointed to confer with a committee of
the other Chamber. The report recommends that certain amendments should be
made in the Land Bill ; and the question
is whether the House will agree with the
recommendations.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM.-We do not
bind ourselves to make the amendments?
The SPEAKER.-Certainly not.
:Mr. FELLOWS observed that the
House would be bound to the extent that
it made a promise which it ought to fulfil. Assuming that the adoption of the
motion was followed by a message to the
Legislative Council, stating that the
AS8embly agreed in the report, the House
would be bound, in honour, to carry it out.
MI'. BOWMAN submitted that the llisClIssion was in contravention of the 91 st
standing order, which provided that no
member should "allude to any debate iu
the other House of Parliament, or to any
measures pending therein." The Land
Bill was a measure pending before the
other Chamber.
The SPEAKER. - The allusion is to
the report of the select committee.
Mr. JONES considered the Chief
Secretary was requesting the House to go
twice over the same ground. The House
was now asked to adopt in gloho the
amendments agreed to by the conference,
and afterwards it would be asked to
discuss the same amendments in detail.
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After remarks from Mr. LA.LOn, Mr. be gone over again when the measure waH
returned from the other Chamber. Pendand Mr. FARRELL,
Mr. LANGTON proposed that the ing the return of the measure, he thought
the House might address itself to the
clauses of the report be taken seriatim.
Mr. MACPHERSON said he conceived Appropriation Bill, and other Lusiness
that no member of the House should vote awaiting consideration.
Mr. MACGREGOR supported the
for his motion unless he was prepared to
accept the terms of the compromise em- amendment. He objected to the House
bodied in the report; and that any being asked to stultify itself. He did not
member who was not prepared to accept see why the House was bound to enterthose terms of compromise should vote tain all the l'e'commendations of the conagainst the report as a whole. He consi- ference, and therefore he protested against
dered that no good object would be any general resolution for the adoption of
achieved by carrying the amendment. He . the report.
Mr. LANGTON said that he did not ,
believed that, if the compromise was not
:accepted as a whole, it would be worthless wish to be guilty of what m'ight seem to be a
breach of faith; nor, on the other hand,
in part.
The House divided on Mr. Langton's did he desire to secure the rejection of
the Bill. He must record his vote in
.:amendmentfavour of the previous determination
llyes
21
of the House to abolish State aid to reNoes
41
ligion, but he could not do so if he voted
for the adoption of the report as a whole.
Majority against the} 20
The House divided on the question
amendment ...
that the words of the original motion proAYES.
posed to be omitted (with a view to the
Mr. Berry,
Mr. Langton,
adoption of Mr. Farrell's amendment)
" Longmore,
" Bowman,
stand part of the question" Plummer,
" Carr,
~, Connor,
" Richardson,
llyes
41
" F. L. Smyth,
" Duffy,
Noes
16
Everard,
" Vale,
BURTT,

)J

~,

"
"
"
"

Farrell,
Harbison,
Higinbotham,
Jones,
Kernot,

" Williams,
" Witt.
Tellers.
Mr. Lobb,
" Macgregor.
NOES.

Mr. AspinalJ,
" Bates,
" Bayles,
" Burrowes,
." Burtt,
." Butters,
Casey,
." Cohen,
." Crews,
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Fellows,
Francis,
" Frazer,
" Grant,
" Harcourt,
" Humffray,
" James,
.. Kerferd,
" King,
" Lalor,
'J)

Mr. MacBain,
" McDonnell,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
" Mason,
" McCaw,
" McCulloch,
" McKean,
" McLellan,
" J\filler,
" Riddell,
" G. Paton Smith,
G. V. Smith,
" J. T. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Thomas,
" Wilson.
Tellers.
Mr. E. Cope,
" Whiteman.

Mr. FARRELL proposed that the furconsideration of the report be postI'oned until after the Land Laws Amend.ment Bill was again in possession of the
:H6use. He considered that the House
'llad already wasted sufficient time over the
Bill; and that t.he discussion would have to
~tber

Majority against th
..e.} 25
amendment
AYES.

Mr. Aspinall,
Bayles,
" Burrowes,
" Burtt,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" Cohen,
" E. Cope,
" Crews,
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Fellows,
" Francis,
" Frazer,
" Grant,
" Harcourt,
" Humffray,
" James,
" Kerferd,
King,
" Lalor,

Mr. MacBain,
McDonnell,
" Mac Mahon,
Capt.
Mr. Macpherson,
Mason,
" McCaw,
" McCulloch,
" McKean,
" McLellan,
" Miller,
Riddell,
G. Paton Smith,
" G. V. Smith,
" J. T. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Thomas,
Wilson.
" Tellers.
Mr. Bates,
Whiteman.
NOES.

Mr. Berry,
" Carr,
" Everard,
" Farrell,
" Higinbutham,
" Jones,
" Kernot,
" Lobb,
11 Longmorel

"

Mr. Macgregor,
" Plummer,
" Richardson,
" Vale,
" Williams .
Tellers.
Mr. Bowman,
" Harbison.
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The House then divided on the question
that the Assembly agree with the recommendations contained in the reportAyes
42
Noes
21
Majority for the, report 21
AYES.

Mr. Aspinall
"Bates, "
" Bayles,
" Blair,
" Burrowes,
" Burtt,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" Cohen,
" Crews,
" Cunninghain,
" Davies.
" :Fellows,
" Francis,
)) Frazer,
to ',Grant,
" Harcourt,
" Humffray"
" James,
" Kerferd,
" King,
" Lalor,

Mr. Mac Bain,
" McDonnell,
Capt. Mac Mahon,
Mr. Macpherson,
" Mason,
." McCaw,
" McCulloch,
" McKean,
." McLellan,
" Miller.
" Riddell,
" G. Paton Smith,
" G. V. Smith,
" J. T. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Thomas,
" Wilson.
Tellers.
Mr. E, Cope,
" Whiteman.
NOES.

~r, Berry,

"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"

Carr,
Connor,
Duffy,
Everard,
Harbison,
Higinbotham,
Jones,
Kernot,
Langton,
,~ Lobb,

Mr. Lon~more, .
" Macgregor,
." Plummer,
" Richardson,
" F. L. Smyth,
" Vale.
" Williams,
" Witt.
Tellers.
Mr. Bowman,
" Farrell.

The report' was accordingly adppted,
.and a message, was ordered to. be sent to
the Legislativ~ Council,acquainting them
that the Assembly had agreed to the recommendations contained in the report.
A message was afterwards received,
informing the House that the Lrgislative
Council had adopted the report.
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS LAW
:', AMENDME,NT BILL.
The House proceeded to consider the
amendments insisted upon by the Legislati ve Council' in clause 47 of this Bill,
altering the scale of voting.
Mr. MACPHERSON moved that the
House do not' now insist on disagreeing
with the amendments. He said that he
had had grave doubts as to the propriety
of accepting the amendments, but the local
bodies. throughout the country were most
anxious that this Bill and the Local Government Act Amel~dment Bill should
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become law, and he did not think 'that the
House would be justified in jeopardizing
the passage of the measures by refusing to
consent to the alterations in the'scale of'
voting proposed by the Council. The
amendments were not of an illiberal character. They proposed that the scale of voting
, should beas follows:-Onevoteiftheannual
rateable value of the property was £25
or under; two votes if between :£25 and
£50 ; three votes if between £50 and £75 ;
and four votes if the rateable value exceeded £75. According to the present
scale, property of the rateable value of
less than £100 only conferred one vote ;
two votes were allowed where th~ rating
was between £100 and £150; and three
votes for any property of the rateable
value of £ 150 or upwards. The new
scale up to £50 rating was decidedly
liberal, and it could not be said that
to allow three votes for property which
was rated at between £50 and £75 would
give a preponderance of votes to the
wealthier class, inasmuch as it was the
middle class who were rated at between
£50 and £75 per annum. He believed
that the other hranch of the Legislature
would be willing to allow the provisiop. of
the existing law to continue, but these
amendments were of· a more liberal character, and, under the circumstances, he
trusted that the House would not now
insist upon disagreeing with them.
Mr. HIGINBOTHAM; submitted that
the amendments ought not to be accepted.
Although this Bill and the
Local Government Bill had been before
the country for some years, and were
urgently required, he would, rather than
increase the votes for property by acceding to these amendments, prefer that the
passage of the measures should be suspended for another session. The House
ought not to increase the power of property
with respect to local self-government. As
a set-off against that, all persons rated
below the value of £10 in shires and
road districts were to be put on the roll,
but tha.t was only placing the voters in
shires and road districts in the same position
in which voters in boroughs had stood ever
since 1863. He was willing that the
present scale of voting should continu~.J if
t.hat would effect an arrangement between
the two Houses, but he was not prepared
to give an increased number of votes to
property rated at over £50, even for the
desirable purpose of carrying the measures
into law.
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Mr. LONGMORE pointed out that the
existing law only gave one vote to property rated at between £25 and £50,
1111 t that the Council's amendments would
allow two. He thought that the amendlilents of the Council were more liberal
than the scale of voting at present in
force, inasmuch as they would give to the.
great mass of the people more power in
local self-government than they at present
possessed.
Mr. KERFERD concurred with the
view expressed by the Minister of Railways. The extra vote given by the
amendments to persons rated at betweE'n
£25 and £50 would virtually neutralize
the additional votes given to the larger
r:1 t epayers.
Mr. BAYLES believed that many of
t he municipalities were in favour of the
scale of voting contemplated by the
nmendments. He trusted that a measure
which had been before the Legislature for
nearly five years would not be lost simply
llecause there was a difference between
the two Houses on this one point.
Mr. VALE desired that the Bill should
become law, and recommended that the
amendments should be negatived, with a
view to an arrangement being made
between the two Houses to continue the
scale of voting provided by the existing
Act.
The House divided on the l!J.uestion that
the Assembly do not now insist on disagreeing with the amendmentsAy~
20
Noes
20
AYES.

Mr. Blair,
" Butters,
" Cohen,
" Harcourt,
" Kerferd,
" King,
" Langton,
" Lobb,
., Longmore,
" McDonnell,
" Macpherson,

Mr. McKean,

"
"
.,
"
"
"

Plummer,
J. T. Smith,
F. L. Smyth,
Thomas,
Walsh,
Williams.

Tellers.
Mr. Bayles,

" Whiteman.
NOES.

Mr. Burtt,

"
"
"
"
"
"
"
.,
"
"

Casey,
E. Cope,
Crews,
Cunningham,
Everard,
Farrell,
Frazer.
Higinbotham,
:Mason,
McCulloch,

Mr. McLellan,

"
"
"
"
"
"

Miller,
G. V. Smith,
Stutt,
Sullivan,
Vale,
Wilson.

Tellers.
Mr. Bates,
" Macgregor.

Law Amendment Bill.

The SPEAKER.-As the House is undecided as to the amendments, I feel bound,
in accordance with the previous decision,
to vote with the" Noes."
The House therefore insisted upon
disagreeing with the amendments, and a
message to that effect was ordered to be
sent to the LegislatiYe Council.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The message of the Legislative Council
insisting on their amendments in clause
57 of this Bill, was taken into consideration.
Mr. MACPHERSON moved that the
Assembly do not now insist on disagreeing
with the amendments.
Mr. VALE considered that in the matter
of voting power the Local Government
Bill was not in the same position as the
Municipal Bill, and that it would be better
to accept the amendments than risk the
loss of the measure.
After some remarks from Mr. BAYLES,
the motion was agreed to.
APPROPRIATION BILL.
This Bill was passed through committee
without discussion.
LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
This Bill was returned from the Legislative Council, with a message stating that,
in order to carry out the recommendations
of the conference, tlie Council did not
insist on some amendments, and did insist
on others, and had agreed to certain
amendments made by the Assembly on
amendments of the Council.
The message was forthwith taken into
consi ueration.
On the motion of Mr. MACPHERSON,
the House resolved not to insist on ui:5agreeing with the Council's amendment in
clause 3, reducing the maximum area of
an allotment from 640 to 320 acres.
Mr. MACPHERSON proposed that
the other amendment in the same clause,
for reducing the maximum water frontage
from half to a quarter of a mile, be treated
in like manner.
Mr. VALE said this amendment would
make it necessary at starting, that, in the
case of all lands having water frontages,
the length of an allotment should be eight
times its breadth. The amendment would
affect the whole of Gippsland, anu a great
extent of land to the south-east of Beechworth-in all perhaps six or seven million
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acres-in such a way as to prevent settlement. He hoped the House would insist
on disagreeing with the amendment.
Mr. MACPHERSON observed that a
quarter.mile frontage would be as much as
any selector and more than three-fourths
of the selectors would have, owing to the
fact that the courses of streams and creeks
were in all imaginable directions.
Mr, HIGINBOTHAM expressed the
hope that a division would not be pressed
on this question. As the House had taken
the course of agreeing to the recommendations of the conference en masse, he
thought it would not be expedient to seek
to differ from that conclusion with regard
to anyone of them. It would be far more
satisfactory if the minority upon this subject relieved their brother membet's from
the embarrassment which would certainly
attend an enforced division upon anyone
amendment, and also from the obligation
which might hereafter be attempted to be
fastened upon them of supporting the
particular views involved in these amendments when the questions might come
before the House on a future occasion.
Mr. MACG REGOR, while admitting
the weight of the observations of the honorable and learned member for Brighton,
considered it only right that honorable
members should have an opportunity of
distinctly expressing their opinions on
some of the amendments under consideration, so that the reasons for their votes
might be thoroughly understood.
Mr. EVERARD considered that, if any
honorable members had got themselves
into a difficulty by the votes they had
already given, they could get out of it by
voting, as the various amendments were
brought on, Rccording to their principles.
(Mr. Higinbotham-" They are pledged
already.") If honorable members chose to
pledge themselves to a principle with
which they disagreed, it was their concern;
certainly it was not the concern of the
House.
Mr. FRAZER regarded t.he amendment
as comparatively unimportant. The difference between the amendment and the
Bill as it originally stood resolved itself
into one of fencing, which, of course,
might be a great consideration to the
selector. He believed the real evil was
not so much in reducing the water frontage as in cutting down the allotment area,
and he hoped that next session a Bill
would be brought in to enable persons to
select up to 640 acres.
VOL. VII.-9 A
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Mr. F. L. SMYTH differed from the
honorable and learned member for Brighton
as to the propriety 9f dealing in detail
with the recommendations of the conference after adopting the report. He also
differed from the honorable member for
Collingwood (Mr . Vale) as to the effect
which the alteration in the extent of water
frontage would have on selections in
Gippsland.
He concurred with the
honorable member for Creswick (Mr.
Frazer), that a selector ought to be at
liberty to take up 640 acres if he pleased,
and particularly as the land now available
for selection was only of second-class
quality.
The motion for not insisting on disagreeing with the amendment was then
adopted.
Mr. MACPHERSO~ proposed that the
Assembly do not now insist on disagreeing
to the amendment in clause 6 (setting
forth the purposes for which land might
be reserved from sale) for leaving out the
words (after "schools") "to be vested
in the Board of Education," and inserting
the words "colleges, places of public
worship, dwelling-houses for the ministers
of any religious denomination."
Mr. MACGREGOR objected to the
adoption of the am.endment, which he declared to be nothing more nor less than
sanctioning State aid to religion for
another ten years. He trusted that those
honorable members who had hitherto been
in favour of the abolition of State aid would
have fmflicient firmness to vote for the rejection of the amendment. If they did not
do so, their consistency would be very
seriously brought in question. If the
amendment were accepted, a Bill for the
abolition of State aid might be introdnced
next session, and it would be thrown aside
by the other Chamber with the same contempt as before. The honorable and
learned member for Brighton stated, t,he
other evening, that certain honorable
members on the Opposition side had a
great interest in the land question. But
were they prepared, for the sake of mere
personal interest, to abandon a great principle, and to falsify their votes in the
House? It was because the U·pper House
saw that certain influences could be
brought to bear on the majority of the
Assembly, that they insisted on this
amendment.
Mr. GRANT said he was now as
strongly opposed to State aid to religion as
he was when he brought in the Land Bill.
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At the same time he was of opinion that arbitration. He did not im:tgine that any
the insertion in the Bill of words giving a honorable member supposed, when he
merely permissive power to the Minister voted for a conference, that he was comof Lands to grant sites for schools and mitting himself'in a particular way on' this
churches did not in any,wa,y compromise particular question. If there' had been
the position of the Assembly with regard any doubt about the sett.lement of the
to the State aid question. A Bill for the question of grants of land for religions
abolition of State aid to religion had passed purposes, no doubt care would have been
the Assembly almost unanimously, and taken to put. on the com~iltee at least a
although it hat! been rejected' by 'the mnjori 1,y whose opitlions were decided
Council, he 'held that, even if the present upon that suhject. One member of the
amendment were a,greed to, the Assembly committee-the honorable member for
would not be justified in permitting the Collingwood ( Mr. Bat.es) - held very
Minister of Lands to grant a single site strong opinions on the subject of State
for a church or minister's dwelling. Under aid to religion,and the I-louse was entitled
these circumstances was it well, for t.he to hear his r~asons for giving way. Cersake of thi:3 merely permiilsive power, t.o tainly the House ne\-er contemplat.ed
risk the loss of the Land Bill? Personally, aut.horizing the committee to compromise
he regretted that the committee of confer- it in this manner.' The honorable member
ence ha.d felt it necessary to give way on for the Avoca (Mr. Grant) had suggested
this matter. His impression was that, if th~t the House would be in no worse posithey, had' been fiml on the point, the tion by assenting to the amendment, seeing
COllncilwould not l!M'e pressed the amend- that it was desirable to deal with the
ment.
'
question of State' aid as a whole; but to
assent to the continuance of grants of land
Ml'. KERFERD observed that there
were two reasons why the House should for religious purposes in a Bill which
not go to a dhrision on this question. would have force for ten years, seemed to
One was that the House, having llgreed to him (M.·. Langton) to be ,placing the
refer the whole of the matters in dispute House in a much worse position indeed.
to a conference, h ad placed itself in the , I-Ie was disposed to concede a great deal
position of a person who, having had a in order 10 secure lhe passage of the Bill,
dispute with another; agreed to refer the as he did not wish the whole labour of the
matter to arbitration, and was therefore session wasted, bu t he did not feel himself
bonnd by the award. He did not approve called upon to abandon his views so far as
of the report which the committee had to sanction the continuance for ten veal'S
brought up. Nevertheless he felt that it of a principle of which he entirely disdid not lie in the mouths of honol'able approved. It had been made painfully
members, after appointing the committee, apparent during the last week that there
to refuse to abide by what they had done. were influences more powerful than poliThe other reason was that, the Bill to tical or party influences which could,
abolish State aid having been rejected by operate upon members of the House when
another place, the Assembly would lay a measure of this kind, which affected
itself open to the charge, if it rejecterlthe large personal interests, was before them.
amendment, of seeking to accomplish by He regretted to see that many honorable
indirect means what it failed to do directly. members were so far disposed to assi~t
He did not attach much importance to those whose personal interests they deemed
power being g.i. ven to t.he Minister of Lands to be involved as to forego their strong
to reserve sites for churches. He believed convictions even upon such a subject as
it was a power which had better be that of State aid to religion.
abolished. But, so long as the existing
Mr. E. COPE observed that he held as
law with regard to State aid continued, strong opinions as any honorable member
this power might be allowed to remain. could hold against State aid to religion in
For these reasons he should vote for not any shape or form; but he would not
insisting on' disagreeing with the amend- allow those opinions to induce him to take
ment.
a course of action which would prevent
:Mr. LANGTON said he could' not the passage of the Land Bill, be~ause
accept the theory of the last speaker that that measure was more needed by the
the House; when it remitted this question country. at the present time, than anything
to a confer'en'ce: placed itself in the posi- else. t;till ",hat position did the I-lonse
tion of parties who agreed to abide by an occupy in the matter? WIly at the
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commencement of the next session it could
pass a resolu tion to coun teract any inj urious
effect which might attend the insertion of
this provision in the Land Bill. He presumed the House had the power to say to
the Executive Council that the clause
should remain ill abeyance, and to pass resolutions, from time to time, for continuing
it in abeyance. With that power at command, what sacrifice of principle was there
in foregoing, for the short period which
must elapse before the commencement of
the next seE'sion, objection to the grant of
lands for church purposes in order to pass
the Land Bill? Another point which
ought to be considered was that the House
was in honour bound to cnrry out the recommendations of the committee of conference. Not to do so would be to insult
every member of that committee. He
would rJot act on such a committee if
he were told that, after coming to a
certain understanding with members of
another place, that understnnc1ing would
not be carried out. He should vote for
agreeing to the amendment under the conviction that he was only doing an honest
and just act.
Mr. tJO~ES thought it rather an extravagant view for any honorable member
to take of the powers of the Assembly to
say that the Assembly had the right to
pass fl. resolution, every session, directing
the Ministry to hold the law in abeyance.
He was sure the House had no right to do
anything of the sort. The honorable and
learned memb01' for Brighton said he
thought it undesirable to divide the
House upon individual amendments as
they came "up for discussion. But when
the amendments were to be dealt with
in globo, the honorable and learned gentleman objected to that coursc. The honorable and leamed gentleman then said it
would be a duty devolving upon honorable
members to show what "their opinions
were, when the amendments came before
them to be dealt with in detail. He
(Mr. Jones) could not understand these
very rapid changes of opinion. The
amendment made by the Council not only
affirmed the principle of State aid to
religion, but also asserted that land to be
granted for school purposes should not be
vested in the Board of Education. Now
how was it worth the while of the honorable and lca.rned member for Brighton to
occupy the House for many nights on this
particular question, and then to give way
just at the particular point where the
9A.2
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House had the chance of doing something
practical in the way of carrying out his
views? The honorable member for the
Avoca (Mr. Grant) said that the amendment literally did nothing, inasmuch as it
gave merely a permissive, power to the
Minister of Lands to make grants. But
the amendment would embody the opinion
of both Houses of Parliament that land
should be granted for such purposes. It
would be taken as an expression of the
opinion of Parliament that land for such
purposes should be granted. And it was
an attempt at self-deception for the
honorable member for the Avoca to seek
to convince the House that the power
which he protested against earlier in the
session was now not of the slightest importance, and should be conceded by the
House because of the virtues of "the Land
Bill. He believed that, if the House stood
on"its right, another place would concede
this point. As to the statement of the
honorable and learned member for the
Ovens, that the House was bound by the
action of the committee-that it stood in "
the position of persons who had consented
to an arbitration-why the main argument used when it was proposed to appoint the committee was that the House
would not be bound, in any way, by anything the committee did-that it would
have the right to decide afterwards
whether it was or was not pleased with
the conclusions at which the committee
might arrive. He could not understand this
arguing forward and back. If the House
was to be bound by the decisions of the
committee, that should have been stated
before the committee was appointed, so
that the House might have known that
it was abandoning all its cherished
opinions, and handing everythin~ over to
l1 committee of whose constitution no one
knew anything except the two leaders of
the House, who probably ran their horses
together on the occasion. If the House had
intended to be bound Ly the decision of
the committee, it would at least have taken
some care to secure, on the committee,
representative men on both sides of the
House. It was well known that there
were two or three men on the committee,
and that the rest were mere padding.
It was said that in a short time the House
would have an opportunity of dealing with
the whole question; but in what way?
It might agree to a Bill for the abolitiou
of State aid to religion, but it could not
ensure its passage through another place.
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The House was now asked to forego an
opportunity of giving practical effect to its
views on the question of State aid to religion, in order that at a future time it
might pass a toy Bill to extinguish State aid
to religion, which Bill itself would be extinguished as soon as it went to another
place.
Mr. VALE regretted that the honorable
member for the Avoca (Mr. Grant) had recommended that the provision for granting
lands as sites for places of worship, ministers' dwellings, &c., should be assented
to, and that it should be accepted on the
distinct understanding that it should not
be carried into effect. He was not adverse
to staying the administrative action of a
department in permissive legislation upon
un emergency arising, but to recommend
that legislation should be accepted upon
the plea that it could be set aside by a
resolution of the House was a course of
public proceeding which the honorable
member, on due consideration, would see to
be both unwise and impolitic. He believed
. that the extent of land granted for future
church sites would be exceedingly small
if the amendment was adopted; but the
moral effect in connexion with the question of the abolition of State aid to religion
would be very great if the Legislative
Assembly, contrary to its own convictions and decisions, could be forced into
the acceptance of a propol'ition to continue
State aid for the next ten. years. He
did not look upon this as a mere question
of money. If the whole sum involved
were simply £1,000 he should feel the
injury and contempt thrown upon his
convictions, by the adoption of the proposal, far more than if the amount was
such as would really have some effect upon
the denominations. In that light he
looked upon the proposition as distinctly
an insult to the whole population of the
colony who were interested in the abolition of State aid to religion. One thing
which originally led him to accept the
Bill, as it left the Assembly, as a compromise was the fact that it proposed to
abolish the granting of sites of land for
churches, &c. The acceptance of the Council's amendment on this point would almost
justify the conclusion that there was no
sincerity, no consistency, no life, no reality
in the previous votes given this session in
favour of the abolition of State aid to
r.jigion.
MI'. EVERARD thoroughly agreed
with the views of his honorable colleague
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(Mr. Vale) on this question. Nothing
had pained him more than the fact that
certain members were prepared to throw
away all their previous convictions on this
question, and vote for the acceptance of
the Council's amendment. Their previous
utterances in favour of the abolition of all
State aid to religion must have been shams
He was convinced that certain honorable
members had sacrificed principle to private
advantage. (" No.") There could be no
doubt that private influences had been
brought to bear to get the Land Bill
passed under any circumstances. . If
legislation was to be conducted outside
the walls of Parliament, the sooner the
Constitution was abrogated the better. He
should certainly vote against the Council's
amendment in this instance. Upon those
honorable members who were evidently
determined that the Bill should be carried
in the form recommended by the conference committee be the whole responsibility. If the proposition now before the
chair was carried, it would be useless to
attempt any further modification of the
committee's report. If the Council had
proposed that the Speaker should be
hanged, and the Serjeant-at-Arms sent on
the roads, he believed that the proposition
would have been carried. Such an indignity as had. been pas~ed on the Legislative
Assembly within the last few days had
never before been attempted. It was high
time that the existence of the present Parliament was drawn to a close.
Mr DUFFY observed that the Council
simply proposed to strike out words which
were wantonly and offensively introduced into the Bill, and which made it
necessary that sites granted for schools
should be vested in the Board of Education. The honorable and learned member
for Brighton, instead of waiting for an
Educational Bill, had foisted his views
into the Land Bill, and he (Mr. Duffy)
was glad that the Legislative Council had
foisted them out again.
As no other
question besides State aid was involved in
the Council's amendment, he could not
vote against it. He was sorry that this
was so, because the ground upon which
the acceptance of the amendment was
defended on the other side of the House
showed a want of faith and political
morality. It was proposed to adopt a provision in an Act of Parliament, and to
suspend it next session by a resolution of
the Legislative Assembly. There had
been qnite enough of suspending the law
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at the whim of a majority. If the House
could suspend a clause of an Act of
Parliament by a resolution, they could
suspend the clause granting licences to
squatters by the same means. (" Yes.")
He was sorry to say that they could not
do so; if they did, the Supreme Court
would intervene. The proposal made on
the opposite side was that.as soon as the
Land Bill was passed, on the basis of a
compromise entered into with the other
House, one of the provisions on which the
compromise was agreed to by the Council
should be suspended by a resolution of the
Assembly. He was ashamed to listen to
a proposal of that nature.
Mr. HUMFFRA Y remarked that honorable members who contended that the State
ought not to grant land for educational
and religious purposes, laid down a proposition which was discreditable to a civilized
To him it seemed to be
community.
utterly selfish-an embodiment of the
savage notion of life-to object to the
State giving a piece of land on which to
build a school or a place to worship God,
to whom t.he State was indebted for all
the land it possessed. It astonished him
to hear such utterances at this age of the
They were unworthy of the
world.
Legislature of any intelligent country.
Mr. BUTTERS thought that honorable
members, in objecting to the amendment
now under consideration, were straining
at a gnat after swallowing a camel. After
quietly allowing the maximum area to be
taken up by a selector to be reduced from
640 to 320 acres, it appeared inconsistent
that so much opposition should be offered
to one provision, the rejection of which
would endanger the passage of the Bill.
Moreover, the House having resolved to
accept the report of the conference committee in globo, it was morally bound to
make all the amendments in the Bill
recommended by the report. At the same
time, he was opposed to State aid to
religion in every form; and, though the
proposal no'w under consideration was
embodied in the Land Bill, he did not
think that the Government would be
justified-the House having on recent
occasions clearly expressed its opinion in
regard to State aid-in exercising the
power to grant sites for churches, ministers' dwellings, &c., unless there was
good reason for doing so.
Mr. BATES desired, as a member of
the conference committee, to state the
reasons why he ip.ten4ed to vote for t.his
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amendment. He was placed on the committee against his wish, but. being appointed, he accepted the responsibility
reposed in him. When a committee of
the Assembly was appointed to confer
with a committee of the other Chamber,
he understood the object to be to effect a
compromise between the two Houses.
Several honorable members seemed to
overlook this fact.
There were fourteen
or fifteen points of difference between the
two Houses, and the result of the conference was that the other Chamber gave
way ~pon something like nine points. If
honorable members intended that the committee representing the Assembly was not
to give way upon any of the points which
the House had previously insisted upon,
they ought to have said so before the committee was appointed. He agreed to the
amendment now under consideration,
because the Assembly received an equivalent for what it gave up. As an individual he would yield to no one in his
opposition to State aid to religion, but,
when he was asked to effect a compromise
between the two Houses, he felt that there
must be a giving up of principle somewhere. Another point of view which he
took of the matter was that anyone
who looked at the Government Gazette
during the last month would see that the
different denominations had obtained
almost all the land that they required for
church purposes. Anticipating that the
power of granting such lands, which existed under the present law, would be
abolished by the new Land BiI1, they had
taken steps to provide themselves with
land before the change in the law was
effected. In agreeing to the amendment,
the House merely agl'ct;d to it for a short
time, and the provision, he believed, woulU.
only affect the State to the extent of a few
pounds. If, as would probably be the
case, Bills were introduced next session
to abolish State aid to religion and to
schools not vested in the Board of Education, he should feel in duty hound to vote
for those measures; but, as a member of
a committee appointed to effect a compromise between the two Houses, in order
that tile Land Bill should not be lost, he
felt he could vote for the motion now
before the chair without giving up any
principle which he held individually.
Mr. McCAW said that he, not being
prepared to agree to any compromise, voted
against a conference altogether. He did
~ot bel~eve that the result of a conference
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would ·besatisfactory, and it pad turned
out that. he' was' perfectly correct. He
considered that the result was altogethei>
unsatisfactory to the Assembly; but, as the
holding of a conference was agreed to, he
felt bound to vote for a settlement of the
matter in the way recommended by the
report of the committee, although it was
much, against his will to do so.
The House divided on the question that
the Assembly do not insist on disagreeing
with the amendmentAyes
38
~oes

8

Majority for agreement

30

AYES.

Mr. Bates,
" Bayles,
" Burrowes,
0' Butters,
" Ca'sey,
0' Cohen,
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Farrell,
,. Francis,
" Frazer,
" Grant,
" Harcourt,
" Humffray,
" James,
" Kerierd,

" King,

" MacBain,
" McDonnell,

Capt. Mac Mahon,

Mr. Macpherson;
" Mason,

" McCaw,

"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"

McCulloch,
McKean,
McLellan,
Miller,
Riddell,
G. Paton Smith,
J, T. Smith,
F. L. Smyth,

" Stutt,
" Sullivan,
" Thomas,
" Walsh,
" Whiteman.
Tellers.
Mr.E. Cope,
" Wilson.
NOES.

Mr. Everard,
" Langton,
" IJoltb,

" Plummer,
" Vale,

Mr. Williams.
Tellers.
Mr. Jones,
" Macgregor.

It was resolved not to insist on disagreeing to amendments in clauses 18 and
20, reducing the maximum area which a
selector was entitled to fake up from 640
acres to 320 acres; not to insist on disagreeing to the omission from the proviso
to clause 20 (relating to the forfeiture of
selectors' licences) of the words "who
alone and finally shall judge and determine," nor to the omission of the same
words from clause 21; and also not to
insist on disagreeing to amendments in
clause 32, providing that the whole of the
rental paid by agricultural lessees under
the Act of 1865, should be reckoned as
part of the purchase money, so as to make
the gross sum to be paid for the fee sim pIe
£1 an acre.
Disagreement with the Council's amend~e~t striking out clause 22 (giving
JustICes of the peace power to eject any
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person occupying any Crown lands after
his licence had expired or been forfeited)
was still insisted on, but the clause was
amended by inserting a provision that one
of the adjudicating jusLices should be a
police magistrate.
Mr. MACPHERSON moved that the
House do not insist on rlisagreeing with
the omission, in the portion of clause 42
relating, to the repurchase of railway
debentures, of the words "Legislative
Assembly," but insert "Governor in Council" in lieu thereof, instead of the word
"Legislature," as proposed by the Legislative Council.
Mr. DUFFY wished the Assembly to
clearly understand that it was asked to
deprive itself of the control of public
money, at the instance of the other House.
The clause originally proposed that t.he
repurchase of railway debentures should
be made under the direction of the Legislative Assembly, which had the control
of the public purse. The other branch of
the Legislature amended the clause, so as
to make the assent of both Houses necessary, and it was now proposed to place the
matter in the hands of the Executive
Council. In other words the Legislative
Assembly was asked, at the instance of
the other House and the conference, to
deprive itself' of the power of directing the
repurchase of debentures, and give it to
the, Executive Council. The other House
gained nothing by the change, whilst it
asked this House to deprive itself of a
power which belonged to the Assembly, and
transfer it to the Government of the day.
Mr. MACPHERSON stated that the
way in which it, was now proposed to
amend the clause would simply correct an
obvious mistake. If it was necessary that
the consent of the Legislative Assembly
should be obtained before debentures could
be repurchased, it would be impossible to
repurchase at any time without the intention of doing so becoming publicly
known beforehand, which would inevitably have the effect of increasing the
market price of the debentures. It was,
therefore, proposed that the power of
repurchasing debentures should be given
to the Governor in Council. If the Governor in Council were not fitto be intrusted
with the power, he did uot know what
financial operations they could be intrusted
with. The House ought not to refuse to accept such a valuable suggestion as the substitution of the "Governor in Council" for
H Legislative Assembly," on the ground
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that it was,aq. infringement of their rights. to the omission of the following proviso
He did, not believe there was any infringe- from clause 73:ment of their rights.
" Provided that before any such licence is issued
Mr. KEnFERD said t~at i.n an English it shall be lawful for the board to require that a
on oath before a justice shall be made,
statute,_ flft, ~ ,si,mil~r purpose, the word declaration
by all or any person or persons who shall appeal'
" Legislature'" was used.
to the board to be inlerested in the run to which
:\1r.JONES remarked that if" Governor the licence is intended to apply, that such persons
in Co~ricil "was i~s81'ted, the Assembly, have not, nor has any of them, violated any of the
of, or directly or indirectly committed,
which pradically made and unmade Minis- provisions
or been pri\'y to, a fraud upon this Act."
tries, would still have the power of dealing
Mr. DUFFY desired the House to diswil.h the matter, although it would not.
tinctly
know what it was asked to do.
have the direct financial operation in its
By clause 19 a selector was required to
hands.
MI'. LANGTON felt entitled to observe ma.ke a declaration on oath that he had
that-" The whirligig of time brings with not violated the Act; the amendment
it its revenges." When tile origillal pro- before the House was to relieve the squatposal, that the Legislative Assembly ter from a. similar obligation. All previous
should be required to sanction the re- Land Acts had failed because they had
purchase of. debentures, was uuder con- been systematically violated by the squatIf the proviso to clause 73 wus
siueration, he pointed out that it was n. ter.
most n bsurd' proposition, and would inevi- retained there would be some protection,
tably defeat itself. Thi:3 statement was because, if the sq uat.tel' made a false delaughed at by the late 'Chief Secretary elarH,tion, he ,,"ould be liable to have his
aml his colleagtw:'l; but now the llouse licence withdrawn; but the House" was
was invited to do what he tllPn pointed now asked to relieve him from the necesout oU,!!.ht. to be done. If it was publicly sity ot' makillg any declaration.
Mr. MACPHEI~SO~ sa.id Hlat lhe
Hllllounced t.hat the Statl~ was going into
the. markel, to "urchns'~ <1('benll1l'e::;, their retention of the' pro\'i:-o to clause 73 would
price wou ld be nt ollce rai,:( u, nnd 1Ilel'c- int.('r~(Jl'l' ",it h arrangem(:,l1tsu:;;' to "1l101'tfore, 011 businl'sa consi<.iel'at ions, the gages; :ln<1, as other pl'ovisions of t.he Hili
purchase of deuentnres was a matter which cOltttLilied Illost stringent powers fOI' deOU,:.dlt to \}(j ill the hanus of the Executi \'e priving a. ,squatter of his run if lie
employed a dutrlmy in any way, it had not
Coullcil.
MI'. MACGREGOR contended that the been considered ntcessal'Y to insist upon
alteration was a breach of the privileges disagreeing with this amendment.
of the Legi,:lat.ive Assembly. The parliaThe HOllse divided on t.he question that
men tnrv law wasthe Assembly do not insist on disagreeing
',' All ImIs for the grunting of Aid and Supply
with the amendmentought to begin with the COllimons, . . . It is
Ayes
37
the undoubted and sole right of the Commons t.o
direct, limit. and appoint in such 13ii:s the ends.
Noes
9
purposes. considerntions, conditions, limitations
and qualifications of such grants."
I

This had been. the parliamentary law for
200 years, and was so at the present day.
Whatever might be the view of the majority as to the, poli<?y of the amendment,
it was quite clear that, although they had
hitherto b~en such sticklers for privilege,
they were prepared, for personal considerations, to accept anything, in order that
the Land Bill might become law. ,If it
were a matter more seriously affecting the
privileges' of the Assembly, he believed
that the House, in its present temper,
would acc'ept -it~
.,
The motion to substitute "Governor in
Council " for, .~~ Legislative Assembly ",'was
agreed to.
..
'
Mr. MACPHERSON moved that the
Assembly agree not to insist on disagreeing

r

Majority or not insisting}
on disagreement

;8

AYES.

Mr. Burrowes,
" Butters,
" Casey,
" Cohen,
E. Cope,
" Grews"
" Cunningham,
" Davies,
" Francis,
" Frazer,
" Grant,
" Harcourt,
" James,
" Jones,
" Kerferd,
j,
King,
" MacBain,
" IVI c Donnell,
Capt. Mac Mahon,

Mr. Macpherson,
" Mason,
" McCaw,
" McCulloch,
" :McKean,
" McLellan,
" Miller,
" Hiddell,
" G. Paton Smith.
" U. V. Smith,
" J. T. Smith,
" Stutt,
" Thomas,'
" Walsh,
" Williams.
" Wilson.

Tellers.

Mr. Bates,

" Whiteman.
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NOES.

Mr. Duffy,
" Everard,
" Langton,
" Longmore,
" Macgregor.

Mr. Plummer,
" F. L. Smyth.
Tellers.

Mr. Bowman,
" Farrell.

Mr. MACPHERSON proposed that the
House insist on disagreeing to the omission
of clause 74, empowering the Governor to
forfeit and revoke pastoral licences on
violation of conditions, but agree to the
omission of the words (after " Governor")
" who shall alone judge and finally determine;" of the words" no claim at law or
in equity under such licence shall be
pleadable in any court against such forfeiture and revocation;" and also of the
word "conclusive" in relation to the evidence furnished by the Gazette notice of a
forfeiture.
The motion was agreed to.
On the motion of Mr. MACPHERSON,
the House insisted on disagreeing to the
insertion of the words "in Council" after
"Governor," in clause 83, but withdrew
its objection to the omission from the same
clause of the words "who alone and
finally shall judge and determine."
Mr. MACPHERSON proposed that the
Council's amendment to omit clause 98
(relating to the public hearing of applications, &c.) be agreed to only so far as the
following proviso was concerned : "Provided always, and it is hereby expressly
declared and enacted, that such hearillg is hereby
directed for the purpose solely of better and more
certainly acquainting the Minister with the real
and just merits of each case; and no objection to
any such hearing, report, or notice founded on the
absence, failure, or insufficiency of the same, or of
either of them, shall be taken or allowed in any
court of justice, but the decision of the Governor
shall be, for all purposes whatsoever, conclusive
and binding."

The proposal was adopted.
On the motion of Mr. MACPHERSON,
the House determined not to insist on disagreeing to the amendment for omitting
the following words from clause 104 : "And no mandamus, certiorari, prohibition,
writ, or other process of what kind soever, whether
of the nature of those herein specified or not, shall
be issued by or out of the Supreme Court, touching or concerning any matter left or directed by
this Act to be finally judged of and determined by
the Governor alone."

Mr. MACPHERSON proposed the
addition, to clause 108, of the following
words :II But where any woolshed, sheepwash, cattle. yard, drafting-yard, reservoir, tank, dam, well, or
other improvement has, prior to the commencement of this Act, been made, or shall with the
conse~t of t~e board hereafter be made, on any

Amendment Bill.

Crown land held under a licence for pastoral purposes, the land on which such improvements are
made and adjoining thereto shall, notwithstanding'
anything contained in this Act, or in any such
rule, regulation, or order, be reserved for the exclusive occupation of the pastoral licensee of such
lands to the extent of one acre for every £ I expended on such improvements, so that the land to
be reserved as last aforesaid shall not exceed on
anyone run 640 acres; and such improvements
shall be val ued in the manner provided in part 2
of this Act; and this Act shall commence and come
into operation on the 1st day of February, IBiD."

Mr. EVERA.RD observed that there
were about 1,400 runs in the colony, and
presuming the holder of each run obtained
640 acres in the manner provided for Ly
the clause, amended as proposed, one million acres of the public estate would be
absorbed in this manner; and, in the event
of runs being subdivided and separate
licences being obtained for the new runs
thus created, almost every bit of land in
the colony of any value might be placed
beyond the reach of the free selector. He
was quite certain that, if the proposal were
agreed to, the free selection clauses of the
Bill would prove a dead letter.
Mr. MACGREGOR remarked that by
the clause, amended as proposed, the squatter would have permission to make improvements on such portions of his run as
he might think proper, and that for every
£1 expended on such improvements, one
acre of land, forming the site of the improvements and immediately adjoining,
wonld be reserved for his exclusive occupation. The squatter could distribute
these improvements in such a way as to
enable him to select the best part of his
run. Here then was a means of placing
all the good land now available beyond the
reach of the free selector, and for making
a present to a certain class of the community of something like 70U,000 acres. I-Ie
could not understand this addition to the
other important concessions which the Bill
made to the squatting interest. Certainly
the Bill would go far beyond the Act of
1862 in favour of the squatters.
The motion was adopted.
A message setting forth the manner in
which the amendments had now been
dealt with was ordered to be transmitted
to the Legislative Council.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The SPEAKER announced the receipt
of a letter from the Clerk of the Parliaments, calling attention to a clerical error
in clause 239 of this Bill.

Appropriation Bill.
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On the motion of Mr. MACPHERSON,
the necessary correction was made, and a
message inviting concurrence therein was
ordered to be transmitted to the Legislative Council.
APPROPRIATION BILL.
On the motion of Mr. COHEN, this Bill
was read a third time and passed.
WINDING-UP OF MINING COMPANIES.
Mr. JONES moved" That there be laid upon the table of this House
a return of the number and names of the companies wound up by order of the Judge of the Court
of Mines at Ballarat, since the appointment of the
present official agent; the date of the winding-up
order in each case; the amount of uncalled capital
in each estate; the amounts of debt proved in each
estate; the amount recovered from shareholders;
the amount charged by official agent as expenses;
the amount expended in law costs; the amount
distributed amongst the creditors in each estate;
and the amounts now in hand in each estate.

Mr. BUTTERS seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
STATE AID TO RELIGION.
Mr. E. COPE moved"That this House does not and will not acknowledge the existence of any dominant State church
or school in this colony, yet, with the desire and
intention of doing equal justice to aU sects and
denominations, resolves, in consideration of the
expressed intention of Government to bring down
a message recommending that a sum of £ 1,00l' be
placed upon the Supplementary Estimates for this
year (as a grant towards the erection of a Catholic
school at Abbotsford), that, in addition to this
grant, they be requested to bring down a further
message recommending the sum of £ I ,000 to be
granted for the like purpose to each and all of the
following denominations, viz.: - Episcopalians,
Victorian Free Church, Presbyterians, Free Presbyterians, United Presbyterians, Wesleyans, New
Connexion Methodists, United Free Methodists,
Primitive Methodists, Independents, Baptists,
United Baptists, Particular Baptists, Bible Christians, Lutherans, Hebrews, Unitarians, and all and
every other sect or denomination not enumerated
in this motion, and which sect or denomination
now constitutes a 'church within the colony of
Victoria."

Some few nights ago (said Mr. Cope) the
House voted £1,000 for a private school
at Abbotsford. This was contrary to law,
but the amount was placed on the Estimates and voted in fulfilment of a promise
made by a former Treasurer. It was in
order that the House should not stultify
itself by granting money to one sect and
refusing it to another that he had placed
the present motion on the pappr.
The SPEAKER observed that the
motion 'fas not in order. The subject
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was one which must be considered in
committee of the whole House.
Mr. E. COPE said he would take the
opportunity, at the commencement of the
next session, of raising the issue which lIe
desired the House to deal with.
The motion then lapsed.
THISTLES.
Mr. WILLIAM S withdrew a motion
standing in his name, in favour of repaying
to the Maldon Shire Council the sum of
£150 spent by that body under the
Thistle Act, on the understanding that
the Government would take the matter
into consideration.
BILLS WITHIN THE 56TH SECTION
OF THE CONSTITUTION ACT.
Mr. CASEY moved., That a return be laid on the table of this
House showing a list of all Bills that, either in
whole or in part, come within the 56th section of
the Constitution Act that have been brought in,
showing-By whom brought in, when and where;
the object of the Bill; the clauses of the Bill
that come within the 56th section; whether such
clauses have been introduced, amended, or rejected by the Upper House; if so, whether such
clauses so introduced, amended, or rejected were
agreed to, disagreed with, or the Bill laid aside;
and, where the Bill was laid aside, whether a new
Bill was ordered."

MI" McCAW seconded the motion.
Mr. McKEAN asked who was to be
the judge whether a Bill, or a portion of
a Bill, came within the 56th section of the
Constitution Act? An illustration of
this difficulty was given during the discussions on the Land Bill, when the
House was divided in opinion as to
whether there had been an infringement
of the provisions of the 56th sl·ction.
There would be no objection to furnish
the return, if the honorable and learned
member for Mandurang would give It
more definite indication of his wants in
the matter. Perhaps it would be better
to move for a general return.
Mr. CASEY said he would meet the
difficulty by inserting the words " or
appear to come within" before "the 56th
section."
The motion, as amended, was agreed to.

RAILWAY EXTENSION.
Mr. WILSON moved" That, in the opinion of this House, a li!le of
railway be surveyed between Ararat and Hamilton,
and that the land embraced in the same be reserved
from sale and selection."

Mr. G. PATON SMITH seconded the
motion, wllich was agreed to,

Mining Leases.
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l\fr. LONGMORE said he would cause
the nece~sary steps to be tOaken for a preliminilry survey.
MINING LEASES.
Mr. VALE (in the absence of Mr.
DYTE), moved"That there be ]l1icl upon the table of this
House a ret,urn of the number of mining leases
applied f01' during the years 1868 and 1869, showing the names of applicants, locality, quantity of
land applied for, result of application, amount paid
by npplicarits; number abandoned, amount refunded to applicants when lease refused."

Mr. CASEY °seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
0

MR. R. D. SCOTT.
Mr. WHITEMAN moved" That this House will, to-morrow, resolve itself
intI) a committee of the whole to consider the
following resolution :-' That., having reference to
a telegram from the late (~overnment to Mr. :o-eott,
on the 16th of ~eptember last, Ihis I-fouse is of the
opinion. Mr. ~cott. the late District Surveyor of
Camperdown, is entitled to a pension under the
Civil Service Act, No. 160.'''
0

Mr. Scott (said Mr. Whiteman) was in
the Governlllent service nineteen years.
During that time he never had leave of
absellte, not for a week. His duties were
unifol'm Iy p~rformerl Eatisfaet.orily. Some
complaint was :~ade a,!!ainst him during
the recent land selections. A board was
appointed to inquii'e into Ids conduct, and
all that the innstigntion resulted in showing was that Mr. ~cott had, in a particular
case, adopted t.he i'rport of another person,
instead of sending.in his own. However,
Mr. Scott was suspended. On the 16th
September, he was informed by telegram
that compensation would be paid to him.
Immediately afterwards, another telegram
WaS sent to him, st.ating that if Mr. Scott
preferred a pension he was to come to town
at once. He came to town, but, before
the telegram could be endorsed by the late
l\Jinister of Lands, that gentleman had left
office. Mr. ~cot.t had since been endeavouring to ohtaill some recognition of his
claim He (Mr. Whiteman) believed that
tbe present Minister 'of Lands had stated
that he was willing to carry out the last
minute of the Governor in Councilnamely, that ~1r. Scott should receive
compensation-and that Mr. Scott was
willing to take compensation (instead of a
pension) wit.h salary up to the 16th September. If the 1'1 inister of Lands could
assure him such vms the case, he would
not press the motion; otherwise he would
press it i~l order to obtain the opinion of
the House on the subject.
0

Jfr. R. D. Scott.

Mr. MACGREGOR seconded the
motion.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH thought MI'.
Scott would have been satisfied with the
position in which he was placed by the l~te
Govel'llment, without asking that his claim
should be recognised by the House apart
from the Government altoget.her. It
would have been wiser if the claim had
been left to be dealt with by the present
Government: Ito should be remembered
tllat unless Mr. Scott was of the age of
sixt.y, or unless he was laboring under
some bodily infirmity or incapacity, his
claim for a pension was inadmissible.
Mr. WHITEMAN said .Mr. Scott had
suffered in the employ of the Government,
and was now unable to perform any duty,
as a medical certificat,e would show.
Mr. G. PATON SMITH observed
that, in that case, it was unfair to seek to
pledge the House to a matter of this kind,.
Other civil servants h!td been dealt with
under the provisions of the Civil Service
Act, and he did not think the House was
in a position, without having nIl t.he facts
of the case before it, to adopt the present
motion.
MI'. MACGREGOR said he knew nothing of the merits of the ('ase. It appenred that Mr. Scott was removed from
ofllce by an order in council, and that subsequently, after investigation, that order
in council was rescinded, and a direction
made, by which IVlr. Scott should be allowed to ret ire from the service on a
superannuat.ion allowance. Under these
circumst!lnce~, 'whatever might be the
merits of the case, Mr. Scott was entitled
to salary up to the time he ceased to hold
office, and a retiring allowance at the rate
of one month's pay for every year of
service.
Mr. McKEAN remarked that, Mr.
Scott having committed some misconduct
or irregularity, a board was appointed to
inqnireOinto the matter, and, on the recommendation of that board, Mr. Scott was
dismissed from the civil service.
For
about five or six months, Mr. Scott
hovered about Melbourne, and ultimately
he was successful in obtaini'ng the cancellation of the minute of the Governor in
Council, and permitted to retire from the
service. What was now desired was that
Mr. Scott should have salary for the time
which intervened between his dismissal
and the cancellation of the minute. He
(MI'. McKean) was willing to loo~ into
the merits of the case, if there were finy,
0

0
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an.d deal with the matter as he thought it
ought to be dealt with; and, under these
circumstances, he considered it better that
the motion should be withdrawn.
Mr. BATES asked if ::\11'. Scott was
the gentleman who was compln.ined of
SOllie time ago, by the present Minister of
Railways, for giving false returns to the
Government? If so, he should vote
against the motion. Be thought the House
ought to mark its disapprobation of such a
line of conduct.
Mr. GRANT urged the honorable member for Emerald Hill to accept the suggestion of the Minister of Lands, and
withdraw the motion. With regard to
MI'. Scott's position, certain charges were
brought against him, and a board was
a.ppointed to investigate those charges.
The board found that there had been
nothing like deliberate misconduct on Mr.
Scott's part, and recommended that he
should be allowed to retire from the
service. The word "dismissal" would
not be found on the papers. The word
used was "remove." The Government
were not at. all unanimous on the subject;
and so strongly did he (Mr. Grant) feel
that the recommendation of the board,
that MI'. Scott should have an opport,unity
of retiring from the service, ought to be
carried out, that he deliberately held back
the papers with the view of' inducing the
majority of his colleagues to reconsider
their determination. They did so, and
they came round to his view of the
matter, that Mr. Scott had heen hardly
treated. He felt that only small justice
was done to Mr. Scott in allowing him to
retire.
Mr. LONGMORE observed that he it
was who brought the conduct of ~1r. Scott
under the notice of the House, and it was
then proved, beyond doubt, that Mr. Scott
had supplied reports which were not substantially correct. (" No.") He thougllt
1\11'. Scott had been most liberally dealt
with.
Mr. ASPINALL remarked that, after
so many long years of service, and considering the f~l.vorable light in which
Mr. Scott's conduct ·was regarded by the
honorable member for the Avoca (Mr.
Grant), it would be ungenerous not to
accede to a motion which did not bind
the Government to anyt.hing, but simply
showed the desire of the House that an
old official should be fairly dealt with.
Mr. HIGI~BOTHAM said, if Mr.
Scott had a legal right to a pension under
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the Civil Service Act, as the motion
affirmed, the question involved was one
of' law ratllel' than one which the H011se
should he called upon to deal with. . He
thought the undertaking of the Govel'll..
ment to examine into the case, with the
view of satisfying 1\11'. Scott's legal riglttR,
would answer all the purposes of tlte
motion. Ou the other hand, if Mr. Scot.t
had no legal right to compensation under
the Civil Service Act, the case ought to
be brought before the I-louse in another
form.
Mr. JONES submitted that any civil
servant, who had been dismissed by the
Government and afterwards reinstated by
the same Government and allowed to
retire, must have a claim upon the Treasury' for the amount of sa1ary which
accrued from the time of his dismissal up
to the time of his being reinstated and
allowed to retire.
Captain MAC MAHON considered that,
as one member of the pi'esent Government
had preferred serious charges against Mr.
Scott, it was only right that the Government themselves should have the opportunity, during the recess, of ascertaining
the compensation which Mr. Scott migllt
deserve.
Mr. MACPHERSON said that, if the
motion was withdrawn, the Government
would inquire into the case duri~g t.he
recess, and would do justice to .1\1 r.
Scott.
Mr. FRAZER believed that, if the case
was investigated by the Chief Secretary,
full justice would be done to Mr. Scott;
but Ite had very little faith that such
would be the result if the matter was left
in the hands of the Minister of Lands
und the Minister of Hailways. MI'. Scott
had been about nineteen yea.rs in the
public service, and had fulfilled hi~ dut.ies
most ably and conscientiously. He (MI'.
Frazer) had no hesitation in saying tl~at
the board of inquiry-which was appointed at the instigation of the Minister
of Railways-was an unfair board, and
that it adopted. a shirking report. No
accusation affecting the character of Mr.
Scott had been proved against him.
Mr. DAVIES observed that he knew
nothing about the verdict of' the board;
but, ill his presence, the late Minister of'
Lands and Mr. Skene told Mr. Scott that
he had answered every allegation to their
entire satisfaction.
.
The motion was withdrawn.
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Mr. JAMES ROSS.
Mr. WHITEMAN moved that the
petition of James Ross, late a. weigher in
the Customs department, be taken into
consideration.
Mr. COHEN read the following memorandum from the Inspector-General of
Customs:" Mr. Ross is correct in stating that an error of
a few months existed in the records of this department as to the time of his appointment as a
weigher in 1853, but he is not correct in stating
that he was, in consequence of such error,
placed in a lower class of weighers and suffered a
loss of £25 a year, because I find that in January,
1856, all the weighers received a uniform salary
of £250 a year, but on 1st February, 1856, the
weighers appear to have been reo arranged by the
then commissioner (the Hon. Mr. Childers), and
Mr. Ross was put down as twenty-first weigher at
£200. It appears to me, therefore, that, at this
distance of time, it is impossible to state what were
the merits or demerits of any particular case, but
they were no doubt duly considered at the time;
at all events, it is evident that the re-arrangement
of the weighers' salaries in 1856 was not guided
by the services of the officers as regards time only,
but that general efficiency was considered, and it
does not, in my opinion, follow that Mr. Ross
would have been necessarily in a better position
had his services been correctly entered at the
time."

Mr. ASPINALL objected to the subject
being discussed, because it was after eleven
o'clock, and the sessional orders provided
that no new business should be dealt with
after that hour.
The motion was accordingly not pressed.
DESTRUCTION OF SHEEP.
Mr. E. COPE intimated his intention
to postpone, until next session, a motion, of
which he had given notice, for the appointment of a select committee to inquire into
and report upon the circumstances which
led to the recent destruction of a number
of sheep at Digby, and the subsequent loss
to the Government of a large sum of money;
and also to take into consideration the conduct of the Chief Inspector of Scab, with
reference to the matter. Before the motion
was postponed, however, he desired to
know whether ther.e was any truth in a
rumour, which had gained currency, that
Mr. McRae, one of the scab inspectors,
who was suspended from office for his
action in connexion with the same affair,
had since been dismissed, and that a
brother-in-law of the Chief Inspector had
been appointed in his place ?
Mr. McDONNELL said there was no
truth in the rumour. This was the fi.r~t
he had heard of it
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THE

IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT
AND THE COLONIES.
The resolutions arrived at in committee,
on December 22, relative to the connexion
between the Imperial Government and
the colonies, were considered and adopted.
COMPENSATION TO GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS.
rhe order of the day f()r the consideration, in committee, of the memorial of
certain Government contractors was discharged from the paper.
LABOUR BILL.
The order of the day for the consideration of the report of the committee on the
Eight Hours Labour Bill was discharged
from the paper.
EXPLORATION LIABILITIES.
The order of the day for the consideration of the resolution passed in committee,
on November 11, in favour of voting an
additional sum of £332 18s. "in full and
final discharge of all claims and liabilities
in respect of the Burke and Wills exploring
expedition," was discharged.
REPRESENTATION OF THE
PEOPLE BILL.
The order of the day for the second
reading of this Bill was discharged.
FISHERIES BILL.
The order of the day for the second
reading of this Bill was discharged.
WINES, BEER, AND SPIRITS SALE
STATUTE AMENDMENT BILL.
The order of the day for the further
consideration of this Bill in committee was
discharged.
The House adjourned at twenty minutes
past eleven o'clock.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Wednesday, December 29, 1869.
Address to the Governor on becoming Viscount CanterburyHis Excellency's Reply-Land Laws Amendment BillLocal Government Act Amendment Bill-Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill-Assent to BillsProrogation of ParlialI1ent.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at
thirteen minutes past four o'clock p.m.,
Hnd read the prayer.

Assent to Bilts.
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THE GOVERNOR.
The PRESIDENT announced that he
had presented to His Excellency the
Governor (Viscount Canterbury) the address adopted by the House on the previous day, and that His Excellency had
made the following reply : " MR, PRESIDENT AND HONORABLE GENTJ,EMEN
OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:

"The expression of your kindly sympathy is
On Lady Canterbury's
behalf, as well as on my own, I request you to
accept our warmest thanks for your good wishes
for our health and happiness."

very gratifying to me.

LAND LAWS AMENDMENT BILL.
The PRESIDENT announced the receipt of a message from the Legislative
Assembly, transmitting a message from
H is Excellency the Governor, recommending an amendment in this Bill, which
was agreed to,
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
A message was received from the
Legislative Assembly, requesting concurrence in certain formal amendments in
this Bill, recommended by His Excellency
the Governor.
The amendments were agreed to.
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS LAW
AMENDMENT BILL.
The PRESIDENT announced the receipt of a message from the Legislative
Assembly, transmitting a message from
His Excellency the Governor, ,recommending formal amendments in this Bill,
which were agreed to.
ASSENT TO BILLS.
At twenty-five minutes past four o'clock,
the Usher announced that His Excellency
the Governor was approaching the huilding. Immediately afterwards His Excellency and suite entered the Chamber.
The members of the Legislative Assembly having been summoned,
His EXCELLENCY gave his assent to
t.he following Bills : 1. Appropriation Bill.
2. Railway Loan Appropriation Bill.
3. Dower Bill.
4. Mining Companies Bill (No.2).
5. Stamps Bill.
6. Abattoirs Bill.
7. Public Library and Museum Bill.
8. Local Government Act Amendment
Bill.
9. Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill.
10. Land Laws Amendment Bill.

29.J

The Pro'rogation.
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THE PROROGATION.
His EXCELLENCY then read the following speech p:!:,oroguing Parliament:MR. PRESIDENT AND HONORABLE GENTLEl\IEN OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:

MR.

SPEAKER AND GENTLEMEN OF THE
LEGISLATIVE ASSI£MBLY:

"It affords me much pleasure to be able
to release you from further attendance in
Parliament aftel' the labours of a session
which has made such large demands on
your time and a,ttention.
"The important measures which you
have passed, and to which I have given
Her Majesty's assent, will, I hope and
believe, prove of great practical benefit.
Prominent among them are the Land Act,
the County Courts Statute, the N orthEastern Railway Act, the Municipal and
Local Government Acts, the Act for better
carrying out the Waterworks Act 1865,
and the Public Library and Museum Act.
"Preliminary steps have been already
taken for commencing the important work
of the railway to the Upper Murray, and
it will be the duty of the Government to
prosecute the undertaking to completion
with all convenient speed.

"It would be difficult to over-estimate
the ad vantages which must flow from the
extension of our railways in· opening up
the country, and bringing distant portions
of the territory into easy and direct communication with each other and with the
metropolis.
"In response to a notice published in
the colony and in London, tenders have
been received for the establishment of a
postal and passenger service with Great
Britain by the way of the Cape of Good
Hope. My advisers regard the. establishment of such a line of communication as
of great importance; but in the absence
of Legislative authority for any expenditure for immigration, further action must
be deferred until the re-assembling of
Parliament.
"The visit to our shores of a squadron
of Her Majesty's navy, unprecedented
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in the history of the colony, is an
event worthy of more thau passing
notice.
It cannot felil to foster und
strengthen the community of feeling that
exists between om' people and their
brethren in the mother coun~try, as fellowSll bjects of Her lVlost Gracious Majesty,
while the personal observation of men
capable of forming and communicating to
others inte.lligent and sound opinions on
the condition of the people, will tend to
the more accurate and more extended
knowledge of the progress and resources
of Victoria.
"I am happy to inform you that the
state of the public revenue in its various
branches affords reliable proof of the
general prosperity of the country. It
must afford uni versal satisfaction to know
that an abundant harvest will crown the
labours of our agricultural population.
l\IR.

SPEAKER AND GENTLEl\IEN OF THE
LEGISLATIVE ASSE~IBLY:

" On behalf of Her Majesty I thank you
for the Supplies which, with accustomed
libemlit.y, you have granted to Her
M<ljesty for the requirements of the public
service.

MR. PRESIDENT AND HONORABLE GENTLE-:MEN OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:
MR. SPEAKER AND GENTLEMEN OF THE
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY:

" The necessity for providing for 111e
service of the ensuing year, will compel
me to call you together again after a very
brief recess; but I hope that in future
years I may find it in my power to afford
you a longer period for repose, and for the
due prosecution of your private affairs.
" I now, in Her Majesty's name, declare
this Parliament to be prorogued to Friday,
the 28th day of January next, and it is
hereby prorogued accordingly."
Copies of the speech were delivered to
the President and the Speaker; and the
members of' the Assembly then withdrew.
His Excellency and suite retired from
the Chamber, and the proceedings terminated.

Amendment Bill .

LEG ISLATIVE ASSEMBL Y.
Wednesday, Decemoe'r 29, 1869.
Address to the Governor on becoming Viscount Canterbury
-His Excellency's Reply-Land Laws Amendment BillMunicipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill- Local
Government Act Amendment Bill-Charitable Institutions-The Town of Castlemaine and the County of
Bendigo- Preservation of Trees-The Board of Education
and its Inspectors-Electoral Districts-Reductions in
the Mining Department-Prorogation of Parliament.

The SPEAKER took the chair at five
minutes past four o'cloek p.m.
THE GOVERNOR.
The SPEAKE R announced that he,
with se\'eral members of the House, had
tllat. aft.ernoon waited upon His Excellency
t.he Governor, and presented him with the
addl'ess adopted by the Assembly the
previous day, and that His Excellency
had been pleased to make the following
reply thereto : "MR. SPEAKER AND GENTLRl\IEN OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY:

"I value very highly the assurance of your
sympathy, and on bchalf of Lady Canterbury, as
well as for myself, I offcr to you our heartfelt
thanks for the expression of your kindly interest
in our personal welfare."

LAND LA"VS AMEND:\lENT BILL.
Mr. MACPHERSON presented a message Ii'om the Governor, recommending' the
omission from clause 31, of this Bill, of the
words "as exceeds the sum of 2s. per acre
per annum," and moved that the recommendation be adopted.
Mr. CASEY seconded the motion.
Mr. FRAZER asked if the amendment
would place 42nd section licensees in the
same position as selectors under the 12th
section of the Act of 1865-in the position
that t he rent paid went as parL of the
purchase money?
Mr. MA CPHERSON replied in the
affirmative.
Mr. FRAZER inquired how: the clause,
as amended, would affeet other licensees?
Mr. CASEY said it would apply to all
licensees except pastoral.
The motion was agreed to; and a message, inviting concurrence in the amendment, was ordered to be transmitted to the
Legislative Council.
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS LAW
AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr. MACPHERSON brought down a
message from the Governor, recommending certain formal amendments in this Bill.

Charitable Institutions.
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The amendments were agr'eed to, and a
mE.ssage, invitin~ concurrence t.herein, was
ordered to be fonvarded to the Legislali ve
Council.
LOCAL GOVERXMENT ACT
AME~D}lENT BILL,
Mr. 'MACPHERSO~ presented a messflge. from, tIle Gove\'llor, recommending
some formal amendments in this Bill.
The amendments were agreed to, and a
messnge, indting concurrence therein, was
ordered to be transmitted to the Legislative Council.
THE PUBLIC ACCOUNT. '
Mr. COHEN laid on the table, pursuant
to order of tile House (dated Decem ber
21), a return of the weekly balances of the
public and departmental account.s, and of
the rate and amount of interest received
from each bank.
CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS.
Mr. DAVIES inquired if the Government intended, during the recess, to considei· the subject of State aid to charitable
institutions, with a view to placing the
grunts in aid of hospitals on anoth!:'r and
more equitable basis than at present? To
show the inequality of the present mode
of distribution he might mention that
whereas the Dunolly Hospital had more
patients than the Maryborough Hospital,
the excess of out-door patients being 179,
the former institution received from the
State this year only £ I,300, while the
latter received £2,500.
Mr. COHE~ observed that, in the distribution of the charitable vote for 1869,
the Government only fulfilled the intentions of their predecessors in office. He
disapproved, not only of the manner in
which the vote was di~trihllted, but also
of the mode in whieh the charitable instit.utions of the country were supported;
and he promised that, during the reces~,
the subject should receive the consideration of the Govel'llment,
CASTLEMAINE BOROUGH v. BENDIGO COUNTY.
Mr. FARRELL called attention to the
fact that certain allotments of Crown land,
situate within the borough of Castlemaine,
and advertised for sale by auction, were
represented in the notices published in the
Government Gazette as being in the count.y
of Bendigo. The objection of' the inhabitants of Castlerriaine, and of the municipal
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bodies of the locnlity, to be included in a
connt.y named Bendigo, was brought under
the not.ice of the House some time since;
and a promise was made by the late ,M inister
of Lands, and communicated to the Castlemaine Borough COllncil, that land within
a certain radius of Castlcll1aine slwuld be
gazetted iu future as· situate, not wit,llin
the county of Bendigo, l,ut within It county
unnamed. He begged to H!,k tIle Minister
of Lands whether he \vould have the
Gazette notice amended, alld so carry out
the promise of his predecessor?
Mr. :McKEAN ad'mitted that it must
be an anomalous and unpleasant state of
things for half of the town of Castlen:wine
to be regarded as in the county of Bendigo,
and promised that steps should be taken to
remedy the inconvenience complained of.
PHESERVATIO~ OF TREES.
Mr. JONES (in the absence of Mr.
JAl\iES) asked the Minister of Lands if
the State Forest Ranger (Mr. Ferguson)
was acting under instructions from the
Crown Lands department in prohibiting
woodcutters from cutting trees of less than
eight.een inches in diameter; and, if such
were the instructions, would he reconsidel'
the matter, with a view to lessening the
size, as t he present regulat ion, if persisted
in, would prove detrimentfll to tbe interests of mining companies?
Mr. McKEAN said t.he destruction of
young timber in the Ballamt di:5trict was
so great as to render necessary the fixing
by the department of some limitation as
to the trees which might be cut duwn.
He was desirolls that abundant timber
should be available for mining purposes,
but it was found that it wouid not be
judicious to allow the removal of trees of
a less diameter than eighteen inches.

BOARD OF EDUCATION.
Dr. 1\1 ACARTNEY moved., That there be laid upon the table of the
House a copy of the correspondence between nr.
Macartney and the Board of Education concerning
the conduct of one of its inspectors, together with
a copy of all minutes which may have been made
thereon."

He thought that, considering the amount
of money paid annually by the State for
public education, it was very desirable
that the House should have some further
control over the act.ion of the board
which distributed tl,at money than it at
present. had. He had complained to the
Boal'd of Rducn,Lion of an inspector having
acted inconsistently with the civil service
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regulations, in writing to a newspaper,
and so inflicting serious damage on a particular school, when his observations were
altogether uncalled for. He understood the
Chief Secretary was in possession of the
correspondence asked for by the present
motion, but the Board of Education had
omitted to furnish the "copy of all
minutes" which might have been made
t.hereon. He had good grounds for knowing that certain minutes had been entered
by the president of the Board of Education
in connexion with the matter, and that
those minutes, if laid before the House,
would excite the indignation, if not the
disgust, of every honorable member in it.
He should like to know if the Board of
Education had the power of refusing to
fUl'Dish a copy of their minutes when it
was asked for by a member of the House?
Mr. FARRELL seconded the motion,
w h i ch was agreed to.
Mr. MACPHERSON laid the corr~s
pondence on the table, and expressed regret
that the Board of Education had not
furnished a copy of the minutes asked for.
He hoped it was an oversight; if it was
not, the proceeding was unworthy of the
board. He would cause inquiry to be
made as to the reason of the omission.
ELECTORAL DISTRICTS.
Mr. FRAZER asked the Chief Secretary if he intended, during the recess, to
prepare a Bill providing for such alterations
in the boundaries of electoral districts as
were rendered necessary by the present
distribution of the population? He thought
it necessary, before the next general election, that such a Bill should be passed.
Mr. MACPHERSON observed that
nbout a month ago he stated, in reply to a

TIle Prorogation.

similar question put by the honorable and
learned member for Dalhousie, that the
Government intended to bring in a Bill to
amend the various inconsistencies in the
Electoral Act before the next general election took place.
MINING DEPARTMENT.
Mr. BURROWES referred to a rumour
that some old employes of the Mining
department were being dismissed, and that
their places were being filled up by friends
of the Minister of Mines. He begged to
ask if this was the fact?
Mr. J. T. SMITH said it was not the
fact. He had not dismissed any person
who had been any time in the service; .
but there were a fe~ gentlemen, who had
been temporarily employed, whose services would be dispensed with at the end
of the year.
THE PROROGATION.
At half-past four o'clock, the Usher of
the Legislative Council brought a message
from His Excellency the Governor, desiring the attendance of honorable members
in the chamber of the Legislative Council.
The SPEAKER, accompanied by the
members present, and attended by the
Clerk, the Clerk-Assistant, and the Serjeant-at-Arms, proceeded to the chamber
of the Legislative Council.
Returning in about twenty minutes,
The SPEAKER took his seat at the
table, and read the Governor's speech proroguing Parliament.
The ceremony of shaking hands with
the Speaker was then performed by honorable members, and the business of the
session terminated.
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39.
Call of the House.-For consideration of Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill and
State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2389.
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Lunacy Statute Amendment Bill, 1802; Scab
Act Amendment Bill, 1894, 1951, 2026, and
2431 ; Malmsbury Reservoir, 1982; Waterworks Commissions Bill, 2000 ; Compensation
to Members of Parliament Bill, 2251 ; Mining
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State Aid to Religio~ Abolition Bill, 2398.
Canterbury, Viscount. (See Governor.)
Central Province, Representation of-Election of
Mr. Walsh, vice Mr. Fawkner, deceased,
announced. 1954; letter from Returning
Officer referred to Elections Committee, 1954 ;
report thereon brought up and adopted, 2094.
Chairmanship of Committees-Chair taken by Mr.
J. Henty. 94; motion by Mr. Turnbull for
appointment of Mr. Mitchell, 153; debated
and agreed to, 154; Mr. Fraser in the chair,
2298 and 2326.
Chairman of Committees - Rulings of - New
clauses of Bills, 1578; Effect of the resolution,
"That the Chairman do leave the chair,"
1614.
Chairman of Committees acting as Deputy··President, 2275 and 2298.
COLE, Hon. G. W. (C. Provo )-Governor's Speech,
13; Consolidated Revenue (£500,000) Bill,
772; County Courts Law Amendment Bill,
1045; Local l,overnment Act Amendment
Bill, 1421 and 1675 ; Consolidated Hevenue
(£600,000)' Bill, 1673; Upper Murray Railway Construction Bill, 2058; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 2105, 2156, and 2159;
Mining Companies Bill (No.2), 2300.
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a' Beckett, 2389.
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Committees (select)-Appointed, 9,94, 1484,2678,
2702, and 2705.
Compensation to Members of Parliament BillReceived from Legislative Assembly, and read
first time, 2115; second reading moved by
Mr. Jenner, 2249; debated, 2250; debate
adjourned, 2252 ; call of the House ordered to
consider Bill, 2276; the House called, 2389 ;
second reading moved by 1.\1r. Jenner, 2389 ;
negatived, 2390; question by Mr. '1'. '1'.
a' Heckett, 2429 ; discussion thereon, 2430.
Conference with Legislative Assembly, re Land
Laws Amendment Bill, 2702.
Consolidated Revenue (£536.485) Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly, and read first and
second time, 94; considered in committee, 94;
third reading, 96; .Royal assent, 96.
Consolidated Hevenue (£500,000) Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly and passed through
all its stages, 772 and 773; Hoyal assent, 807.
Consolidated Revenue (£600,000) Bill- Heceived
:
from Legislative Assembly and read first
time, 1672; passed through remaining stages,
1702; Hoyal assent. 1725.
Copyright Protection Bill-Received from Legislative Assembly and read first time, 2060;
passed through remaining stages, 2115 ; Royal
ftsscnt, 2236,

Coroners Statute Amendment Bill-Received from
Legislative Assembly, and read first time,
1012; second reading, 11'37; considered in
committee, 1139 and 1223; third reading,
1271 ; Royal assent, 1725.
Count Out-On Assembling of House, 2325.
County Court Judges-Question by Mr. Robertson, 1223.
County Courts Law Amendment Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly, and read first time,
908; second reading moved by Mr. McCrae,
934; debated by Mr. Anderson, 937; Mr. T.
'1'. a' Beckett, 938; Mr. Fitzgerald. 938; Bill
read second time, 938 j <!onsidered in committee, 939. 968, 1008, ] O'lI, and 1137 j third
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through remaining stages, 1802; Royal assent,
1808.
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Legislative Assembly, and read first time, 1983;
passed through remaining stages, 2000; Royal
assent, ~236.
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2194. 2196, 2200, 22:n, and 2640; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill, 2251 ;
State Aid to Heligion Abolition Bill, 2391;
Public Library and Museum Bill, 2584.
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(£536,485) Bill. 96; on Mr. Jenner's motiun
for loan of Library Portraits for Ballarat Art
Exhibition. 1543; on Mr. Highett's motion
re Electoral Rolls, 1544; on Mr. Highett's
motion for postponing second reading of Land
Laws Amendment Bill, 1893; on motion for
second reading of State Aid to Religion
Abolition Bill, 2399; on motions for insisting
on amendments in Land Laws Amendment
Bill, 2641 and 2642; on Mr. Jenner's motion
for insisting on amendments in Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 2679.
Divisions-In Committee- On Mr. Anderson's
amendment to claus" 3:'i of County Courts
Law Amendment Bill, 971 ; on Mr. :\fcCrue's
amendment to clause 125 of same Bill, 1010;
on Mr. Highett's proviso to clause 9 of same
Bill, 1045; on Mr. Anderson's proviso to same
clause, 1046; on clause 4 of Coroners Statute
Amendment Bill, 1141 ; on Mr. O'Shanassy's
amendment to clause 7 of Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 1393; on Mr. Andel'son's proviso to clause 64 of Lands Compensation Bill, 1485; on Mr. McCrae's motion to
insert new clause after clause 7 in Local Government Act Amendment Bill. 1579; on Mr.
A nderson's amendment, re timber planting, iu
clause 190fLand Laws Amendmellt Bill, 2 161.
Dower Bill-Received frOnl Legislative Assembly,
and read first time, 2303; second reading,
2351; passed through remaining stages, 2431;
Royal assent, 27 4~,
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Edinburgh, H.R.H. the Duke of--'Despatch from
Secretary of State, acknowledging address to
the Queen, 8; acknowledging the Queeu's
" sense of the feeling disp'Iayed " in the Duke's
reception in Victoria, 1875.
.
Election Petitions Bill- Motion by' Mr. W.
.
a'Beckett for leave to introduce, discussed and
withdrawn, 672.
Elections and Qualifications Committee-President's warrant produced, 3; members of
committee' sworn, 93 and 153; committee
ordered to consider application by Mr. Levi,
re South Province Election Petition, 93;
report brought up, 308.
Electoral Holls-Motion by Mr, Highett for production of copies, 1fi43; discussed and negatived, 1544; electoral returns ordered, on
motion of Mr. Simson, 2193; produced,- 2275.
Essendon and Upper Murray Railway Construction
Bill-Received from Legislative Assembly,
and read first time, 2026; Eecond reading
moved by Mr. Jenner, 2057; debated, 2057;
agreed to, and Bill passed through remaining
stages, 2060; Royal assent, 2236.
FAWKNER, Hon, J. P. (C. Prov.}-Governor's
Speech, 12; demise Of, announced, and adjournment of House in consequence, 1873.
Fisheries Act Amendment Bill-Brought in by
Mr. Fraser, and read first time, 973; second
reading, 1291 ; considered in committee, 1292,
1544,and i705; third reading, 1771.
FITZGERALD, Hon. NICHOLA!'! (N. W. Prov.)Consolidated Revenue (£536,485) Bill, 95;
County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 938,
uno, and 1044; Local Government Act
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Lands Compensation Bill, 1484; Mining
Companies Bill (No.2), 2300 and 230l!;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 2327 and 2640;
State Aid to Heligioll Abolition Bill, 2398.
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2196, 2199, 2237, and 2641; Compensation
to Members of Parliament Bill, 2251 and 2430;
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at next sitting, 3; motion by Mr. W.
a'Beckett for address in reply, 8 ; seconded by
Mr. Hobertson, 9; address debated by Mr.
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807, 1725, 1808, 1615, 2236: ~hd 2.745; announcement of Governor's accession to title of
Viscount Canterbury, 2702; select cQrnmittee
appointed to prepare address, 2705; address
brought up and adopted, 2706; His; Excellency's reply, 2745; speech on prorogation
of Parliament, 2745.
.,
Governor's Messages-Be H.R. H. the Duke of
Edinburgh,8 and 1875; fe Religious Equality,
308; re the Military; 2060; re Colonial Conference in London, 2061.
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Land Laws Amendment Bill, 2158 and 2326.
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Law Amendment Bill; 1009, 1011, 1042, and
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1139 and 1140; Abattoirs Bill, 1271; Local
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Parliament Bill, 2251; Mining Companies
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Amendment Bill, 2158.
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committee. 2026; Bill discharged from the
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JENNER, Hon. C. J. (8. W. Prov.)-Intr~duced
and sworn, 3; Governor's Speech, 12; The
Library Portraits, 1543 and 1574; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 1578. 1676,
1955, 2431, and 2678; Government Offices.
1609; Ministerial Explanation, 1954; Mining
Companies Limited Liability Act Amendment
Bill, 1955; Waterworks Commissions Bill,
1956 and 1999; Land Selections, 1,982;
Malmsbury Reservoir, 1982; Insolvency Law
Amendment Bill, 1983 and 2236; Customs
I,aws Amendment Bill, 1983 and 2000;
Aboriginal Natives Protection Bill, 2000
and :2061; Colonial Industries, 2025; Upper
Murray Railway Construction Bill, 2026,
2057, and 2060; Copyright Protection Bill,
2060 and 2115; Land Laws Amendment Bill,
2094, 2154, 2158, 2194, 2196, 2198, 2200,
2202, 223i, 2326,2328,2331,2431,2637,
2638, 2641, 2642, 2702, and 2706; Cvmpensation to Members of Parliament Bill,2115,
2249, 2389. and ~4:~0; Minillg Companies
Bill (No.2), 2161, 2t38, 2252, 2298 2300,
and 2302; Stamps Bill, 2:2i6, 2:i31, and 2:l51;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 22i6, 230~3, 230=>,2306.2.'351,2352.2399,
24:17,2677. 26i8. anrll!706; Dower llill, '!:J03
aud 2351 j State Aid to HcliC;ioll A bolitioll
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Bill, 2307, 2353, 2390 j Railway Loan Appropriation Bill (No.2), 2389 and 2430; Com~
mission of the Peace, 2389; A battoirs Bill,
2399; Destruction of Scabby Sheep. 2430;
Scab Act Amendment Bill, 2431 and 2679 ;
Public Library and Museum Bill, 2552. 2584,
and 2637; The Governor, Viscount Canterbury, 2702 and 2705; Appropriation Bill,
2707.
Land Grants for Church Purposes-Return ordered, on motion of Mr. T. T. a'Beckett, 2351.
Land Laws Amendment Bill-Received from Legislative Assembly, and read first time, 1769;
time for taking second reading discussed,
1770 and 1892; second reading moved by
Mr. Jenner, 2094; debated by Mr. O'~hanassy,
2095; debate continued by Mr. T. T. a'Beckett,
2102; Mr. Cole. 2105; Mr. Strachan, 2106;
Mr. McCrae, 2106; Mr. Anderson, 2111;
Mr. Highett, 2112; Mr. Simson, 2113; Mr.
Degraves, 2113; Mr. W. a'Beckett, 2115;
Bill read second time, 2115; considered in
committee, 2151,2194, and 2236; conditions
of residence, 2151 i maximum area of agri~
cultural allotments. 2154, 215~, and 2194;
church and school reserves, 2154 j reserves
for squatters' improvements, 2157 and 2326 ;
timber planting, 2159; rent as part payment
of purchase money, 2161, 2197, and 2238;
powers of the Goyernor in Council, 2194;
forfeiture of allotments, 2195; sale of land by
auction, 2197; repurchase of Government
debentures, 2198; immigration, 2198 ; pastoral
lands, 2200; impounding, 2236; .e Land
Court" clauses, 2329: Bill recommitted, 2326
and 2399; third rending, 2431; message from
Legislntive Assembly. intimating agreement
to Council's amendments with amendments,
2637; message considered, 2638 j certain of
Council's amendments insisted on, 2641 and
2642; message from Legislative Assembly,
inviting conference re amendments insisted
on, 270~; committee appointed to confer with
committee of Legislative Assembly, 2702;
report of committee brought up, 2702; adopted,
2706; Bill amended in accordance with recommendations· of Conference Committee,
2706; amendment recommended by Governor's message, agreed to, 2745; Royal assent,
2745.
Land Selections-Retnrn, re 42nd section, ordered
on motion of Mr. Mitchell, 1841; question by
Mr. Fraser, re reservations, 1982; papers, re
John Morphet, ordered, on motion of Mr.
Russell, 22;36; produced, 2249.
Lan(\s Compensation Bill-Heceived from Legislative Assembly, and read first time, 1422;
second reading, 1462; considered in commitmittee, 1463, 1484, and 1544; third reading,
1572; correction of clerical errors, 1770; amend~
ment recommended by Governor's message,
agreed to, 1808; Royal assent, 1808.
Legal Proceedings Facility Bill-Brought in by
Mr. McCrae, and read first time, 1673; question by Mr. Anderson, and discussion thereon,
1768; Bill discharged from the paper, 1893.
Library Committee-Authorized to sit during
adjournments of the Honse, 153; report re loan
of pictures for Ballarat Art Exhibition, brought
up, 12:23; motion by Mr. Jenner, for loan of
pictures, discussed and negatived, 1543 ; motion by lVh· .• Jennel', for cOllsiuering report of
Lillnll'y Committee, 15;4; amendment by

Mr. Mitchell, for referring report back to
committee, 11:74 j amendment carried, 1574;
report declaring it not expedient to part with
the custody of the pictures, brought up, 1577.
Lincoln, President-Assassination of~Receipt of
volume of addresses announced, 8.
Local Government Act Amendment Bill-Received from Legislative Assembly, and read
first time, 939; question by Mr. O'Shanassy,
1041; second reading moved by Mr. McCrae,
1224 j debated by Mr. O'Shanassy, 1228; Bill
read second time, 1234 ; considered in committee, 1292, 1386. 1419, 1572, and 1577;
statement by Mr. McCrae, declining, in consequence of Council's amendments, to continue
the conduct of the Bill, 1609 j discussion
thereon, 1612; question by Mr. O'Shanassy,
re map, 1339; map produced, 1386; Mr.
O'Shanassy takes charge of the Bill, 1676;
Bill further considered in committee, 1702
and 1769·; adoption of report, 1842; order for
third reading postponed, 1955; Bill recommitted, 2351 and 2399; third reading, 2431;
message from Legislative Assembly, intimating agreement to Council's amendments with
amendments, 2642; message considered, 2678 ;
certain of Council's amendments insisted on,
2679; amendments recommended by Governor's message, agreed to, 2745 j Royal assent,
2745.
Lunacy Statute Amendment Bill-Received from
Legislative Assembly, and read first time,
1770; passed through remaining stages, 1802;
Royal assent, 1808.
Hon. JOHN (S. W. Prov.)-Introduced
and sworn, 3; Privileges of Parliament Bill,
3; Governor's Speech, 3 and 12; Sessional
Arrangements, 14; Despatch of Business, 40;
South Province Election Petition, 93 and 224 ;
Consolidated Revenue (£536,485) Bill, 94 and
96; Queenscliff Bathing Ground, 286; Railway Passes, 411; Abattoirs Bill, 411, 530,
772, and 867 j The Queen v. Trainor, 672;
Election Petitions Bill, 672; Consolidated
Revenue (£500,000) Bill, 772 ; County Courts
Law Amendment Bill, 908, 934, 939, 968, 970,
972, 1008, 1010, 1042, 1046,1137,1234,1673,
1701, 1770, and 1802; Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 939, 1041, 1224, 1293,
)294,1339,1386,1391,1392,1419,1421,1572,
1577, 15i9, 1609, 1614, 1673, and 1842;
Coroners Statute Amendment Bill, 1012,
1137, 1139, 1140, 1223, and 1271; County
Court J ndges, 1223; Fisheries Act Amendment Bill, 1292; Scab Act Amendment Bill,
1421,1482,1484,1574,1841, 1893,and 1894;
Lands Compensation Bill, 1422, 1462, 1484,
and 1770; Scab Inspectors, 1485; Electoral
Rolls, 1544; The Library Portraits, 1574;
the Hon. S. G. Henty, 1574; Government
Offices, 1609; the Hon. J. P. Bear. 1643;
Consolidated Hevenue (£600,000) Bill, 1672
and 1702; Legal Proceedings Facility Bill,
1673,1768, and 1893 i Land Laws Amendment
Bill, ]769, 1770, 1892,2106,2153,2155,2158,
2198, 220 I, 2237, 2637, and 2639; Public
Works Loan Appropriation Bill, 1770; Railway Loan Appropriation Bill, 1770; Criminal
Law and Practice Amendment Bill, 17iO and
180 I ; Lunacy Statute Amendment Bill, 1770
and 1802; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill,
1802 j Aboriginal ['\ atives Protect ion Bill,
]802 and 1808; :Municipal Corporations Law
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Amendment Bill, 1840; Land Selectors, 1841;
Death of the Hon. J. P. Fawkner, 1873;
Ministerial Crisis, 1939; Resignation of the
McC~lloch Ministry, 1945; The New Ministry, 1950; Upper Murray Railway Construction Bill, 2057; Compensation to Members of
Parliament Bill, 2251 and 2390; 8tatl;) Aid to
Heligion Abolition Bill, 2394.
Malmsbury Reservoir-Question by Mr. Campbell,
1982.
Members, New-Introduced and sworn-Mr. Bear,'
Mr. Jenner, Mr. Simson, Mr. Williams, Mr.
Robertson, Mr. McCrae, 3 ; Mr. Russell, 530 ;
Mr. Walsh, 1954.
Military, The-Governor's message transmitting
despatch from Secretary of State, 2060.
Mining Companies Limited Liability Act Amendment Bill--Received from l~egislative Assembly, 1951 ; resolution re forfeiture of mining
shares adopted, 1952; Bill discharged from
the paper, 1955.
Mining Companies Bill (No. 2)-Received from
Legislative Assembly, and read first time,
216 I; second reading, 2238; considered in
committee. 2238, 2252, and 2298; recommitted, 2303 and 2351; passed through remaining stages, 2399; Hoyal assent, 2745.
Ministry - Statement by Mr, McCrae, 1939;
resignation of the McCulloch Ministry announced, 1945 ; formation of the Macpherson
Ministry announced, 1950; explanation by
Mr. Jenner, 1954.
MITCHELL, Hon. W. H. )j.... (N. W. Prov.)Despatch of Business, 39; South Province
Election P~tition, 93; Consolidated Revenue
(£536,485) Bill, 95 and 96; (Elected Chairman of Committees, 154 ;) Consolidated Revenue (£500,000) Bill, 772; County Court.s
Law Amendment Bill, 1137; The Library
Portraits, 1223,1543, and 1574; the Hon.
J. P. Bear, 1643; Consolidated Hevenue
(£600,000) Bill, 1702; Legal Proceedings
Facility Bill, 1768; Land Laws Amendment
Bill, 1770; Land Selectors. 1841; Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 1841 and 2026; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill, 2250,
2390, and 2430 j Municipal Corporations
Law Amendment Bill, 2306 and 2677; State
Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2392; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 2679.
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment BillQuestion by Mr. O'Shanassy, 1840; Bill received from Legislative Assembly, and read
first time, 2276; second reading, 2303; considered in committee, 2304 and 2351; report
adopted, 2399; third reading, 2457; message
from Legislative Assembly intimating agreement to Council's amendments with amendments, 2642; message considered, 2677;
certain of Council's amendments insisted on,
2678; message from Legislative Assembly,
intimating continued disagreement to amendments in clause 47, 2706; message considered
and amendments waived, 2707; amendments
recommended by Governor's message, agreed
to, 2745; Royal assent, 2745.
MURPHY, Hon. H. M. (E. Prov.)-South Province
Election Petition, 93; Consolidated Revenue
(£536,485) Bill. 96; Chairman of Committees,
153; Retrenchment, 411 j County Courts Law
Amendment Bill, 1043; Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 1573 and 1676; Scab
Act Amendment Bill, 1940 and 2026; Land
L~ws Amendment Bill, ~156 JI.Qd2191.
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O'SHANASSY, Hon. JOHN (C. Prov.)-Governor's
Speech, 10; The Library, 153 ; County Courts
Law Amendment Bill, 972, lOll, 1041, 11)42,
and 1044; Local Government, 1041; Coroner!!
Statute Amendment Bill, 11:19 and 114ll;
Local Government Act Amendment Bill,
1228, 1293, 1295, 1339, J38~ 1388, 1392,
1419, 1573, 1578, 1610, 1612, 1674, 1676,
1702, 1704, 1769, 1842, and 1955; Lands
Compensation Bill, 1463 and 1484; The Library Portraits, 1543 and 1577; Scab Act
Amendment Bill. 1573, 1841, 1893, 1942,
1955, 2431, and 2680; Consolidated Revenue
(£600,000) Bill, 1672 i Legal Proceedings
Facility Bill, 1673 and 1769; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, i 769, 2095, 2151, 2152,
2154, 2157, 2159, 2160, 2194, 2196, 2198,
2200, 2203, 2236, 2238, 2327, 2328, 2331,
2638, and 2641; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 1840, 1892, 2304, 2352,
and 2678; Ministerial Crisis, 1939; Transaction of Business in absence of a Minister
of the Crown, 1951; Mining Companies
Limited Lill.bility Amendment Bill, 1951;
Waterworks Commissions Bill, 1999; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill,
2251, 2~76, 2390, and 2430; Mining Companies Bill (No.2), 2252, 2299, 2301, and
23U2; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill,
2395.
PAL~IER,

Sir .J. F. (W. Prov.)-County Courts
Law Amendment Bill, 969. (See ·the Hon.
the President.)
Parliament-Opening of the session, 1 ; prorogation by Governor, 2746.
Payment of Members. (See Compensation to
Members of Parliament Bill.)
Petitions-Against return of lVlr. W. a'Beckett
for South Province, 153; for water supply to
Chiltern, 286 j against abolition of tolls, 968,
1137,1223,1482,1643, and 1672; re County
Courts Law Amendment Bill, 968,an£1 1701; re
Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 1137,
1270,1643,1672,1701,1725,1768,1801,1807,
1840, 1875, 1892, 1955, 2236, and 2249;' re
Coroners Statute Amendment Bill, 1137; re
Scab in Sheep, 1270 and 1462; re )j"'isheries
Act Amendment Bill, 1291; against Legal
Proceedings Facility Bill, 1807; reLand Laws
Amendment Bill, 1875, 2236, and 2276; re
Mining Companies Bill (No.2), 2193 and
2326 j re Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 2298, 2326, and 2389; re State Aid
to Religion Abolition Bill, 2325, 2351, and
2389.
PETTETT, Hon. W. H. (S. Prov.)-Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 2153, 2157, 2201, 2326,
2331, and 2706.
PRESIDENT, Hon. the-Rulings of-South Province Elections Petition, 92; Amendments on
the third reading of a Bill, 1137; Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 1573; The Library Portraits, 1574; New clauses of Bills, 1578 j Passage of Money Bills, 1673; Leave of absence
to Members, 1673; Transaction of business in
absence of a Minister of the Crown, 19!)O i
Compensation to Members of Parliament
Bill, 2390 and 2429.
.
Printing Committee-Reports brought up and
adopted, 867 and 2094.
Privileges of Parliament Bill-Brought in by Mr.
McCrae, a.nd reaq first time, a.
.
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Public Library and Museum Bill-Received from
Legislative Assembly, and read first tIme,
255~; read second time and passed throu~h
committee, 2584; third reading, 2637; Hoyal
assent, 2745. ,
,
Public Works Loan Appropriation Bill-Received
fr9m Legislative Assembly, and passed through
al~ its stages" 1770; ~Oy'al a~sen~, 1808.

Qualitic~tioi:ul',:b~clal'atipns 6f--:Deliiered to, Clerk,
'3, 13, ;j9, 83, ,2~6, .and 530.
."
Queenseliff. Bathing, ,Ground-:QuestIOn by, Mr.
Fraser, 286.

Railway Loan Appropriation Bill-Received from
Legislative Assembly, and passed through all
" its stages, 1770; Royal assent, 1808. (See
Essendon and Upper Murray Railway Construction Blll.)
,'
Railway" Loan Appropriation Bill (No. 2)-Received from Legislative Assembly, and. r~ad
first time, 2389; passed through remamlDg
" " stages, 2430 ; Royal assent, 2745.
Railway Passes-Question by Mr. Highett! re retum' 93' return produced, 224; motIOn by
Mr. iIighett for printing return, discussed and
witlidrawn, 308; renewed and agreed to, 410.
Ratepayers' Roll~Copy ordered, on motion of
Mr: Highett, 14; produced, 672 and 771.
Refreshment Rooms Committee-Neport brought
up'by Mr. AIlderson, and adopted, 530. . .
Religious Equality - Governor's message mtlmat.ing Queen's pleasure, 308.
RetrencIiment~Letter from Under-Secretary read,
8 ~! referred, on motion bf Mr. Highett, to a
seiect committee, 94; committee's report
brought up, 308; adopted, 411.
ROBERTSON, Hon. FRANCIS (N. W. Prov.}-Introdneed and' sworIl, 3; Governor's Speech, 9;
County Court Judges, 1223 j Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 1295, 1392, and
:i7'U4" Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1892,
2i57,'2160, and 2640~
RUSSE~L, Bon. PUILIP(S. W. Prov.)-Introdu~ed
and sworn, 530; ~cab Act Amendment BIll,
1955 and 2026 j Land Laws Ame~dment Bill,
2158, 2198, 2200,and 2202; r.. and Selections,
2236 ; Destruction of Scabby Sheep, 2430.
Scab Act Am~ndment Bill-Received from Legislative Assembly, and read first time, ] 421 ;
second reading moved by Mr. McCrae, 1482 j
ameridment by Mr. Black, for referring Bill
to select committee, 1483; amendment carried,
i484 j . petitions, re Bill referred to select committee, 1573; question by Mr. Graham, 1808 ;
select committee's report brought up, 1841 ;
report adopted, 1877; second reading of Bill
moved by Mr. McCrae, 1877 ; motion seconded
by. Mr. Degraves, 1878; debated by Mr.
O'Shanassy, '1878; MI'. T. T. a'Beckett,
18;9; Mr. Mitchell, 1880 j Mr. Murphy,
1880; Mr. Simson, 1881; !VIr. Black,'1881 ;
Bill· retld second time, 1882; considered in
committee, 1893, 1939, aild 1955; discussion
re further consideration of Bill, 1950; Bill
recommitted, 1983- and 2025; third reading,
2026; message from Legislative Assembly,
intimating agreement to CouIlcil's amendments with' amendinents, 2389; message con'
sidered, and Council's amendments insisted on,
24·30; message from Legislative As!'embly,
intimating continued disagreement with certain of Council's amendme~ts, 26·12; message considered, 2679 i BiU laid aside, 2680~

Scab Inspectors-Refurn ordered, on motion or
Mr Strachan, 1485; produced, 1543.
Scabby ~heep, Destruction of-Question by Mr.
Hussell, 2430.
Sessional Arrangements-Appointment of days of
business and standing committees, 14.
Shires Statute. (See Local Government Act

Amendment Bill).
SIMSON, Hon. ROBERT (W. Prov.)-Introduced
and sworn, 3; Coroners Statute Amendment
Bill, 1140; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 1294.1421, and 16i6; Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 1941, 1942, 1950, 2026, and
2679· Upper Murray Railway Construction
Bill, '2058 j Land Laws Amendment Bill,
2113, 2151, 2153, 2154, 2158, 2197, 2198,
2200,,2237, 2327, and 2640; Electoral Returns 2193 j Compensation to Melli bers of
Parli~ment Bill, 2251; Municipttl Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 2306, 2352, and
2678.
South Province Election Petition-Application
from Mr. Leyi for return of recognizances, 92 ;
referred to Elections and Qualifications Committee, 93; new petitiou from Mr .. Levi
presented and referred to committee, 153;
complaint by Mr. W. a'Beckett of newspaper
reports, 224; committee's report broug~t up,
308; motion by Mr. McCrae for leave to produce papers un trial of The Queenv. Tl'amor,
agreed to, 672.
South- Western Province, Representation ofResignation of Mr. Learmonth announced,
308' return of Mr. Russell, 530.
.
Stamps 'Bill-Received from I,egislative Assembly, and read first time, 2276; !ead ,second
time aud passed through commlltee, 2331 ;
third reading, 235'1 ; Royal assent, 2745.
State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly, 2307; read first
time, 2353;' the Honse called,2389; second
reading moved by Mr. Jenner, 2390; opposed
by Mr. Degraves, 2391 j debate continued by
Mr. W. a'Beckett, 2392; Mr. Mitchell, 2392 ;
Mr. lTraser, 2392; Mr. T. T. a'Beckett, 2392 i
Mr. McCrae, 2394; Mr. O'~hanassy, 2395 ;
Mr. Fitzgerald, 2398; Mr. Campbell, 2398 ;
Bill rejected, 2399.
STRACHAN, Hon. J. F. (W. Prov.) - Abattoirs
Bill 531; Election Petitions Bill, 672; Cor~
one;s Statute Amendment Bill, 1139; Local'
Government Act Amendment Bill, 1393,
1420, 15i2, 1578, and 1611; Scab Inspectors,
1485· the Hon. J. P. Bear, 1673; Land
r..aws' Amendment Bill, 1770,2106, 2111,
2152,2157,2159,2160,2198,2200,2203,2237,
2238, 2328, and 2640; Scab Act Amendment
Bill, 1841, 1894, and 2026; Upper Murray
Railway Construction Bill, 2059; Municipal
, Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 2351.
Tariff, The-Alteration of-Question by Mr. W.
a'Beckett, 2025.
TURNBULL, Hon. HOBERT (E. Prov.)-Chairman
of Committees, 153.
WALSH. Hon. H. S. (C. Prov.)-Introduced and
sworn, 1954.
Waterworks Commissions Bill-Received from
Legislative Assembly, 1951 ; read first time,
19;)6; passed through remaining stages,
2000; Hoyal assent, 2236.
WILLIAMS, Hon. BENJAMIN (E. Prov.)-Introduced a.nd sworn, 3.
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A battoirs Bill-Brought in by Mr. Casey, and read
first time, 101; second reading, 236; considered in committee, 288, 300, and 330; third
reading, 383; message from Legislative Council, intimating agreement to Bill with amendments, 2429 j amendments adopt.ed, 2629.
Abermacculloch, Land at-Question by Mr. Duffy,
1898; discussion thereon, 1899.
Aboriginal Natives Protection Hill-Motion by
Mr. Casey, forleavc to introduce, 1726; agreed
to, and Bill read first time, 1727; second
reading, 1768; passed through remaining
stages, 1801; message from Legislative Council, intimating agreement to Bill with amendments, 1895; amendments adopted, 1989.
Aborigines, The-Question by Mr. Watkins, 288 ;
,
by Mr. Macgregor, 920; vote for protection
of the aborigines discussed in Committee of
Supply, 2314.
Absence of the Speaker-The Chairman of Committees acts as Deputy-Speaker-2456.
Absence of the Clerk-2027 j the Clerk-Assistant
ordered to act pro tem.., 2028.
Adams, the 1.10y- Question by Mr. Bates, 2083.
Adjournments of the House-For the Easter Holidays, 294; re Glass and Quarterman Privilege
Case, 671; over Separation Day, 1258; for two
hours, 1803; in consequence of death of Hon.
J. P. Fawkner, 1873; pending Ministerial
elections, 1954; over "Melbourne Cup" day,
and Prince of Wales birthday, 2193; pending
conference on Land Laws Amendment Bill,
2703.
'
Affidavits, Commissioners for taking-Question by
Mr. McKenna, 741.
Agent-General's Department-Vote discussed in
Committee of Supply, 2316.
Agricultural Statistics, Collection of-Subject
discussed in Committee of Supply, 147 ; provided for in Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 892.
Agriculture, Board of-Return ordered, on motion
of Mr. Macgregor, 69; produced, 178; question by Mr. McCaw, 2000; vote discussed in
Committee of Supply, 2315 ; motion by Mr.
McCaw, for abolition of board, 2339; amendment by Mr. Macgregor against votingmoney,
for board" after the end of the present year,"
234 0 ; amendment carried, 2343.
Ahner, Constable-Question by Mr. James, 2643.
Alexander v. Jones-Leave given to officers of
.
the House to attend at Supreme Court, 98 ;
question by Mr. Blair, 226.
Alexandra Gold-fields-(See LandAct, Operation
of.)
Anderson, Colonel, W. A. D.-Case of-Discussed,
168 and 181.
.
Angora Wool-Question by Mr. Wilson, 100:
Anthony, Mr. Thomas-Case of-Question by
Mr. Walsh, 2116.
Appropriation Bill-Brought in by Mr. Cohen,
aud read first time, 2628 j second reading,
2645 ; considered in committee, 2672, 2703,
and 2732 j third reading, 274\.
Ararat Treasury-Return ordered, on motion of
Mr. McLellan, 2682.
.Arboriculture-Question by Mr. Kitto, 1694.

ASPINALL, Mr. B. C. (St. Kilda)-The Library,
78; The Refreshment Rooms, 81; ThePolice
85; Coroners, 164; Colonel Anderson, 1Sl
and 184; Juries, 324 ; Privilege-Hugh Glass
and John Quarterman, 687; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 1200, 1262, 1264, 1266,
1308, 1634, and 1736; Scab Act Amendment
Bill, 1290 ; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1532
and 1625; Criminal Law and Practice
Amendment Bill, 1764; Mr. M. J. P. Hanify,
1772 and 2281 ; Want of Confidence in the
1\1 cCulloch Ministry-Mr. Byrne's Motion,
19 17; Ministerial Crisis, 1943; Labour Bill,
2192; Production of Despatches, 2213 ; the
Sandhurst Magistrates and the Boy Canning,
2332; Drainage of Swamps, 2363; Administration of the Lands Department, 2462; Mr.
R. D. Scott, 2743: Mr. James Ross, 2744.
Assent to Bills, 99, 807, 1725, 1809, 1883, and
2239.
Assignees in Insolvency, Position of-Discussed
in committee on Insolvency Law Amendment
Bill, 875 and 884.
Audit of Accounts of Local Bodies-Subject discussed in committee on Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 705; in committee on
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 930 and 1214.
Audit Office- Vote discussed in Committee of
Supply, 140.
Ballarat Art Exhibition. (See Libr.ary.)
Bal}arat Land Sales-Question by 1\1 r. Jones,
2277.
Ballarat Magisterial Arrangements-Question by
Mr. Dyte, 1394.
..
Ballarat West, Representation of-Resignation of
.Mr. J ones announced, 154; return to writ,
294 ; ·Mr. Jones sworn on re-election, 344;
Mr. Jones expelled, 52 I ; return to writ, 740;
Mr. Jones sworn on re-election, 845; resignation of Mr. Vale announced, 673; return to
writ, 845; Mr. James sworn on election, 893.
Ballots-For select committee re Water Supply,
32 j for select committee to confer with committee of the Legislative Council re Land
Laws Amendment Bill, 2701.
Banks (Extension of Powers) Bill-Motion by
Mr. Francis for leave to introduce, I 7!); debated, 180; Bill brought in and read first
time, 181; question by Mr. Francis, 1845.
BATES, Mr. WILLIAM (Collingwood)-Governor's
Speech, 4 and 8; Lunatic Asylums,· 130;
Extension of Powers (Banks) Bill, 180; Parks
and Gardens, 223; Railway Department, 280
and 282 j Northcote Bridge, 284 ; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 391 ; Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 710 and 890; County
Courts Law Amendment Bill, 748; Insolvency
Law Amendment Bill, 888 ; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 903, 904, 906,
911, 918, 933, 93ol, 1036, 1136, 1602, 2083,
2086,2091,2240, and 2737; The Library Portraits. 1541; Exclusion of :::;trangers, 1575;
Government Printing-office, 1661, 1662, and
2568; Mr. John Ewart, 1672; Dancing tialoons.
1705; Infirm and 4ied Po()~, 177 ~; State Aid
",
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to Religion Abolition Bill, 1801; Upper Murray
Railway Construction Bill, 1996; Parliament
Stables, 1998 ; The Boy Adams, 2083; Stores
and Transport, 2576; Charitable Institutions,
2578; Jetty at Mount Martha, 2583; Abbotsford Reformatory, 2506; Lackerstein v.
Guthrie, 2597; Mr. R. D. Scott, 2743.
BAYLES, Mr. WILLIAM (Villiers and Heytesburl/)
-Appointment of Magistrates, 27, and 30:
Volunteer Force, 167; Alleged Bribery of
Members, 219; Harbour Improvements at
Warrnambool, 239; Telegraph Extension,
245; Western Railway, 283; Abbotsford Bridge,
284; Local Government Act Amendment
Bill, 30 I, 302, 304, 306, 316, 318, 320, 331,
333, 336,338,342, 708, 710, 712, 716,737,
738,740,890, and 2629; Scab in ~heep, 847;
Mr. H. W. Fay, 868; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 879; North Botanical Gardens,
895; Upper Murray Railway Construction
Bill, 921, and 1994; Scab Act Amendment
Bill, 1007, 1008, 1220,1222, 1289, 1291, 1315,
1382, 1384, and 2647; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1213, 1264, 1281, 1360, 1413, 1424,
1429,1433,1459,16118,1710, 1730,and 1734;
Belfast Harbour, 1609; Compensation to
Discharged Officials, 1663; Harbours of Refuge, 1985; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 1997,2085,2086,2088, and
2732; Endowment of Local Bodies, 2029;
Pneumatic Railway, 2633; Appropriation
Bill, 2675.
Beeac, Police Protection at-Question by Mr.
Connor, 2239.
Beechworth Gaol-Question by Mr. Kerferd,
135.
Belfast Harbour, Improvement of-Motion by Mr.
W rixon in favour of address to the Governor,
agreed to, 1541 ; motion for address proposed
in committee, 1608; discussed and agreed to,
1609 ; resolution adopted, 1672; Governor's
message brought down, 1809.
Bendigo Waterworks Company-Question by Mr.
Mackav, 2028.
Bendock, Police Protection at-Question by Mr.
F. L. Smyth, 1706.
BERRY, Mr. GRAHAM (Geelong West)-Introduced
and sworn, 4 ; Incarceration of a Free Selector,
87; Ministers'Salaries, 161; Coroners, 164;
Military Vote, 177; Water Supply, 263, and
298; Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean, 269; Mr.
MncBain and Mr. McCulloch, 312; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 346, 375,450, and 651 ;
Privilege-Hugh Glass and John Quarterman,
696 and 802 ; North Botanical Gardens, 896 ;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill,
925,928, 1215, and 2086; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1121,1332, 1336, 1338, 1359, 1410,
)413, 1456,1458,146~1462,1473, 1474, 1476,
1563,1568,1626,1648,1651, 1760.2627,2689,
2695, 2696, 2698, 2700, 2720, and 2728;
RailwayConstruction, 1607 ; Volunteers'Land
Certificates, 1677; Administration of theLands
] )epartment, 1683, 1690, 1692,2416,2424, and
2543; Ministerial Crisis, 1944; The Imperial
Government and the Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham'sResolutions, 2179; Labour Bill,2192;
Charitable Institutions, 2317; Public Instruction, 2322, 2429, and 2567; Close of the Session, 2554; Government Printing-office, 2568;
Geelong Protestant Orphanage, 2703.
Bills Rejected by the Legislative Council-Return
ordered, on motion of Mr. Macgregor, 2460;
produced, g62S.

Bills within the 56th Section of the Constitution
Act-Return ordered, on motion of Mr. Casey,
274-1.

Mr. DAVID (Crowlands) - Stawell and
l'leasant Creek, 16, 1:-176. 1422, and 1985;
Appointment of Committees, 18; Land Act
Evasions, 23; Water Supply, 32, 194, 296,
and 315; The Library, 75 and 79 ; The Police,
82 and 86; Presbyterian Church Reserves at
Ballarat, 89; Penal Discipline. 91, 128, and
248 i ; National Museum, I ~9 i Sta tis tics, 146 j
Chinese Interpreters, 163; The Nelson, 175 ;
Volunteer Force. 183; Geodetic Survey,
193; Alleged Bribery of Members, 195.197,
202, 226, 395, 597, 618, and 882; Museum
of Art, 221; The Observatory, 221; Alexander v. Jones, 226; Inquiries by Select Committees, 226; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 305; Postage of Newspapers. 324 ;
Election Petitions, 344; County Courts Law
Amendment Bill, 770; Privilege-Hugh Glass
and John Quarterman, 837 ; i\sking Questions,
847; Privilege Appeals, 867 and 882; Railway Construction, 870; Representation of
Minorities, 883; Land Laws Amendment Bill,
1303 and 1603; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 1779; Public Instruction, 1846;
Mr. Grant, 1885; Want of Confidence in the
McCulloch Ministry - Mr. Byrne's Motion,
1935; Payment of Members, 1974; Administration of the Lands Department, 1989; Mr.
McCulloch's Stations, 2008; Compensation to
Members of Parliament Bill, 2052; Corrupt
Practices Bill, 2080; Fine Arts Commission,
2259 and 2361; The Imperial Government
and the Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2273, 2655, and 2653; Water Supply
Department, 2281; National Gallery, 2307 ;
Charitable Institutions, 2578.
Board of Land and Works, Constitution ofQuestion by Mr. Duffy, 1506; statement by
Mr. G. Paton Smith, 1508. (See Lanas Department, Administration of.;
Boroughs Statute. (See Municipal Corporations
Law Amendment Bill.)
Botanical Gardens (North)-Papers ordered, on
motion of Mr. Crews, 25; produced, 178 and
1!93; motion by Mr. Crews, declaring that the
gardens "should be reserved for recreative
purposes for friendly societies and other public bodies," 893 ; debated, 894; agreed to, 897;
question by Mr. Crews, 2353.
Boundaries of the Colony-Victoria and New South
Wales-Question by Mr. F. L. Smyth, 1694.
BOURKE, Mr. LAWRENCE (Kilmore)-Vote challenged, 2670.
BOWMAN, Mr. ROBERT (Maryburough)-Appointment of l\!agistrates, 25; Telegraph Stations,
98; EvaslOns of the Land Act, 265; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 546, 566, and 626; Police
Bill, 1076; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1738
and 2729; Hepburn Mineral Spring, 1985
and 2015; Land Certificates, 2063 and 2092 ;
Governors of Gaols, 2280; Mail Guards,
2281; Customs Experts, 2459; Administration
of the Lands Department, 2501 and 2524;
Place from which a Member should Speak,
2694.
.
Bribery. (See Members of Parliament.)
Brighton Common School- Questions by Mr.
Everard, 1771 and 1809.
Brown v. Aitken. (~ee Sheep, Destruction of.)
Buckmaster, Constable-Question by Mr. LangBLAJIt,

ton,

2028.
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Budget-Submitted by Mr. McCulloch, 40; debate
thereon, 101; statement by Mr. Cohen, and
discussion thereon, 2573. (See Supply.)
Buninyong Post· office-Question by Mr. Hussell,
101.
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Flood Channel, 2487; Portland Land Busi~
ness, 2571; Portland Volunteer Artillery,
2585; Mr. Duncan McRae, 2595 and 2fl96;
Belfast Harbour, 2598; Appropriation Bill,
2676; Land Laws Amendment Hill, 2698 and

Mr. ROBERT (Sandhurst Borollghs)2737.
Corollcrs, 164; Volunteer Force, 166, 168, BYRNE, l\lr. HODEln (CTowland8) - f'essional
nlld ;;89; Removal of Lunat.ics, 2"1.7 ; Harbour
Arrangements, 17; The Refreshment Rooms,
Improvemen ts at Warrnambtlol, 239 j :3anrl19 and 81 ; Lands Titles Office, 34, 99, 589,
lmrst Post·office, 246; Drainage Works,
and 883 j Discoverers of Gold Fields, 35;
249; Local Government Act Amendment
Railway Accidents, 73; Legislative AssemBill, 306, 317, 331, 338, 7(18, 711, 889, and
bly, 75; Dower, 100 and 1438; Gaol Chap89:.!; Alleged Bribery of Members, 449 and
lains, 129; Audit Office, 141 j Country Tele569; Municipal Corporations Law Amendgraph Offices, 178 j Moloney'S Rush, 178;
ment Bill, 913, 914,918,933,1037, and 1214;
Volunt.eer Force, 184 and 973; South Park,
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1034, 14:34, and
222; Dredging the Yarra, 237; Mordialloc
) 473; Progress of Business, 1437; The
Jetty, 239; ~andridge Jetty, 240 and 1375;
Wilson Selections, 1486; Sandhurst TownAbbotsford Industrial School, 242; Governhall, 1972; State Aid to Heligion Abolition
ment Offices. 248; Drainage Works, 250 ;
Bill, 2069; Administration of the Lands
Mr. Vale and Mr, McKean, 252; Postal
Department, 2230; Sandhurst Water Supply,
Department, 275 and 290; Railway Depart2312, 2361, 2362, and 2585; the Sandhurst
ment, 282 j Public Officials at Landsborough,
Magistrates and the Boy Canning, 2363;
287 and 867; Water Supply, 314; Local
Mining Department, 2748.
Government Act Amendment Bill, 317, 321,
BURTT, Mr, J. G. (N. Melhourne)-Mnseum of
338, 34U, 709,712,716,718,720,734,738,
Art, 137; Agricultural Statistics, 148; Scab
889, 890, and 900 j Post and Telegraph offices
Prevention, 148 and 1008; Ministers'Salaries,
at the Reefs, 344; Mrs. Moran, 344 ; Fiddler's
160; Local Government Act Amendment
Creek, 449 and 755; Privilege-Hugh Glass
Bill, 30J, 323, 332, 339, and 717; Alleged
and John Quarterman, 667, 675, 691, 695,
Bribery of Members, 446; County Courts Law
and 836 j Representation of Portland and
Ballarat West, 705 j County Courts Law
Amendment Bill, 749; Insolvency Law
Amendment Bill, 877; North Botanical
Amendment Bill, 744, 748, 750, 1664, and
1667; "The Boy Nuisance," 752; Upper
Gardens, 895; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 912, 915, !l29, 1135, 2083,
Murray Railway Construction Bill, 759;
and 2241; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1134
Pental Island, 808; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 863, 866, 888, and 1670; Railway
and 1262; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1221 ;
State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 1798,
Construction, 871 j Municipal Corporations
2070, and 2294; Copyright Protection Bill,
Law Amendment Bill, 903, 905, 914, 928,
1838 j Ministerial Crisis, 1944 j Personal Ex1076,1135,1216, and 1839; Railway Printing,
1218; Swan Hill Common, 1235; Land Laws
planation, 1952; Payment of Members, 1978 j
Mrs. Drew, 1998 j Pastoral Occupation, 2013;
AmendmentBi1l, 1264,1277,1297,1329,1354,
1378,1410,1415,1425,1429,143 1,1433,1455,
Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill,
1536,1593,1631,1641,1649,1657,1695,1701,
2047, 2052, and 2056; Corrupt Practices
Bill, 2080; Exhibition of Fine Arts, 2188;
1709,1720,1734, 1737, and 1747; Administration of the Lands Department, 140 I, 1511,
Labour Bill, 2190; Compensation to Governand 1682; Progress of Business, 1437 and
ment Contractors, 2248; Administration of
1495; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1534, 1549,
the Lands Department, 2253, 2259, 2357,
and 1617 ; Exclusion of Strangers, 1588 and
2551, and 2558 j The Aborigines, 2315;
1645; Mr. Kenealy, 1591; Government
Privilege - The Daily Telegraph, 2517 j
Printing -office, 1662; Sandridge Market
McLean v. Curr, 2582 j the late Mr. Foott,
Reserve, 1726 j Fees on Crown Grants, 1809 ;
M.L.A., 2632; Workmen's Lien Bill, 2634.
The New Ministers, 1868, 1888, and 1892;
Bury, Mr. Thomas-Case of-Select committee
Want of Confidence in the McCulloch Minisapp~ted, on motion of Dr. Macartney, 2092;
try, 1899; Ministerial Crisis, 1945.
committee empowered to sit on " no House"
days, 2240; report brought up, 25!)2.
Bushranging-Question by Mr. Kerferd, 1867; Call of the House-For consideration of State Aid
to Religion Abolition Bill, 2064 and 2313.
further question, 2431; discussion thereon,
Canning, The Boy-Statement by Mr. Aspinall ;
2432.
2332; question by Mr. Burrowes, 2363 j
BUTTERS, 'Mr. J. S. (Portland)-Prison Discipline,
question by Mr. Mackay, and statement by
122; Mr. Wintle, 129; Alleged Bribery of
Mr. McDonnell, 2492.
Members, 195, 196, 200, and 521 j Carlton
Gardens, 223; Portland Improvements, 240 Canterbury, Viscount. (See Governor.)
Cape
Otway Coast Track. (See Wrecks outside
and 2259; Abbotsford Industrial School,
Port Phillip Heads.)
242; Public Buildings, 24::i; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 339; (Expelled, Carngham, Road at-Question by Mr. Russell, 412.
CARR, Nlr. J. G. (Geelong West)-Charitable In565 j introduced and sworn, on re-election,
stitutions, 344; Alleged Bribery of Members,
1185;) Municipal Corporations Law Amend35i; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1198 and
ment Bill, 1998, 2024, 2087, 2088, and 2091 j
1416.
Mining Leases, 200 I j State Aid to Religion
Abolition Bill, 2071; Revenue of Portland, Carrum Swamp - Question by Dr. Macartney,
2402.
2092; Steiglitz and Stringer's Creek Goldfields, 2249; Newspaper Postage, 2280; Port- CASEY, Mr. J .•T. (Mandurang)-11unicipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 24, 89,
land and Hamilton Railway. 2281; Charitable
136, 156, 228, 234, 904, 906, 908, 909, 910,
Institutions, 2317, 2318, 25;7, and 2579 i Yarra
BURROWES,
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912, 914, 916, 918,925, 929,930, 932, 1036,
1038, 1075, 1135, 1156, 1214, 1216, 1839,
2024, and 2241; Appointment of Magistrates, 26 and 30; l~Jr. M. J. P. Hanify,
39; Consolidated Revenue (£536,485) Bill,
70; The Library, 79; Official (Mining)
Agents, 88 and 98; County Courts Law
Amendment Bill, 89, 137, 156,324, 742, 744,
746, 748, 750, 766, 768, 770, 806, 853, 855,
858, 861, 86~87~ 1663, 1664, 1667, 1668, and
1722; Local Government Act Amendment
Bill, 89, 137, 156,236,301,304,306,315,316,
318, 320, 322, 331, 333, 336, 340, 705, 707,
709, 711, 712, 714, 720, 735, 737, 738, 740,
789,890,892,897,898, 902,and 2629; Alexander v. Jones, 98 ; Abattoirs Bill, 101,236,288,
290, 300,330, and 383; County Court Judges,
149, 150, 152, and 267 ; Chinese Interpreters,
163 and 1296 ; Curator of Intestate Estates,
163 and 309; Coroners, 164; Government
Advertising, 165,178, 136a,and 166!}; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 218,359,498,557,564,
580, 584, 591, 638, 724, and 845 ; Mr. Vale
and Mr. McKean, 253 and 271; Magistrates
at Landsborough, 287 ; The Rabbit Nuisance,
312; Day of Humiliation, 344; Kyneton
Coroner, 412; l'rivilege-Hugh Glass and
John Quartennan, 673, 674, 689, 700, 775,
and 842; Ways and Means, 726 and 730 ;
Affidavits, 741 ; Melbourne City Court, 741 ;
Upper Murray Hailway Construction Bill,
758; Police Courts and .Public Holidays, 867;
Coroners Statute Amendment Bill, 871, 968,
and 1006; Juries Statute Amendment Bill,
873; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 879 ;
Government Printing-office, 919, 1394, and
1661; ~hire Couneil Presidents, 974; Scab
Act Amendment Bill, 1007, 1385,2205,2206,
and 2245; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1065,
1251, 1252, 1255, 1256, 1258, 1260, 1263,
1273, 1274, i279, 1281, 1284, 1311, 1336,
1338, 1341, 1378, 1380, 1408, 1410, 1412,
1416, 1423, 1427, 1428, 1432, 1434, 1436,
1454, 1458, 1460, 1471, 1472, 1481, 1505,
1506, 1535, 1536, 1538, 1567, 1591, 1603,
1626, 1638, 1642, 1656, 1658, 1695, 1696,
1707, 1708, 1712, 1732, 1734, 1741, 1764,
2600, 2605, 2620, 2622, 2625, 2626, 2684,
2699,2714,2718, and 2746; Charges against
Members in Debate, 1101 and 1103 ; Lunacy
Statute Amendment Bill, 1154, 1269, and
1724; Ballarat" Gold Stealing" Case, 1218;
Railway Printing, 1218 ;. Offences against the
Pawnbrokers Act, 1340; Magisterial Arrangements at Ballarat, 1394; Administration
of the Lands Department, 1396, 1467, 1686,
2233, and 2235; Railway Workshops, 1470 ;
Exclusion of ~trangers, J 583; Waterworks
Commissions Bill, 1616 ; Vacancies in the
Cabinet, 1620 and 1625; Forfeiture of Mining
Shares, 1677; Criminal Law and Practice
Amendment Bill, 1723; Aboriginal Natives
l'rotection Bill, 1726 and 1768; Mining Companies Bill, 1727; Stlfmps Bill, 1810 and 2228 ;
Mining Companies Limited Liability Act
Amendment Bill, 1899 and 1986; \\' ant of
Confidence in the McCulloch MinistryMr. Byrne's Motion, 1912; Labour Bill,
2025, 2188, and 2190; Compensation to
Members of Parliament Bill, 2051; Mining Companies Bill C~o. 2), 2064, 2507,
and 2572 ; Amendments in Clauses of Bills,
2067; Corrupt Practices Bill, 2077 j State
Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2120 I The

Mr. C"''V.

Imperial Government and the ColoniesMr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2169; New
Court-houses, 2276; Mr. Patrick Sullivan,
2281 ; Public Instruction, 2321; Sandhurst
Water Supply, 2362; Spring Gully Reservoir, 2400; Land Selections at Hayannie and
Bridgewater, 2433 ; Public Library and Museum Bill, 2488; Appropriation Bill, 2646
and 2674; Bills within the 56th Section of
the Constitution Act, 2741.
Casting Vote of Speaker- Re amendments of Legislative Council in Land Laws Amendment
Hill, 2696 and 2699 ; re amendments of Le~
gislative Council in clause 47 of Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 2732.
Casting Vote of Chainnan of Committees-On
Mr. Longmore's motion for reducing salary of
Colonel Commandant of Volunteers, 172 ; on
Mr. Macpherson's amendment in clause 322 of
Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 737 ;
on Mr. Dyte's motion for reporting, progress
on Appropriation Bill, 2672.
Castlemaine Benevolent Asylum - Question by
Mr. lGtto. 2029.
Castlemaine Borough v. Bendigo County-Questions by Mr. Farrell. 1695 and 2747.
Castlemaine Water ~upply-Discussion raised by
Mr. Farrell, 1605; question by I\1r. Kitto, 2399.
Census, The-Question by Mr. Vale, 2362.
Cerberus, The-Question by Mr. Kerferd, 2362.
Certificates of Title-Question by Mr. E. Cope, 287.
Chairman of Committees-Hulings of-Mr. Vale
and Mr. McKean, 251 and 270; Recommittal
of Bills, 1649; Amendments in clauses of
Bills, 2067; Mr. Higinbotham's proposed
addition to the Education vote, 2336; Challenging a Member's vote, 2670.
Chairman of Committees acting as DeputySpeaker, 2456.
Charitable Institutions.-Retum ordered, on motion of Mr. Macpherson, 68; produced, 565 ;
grant to the Prince Alfred Hospital discussed
in Committee of Supply, 71; question by
Mr. Duffy, re payment of general vote by
regular instalments,' 257; question by Mr.
Carr, re audit of accounts, 344; vote discussed in Committee of Supply, 2316 and
2576; question by Mr. Davies, 2747.
Chepstowe Post·office.-Question by Mr. Russell,
324.
Chinese Interpreters.-Vote for salaries, &c., discussed in Committee of Supply, 162; question
by Mr. Kitto, J 295.
Civil Servants Reduced, Compensation to-Questions by Dr. Macartney, 2028 and 2162; by
Mr. Whiteman, 2260; by Mr. Francis, 2703.
(See Compen.~ation to Discharged Officials;
also, Retrenchment in the Public Service.)
Civil Service Act, Amendment of-Question by
Mr. Everard, 22.
Civil Service' Examinations -Question by Mr. E.
Cope, 142.
COHEN, Mr. EDWARD (E. Melbourne)-Charitable
Institutions, 71, 72, 2318, 2576, 2578, and
2747; Lunatic Asylums, 132; Management of
the Melbourne Hospital, 133; Volunteer Force,
170; The Nelson, 174 and 2591 ; Heductions
in the Lands Department, 189; Parks and
Gardens, 222; Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean,
252; Alleged Bribery of Members, 393, 558,
573, and 649; Insolvency Law Amendment
Bill, 866, 875, 880, 885, 886, 888, and 1181;
North Botanical Gardens, 895; Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 909, .911,
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912, 914, 925, 927, 1075, 1216, 1998, 2024,
2084,' 2086, 2088, and 2091; Scab Act
A mendment Bill, 1007; Administration of
,the Lands Department, 1112, 1404, ) 510,
1515,' 2232, 2456, 2549, and 2557; Land
Laws Amendment Bill, 1130, 1332, 1380,
1554, 1550, 1707, and 1709; Progress of
Business, 14~4 and 1658; Whale Fishing,
1510; Vacancies in the. Cabinet, ]530;
Criminal Law and Practice Amendment Bill,
1724; Fisheries Ac~ Amendment Bill, 1804;
The New Ministers, 1890 and 1892; (Introduced on' re-election, 1956); Payment of
Members, 1976; Western Harbours, 1985 and
2313; Wrecks outside Port Philip Heads,
1986; Mr. Morris Lee, 2025; Compensation
to Government Contractors, 2248; Steiglitz
and Stringer's Creek Gold-fields, 2249; The
Pilot Service, 2279 ; The Aborigines, 2314;
The Queen v. Laclterstein, 2331,2332,2597,
and 2598; A. S. Dewar, 2339; . Telegraph
Arrangements, 2359 ; Sandhurst. Water
Supply, 2361; Supply, 2365; Publjc Instruction, 2428; Customs Experts, 2459; Customs
Frauds, 2460, 2487, 2516, 2585, and 2631 ;
GoveJ:nment Printing-office, 2568; The Public
Finances, 2573; Stores and Transport. 2576;
Mr. W. H. Wright, 2579; Mr. P. J. Williams,
2580; McLea.n v. Curr,.' 2582; the late Rev.
VV. JIilI, 2583; Mr. Duncan McRae, 2595 and
2596; Abbotsford H~formatory, 2596; Ways
and Means, 2628; Appropriation Bill, 2628,
2645, 2673, 2676, alld 2741; the late Mr.
Foott, M.L.A., '2632; Pneumatic Railway,
2633; The 'Fublic Account, 2636; Cape
Otway Coast Track, 2643; Immigrant ~hips,
2682; Mr. James Ross, 2744 ..
Cole's and Raleigh's Wharfs-Question by. Captain
Mac MaholJ, 310.
Coliban Water Scheme-Question by Mr. Humflhiy, re Messrs. Wardle and Reilly, 1077;
return ordered, on motion of Mr. Humffray,
1220; produced, 1394; question by Mr. Burrowes. :l585; discussion thereon, 2586. (See
Water Supply.)
Committees (permanent)-Appointed, 18; discussion as to constitution of committees, 18;
vacancies filled up, 1987.
. '
Committees (select)- Appointed, 8, 32, 220, 703,
87 I, 1469, 1730, 1840, 2092, 2701. and 2707;
question by Mr. Blair, re examination of wit,
nesses on oath, 226.
Common Schools, Social .distinctions in-Questions by Mr. Everard, 1706, 1771, and 1809.
Compensation to Discharged Officials-Question
. ,by Mr. King, 492 j by Mr. Whiteman, 691
and 1219; by Mr. Walsh, 1296; by Mr.
Bayles, 1663; by Mr. Frazer, 2707.
Compensation to Members of Parliaqlent Bill.
. (See Payment of M emhers.) .
COI!1plain~ CQ.mmitt~e.
(See.Members of Par.' liament,).,
".
,. .
Conference with Legislative Council, re Land
Laws Amendment Bill, 2703.
CONNOR, Mr. J. H. (Po/warth and S, Grenville)Western Railway, 22, 283, 1985, and 2643 ;
Land J.-aws Amendment Bill, 227, 961, 1265,
1278,1284,1299,1318,1334,1343,1351,1354,
1360, 137~ ]380, 140~ 1416, 142~ ]42~ 1429,
1431,1473; 1474, 1478,1561,1569,1593,1640,
. 164.9, 1650, and 27.29 ; Industrial Schools, 27 7 ;
rrhe Rabbit Nuisance, 311 ; Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 706, 709,897, 898, 900,
and 902 I ~pper Murrar Railwar Construction
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Bill, 759 and 921 ; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 886; Railway Construction. 871,
973,1991; and 2681; Scab Act Amendment
Bill, 1289, 1290, and 1338; The Police, 1362 ;
Progress of Business, 1437 and 1494; Exc]usion of Strangers, 1589 ; Vacancies in the
Cabinet, 1618 j Fencing Law Amendment Bill,
1990; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill,
2068; Police Protection at Beeac, 2239; Cape
Otway Coast Track. 2643. .
Consolidated Revenue (£536,485) Bil1-Prought
in by Mr. McCul1och, and passed through all
.1'
its stages, 70.
Consolidated Revenue (£500,000) Bill-Brought
in by Mr. McCulloch, and read first time; 742;
passed through remaining stages. 765 ..
Consolidated Revenue (£600,000) Bill-Brought
in by Mr'-McCulloch, and passed through all
its stages, 1663.
COPFJ, Mr. Edward (East Bourke Boroug/ts)Penal Department, 92 j Lunatic Asylums, 130
and 132; Government Shorthand Writer, 138;
National Museum, 139; Civil Service Examination, 142 ; Volunteer Force, 183; Lands
D~partment, 185, 187, 189; 190, and 194;
Geodetic ~urvey, 193; Public Works Department, 237; .Iudustrial Schools, 242 and 277;
Northcote Bridge, 285; 111urphy v. Alitchell,
287; Kew Lunatic Asylum, 287; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 334,339,340,
and 343; Personal Explanation, 536 and
1545; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment·Bill, IQ40, 2084, 2087, and 2088; Land
Laws Amendment Bil1, 1206, 1334, 1337.
]416, 14!'i5, and 2734; Vacancies in the
Cabinet, 1548; Exclusion of Strangers, 1575,
1576, 1580, and 1589 ; Belfast Harbour. 1609 ;
Government Printing-office, 2568; Mr. Duncan
McRae. 2590,. 2596, and 2744; Abbotsford
Heformatory,2596; PneumaticRailway,2633;
Scab Act Amendment Bill, 2647; State Aid
to Religion, 2741,
.
Cop~;, Mr. THOMAS (Normanby)-Hamilton Landoffice, 191; Abattoirs Bill, 288; Local G 0vernment Act Amendment Bill, 7 10 ; Endowment of Local' Bodies, 883'; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 1035, 1426, and 1458;
Railway Extension, 1220; Scab Act Amendment Ui1I, 1384; Ministerial Crisis, 1944;
Western Harbours, 2312; Administration of
the Lands Department, 2426; Public Instruction, 2567; Portland Hospital, 2579; McLean
v. Curr, 2582; Mr. Duncan McRae, 2589 and
2596; Pneumatic Railway, 2632; Hamilton
Revenue, 2637 .
Copyright Protection Bill- Brought in by Mr.
G. Paton Smith, and read first time, 1005 ;
second reading, 1837; considered in committee,
1839 and 1981; recommitted, 1990 and 2023;
third reading, 2057.
Coroners-Vote discussed in Committee of Supply,
. 163.
Coroners Statute Amendment Bill-Brought in by
Mr. Casey, and read first time, 872; read
second time, and passed through committee,
968; third reading, 1006; message from Legislative Council, returning Bill with amendments, 1288; amendments adopted, 1386.
Corporal Punishment-" The Boy Nuisance "Question by Mr. Byrne, 752.
Corrupt Practices Bill-Brought in by Mr. Langton,
and read first time, 1810; motion by Mr.
Langton for second reading, 2075; debated,
2075 J negatived, 2082.
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Counts Out-On Mr. Burrowes' motion for a vote
of thanks to the Volunteer Force, 589; during
division on clause 26 of Insolvency Law
Amendment Bill, 1108; in committee on the
Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1222; on the
question that the Speaker do leave the chair
1'e cummittal of Lunacy Statute Amendment
Bill, 1270; on assembling of House, 1875 and
1892; during debate on report of Lands Department Committee, 2457 and 2637; in com..
mittee on the Appropriation Bill, 2677.
County Court Fees-Question by Mr. Walsh,
2001.

County Court J udges-Vote discussed in Committee of Supply, 149; motion by Mr. Fellows,
for select committee to inquire into necessity
of appointing an additional judge, 267; negatived, 268.
County Courts Law Amendment Bill-Governor's
message brought down, 89; considered in
committee, and resolution proposed by Mr.
Casey agreed to, 137; resolution adopted, and
Bill brought in and read first time, 156;
second reading, 324; considered in committee,
742, 765, and 806; report considered, 853;
adopted, 862, third reading, 875; message
from Legislative Council, returning Bill with
amendments, 1249; amendments dealt with,
1663; message from Legislative Council, insisting on amendment re number of judges,
1722; Assembly's objection waived, 1722;
clerical errors amended, 1772; amendments
recommended by Governor's message, agreed
to, 1803.
Court Houses, New-Questions by Mr. Plummer
and Mr. F. L. Smyth, 2276.
CREWS, Mr. J. B. (S. Bourke)-The Refreshment Rooms, 19 and 81; North Botanical
Gardens, 25, 893, and 2353; Prince Alfred
Hospital, 73 ; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 136,903,911, 914, 917,

Criminal Statistics-Return ordered, on motion
of Mr. Fellows, 1986.
Crown Grants-Question by Mr. MacBain, re
non-publicatiun, 919 ; question by Mr. Byrne,
re fees, 1809.
Crown Solicitor's Offire - Vote discussed in
Comlllittee of Supply, 144.
Customs Experts - Question by Mr. Bowman,
2459.

Customs Frauds-Motion by Mr. Rolfe for papers,
2459; agreed to, 2460; papers produced,
2623; questions by Mr. G. Paton Smith, 2487
and 2515; by Mr. Rolfe, 25R5; motion by Mr.
Holfe, requiring all cases of evasion of duty
to be reported to the House, agreed to, 2631.
Customs Laws Amendment Bill-Motion by Mr.
G. Paton Smith. affirming the expediency of
amending the laws relating to the Customs.
1729; agreed to, 1730; adopted, and Bill
brought in and read a first time, 1768; read
second time, and passed through committee,
1839; third reading, 1982.
Customs Seizures. (See Queen v. Lackerstein.)

Dancing Saloons-Question by Mr. Bates, 1705.
DAVIES, Mr. B. G. (The Avoca)-National Museum, 140 j "The Gold-fields of Victoria,"
774; Administration of the Lands Department, 1363; Mining on Private Property,
2431; Bushranging. 2432; Personal Explanation, 2515; Mr. R. D. Scott, 2743;
Charitable Institutions, 2747.
Days of flitting-Appointed, 17; question by Mr.
Humffray, and discussion thereon, 870.
Dean - - (a Free Selector), Incarceration ofQuestion by Mr. Berry, 87.
.
Declarations. (See O1'iminal Law and P"actice
Amendment Bill.)
Deeds, Validity of-Pratt v. Williams-Question
by Mr. Macgrcgor, 384.
Defence of the Colony.. (See The Nelson.)
918, 926, 929, 9ao, 932, 1039, 1840, 2089,
Dewar, A. S., Petition of-Ordered, on motion of
:l090, and 2240; Mining By-laws, 143;
Mr. Hanna, to be referred to Minister of
Volunteer Force, 168 and 182; Alleged
Customs, 2339.
Bribery of Members, 220, 395, and 845; Divisions-In full House-On Mr. G. Paton
Mordialloc Jetty, 239; Water Supply-New
Smith's motion re Mr. McCulloch and Mr.
Contracts. 264; Abattoirs Bill, 288; Local
Francis, 396; on Mr. G. Paton Smith's
Government Act Amendment Bill, 304, 306,
motion for bringing Mr. Glass and Mr.
316,318,321,322,334,338,343,708,718,
Quarterman to the bar, 588; on Mr. Mac735, 736, 738, and 891; County Courts
pherson's motion for adjournment of debate,
I . aw Amendment Bill, 742; Insolvency Law
re committal of Mr. Glass and Mr. QuarterAmendment Bill, 887 and 888; Land Laws
man, 626; on Mr. Macgregor's amendment
Amendment Bill, 10al, 1251, ]253, 1265,
re committal of Mr. Glass and Mr. Quarter1335, 1351, 1361, 1376, 1379, 1409, 1418,
man, 656; on Mr. Berry's amendment to Mr.
1423, 1428, 1537, 1568, 1576, 1599, 1603,
Casey's motion re Privilege Appeal, 836; on
1647,1648, and 1701 ; Immigration, 1339 ;
Mr. Fellows' amendment in clause 125 of
Progress of Business, 1437; The Railway
County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 861 ;
Workshops, 1470 and 1515; The Yan Yean,
on second reading of Land Laws Amendment
1539 and 1803 j Railway Construction, 1607;
Bill, 1213; on Mr. Langton's motion re AdThe New Ministers, 1889; Want of Conministration of Lands Department, 1406; on
fidence in the McCulloch Ministry-Mr.
Mr. Whiteman's motion for appointing Mr.
Byrne's Mot.ion, 1920 and 1923; Oakleigh
Langton a member of the Lands Department
Police, 2029; Public Instruction, 2567;
Inquiry Committee, 1468; on motion for
Constitution of the Macpherson Ministry,
House meeting on Thursdays, at two o'clock
2570; Supply Bill, 2571; Abbotsford Rep.m., 1496; on Mr. Fellows' motion for
formatory, 2596; Appropriation Bill, 2703.
adjourning consideration of Council's amendCriminal Law and Practice Amendment Billments in County Courts Law Amendment
Brought in by Mr. G. Paton Smith, and read
Bill, 1668; on Captain Mac Mahon's motion
first time, 1422; second reading, 1723;
re reports of Lands Department Committee,
passed through committee, 1724; report
1688; on motion for third reading of Land
considered, 1764 ; third reading, 1766; mesLaws Amendment Bill, 1764 ; on Mr.
sage from Legislative Council, intimating
Aspinall's motion to amend clause 2 of the
agreement to Bill with an amendment,
Criminal Law and Practice Amendment Bill,
1804; amendment adopted, 1804.
1765; on Mr. Wilson's motion for adjourn-
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House, 1803; on motion for adjournment of House, in consequence of
death of Hon. J. P. Fawkner, 1875; on Mr.
Byrne's motion of want of confidence in the
McCulloch Ministry, 1929 and 1939; on
second reading of Compensation to Members
of Parliament Bill, 2051 ; on amendments of
Legislative Council in Scab Act Amendment
Bill, 2244; on Mr. McKean's motion declaring
Mr. Stutt to have exercised undue influence
with the Lands Department, 2455; on Mr.
McKean's motion declaring Mr. Miller to
have exercised undue influence with the Lands
Department, 2486; on Mr. McKean's motion
in favour of the appointment of a. royal
commission, re administration of the Lands
Department, 2552; on Mr. Frazer's motion
requiring names of Lands Department Commissioners to be submitted to the Hoose,
2561 ; on amendments of Legislative Council
in Land Laws Amendment Bill, 2621, 2622,
2633, 2692, 2695, 2696, 2699, 2700, 2701,
2727,2730,2731,2738, and 2739; on Legislative Council's amendment in clause 324 of

Local Government Act Amendment Bill,
2630; on Mr. Jones's motion for reduction of
railway fares, 2636; on amendments of Legislative Council in clause 47 of Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 2732.
Divisions-In Committee-On the Refreshment
Rooms vote, 82; on the Lunatic Asylums vote,
133; on the Shorthand Writer's vote, 138 ; on
Mr. Longmore's motion for reducing salary of
Colonel Commandant of Volunteers, 172; on
votes for Lands Department, 190, 192, and 194;
on Mr. Farrell's amendment in clause 244 of
Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 318 ;
on Mr. Reeves' amendment in clause [.7 of
same Bill, 337; on Mr. Bayles' amendment
in clause 133, 339; on clause 231 of same
Bill, 714; on clause 318, 719; on Mr. Fellows' motion to refer question of order from
Committee of Ways and Means to the House,
734; on Mr. Casey's amendment in clause
322 of Local Government Act Amendment
Bill, 735; on Mr. Crews' amendment in same
cla.use, 735 ; on Mr. Macpherson's amendment
in same clause, 736; on Mr. Bayles' proposal re abolition of tolls, 739; on Mr. Watkins' motion for reporting progress on Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, i39; on
Mr. McKean's amenoments in clause 8 of
County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 743 and
745; on Mr. Macpherson's amendment in
same clause, 745; on clause 175 of Illsolvency
Law Amendment Bill, 887; on Mr. Russell's
amendment in clause 133 of Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 890; on l\1r.
Richardson's amendment (against abolition of
tolls) in clause 322 of same Bill, 891 ; on ~ir.
Connor's motion to insert clause re fines and
forfeitures, in same Bill, 900; on clause 12 of
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill,
926; on Mr. Kerferd's motion to report progress on Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 934; on Mr. Fellows' amendment
in clause 277 of same Bill, 1038; on Mr.
Mackay's amendment in same clause, 1041 ;
on Mr. Byrne's amendment in clause 319
of same Bill, 1076; on Mr. Higinbotham's
and Captain Mac Mahon's amendments in
clause 7 of Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1310;
on Mr. Kemot's amendment in clause 14 of
same Bill, 1333; on Mr. McKean's amend-
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ment in same clause, 1336; Oil Mr. Higinbotham's amendment in clause 18 of same
Bill, 1351; on Mr. Fellows' amendment in
same clause, 1361 ; on Mr. Connor's amendment in same clause, 1381; on Mr. Macgregor's amendment in clause 19 of same Bill,
1430; on Mr. Longmore's amendment in
same clause, 1432; on Mr. MacBain's amendment in same clause, 1436; on Mr. Macgregor's
amendment in clause 20 of same Bill, 1461;
on Captain Mac Mahon's amendment in clause
21, 1472; on Mr. Berry's amendment in
clause 29, 1476; on clause 29, 1480; on Mr.
Macgregor's amendment in clause 31, 1481 ;
on Mr. Longmore's amendments in clanse 32,
1502 and 1505; on Mr. Duffy's amendment
in same clause, 1503; on Mr. Everard's
amendment re pastoral occupation, 1566; on
Mr. Mackay's amendment in clause 58, 1571;
on amendments of Mr. Crews, Mr. Farrell,
Mr. McKean, and Mr. Macgregor, re pastoral
occnpation, 1576 and 1577; on Mr. McKean's
amendment in clause 100, 1601; on clause
100, 1603; on Mr. Russell's amendment in
Mr. Casey's new clause, re conditions of pastorallicences, 1604; on Mr. Richardson's proposal re transfers, 1647; on Mr. Wrixon's
proposal re volunteer certificates, 1655; on
Mr. Longmore's proposals re grazing rights,
1656, 1733, and 1741 ; on Mr. Higinbotham's
motion to reduce maximum area of agricultural allotments, 1701 ; on clause 90, 1713;
on Mr. Bayles' amendment re sites for places
of public worship, &c., 1738; on Mr. Everard's
amendment for increasing squatting rents,
1741; on Mr. McCulloch's resolutions for
abolition of ::;tate aid to religion, 1799; on
Mr. Longmore's motion re payment of members, 1981; on Captain Mac Mahon's amendment in clause 3 of State Aid to Religion'
Abolition Bill, 2072; on clauses re Hackney
Carriage Consolidated Districts and Boards
(Municipal Bill), 2C85, 2087, and 2090; on
Mr. ~cCaw's amendment in the preamble to
the Labour Bill, 2193; on Mr. Vale's motion
for reporting progress on Charitable Institutions vote, 2318; on Mr. Higinbotham's
motion for reporting progress on the Education vote, 2339; on Captain Mac Mahon's
motion for reporting progress on Mr. Higinbotham's resolutions, re Relations of the
Imperial Government and the Colonies, 23.''i();
on Mr. G. Paton Smith's motion for reporting
progress from Committee of Supply, 2366 ; on
motions for reporting progress on Education
vote, 2567 and 2568; on motion for reporting
progress on l~rinting-oftice vote, 2568; on the
vote for amount of award and costs in Lackerstein v. Guthrie, 2598; on Mr. lIiginbotham's
resolutions re the Imperial Government and
the Colonies, 2657, 2670, and 2671 ; on ~lr.
Dyte's motion for reporting progress on the
A ppropriation Bill, 2672.
Dock Accommodation - Resolution authorizing
expenditure on Alfred Graving-dock, passed
in committee, 2572; adopted, 2588.
Dower, Law relating to - Amendment of Questions by Mr. Byrne, 100 and 1438;
Governor's message brought down, 16i7;
considered in committec, and resolution
agreed to, 1804; adopted, 18:17.
Dower Bill-Rrought in by Mr. G. Paton Smith,
and read first time. 18;57; passed through remaining stagcs, 2275.
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Drew, Mrs.-Motion by Mr. J. T:Smith iil·favour
of grant of £ 100, passed in committee, 1998;
resolution nlported and adopted, 2025.
DIH'FY, Mr, .C. GAVAN (Dalll.Ousie)-Sessional
Arrangements, 18; J\ppointment of Committees, 18;' Mr. M. J: P. Hanify, 39; Legislative Assembly, 75; 'Payment of Members,
101,940. and 1975; National Gallery, 137,
1363,2062, 2116, 2308, and 2356; National
Museum, 138 and 140; County Court Judges,
152; Ministers' Salaries, 159; Volunteers'
Land Certificates, 169, 170, and 1071; The
Victoria, 17'2; Removal of Lunatics, 178; the
Surveyor-General and the Lands Department,
186, 188, and 190; Land Act Evasions, 191 i
Industrial Schools, 240; Charitable Institutions, 257; Mail Communication with
Europe, 275; Railway Department, 281 i
Water Supply, 296; Dr. Macartney, 311;
Alleged Bribery of Members, 385, 410, 574,
577,579,585, 591, and 603; Privilege-Hugh
Glass and ,John Quartermaq, 665,673,674,
681, 694, 70 I, 825, 842, and 1449; The Mint,
721; Mr. Moriarty, 723; Fencing I.aw Amendment Bill, 723; Ways and Means, 727 and
732; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 752, 852,
974,987,1019,1021,1249,1251, 1253, 1254,
1256, 1258, 1261, 1262, 1265, 1266, 1273,
1274, 1276, 1281, 1282, 1284, 1302, 1312,
1341, 1342, 1347, 1350, 1353, 1356, 1361,
1378, 1408, 1411, 1412, 1418, 1428, 1436,
1454, 1458, 1481, 1500, 1502, 1536, 1596,
1598, 1603, 1604, 1632, 1649, 1695, 1707,
1711, 1712,1731, 1740, 1742, 1764,2604,
2615, 2622, 2627, 2690, 2694, 2696, 2698,
2710,2728,2736, and 2738; Pastoral Tenants'
Licences, 752; Upper Murray Railway ConetructionBill, 756; County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 765, 767, 769, 770, 855, 858, and
861 ; Subdivisions under the Land Act, 809 ;
Mr. Vale, 869; Postponcd Votes, 883; North
Botanical Gardens, 896; Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 899 and 902; Board of
Land and Works, 991, 1506, and 1510; Limitation of Speech in Debate, 1100 and 1153;
Mode of Putting Questions, 1111 ; Administration of the Lands Department, 1145, 1147,
1296, 1368, 1373, 1398, 1439, 1444, 1449,
1465, 1467, 1468, 1679, 1684, 1693, 1845,
2255,2364, 23i8, 2435, 2461, and 2555; Land
Regulations, 1181 and 1544 ; Alexandra Goldfields, 1181 ; The Agricultural Areas, 1259;
Glenhope and' Spring Plains, 1437; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1525, 1528, 1545, 1550,
and 1619 ; Exclusion of' Strangers, 1580, 1583,
158f, and 1645; Mr. Kenealy, 1589; Godfrey's
Creek, 1725; Aboriginal Natives Protection
Bill. 1727; State Aid to Religion Abolition
Bill, 1788; Public Instruction, 1829, 2335,
2:337, 2427. and 2564; The New Ministers,
1868 :md 18iO; Sccret Socidies, 1896; Land
at Abermacculloch. 1898; Want of Confi· .
dence in the McCulloch Ministry-MI'. Byine's
Motion, 1911 and 1924; Ministerial Crisis,
I ~43; Mining Companies Limited Liability
Act Amendment Bill, 1948; The lVlacpherson
Ministry-Explanations, 1957 and 1964;
Electoral neturns, 2117; The Imperial Goycrnment and the Colollies - '\.1'. Higin. botham's Resolutions, 2162, 21 i2, 2648, 26.')0,
and 2659; Privilege-The Daily Telegraph,
2211 and 2517; Immigration, 2316 and 2355;
Charitable Institntions, 2317; Amendment
of the Electoral Law1 2353 i Bushmngillg, ,

2432; Public Library and Museutn Bill,
2488; Personal Explanation, 2515; Order of
Business, 2553; Mr: P:' ,J. Williams, 2581 ;
:Deserters from the Flying ,Squadron, 2644;
Challenging a Member's vote, 2671; Place
from which a Membel~ should Speak,·2694.
DYTE, Mr. C~AR'LES (Bq.lIarat Easi)-Mutlicipal
Corpora~lo?s La~ ~mendmeQt Bill, 24, 136,
23:-,; ,903; 906,9.09, 910, 912;,.107:6, .1135,
1136, 1217, and ?083;' "eleg~aph$.t~tions,
101; Prison Disclplin~, 122; ~i'eelong Gaol,
124; Lunatic Asylums, 130 and 132; Telegraph Extension, 154; M.ining qn Private
Property, 156; Chinese Interpreters, 163;
Coroners, 163; Government 'Advertising,
165; Volunteer Force, 167; Military Vote,
177 ; Miners' Rights, 227;. Alleged Bribery
of Members, 554, '558. 563, 57'l, 577, and
593; Local Governme.nt}\ct AmendmentBill,
707, 736, 738, and 902; Mr. Moriarty. 741,
847, and 1220; Co~ntyCourts Law Amendment Bill, 743; Water Supply, ~70; Coroners Statute Amendment Bill, 872; Lands
Compensation Bill, 967; Mode of Putting
Questions, 1 I 11; Land Laws Amendment
Bill, 1133, 1285, 1304, 1320, 1331, 1333, 1334,
1336, 1350, 1354, 1361, 1500, 1506, and
2700; Railway Rolling-stock, 1220; Ballarat "Gold Stealing" case, 1247; Offences
against the Pawnbrokers Act, 1340; Magisterial Arrangements at Ballarat, 1394;
Administration of' the Lands Department,
1405, 1515. 1686, 2257, 2551, and 2555;
Progress of Business. 1494; Forfeiture of
Mining Shares, 1677; Criminal Law and
Practice Amendment Bill, 1723; Waterworks
Commissions Bill. 1767, 1805, 1806) and
2029; The ~ew Ministers, 1872 and 1889;
Mining under Streets, 1885; Mining Companies Limited Liability Act. Amendment
Bill, 1949 and 1986; Mining' Leases, 2028
and 2742 ; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill, 2030; Inspe.ction. of Forests,
2063; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill,
2074; Adjournment of' the House, 2162;
The Flying Squadron, 2434; Vaccination,
2515; Mining Companies Bill (No.2), 2554;
Lepers, 2571; The Nelson, 2591; Leigh
Creek tichool, 2600 ; Customs Frauds, 2631 ;
Constable Ahner, 2643; Appropriation Bill,
2672 and 2676; Challenging a Member's
vote, 2670.
Easter Holidays-Motion by Mr. McCulloch for
adjournment of the House, agreed to, 266;
House re-assembled, 294.
Edinburgh. H.R.H, the Duke of-Despatch from
Secretary of Stale, acknowledging Address to
the Queen, 4; question by Captain Mac Mahon,
re the Duke's second visit, 1Ii; motion by
1\11'. Everard, der.Jaring it unnec'cssary to vote
any money for the reception of B. R. H.,
36; previous question moved by Captain
Mac Mahon, 36; both propositions withdrawn,
38 j question by Mr. Everard, re Government
expenditure, 940 j motion by Mr. l~onglllore
for select committee re presents, 154~; discllssed and withdmwn, 1543; despateh from
Secretary of State acknowledging the Queen's
sense of the feeling displayed in the Duke's
reception, 1883.
Education, Board of-Question by Mr. Mackay,
re interest· on bank overdraft. and discussion
thereon, 2117 i motion by Dr. 1\Iacartllcy for
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pape~s, re conduct ~f an inspector, 2747;
agreed to, and papers produced, 2748.
Education Vote-Question by Mr. Whiteman,
722. (See Public Ins/ruction.)
Eight Hours ~abour-Question by Mr. Everard,
2624. (See Labour Bdl.)
Election Petitions-Question by Mr, Blair, 344.
Elections and Qualifications Committee-Speaker's
warrant produced, 24.
Elections, Extension of Polling Hours at-Question
by Mr. Russell, 908.
Electoral Law, Amendment of-Question by Mr.
Reeves, 16; by Mr. Duffy, 2353; by Mr.
Frazer, 2748.
Electoral Registrars, A ttendance of-Question by
Mr. Langton, 1803.
Electoral Returns-Ordered, on motion of Mr.
Duffy, 2117; produced, 2552.
Electors' Rights- Question by Mr. Richardson,
1012.
Emerald Hill Common-Question by Mr. Whiteman, 1235.
Emerald Hill Postal Service-Questions by Mr.
Whiteman, 16 and 1575.
Essendon Railway-Question by Mr. Riddell, 88;
by Mr. King, 2457.
Essendon and Upper Murray Railway Construction
Bill-Motion by Mr. Sullivan for leave to
introduce, 755; debated, 756; agreed to, and
Bill read first time, 765; order of the day for
second reading postponed, 903; question by
Dr. Macartney, and discussion thereon, 920;
question by Mr. Kerferd, 1239; motion by
Mr. Longmore for second reading, 1990; debated, 1991; Bill read second time, 1996;
passed through committee, 1997; third reading, 2023; question by Dr. Macartney, re
purchase of 1l1.nd, 2277; question by Mr.
McCaw, re contracts, 2310; question by Mr.
Connor, re limit of construction expenditure,
2681. (See Railway Loan· Appropriation
Bills.)
.
Estimates Brought Down-Estitp.ates for 1869 and
Supplementary Estimates for 1868, 40;
Amended Estimates, 2312; Additional Estimates for 1869, and Additional SUl1plementary
Estimates for 1868, 2403; Further Additional
Estimates for ) 869, 2587.
EVERARD, Mr. JOHN (Collingwood)-Retrenchment in the Public Service, 17 and 128; Civil
Service Act, 22; Appointment of Magistrates, 28; The Duke of Edinburgh, 36, 38,
940, and 1542; Legislative Council, i 4 ;
PeDal Department, 9); Land Act Evasions,
134; Crown Solicitor, 145; County Court
Judges, 152 ; Ministers'Salaries, 162 ; Chinese
Interpreters, 162; Government Advertising,
165; Volunteer Force, 167; The Nelson,
173 and 174; Extension of Powers (Banks)
Bill, 180; Lands Department Vote, 185,
187,189, and 191; Alleged Bribery of Members, 221 and 392; Mordialloc Jetty, 238;
Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean, 252, 266, and
270; Water Supply, 295, 1260, and 211 i ;
Mr. MacBain and Mr. McCulloch, 313;
Visitor~' Book, Hailway Department, 566;
MUJ'(ler at Pentridge, 751; Government Offices
in Private Houses, 848; Insolvency Law
Amendment BiIl, 885, 886, and 1670; I~and
Laws Amendment Bill, 950, 1265, 127 ;;, 121:15,
1377, 1407, 1409. 1424, 1432, 1434, 1459,
1473, 1535, 1552, 1566, 1594, 16ii2, 1655,
1695, 1700, 1718, 1730, 1733, 1734,1741,
lVG2, 2627, 2723, 2728,2733,2736, and 2740; .
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Administration of the Lands Department,
1141, 1152, 1184, 1235, 1271, 1296, and
1684; American· Postage Hates, ) 184;
Privilege-.Mr. Hugh Glass, 1184; Pastoral
Occupation, 1296 and 1998; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1382,2208, and 2244; Vacancies
in the Cabinet, 1521 and 1623; Mr. John
Ewart, 1672; Sale Common School, 1706;
Mining Leases, ) 707; Brighton Common
School, 1771 and 1809; State Aid to Religion
Abolition Bill, 1800, 2065, 2070, and 2122;
The New Ministers, 1868, 1872, and 1888;
Wsnt of Confidence in the McCulloch
Ministry-Mr. Byrne's Motion, 1921; Ministerial Crisis, 1944; Formation of the Macpherson Ministry, 1952; Mining Companies
Limited Liability Act Amendment Bill, 1952 ;
Mr. McCulloch's Stations, 2009; Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 2091;
l.abour Bill, 2189 and 2190; Exploration
Liabilities, 2350;' European Mail Service,
2360; Supply, 2561 ; Government Printingoffice, 2568; Eight Hours Labour, 2624;
Telegraph Messages, 2625; Appropriation
Bill, 2646, 2674, and 2704.
Ewart, John-Case of-Motion by Mr. McCaw
in favour of address to the Governor, 1541 ;
agreed to, 1542; subject considered in committee, 1671; motion for address agreed to,
1672; resolution adopted, 1725.
Exhibition Building-Question by Mr. Francis,
24. (See Mineralogical Exhibition; also
National Gallery.)
Exhibition of Fine Arts-Return ordered, on
motion of Mr Burtt, 2188; produced, 2280.
Exploration Liabilities-Motion by Mr, Macgregor
in favour of grant of £332 18s., 2246;
agreed to, 2247; considered in committee,
and resolution agreed to, 2350; question by
Mr. Macgregor, 2645, order of day for considering resolution discharged, 2744.
Fairlie Railway System. (See Railway Construction. )
FARRELL, l\!r. JAMES (Castlemaine) - Water
Supply, 264, 287, 740,1540,1605, and 1606;
Road Works and Bridges, 314 and 16H;
Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 318
and 719; Railway Construction, 871; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment. Bill,
905, 908, 912, 929, and 1215; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 1058, 1310, 1435, 1537,
1576, 1695, 1738,1764, and 2730; Privilege"Lobbying," 1883; Secret Societies, 1895
and 1898; Government Printing-office, 2401 ;
Castlemaine Hospital, 2579; Castlemaine
Borough v. Bendigo County, 2747.
Fawkner, Hon. J. P.- Demise of announced, and
adjournment of the House in consequence,
1873.
Fay, Mr. H. W.-Case of-Question by Mr.
Bay les, 868.
FELLOWS, Mr. T. H. (St. Kilda)-Repl'esentation
of the People Bill, 19 ; Complaint Committee,
226; New County Court .Junge, 267; Civil
Service Reductions, 274, 1013, and 2579;
Railway Department, 281; Dt'. Macartney,
311; Mr. MacBain and Mr. McCulloch. 313;
Ijocal Government. Act Amenflment Bill, 315 ;
Alleged Bribery of Members, 382,475, 634,
658, 724, and 84~; j>rivilege-Hugh Gla$s
and .10hn Quarterman, 667, 69i, 703, 818,
Rnu 836; Ways and Means, 725, 726, 728,
730, and 733; County Court~ l!nY Amend·
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ment Bill, 744, 746, 748, 854, 861, 862, and
1665; Upper Murray Railway Construction
Bill, 757 and 921; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 863, 864, 1108, and 1669; Mr.
Vale, 869; Juries Statute Amendment Bill,
873; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 903, 904, 1038, 1041, 1076, 1136,
1214, 1216, and 2241; Lands Compensation
Bill, 968; Land Laws Amendment Bill,
1060, 1323, 1325, 1350, 1355, 1356, 1360,
1625, 2622,2627,2688,2695,2701, and 2729 ;
Administration of the Lands Department,
1396, 2365, ~!521l, 2533, and 2559; Vacancies
in the Cabinet, 1547 and 1551 ; State Aid to
Religion Abolition Bill, 1i77, 2070, and
2073; Public Instruction, 1810, 1973, 2321,
2324,2337,2339,2562, and 2568; The New
Ministers, 1890 ; Secret Societies, 1897;
Payment of Members, 1976; Criminal ~ta
tistics, 1986; Corrupt Practices Bill, 2076;
Mining Companies Bill (No.2), 2118 and
2572; The lmperial Government ana the
Colonies - Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions,
2145 and 2652; Labour Bill, 2189 and 2190;
Scab Act Amendment Bill, 2207; Supply,
2314; Charitable Institutious, 2317; Public
Library and Museum Bill, 2489; Mr. P. J.
Williams, 2581; Deserters from the Flying
Squauron, 2644; Appropriation Bill, 2674
and 2704.
Fencing Law Amendment Bill-Brought in by
Mr. McCulloch, and read first time, 4; question by Mr. Duffy, 723; discussion on postponement of order of the day for second
reading, 1990; Bill discharged from the paper,
2246.
Fenians, The Pardoned.-See Mr. Kenealy.
Fiddler's Creek Post-office-Questions by Mr.
Byrne, 449 and 755.
Financial Statements. (See Budget.)
Fine Arts Commission-Questions by Mr. Blair,
2259 and 2361. (See National Galle1·Y.)
Fisheries Act Amendment Bill-Received from
Legislative Council, and read first time, 1804;
Bill discharged from the paper, 2744.
Fitzgerald, Martin-Case of-Motion by Mr.
Whiteman for select committee, 293; negatived, 294.
Flemington Bone Mill-Question by Mr. Macpherson, and statement by Mr. G. Paton Smith,
531; question by Mr. Humffray. 534; statement by Mr. Riddell, 691; by Mr. G. Paton
Smith, 692.
Flying Squadron-Question by Mr. Dyte, 2434;
by Mr. G. Paton Smith, 2624; furthtr question by Mr. G. Paton Smith, 2643; discus,;ion
thereon, 2644.
Foott, the late Mr. Nicholas-Family of-Questions'
by Mr. Lalor, 2363 and 2365; motion by
Mr. Richardson in favour of grant of £750,
2631; discussed and withdrawn, 2632.
Forests, Inspection of-Question by Mr. Dyte,
2063. (~ee Trees, Prese/'vation of)
Founders of the Colony-Question by Mr. Vale,
~ 2~04.
FRANCIS, Mr. J. G. (Richmond)-Exhibition Building, 24 ; Legislative Council, 7.1; The Budget,
120; The Military, 176 and 882; Extension
of Powers (Banks) Bill, 179 and1845; Volunteer Force, 184 ; Alleged Bribery of Members,
197, 349, 481. 562, and 620; Government
Offices, 248; Mr. \' ale and Mr. McKean, 253
and 254; Railway Department, 283; Personal
Explanation, 565 j l'rivilegc- Hugh Glass

and John Quarterman, 675,686,696, and 703;
Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 881,885,
887,888, 1669,and 1670; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1001, 1354, 1411, 1433, 1435,1504,
1595,1709,1712,1718,2619,2690,and2718;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill,
1136 and 2241 ; Administration of the Lands
Department, 1145, 1151, 1449, 1466, 1510,
1681, 1988, 2231, 2256, 2443, 2456,2461, and
2558; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1221 and
2207; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1545, 1618,
and 1624; Government Printing-office, 1662
and 2568; Compensation to Discharged
Officials, 1663; Sessional Arrangements, 1840 ;
The New Ministers, 1870; Compensation to
Members of Parliament Bill, 2045; Ha.nsal'd,
2063; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill,
2066 and 2121; Corrupt Practices Bill, 2080 ;
The Imperial Goyernment and the ColoniesMr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 218\ ; Steiglitz and Stringer's Creek Gold-fields, 2249 ;
Savings Banks, 2280; European Mail Service,
2360 ; Privilege-The Dai(1j Telegraph, 2517 ;
Horticultural :::lociety of Victoria, 2575; Mr.
W. H. Wright, 2580; Mr. P. J. Williams,
2581,2582, and 2591 ; Lackerstein v. Guthrie,
2597 and 259~; the late Mr. Foott, M.L.A.,
2631; Water Supply Department, 2703.
Frazelle's Pneumatic Steel Suspension Railway.
(See Railway Construction.)
FRAZER, Mr. WILLIAlII (Creswick) - Alleged
Bribery of Members, 403, 406, 508, 514, !i 17,
563, 626, 663, and 664; Privilege-Hugh
Glass and John Quarterman, 668 and 676;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill,
1136,2085, and 2086; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1200, 1261, 1280, 1285,1350, 1654,
2697,2733, and 2746; Ballarat "Gold Stealing" Case, 1217 and 1239; Mr. Casey and
Mr. McKean, 1270; Administration of the
Lands Department, 1364, 1371, 1445, 1694,
1989, 2232, 2235, 2258, 2546, and 2554; Exclusion of Strangers, 1645 and 1646; County
Courts Law Amendment Bill, 1666; Waterworks Commission Hill, 1767 and 1806; Mining
Companies Limited Liability Act Amendment
Bill, 1944, 1949, 1952, 1~54, and 1987; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill,
2052 and 2055; Labour Bill, 2190 and 2193;
Lands at Smeaton and Glengower, 2204;
Privilege - The Daily Telegraph, 2209;
\\' ater Supply Department, 2::181 ; The Refreshment Rooms, 2282; Upper Murray Railway-Construction Estimates, 2294; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 2629; the
late Mr. Foott, M.L.A., 2632; Personal Explanation, 2703; Compensation to Discharged
Officials, 2707; Mr. R D. fcott, 2743;
Electoral Districts, 2748.
Friendly ~ocieties, Operation of the Law relating
to-Discussed in committee on the County
Courts Law Amendment Bill, 742.
Friendly Societies' Gardens. (See Botanical Gar-

dens, North.)
Fryers and Elphinstone Timber Reserve-Motion
for papers, proposed by Mr. Kitto, and withdrawn, 809.
Gaols- Vote discussed in Committee of Supply,
124.
Gaol Chaplains-Question by Mr. Langton, 773.
Gaol Governors-(Ararat and Maryborough)Question by Mr. Bowman, 2280; by Mr, G.
Paton Smith, 2354.
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Gaol Warders-Question by Mr. Whiteman, 909.
Government Printing-office - Question by Mr.
Mason, 919; by Mr. Kernot, 1'394; by Mr.
Gardiner Road District - Question by Captain
Mac Mahon, 178.
Macgregor, 1580; d~scussion' in Committee of
Ways and Means,. 1661; question by Mr.
Geelong Protestant Orphanage-Question by Mr.
Berry, 2703.
Farrell, 2401; vote discussed in Committee of
Supply, 2568. ,
' .
Geodetic Survey-Vote discussed in Committee
of Supply, 192.
Governor, His Excellency the (the Right Honorable Viscount Canterbury)~Motion by Mr.
Geological Department, Supernumeraries ofBates for address in reply to speech, 4;
Question by Mr. King, 492; by Mr. Whiteman, 691. '
seconded by Mr. Lobb, 6; debate,d by Mr.
McLellan. 6; Mr. Reeves, 7; agreed t9, and
Gippsland, North-Question by Mr. F. L. Smyth,
committee appointed to prepare address, 8;
re territory between Snowy River and New
address
brought up and adopted,8; Governor's
South Wales boundary, 412. (See Snowy
reply 15; announcement of Governor's. accesRiver.)
sion to title of Viscount Canterbury, 2703;
Gippsland Railway'-:'Questions by Dr. Macartney,
, select committee appointed to prepare address,
2002, 2063, 2116, and 2487.
2707 ; address brought up and adopted, 2707;
Gippsland (South), Representation of-Issue of
His Excellency's reply, 2746.
writ announced, J 53; return to writ, 294;
Governor's Messages-Re H.R.H. the Duke of
Dr. Macartney sworn, 286.
Edinburgh, 4 and 1883; transmitting EstiGippsland (South), Roads and Bridges-Return
mates for 1869, and Supplementary Estimates
ordered, on motion of Dr. Macartney, 1272;
for 1868,40; re County Courts Law, 89 and
produced, 1644.
1803; re Municipal' Corporations Law and
Glass, Mr. Hugh-Brought to the bar, 590.
Local Government Act Amendment Bills, 89;
GlenhoJie and Spring Plains-Question by Mr.
re Insolvency and Scab Bills, 99 ; transmitting
Duffy, 1437.
despatch from Secretary of State re Religious
Godfrey's Creek. Electoral Registrar at-Question
Equality,309; transmitting despatchre Sewerby Mr. Duffy, 1725.
age of Melbourne, 343; re Juries Statute
Gold Discoveries, Hewards for-Question by Mr.
Amendment Bill, 847 j transmitting despatches
Byrne, re Walter Aylward, 35; question by
from Secretary,of State re The Military, 897
Mr. Lalor, re Steiglitz Gold-field, 74 j question
. and 2U62; re amendment of the Wines, Beer,
by Mr. Byrne, re Moloney'S Rush, 178;
and Spirits Sale Statate, 1340; re Land Laws
motion by Mr. Hanlin in favour of payment
Amendment Bill, 1604; re Probate and Sucof £600 to discoverers of the Steiglitz and
cession Duty Bill, 1677; reDower Bill, 1677;
Stringer's Creek Gold-fields, agreed to, 2092 ;
re Belfast Harbour, 1809; re Payment of
considered in committee and resolution agreed
Members, 1845; re Colonial Conference in
to. 2249; adopted, 2275; petition, re Yandoit
London, 2062; transmitting amended Estiand Glengower, ordered, on motion of Mr.
mates, 2312; transmitting Additional EstiKitto. to be produced, 2092. '
mates for 1869, an4 Additional Supplementary
"Gold Fields of Victoria" (Mr. Brough Smyth's
Estimates for 1868, 2403 ; transmitting further
Work)-Question by ~Ir. Davies, 774; motion
Addit.ional Estimates for 1869,2587; recomby Mr. Hussell, for presenting book to memending amendments in Land Laws Amendchanics' institutes and free libraries, agreed
to, 1982.
ment Bill, Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, and Local Government Act Amend"Gold Stealing"- The Queen v. lJavies- Question
ment Bill, 2746.
by Mr. Frazer, 1217; statement by Mr.
GRANT, Mr. J. M. (The Avoca)-Land Act EvaFrazer, 1239 ; discussion thereon, 1244. (See
sions, !l2, 134, 191, and 265; Nort,h Botanical
Mining on Private Property.)
Gardens, 25, 894, and 896; Incarceration of
Government Advertising-Vote discussed in Coma Free Selector, 87; Presbyterian Church
mittee of Supply, 165; statement by Mr.
Reserves at Ballarat, 89; Land at Spring
Casey, 178 j by Mr. Langton, 179 ; question
Creek, 156; Volunteers' Land Certifkates,
by Mr. Kerferd, 1362; return ordered, on
169 and 940; The Surveyor-General, 185
motion of Mr. Kerferd, 1376; produced, 1580
and 187; Cost of Survey, 187; Leases and
and 1985; return ordered, on motion of Mr.
Licences, 188; Survey Contingencies, 189,190
King, 1576; produced, 1580 and 2459; reand 192; Geodetic Survey, 193; Reserves at
turn ordered, on motion of Mr. Langton,
W oodend, 195 ; The Observatory, 22 I ; Parks
1591; qucstioll by Mr. Langton, 1660; return
produced, 21 15,
and Gardens, 222; Hawthorn Wesleyan
Church. 224; I.-and Laws Amenllment Bill,
Government Appointments-Question by Mr.
227, 324, 449, 691, 752, 848. 852, 940, 1099,
Langton, re return ordered in 1868, 16; re1250, 1252, 1254, 1257, 1261, 126~, 1264,
turn produced, 135.
1266, 1269, 1274, 12i6, 1~78, 1280, 1282,
Government Contractors, Compensation to-~1'o
1284, 1310, 1313, 1315, 1320, 1322, 1325,
tion by Mr. Wabh, for considering in
1331, 1335, 1336, 1342, 1346, 1348, 1351,
committee, on future day, memorial of cert.ain
1353, 1355, 1358, 1379, 1381, 1407, 1408,
Government contractors, discussed and agreed
1411, 1414, 1417, 1418, 142:\ 1424, 1426,
to, 2248 j order of the day for considering
subject in committ,ee discharged, 2744.
1429, 1432, 1472, 1474, 1476, 147~, 1480.
1498, 1501, l!)O-l, 1506, 1536, 1539, 1557,
Government Contracts, Conditions of-Question
1568, 1592, 1594, 1597, 1633. 1640, 1643,
by ;"11'. Kerferd, 2569; statement by Mr.
McKean, 2570; further question hy ~1r. Ker-,
1646, 1648, 1650, IG56, 1699, 1710, 1742,
ferd, 2587; discussion thereon, 2588. (See
1962, 1986, 2611,2620 2622, 2729, and 2733,
Railway Department, 28.'3; Road Itt CarngPublic Works, Tenders for.)
ham, 412 j ~cnl'sdale Common. 412; :--'nowy
Government Offices in Private Houses-Return
River Territory, 412 and 1706 j Pastoral
ordered, on motion of Mr. Everard, 848;'produced,939.
Occupation, i52, 774, and 1238; Peut"l
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Island, 808; Operation of the Land Act, 809;
Fryers and Elphinstone Timber Reserve, 809;
Retrenchment, 868; Lot D, W oorndoo, 882 ;
Upper Murray Railway Construction Bill,
921; Board of Land and Works, 991; Sandridge Canal, 1012; Land at Pircana, 1076;
Mr. Longmore's Allegations, 1100, 1102,1106,
and 1112; Worangs Pound Reserve, 1 I 12 ;
Land Sales at Palmerston, 1112 and 1154;
McNicol's Case, 1144, 1152, 1183, and 1237 ;
Land Regulations, 1181 and 1544; Alexandra
Gold-fields, 1183; Emerald II ill Common,
1235; Swan Hill Common, 1235, the Yarra
Floods and Wharfage Accommodation, 1248 ;
Public Works Loan Act, 1249; The
Agricultural Areas, 1259; Vexatious Impounding. 1259; Phillip Island, 1271; Administration of the Lands Department, 1272,
1296. 1318, 1340, 1364, 1370, 1464, 1688,
1694,2229,2438,2497,2501,2517, and 2553;
Unimproved Land, 1318; Elisha Smith, 1394;
Donald Stewart, 1436; Glenhope and Spring
Plains 1437; The Wilson Selections, 1486,
1492, 1516, and 1809 ; Progress of Business,
1496; Yan Yean Water Supply, 1540, 1772,
1803, and 1804 ; Railway Construction, 1607;
Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1622; Preservation
of Young Trees, 1694; Boundaries of the
Colony, 1694; Sandridge Market Reserve,
1726 ; Waterworks Commissions Bill, 1807 ;
Personal Explanations, 1873, 1937, and 1984 ;
Velocipede Gold-mining Company, 1898;
Sandridge Pier, 1898; Land at Abermacculloch, 1898; Ministerial Crisis, 1944; Mr.
McCulloch's Stations, 2002 and 2013; State
Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2122 ; Mr.
R. D. Scotti 2743.
Grant, Mr.-Statement by Mr. Blair, 1885; by Mr.
G. Paton Smith, 188~; by Mr. Grant, 1937.
Hackney - carriage Consolidated Districts and
Board-Subject discussed in committee on
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 1997, 2023, and 2083.
Hall, Major-Case of-Question by Mr. Watkins, 2579.
Hamilton, Revenue from-Return ordered, on
motion of Mr. T. Cope, 2637.
Hanify, Mr. M. J. P.-Case of-Papers ordered,
on motion of Mr. Wilson, 39; produced, 225;
papers referred to the Government for conRideration, 1772; question by Mr. Aspinall,
2281.
HANNA, Mr. PATRICK (llfurray Boroughs)-Returning Officers, 19; The Dukeof Edinburgh,
38; LunaticAsylums,133; Volunteer Force,
167 and 183; The Nelson, 174; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 220, 591, 593, and 595;
;\1:r. Vale and Mr. McKean, 256; Railway
Workshops, 279,282, 309, and 2632; Railway
Extension and Construction, 283 and 871;
Road Works and BridgE'S, 285; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 320, 716,
7 I 9, 720, 736, 738, and 890; PrivilegeHugh Glass and .John Quarterman, 671 and
675; Upper Murray Railway, 763 and 2334;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1013 and 1721;
Immigration, 1077; Dissolution of Parliament, 1515 and I fi07 ; Copyright Protection
Bill, 18:38; Steiglitz and Stringer's Creek
Gold-fields, 2092 and 2249; State Aid to
Religion Abolition Bill, 2296; A. S. Dewar,
2339; Bushranging, 2.. 32; Pneumatic Railway, 2633; Appropriation Bill, 2677.

Hansard-Papers ordered, on motion of Mr.
Francis, 2063; produced,2312.
HARBISON, Mr. JOHN (N. Melbour71e)-Hares
and Sparrows, 96; Alleged Bribery of Members,216; Abattoirs Bill,289; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 317, 335,
735, 736, 889, and 899; Police Courts and
Public Holidays, 867; North Botanical
Gardens, 896; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 904,910,912,914,929,930,
2086, and 2089; Upper Murray Railway
Construction Bill, 921; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1472, 1475, 1709,2700, and 2729;
Yan Yean Water Supply, 1540; Horticultural Society of Victoria, 2575.
HARCOURT, Mr. J. T. (Richmond) - Charitable
Institutions, 73; Lunatic Asylums, 130 and
132; The Nelson, 173; Alleged Bribery of
Members, 653; Retrenchment, 868; Land
Laws Amendment Bill, 1004 and 1735;
Relief of the Poor, 1110 and 2553; State
Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 1793; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill,
2024, 2086, 2088, and 2240; Prince's Bridge
Industrial Schools, 2552; Asylum and !:;chool
for the Blind, 2577; the late Rev. W. Hill,
2583.
Hares and Sparrows, Ravages of-Question by
Mr. Harbison, 96.
Hawthorn Wesleyan Church-Question by Mr.
Walsh, aud discussion thereon, 224.
Hepburn Mineral Spring _. Question by Mr.
Bowman, 1985; motion for papers, proposed
by Mr. Bowman, and withdrawn, 2015.
lIIGI NBOTHAl\I, Mr.. GEORGE (Brighton )-Married
Women's Property Bill, 20 and 1982; Law
Reports, 144; Crown Solicitor, 145; Volunteers' Land Certificates, 170; Alleged Bribery
of Members, 202, 214, 216, 353, 460, 502,
592,610, and 660; Government Offices, 248;
Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean, 251, 252, and
254; Privilege - Hugh Glass and. John
Quarterman, 669,674,677,695,780,817,836,
and 842; Ways and Means, 726,730, and
733; County' Courts Law Amendment Hill,
856 and 1666; Insolvency Law Amendment
Bill, 863 and 876; Municipal Corporations
Law Amendment Bill, 913, 1039, and 2731;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 953, 984, 1250,
1253, 1256, 1260, 1262, 1282, 1285, 1287,
1306, 1315, 1343, 1348, 1350, 1424, 1436,
1458, 1461, 1462, 1539, 1569, 1635, 1638,
1640, 1642, 1649, 1652, 1658, 1696, 2604,
2612, 2620, 2622, 2626, 2686, 2693, 2694,
2707, 2708, 2728, and 2733; Administration
of the Lantls Department, 1399, 1447,241 I,
2455, 2529, 2534, and 2556; State Aid to
Religion Abolition Bill, 1785, 1800, 2064,
2066, 2071, 2072, 2295, and 2297; Public
Instruction, ]8]6, 1845, ]973, 2319, 2323,
2336, 2339, 2427, 2428, 2562, and 2567;
Copyright Protection Bill, 1837; The New
Ministers, 1869 and ]890; Secret Societies,
1897 ; Want of Confidence in the McCulloch
Minist.ry-Mr. Byrne's Motion, 1913; Mining Companies Limited Liability Act
Amendment Bill, 1948; The Imperial Government and the Colonies, 2000, 2123, 2145,
2167, 2212, 2216, 2343, 2349, 2648, 2651,
2657, 2670,and 2f372; Mr. McCulloch's StatiOllS, 2003, 2111, and 21 13; Compensation
to Members of Parliament Bill, 2U37, 20.')1,
2053, 2054·, and 2056; Corrupt Practices
Bill, 2075; Scah Act Amendment BiIl, 2:107
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and 2646; Privilege'7The Daily Telegraph,
2211; Immigration, 2316; Board of Agriculture, 2341; Public Library and Museum
Bill, 2489; Deserters from the Flying
Squadron, 2645; Appropriation Bill, 2673,
2676, and 2704 j Mr. R. D. Scott, 2743.
Hill, the late Rev. William-Gratuity for family
passed in Committee of Supply, 2582 and
2596. (See Pentridge Stockade Murder.)
Hobson's Bay·-Report of the Silting Oommission
ordered to be produced, on motion of Mr.
Whiteman, 31; question by Mr. Whiteman,
99.
Horticultural Society of Victoria - Vote discussed in Committee of Supply, 2575.
HUl\1FFRAY Mr. J. B. (Ballarat East)-Appointment of Magistrates, 30; Alleged Bribery
of Members, 514, 516, 572, 608, and 624 j
Flemington Bone ~1ill, 534; Mining Leases,
535 j Privilege - Hugh Glass and John
Quarterman, 673, 690, and 701; Supernumeraries, 691 ; Private Members' Business, 870 and 1340; Railway Construction,
870; Coliban Water Scheme, 1077 and 1220;
Limitation of Speech in Debate, 1153;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1212, 1334,
and 2737; Administration of the Lands
Department, 1465, and 2546; Vacancies in
the Cabinet, 1533 j Exclusion of Strangers,
1588; Privilege-" Lobbying," 1885; Minmg under Streets, 1885; The New Ministers,
1891; Ministerial Crisis, 1944; Mining
Companies Limited Liability Act Amendment Bill, 1949; Upper Murray Railway
Construction Bill, 1993; Compensation to
Government Contractors, 2248; Mrs. Robertson, 2307; Charitable Institutions, 2318.
Humiliation, Day of-County Court Sitting on
-Question by Mr. McKean, 344; papers
ordered, on motion of Dr. Macartney, 1982;
produced,2002. (See Public Holidays.)
Hutchinson, Mr.-Petition claiming reward for
discovery of Yandoit and Glengower Goldfields, ordered, on motion of Mr. Kitto, to
be produced, 2092; produced, 2162. (See
Gold Discoveries.)
Immigration-Question by Mr. Mason, 155; by
Mr. Hanna, 10i7; by Mr McCaw, 1077; by
Mr. Crews, 1339; vote for Agent-General's
Department discussed in Committee of
Supply, 2:316; question by )11" Duffy,
23.').') ; correspondence or,tered, 011 motion of
Mr. Wrixon, 2588; question by Captain
Mac Mahon, 2682.
Imperial Government and the Colonies, Relations of-Question by Mr. Higinbotham re
Colonial Conference in London, 2000; despatches produced, 2001 and 2062; Mr.
Higinbotham's resolutions, 2123; debated
by Mr. Macpherson, 2141 j Mr. Fellows,
2145 ; debate adjourned, 2150 ; resumed by
Mr. Duffy, 2162 ; continued by Mr. Casey,
2169; amendment by Mr. Langton for referring subject to select committee, 2172;
debate continued by Mr. Kerferd, 2176; Mr.
Berry, 2179; Mr. Francis, 2181; Mr. Mac
Bain, 2183; Mr. G. V. Smith, 2184; Mr.
McLellan, 2187; debate adjourned, 2188;
question by Mr. McCulloch, re despatches,
2212; discussion thereon, 2:! 13; papers produced, 2214 ; debate on Mr. Higinbotham's
resolutions resumed by Dr. Macartney,
2214; continued by Mr. Vale, 2220; Mr.
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Wrixon, 2224; debate adjourned, 2228 j resumed by Mr. Macgregor, 2262; continued
by Mr. McCulloch, 2266; Mr. Blair, 2273 ;
debate adjourned, 2275; resumed by Captain
Mac Mahon, 2343; Mr. Higinbotham's reply, 2343; amendment withdrawn, 2349;
resolutions considered in committee, 2349
and 2647; 1st resolution carried, 2657; 2nd
resolution, 2657 and 2670; 3rd and 4th
resolutions, 2670; 5th resolution, 2672;
resolutions reported, 2672; adopted, 2744.
Impounding at Spring Plains and EdenhopeQuestion by Mr. Longmore, 1259.
Industrial Schools -Votes discussed in Committee of Supply, 240 and ~76; question by
Mr. Kerferd, 1395; by Mr. Harcourt, 2552.
Industries, New - Bounties for - Question by
Mr. Whiteman, 722.
Insolvency Law Amendment Bill-Governor's
message brought down, 99; considered in
committee, and resolution, proposed by Mr.
G. Paton Smith, agreed to, 181; resolution
adopted, and Bill brought in and read first
time, 221; second reading moved by Mr.
G. Paton Smith, 326; debated by Mr. Kerferd, 329; Bill read second time, 330; considered in committee, 862, 875, 884, 1108,
and 1668; recommitted, 1723; third reading, 1768.
Intestate Estates, Curator of-Vote discussed in
Committee of Supply, 163; question by Mr.
Macgregor, 309; papers ordered, on motion
of Mr. King, 324 ; produced, 589.
Mr. JOHN (Ballarat West)-Introduced
and sworn, 893; Ballarat Art Exhibition,
1541 ; Waterworks Commissions Bill, 1806 ;
Compensation to Members of Parliament
Bill, 2043; Charitable Institutions, 2318 and
2578; Lepers, 2570; Constable Ahner, 2643;
Preservation of Trees, 2747.
Jeremy, Mr.-Question by Mr. Jones, and discussion thereon, 2514.
JONES, Mr. C. E. (Ballarat West) - Western
Railway, 22 and 40; Railway Construction,
23; Upper Murray Railway Construction
Bill, 34 and 1995; The Duke of Edinburgh,
37; Melbourne Old Cemetery, 40; Railway
Accidents, 73 and 74; The Refreshment
Hooms, 82 and 2282; Essendon Hail way, 88;
I.Jatrobe Bar, 98; Silting-up of Hobson's B::IY,
99; (Hesignation announced, 154; sworn on
re-election, 344;) Alleged Bl"ibery o.f Members, ·lIO and ·H3; (Expelled, li21; sworn on
re-election. Bolli;) Waterworks Commissions
Bill, 1806; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, }\)97, 202:-3, 2087, 20911,
and 2240; Wines, Bepr, and Spirits Sale
Statute Amendment Bill, 2020; Gipp8land Railway, 2063; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2071, 2073, and 2313;
. Corrupt Practices Bill, 2081 ; Administration of the Lands Department, 20!J4, 2229,
2234, and 2445; Labour Bill, 2191 and 2192 ;
Victorian Rifle Association, 2239; Excursion
Trains, 2239; Telegraph Charges, 2247;
Sebastopol Postal Service, 22i6; Land Sales
at Ballarat, 2277; Upper Murrar RailwayConstruction Estimates, 2282,2333, and 2334;
The Ahorigines, 2315; Charitable Institutions, 2317, 2318, 25i7, and '25i9; Public Instruction, 2338 and 2429; Newsp::lper Po~t
age, 2339; Petty Sessions Clerks, 23:i4; Mr.
Jeremy, 2514; Mr. W. I-I. Wright, 2580;
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Railway Fares, 2587, 2624,2635, and 2636 ;
Mr. Benjamin Spargo, 2627; Pneumatic
Railway, 2633; The Imperial Government
and the Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2669; Unlicensed Theatrical Entertainments, 2681; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 2700, 2729, 2733, and 2739;
Mining Companies Wound-up, 2741; Mr.
R. D. Scott, 2743.
Juries Statute Amendment Bill-Question by
Mr. Aspinall, 324; Governor's message
brought down, 847; considered in committee,
873; motion byMr. G. Paton Smith in favour
of an appropriation, 873; debated, 874; agreed
to, 875; resolution adopted, and Bill brought
in and read first time, 8~3; second reading,
1725; Bill referred to select committee, 1730;
committee empowered to sit on "no House"
days, 1953.
Kenealy, Mr.-Case of-Question by Mr. Duffy,
1589.
KERFERD, Mr. G. B. (The Ovens)-Railway
Loan, 15, 384, and 492; Exhibition Building,
24; Appointment of Magistrates, 30 ; Upper
Murray Railway Construction Bill, 34, 764,
921, 1239', 1992, 1994, and 1996; The
Duke of Edinburgh, 38; Revenue Frauds,
68; Ways and Means, 70, 728,and 731 ; The
Nelson, 70 and 173; Legislative Council, 75 ;
Legislative Assembly, 75 ; The Library, 77,
79, and 90; Beechworth Gaol, 135; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill,
136, 904, 927,928,931,933, 934,2088,2205,
and 2732 ; National Museum, 140; Audit
of Public Accounts, 141; County Court
Judges, 149; Civil Service Reductions, 153;
Curator of Intestate Estates, 163; Government Advertising, 165, 179, 1362, and 1376 ;
The Victoria, 173; Extension of Powers
(Banks) Bill, 180; Lands Department vote,
185 and 189 ; Alleged Bribery of Members,
200 and 466; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 302,304,315,316,713, and 900 ;
Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 329, 863,
864, 866, 875, 876, 885, 886, 888, 1669, and
1670; .Mining Leases, 535; Privilege-Hugh
Glass and John Quarterman, 674, 690, and
841 ; County Courts Law Amendment Bill,
767,768,770,858,1664 and 1668; Operation
of the Land Act, 809; Mr. Vale, 868 ; Railway Construction, 870 and 1607; Lands
Compensation Bill, 924 and 1422; Land
Laws Amendment Bill, 1027, 1251, 1252,
1257,1261, 12G4, 1269,1273,1274, ]281, 1304,
1333, 1337,1343,1345,1379,1410,1425,1456,
1458, 1461, 147~ 147~ 153~153~ 156~ 1594,
1635,1638,1735,1747,1751,2617,2729,2734,
and 2739; Mode of Putting Questions, 1110;
Administra.tion of the Lands Department,
1147,1149,1296, 1371,1397,1403,1439,1440,
1445,1449,1453,1465,1469,1510,1575,1678,
1683, 1685, 1689, 1691, 1954,2456, and 2461 ;
Lunacy Statute Amendment Bill, 1154;
Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1221,1382,2242,
and 2245; Ba,lIarat "Gold Stealing" Case,
1239 and 1246; Engineer-in-Chief's Staff,
1249; Mr. Morris Lee, 1339 and 2025; Endowment of Local Bodies, 1362; Industrial
Schools, 1395 ; Donald Stewart, 1436 ; Progress of Business, 1437 and 1495; The Privilege Appeal, 1449 and 1451; Railway
Workshops, 1470; Presentation of Petitions,
HS6 i Wood v. Syme, 1491 i Vacancies in

the Cabinet, 1516, 1534,1546, 1552, and 1620;
Exclusion of Strangers, 1583; Libel Prosecution, 1606; Dissolution of Parliament,
1606; Belfast Harbour, 1609; Waterworkg
Commissions Bill, 1615; Government Printing-office, 1862; Aboriginal Nativ.es Protection Bill, 1726; Mining Companies Limited Liability Act Amendment Bill,. 1729 ;
Customs Laws Amendment Bill, 1730;
Electoral Registrars, 1804; Mining Department, 1844; Examiner of Titles, 1844;
Public Instruction, 1853, 2322, 2324, 2338,
and 2427; Bushranging, 1867 and 2431;
The New Ministers, 1867, 1869, and 1891 ;
Death of the Hon. J. P. Fawkner. 1874;
Ministerial Crisis, 1945; Personal Explanation, 1984; Mr. McCulloch's Stations, 2002,
2004, 2006 and 2014; Compensation to
Members of Parliament Bill, 2051, 2052,
2055, and 2056; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2067,2119, !lnd 2~22; Corrupt
Practices Bill, 2081; Adjournment of the
House, 2162; The Imperial Government
and the Colo.nies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2176,2213, 2655, and 2664; Telegraph Messages, 2247 and 2278; Compensation to Government Contractors, 2248;
Upper Murray Railway-Construction Estimates, 2262 and 2333; l'ilot Service, 2279 ;
Savings Banks, 2280; Supply, 2313 and
2314; Charitable Institntions, 2317; The
Queen v. Lackerstein, 2332 and 2597; Board
of Agriculture, 2341; The Cerberus, 2362;
Police Reward Fund, 2434; Public Library
and Museum Bill, 2488; Mr. Jeremy, 2514;
Conditions of Government Contracts, 2569
and 2587; Mr. P. J. Williams, 2581; Appropriation Bill, 2646 and 2676.
KERNOT, Mr. CHARLES (E. Geelong)-The Library, 79; National Museum, 138; State
Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 156, 1798,
1801,2066, and 2074; Volunteer Force, 169;
Post and Telegraph Offices, 247 ; Rents of
Public Offices, 248; Water Supply, 265 and
299 ; Abattoirs Bill, 289 ; Alleged Bribery
of Members, 383, 434, 521, and 655 ; . Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 901 ;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 910 and 2085; Upper Murray Railway
Construction Bill, 921; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1014, 1297, 1311, 133Q, 1338,1499,
1504, 1565, 1627, 1719, and 2729; Supernumeraries, 1220; Excursion Trains, 1249 ;
Government Printing-office, 1394; Progress
of Business, 1496 ; Vacancies in the Cabinet,
1530 and 1625; Scab Act Amendment Bill,
2206 ; Railway Employes, 2240; Customs
Seizures-The Queen v. Lackerstein, 243".
Kew Lunatic Asylum Works-Question by Mr.
E. Cope, re condemned foundations, 287.
KING, Mr. M. L. (W. Bourke)-Legislative Council, 74; The Hefreshment Rooms, 81 and
2282 ; Volunteer Force, 183 ; Alleged Briberyof Members, 203 and 55'3 ; Gippsland
Lakes, 240; Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean, 271 ;
Postal Department, 275 and 290; Mail Contracts, 276; Water Supply, 314; Locnl
Government Act Amendment Bill, 315,711,
720, and 735; Curator of Intestate Estate~,
324; Geological Department, 492; Privi·
lege- Mr. Hugh Glass, 671; Mode of Putting
Questions, 11 \0; Land Laws Amendment
Bill, 1409; Frivolous Objections, 1513;
Government Advel'tisements, 1576; D~~~~
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orthe Hon. J. P. Fawkner, 1874; Ministerial
Crisis, 1943; State Aid to Religion Abolition
Bill, 2066; Savings Banks, 2280; The Queen
v. Lacherstein, 2331 and 2332; European
:Mail Service, 2359; Essendon Railway,
2457.
.
King, Mr., late Postmaster at Ballarat-Defalcations of-Question discussed on reporting
Postal Department vote, 290.
KITTO, Mr. R. M. L. (Castlemaine)-Introduced
and sworn, 4; Water Supply, 32, 261, and
2399; Drainage Works, 250; Mining :Boards,
290; Mr. Murray, 294; Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 335, 340,708,712,715,
717, and 2629 ; Alleged Bribery of Members,
484, 559, and 656; Privilege - Mr. Hugh
Glass, 669; Fryers and Elphillstone Timber
Reserve, 809; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 916 ; Barker's Creek Reservoir, 973; Shire Council Presidents, 974;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1117, 1277,
1284, 1455, 1459, and 1698 ; Administration
of the Lands Department, 1146, 1692,2456,
and 2460; Chinese Interpreters, 1295; Progress of Business, 1437 ; Preservation of
Young Trees, 1694 ; Privilege-" Lobbying,"
1883 j The New Ministers, 1892 j Want of
Confidence in the McCulloch Ministry-Mr.
Byrne's Motion, 1919; Ministerial Crisis,
1943 ; Mining Companies Limited Liability
Act Amendment Bill, 1946; Mr. McCulloch's
Stations, 2013; Castlemaine Benevolent
Asylum, 2029 ; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2071 ; Mr. Hutchinson, 2092.
Kyneton Coroner-Statement by Mr. Casey, 412.
Labour Bill-Brought in by Mr. Casey, and read
first time, 2025; second reading, 2188; con·
sidered in committee, 2\88 j Bill discharged
from the paper, 2744.
.
LALOR, Mr. PETER (S. Grant)-Steiglitz Goldfield, 74; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 136 and 1039; )fining
By-laws, 144; Abbotsford Industrial School,
241 and 243; Water Supply, 260, 299, 2362,
and 2572; Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean, 268;
Alleged Bribery of Members, 380 and 661 ;
Local Government Act Amendment Bill,
736; County Courts Law Amendment Bill,
749; Upper Murray Hailway Construction
Bill, 763; Private Members' Business, 870;
Railway Construction, 870; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 1253, 1255, 1257, 1326,
1413, 1414, 1427, and 1648; Progress of
Business, 1496; Administration of the
Lands Department, 1544, 1953, 2253, 2256,
and 2561 ; Waterworks Commissions Bill,
1767 and 1867; Secret Societies, 1897 j
Want of Confidence in the McCulloch Ministry----Mr. Byrne's Motion, 1922; Mining
Companies Limited Liability Act Amendment Bill, 1945, 1949, and 1953; Railway
Coal Traffic, 2116; Board of Education,
~117; Mining Companies Bill (No.2), 2118,
2554, and 2600; State Aid to R.eligion
Abolition Bill, 2122; Production of Despatches, 2213; Charitablelnstitutions,2319;
European Mail Service, 2360; the late Mr.
Foott, 2363 and 2365; Public Instruction,
2563.
Land Act, Amendment of-Question by Mr.
Wilson, 89; by Mr. Connor, 227; by Mr.
McLellan, 324; by Mt. Longmore, 449 , by
Mr. Macgregor; 691 ; by Mr. DuffF,'752,
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Land Act Evasions-Question by Mr. Blair, 22 ;
by Mr. Everard, 134; by Mr. Bowman,
265.
Land Act, Operation of-Return of subdivision
of selections ordered, on motion of Mr.
Duffy, 809 ; return of transfers under 42nd
section ordered, on motion of Mr. Kerferd,
809 ; produced, 893 ; question by Mr. Longmore, re land at Pircana, 1076; question by
Mr. Duffy, re land at Alexandra, 1181;
statement by Mr. Grant, 1183; question by
Mr. Duffy, re agricultural areas, 1259; by
Captain Mac Mahon, re unimproved lands,
1318; by Mr. Duffy, re fencing of 42nd section selections, 1544; by Mr. Duffy, re land
at Abermacculloch, 1898 ; by Mr. Casey, re
selections at Hayannie and Bridgewater,
2432, 2433, and 2458; statements by Mr.
McKean, 2433 and 2457.
Land Certificates-Question by Mr. Bowman,
2063; return ordered, on motion of Mr.
Bowman, 2092 ; produced, 2239.
Land Grants for Church Purposes-Question by
Mr. Blair, re land at Ballarat, 89.
Land Grants for Schools. (See School Sites.)
Land Laws Amendment Bill-Motion by Mr.
Grant for leave to introduce, 848; agreed
to, and Bill read fillSt time, 853; second
reading moved by Mr. Grant, 940; debated
by Mr. Everard, 950; amendment by Mr.
Macgregor, declaring the administrative
powers proposed to be conferred by the Bill
arbitrary and excessive, 956-961; debate
continued by Mr. Connor, 961 ; Mr. Mackay,
963; debate adjourned, 967 ; resumed by
Mr. Duffy, 974; continued by Mr. Higinbotham, 984; Mr. Langton, 990; Mr. Francis, 1001 ; Mr. Harcourt, 1004; Mr. McCaw,
1004; debate adjourned, 1005; resumed by
Mr. Hanna, 1013; continued by Mr. Kernot,
1014; Mr. G. Paton Smith, 1016; Mr. Kerferd, 1027; Mr. Crews, 1031 ; Mr. Russell,
1033; Mr. Burrowes, 1034; Mr. Reeves,
1035; Mr. T. Cope, 1035; debate adjourned,
1036; resumed by Mr. MacBain, 1047 ; continued by Mr. McKenna, 1055; Mr. Farrell,
1058; Mr. Fellows, 1060; ~vrr. Casey, 1065 ;
Mr. Watkins, 1073; debate adjourned, 1075;
resumed by Mr. McKean, 1077 ; continued
by Mr. Wrixon, 1090; Mr. Longmore, 1096 ;
debate adjourned, 1107; resumed by Mr.
McLellan, ] 113; continued by Mr. Miller,
1116 ; Mr. Kitto, 1117; Mr. Walsh, 1120;
Mr. Berry, 1121; Mr. Cohen, 1130; Mr.
Dyte, 1133; Mr. Burtt, 1134; debate adjourned, 1135; resumed by Mr. Wilson,
1157 ; continued by Mr. Macpherson, 1160 ;
Mr. McCulloch;\ 1163; debate adjourned,
1'180; resumed· by Captain Mac Mahon,
1185; continued by Dr. Macartney, 1190';
Mr. Carr, 1198; Mr. Aspinall, 1200; Mr.
Frazer, 1200; Mr. Whiteman, 1204 j Mr.
Mason, 1206; Mr. E. Cope, 1206; Mr. F. L.
Smyth, 1209; Mr. Humffray, 1212; Mr.
Bayles, 1213; Mr. Macgregor's amendment
negatived, 1213; Bill read second time, 1214;
considered ·in committee, 1249, 1260, 1272,
1297,1318,1340,1376,1407,1423,1454,1471,
1497,1535,1552, 1576,1591,1625, and 1646;
:\ir. Higinbotham's amendment re native
names, 1261 ; interpretation clause, 1272;
personal residence, 1274, 1423, 1454, and
1695 I Mr. Higinbotham's amendment r6
school sites, 1285 and 1297 I sites for place.
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of public worship, &c., 1310 and 1734; exemptions from selection and auction, 1311
and 1318; publicity of applications, 1337 ;
selection clauses, 1340;, priority of applications, 1342; Mr. Crews' proposal re grazing rights, 1351, 1361, 1376, and ]647;
maximum area of allotments, 1353 and 1696;
amount of purchase money, 1355, 1430, 1481,
and 1739; amount of occupation fee, 1380
and 1407 ; selectors under previous Acts,
1407, 1434, and 1459; conditions of settlement, 1412; value of improvements, 1424;
fencing and impounding, 1473 ; sale of lands
by auction, 1266 and 1497; swamp leases,
15:55 j timber reserves, 1537; commons,
1537 j pastoraloccnpation, 1552,1576,1591,
and 1741 ; Mr. Fellows' clause prohibiting
interference of Members of Parliament with
land administration, 1625; Mr. Higinbotham's clause providing for public hearings,
1635; Mr. McCaw's amendment thereon,
1639 ; Mr. Richardson's proposal re transfers, 1646 j Mr. Connor's proposal re novel
industries, 1649; Mr. Connor's proposal re
classification of lands, 1650; Mr. Wrixon's
proposal re volunteers' certificates, 1650;
Mr. Longmore's proposal re grazing rights,
1656 and 173:i; Bill recommitted, 1657,1695,
and 1707; Governor's message recommending appropriation for purposes of Bill,
1604; message considered in committee, and
resolution for appropriation passed, 1659;
resolution reported and adopted, 1670;
appropriation of land revenue, 1713; consideration of amendments made in committee, 1730; amendments adopted, 1733;
Mr. Farrell's proposal re county boundaries,
1738 and 1764; motion by Mr. Grant that
the Bill be now read a third time, 1742;
amendment by Mr. Duffy that the Bill be
read a third time that day three months,
1742-1747; debate continued by Mr. Langton,1747; Mr. Longmore. 1748; Mr. Kerferd,
1751; Mr. Mackay, 1753; Mr. Macgregor,
1756; Dr. Macartney, 1757; Mr. F. L.
Smyth, 1760; Mr. Berry, 1760; Mr.
McLellan, 1762; amendment negatived,
1763 ; Bill read third time, 1764 ; questions
by Mr. Grant, 1962 and 1986 ; message from
Legislati ve Council, intimating agreement to
Bill with amendments, 2434; amendments
considered, 2600; motion by Mr. Casey for
laying the Bill aside, on the ground that certain of the amendments were a breach of the
privileges of the Assembly, 2600-2609 ; ruled
out of order, 2609 ; amendments dealt with,
2620; Mr. McKean and Mr. Casey deputed
to draw up statement of reasons for disagreeing with certain of the amendments,
2623 ; motion by Mr. McKean-" That this
House disagree with the alterations made by
the Legislative Council in the clauses in the
Land Bill relating to appropriation, on the
ground that such alterations are an infringement of the privileges of the Legislative
Assembly," 2625; agreed to, 2627; message from Legislative Council, insisting on
certain of their amendments, 2683; dealt
with, 2683-2700 ; motion by Capt. MacMahon
for appointment of a committee to confer
with a committee of the Legislative Council
re the points in dispute between the
Houses, agreed to, 2701 ; committee balloted
for, 2701 ; result of ballot declared, 2703 ;
Land Law, Amendment Bill.

message from Legislative Council, assenting
to conference, 2703; report of committee
brought up, 2704; motion by Mr. Macpherson that the report be taken into consideration, 2707; debated by Mr. Higinbotham,
2708; Mr. Duffy, 2710; Mr. Vale, 2712;
Mr. 'Langton, 2713; Mr. Casey, 2714; Mr.
Macgregor, 2717; Mr. Francis, 2718; Mr.
Berry, 2720; Mr. Longmore, 2722; 1\Ir.
Everard, 2723; Mr. G. V. Smith, 2724; Mr.
McKean, 2725 j motion carried, 2727 ; report
adopted, 2731; message from Legislative
Council,intimating that they had dealt with
the amendments in aecordance with the
recommendations of the Conference Committee, 2n2 j messa:ge considered, and Bill
amended in accordance with recommendations of Conference Cominittee, 2733 ; amendment recommended by Governor's message,
agreed to, 2746.
Land Regulations-Question by Mr. Duffy, re
7th section of Act of 1865, 1181.
Land Revenue-Return ordered in 1868, produced,87.
Landsborough-Question by Mr. Byrne, re magisterial arrangements, 287; question by
Mr. Byrne, re receiver and paymaster, 867.
Lands Compensation Bill-Brought in by Mr.
G. Paton Smith, and read first time, 765 ;
second reading, 923; considered in committee, 967 and 1386; report adopted, 1422;
third reading, 1423; message from Legislative Council, intimating agreement to Bill
with amendments, 1615; Council's amendments considered and adopted, 1668 ; clerical
error amended, 1726; amendment recommended by Governor's message agreed to,
1809.
Lands Department-Vote discussed in Committee of Supply, 185.
Lands Department, Administration of-Charges
by Mr. Longmore, 1099; statements by Mr.
Stutt, 1101 and 1113; question by Mr. Cohen,
1112; by Mr. Langton, 1112; statement
by Mr. Grant, 1112; by Mr. Miller, 1116;
statement by Mr. Everard, re McNicol's
case, 1141; discussion thereon, 1144; further
statements by Mr. Everard, 1184 and 1235 ;
by Mr. Grant, 1183 and 1237 ; statement by
Mr. Longmore, re Mr. Miller and Mr.
Stutt, 1154; Mr. Miller's reply, 1157 ; question by Mr. Longmore, 12fi9; by Mr.
Everard, 1271; question by Mr. Langton,
and discussion thereon, 1296; further questions by Mr. Langton, 1317 and 1340 ;
papers re Garvoc nllotments ordered, on
motion of Mr. Davies, 1363; produced and
read, 1364; question by Mr. Langton, 1366;
statement by Mr. Stutt, 1366; discussion
thereon, 1368; question by Dr. Macartney,
re Elisha Smith, 1394; motion by Mr.
Langton for postponement of Government
business, to enable him to propose appointment of a select committee, 1396; debated,
1397; nega.tived, 1406; question by 'Mr.
Kerferd re Donald Stewart, 1436; correspondence between the Law Department and
Mr. Stutt, re prosecution of A. F. Ross,
produced, 1438; statement by Mr. Longmore, re Mr. Miller and Lake Bolac selections, 1438; ruled out of order, 1439; discussion in reference to ruling, 1439; motion
by Mr. Duffy, in favour of Mr. Longmore
submitting a motion on the subject, 1445;
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2444; Mr. Jone!;l, 2445; Mr. McKean's
, debated, 1445 j withdrawn, 1449; question
motion negatived, 2455; Mr. Francis's
by Mr. Langton, re prosecution of A. F.
amendment carried, 2456; motion by Mr.
Hoss, 1451; statement by Mr. G. Paton
Macgregor, declaring that no beneficial
Smith, 1451; discussion thereon, 1453;
result could follow from the further COnstatement by Mr. Miller, 1464; motion by
sideration of the report, 2460; debated,
Mr. Grant for appointment of select com2461 ; negatived, 2463; statement by Mr.
mittee to inquire into "the action of the
Miller, 2464; motion by Mr. McKean, deLands Department in connexion with cerclaring that Mr. Miller had successfully
tain allegations of undue influence by Memevaded the provisions of the Land Act, and
bers of Parliament, with the business of
had used undue influence in connexion with
that department," 1465; debated, 1465;
the Lands department for furthering the
committee appointed, 1468; question by
interests of himself and friends, 2474; deMr. Burrowes, re William Wilson, and disbated by Mr. G. Paton Smith, 2476; Mr.
cussion thereon, 1486; statements by Dr.
Longmore, 2482; motion negatived, 2486;
Macartney, 1491 and 1515; by Mr. Grant,
motion by Mr. McKean, "That the further
1492 and 1516; question by Dr. Macartney,
prosecution of the inquiry into the manage1809; question by Mr. Cohen, re withdrawal
ment of the Crown Lands department should
of prosecution against A. F. Ross, and disbe immediately intrusted to a royal comcussion thereon, 1510; progress report
mission," ,2490; debate adjourned, 2507;
from committee brought up, 1544; Donald
resumed by Mr. Grant, 2517; continued by
Stewart's petition referred to committee,
Mr. Bowman, 2524; addition proposed by
1575; motion by Mr. Kerferd, for giving
Mr. Fellows, directing the Attorney-General
leave to committee to report minutes of
to prosecute all persons who, on sufficient
evidence from time to time, 1678; debated,
evidence, should b,e reported by the com1679; amendment by Captain Mac Mahon,
mission tq be guilty of a misdemeanor, 2526 j
requiring committee also to report "their
debate continued by Mr. Higinbotham,
opinion thereon," 1684; debate continued,
2529; Mr. Langton. 2534; Mr. Vale, 2535 ;
1685; amendment carried, 1688; motion, as
Mr. Longmore, 2538; Mr. Wrixon, 2539;
amended, agreed to, 1694; motion by Mr.
Mr. Mackay, 2541; Mr. Berry, 2543; amendLongmore, empowering committee to sit at '
ment by Mr. McCaw, deClaring that the
Lands-office, 1845; discussed and postponed,
Minister of Lands had failed to substantiate
1845; question by Mr. Stutt, 1953; dishis charges, and declining to approve of the
cussion thereon, 1954; motion by Mr.
appointment of a royal commission, 2545 ;
Macpherson, to fill up vacancies in comdebate continued by Mr. Whiteman, 2546 ;
mittee, 1987; agreed to, 1989; motion by
Mr. Humffray, 2546; Mr. Frazer, 2546;
Mr. McCaw, for "a return of all cases of
Mr. Macpherson, 2547; Mr. G. Paton Smith,
corruption in the administration of the
2548; Mr. Cohen, 2549; Mr. McLellan,
Lands department previous to the Ministry
2550; Mr. Lobb, 2550; Mr. Dyte, 2551;
taking office," and discovered by Mr. McKean,
Mr. Burtt, 2551; Mr. McCaw's amendment
2092; statement by Mr. McKean, 2093;
negatived, 2552; Mr. Fellows' amendment
debate adjourned, 2094; resumed, 2229;
carried, and Mr. McKean's motion, as
statement by Mr. Grant, 2229; debate conamended, adopted, 2552 ; question by Mr.
tinued, 2230; amendment by Mr. Francis
Grant, re constitution of commission, 2553 ;
for including in the return the names of
discussion thereon, 2554; motion by Mr.
the "certain persons" referred to by Mr.
Frazer, requiring names of commissioners
McKean at Maryborough, "whose demands
to be submitted to the House before appointthe late Minister of Lands had not the firmment, 2554; discussed, 2555; negatived,
ness to resist," 2232; amendment accepted,
2561. (See Board of Land and Works.)
2235; motion, as amended, agreed to, 2235 ;
report of committee brought up, 2253; Lands Titles Office-Question by Mr. Byrne, 34;
production of report of board of inquiry
question by Mr. G. Paton Smith, and disordered, on motion of Mr. Byrne, 99; procussion thereon, 2254; question by Mr.
duced, 225; return of transactions ordered,
McCaw, 2281; statement by Mr. McKean,
on motion of Mr. Byrne, 589; question by
and discussion thereon, 2357; committee's
Mr. Byrne, 883; return produced, 1154;
report considered, 2366; statement by Mr.
question by Mr. Kerferd, re Examiner of
Stutt, 2366; explanation by Mr. Duffy,
Titles, 1844.
2378; motion by Mr. McKean, declaring
that the evidence given before the committee LANGTON, Mr. EDWARD (W. Melhourne)-Godisclosed "a case of improper interference
vernment Appointments, 16; Appointment
and undue influence on the part of Mr. Stutt,"
of Magistrates, 30; The Duke of Edin~
in the administration of the Lands Departburgh, 36 and 1542; Consolidated Revenue
ment, 2380-2388; debate adjourned, 2388;
(£536,485) Bill, 70; The Library, 78; The
resumed by Mr. G. Paton Smith, 2404; conBudget, 101 and 120; Mr. Wintle, 128; Natinued by Mr. Longmore, 2408; Mr. Higintional Museum, 139; Civil Service .Redqcbotham, 2411; Mr. Berry, 2416; Mr. Rolfe,
tions, 153and 162; GovernmentAdvertising,
2419; Mr. McCaw, 2419; Mr. 'Wrixon,
166,179,1591, and 1660; Volunteer Force,
2420; Mr. Mackay, 2423; Mr. T. Cope,
168 and 171; The Nelson, 173 and 175;
2426; debate adjourned, 2427; resumed by
Lands Department Vote, 188; Alleged
Mr. Duffy, 2435; continued by Mr. Grant,
Bribery of Members, 202, 204, 221, 225, 500,
2438; amendment by Mr. Francis, affirming
516, 553, 562, 579, 586, 595, 623, and 660;
that the evidence given before the committee
Telegraph Extension, 247; Sandhurst Indid not sustain the allegations of undue
dustrial School, 277; Railway Department,
influence by a Member of Parliament,
~82; Privilege-Hugh Glass and John
2443; !iebate continued by Mr. Langton,
Quarterman, 666, 673/ 685, 696, ~nd 831 ;
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Mining Leases, 721,741,939, and 974; Ways
and Means, 729'imd 731; County Courts Law
Amendment Bill, 745, 767, 769, and 857;
Railway Loan, 755; Upper Murray Railway
Construction Bill. 764 and 921 ; Gaol Chaplains, 773; The Military, 859 ; North Botanical qardens,.895; Municipal Corporations
Law Amendment Bill, .909, 910,' 925, 930,
932, 1I3E', 1136, 1214, 1997, 2023, 2086, and
2205; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 990,
1252, 125~ 1256,1264,1268,1278,1284,1298,
1320, 1335, 1336, 1343, 1356, 1359, 1361,
1413, 1427, 143~ 1460, 1471, 150~ 156~ 1598,
1634-,1637,1639,1653,1708,1710,1712,1717,
1732, 173~ 1747,260~262~269~270~~713,
2729,2730.27,34, and 2739; Charges against
M.embers in Deb]1te, ] 10~; Mode of Putting
.Questions, 1111 ; Administration of the I,ands
Dep!J.rtment, 1112,1146, 1296,1317,1340,
)364, 136~ 1370, 137~ 139~ 1396, 1399, 140~
1442,1451,1453,1466,1468,1488, ]512, 1681,
1686, 1688, 1694, 1845, 1988,2444,2534, and
.2551; Batman's BWamp, 1180; The Public
Account. 1220; Pastoral Occupation, 1238;
Railway Workshops, 1470; Wood v. Syme,
1487 ~nd 1491; Vacancies in the Cabinet,
1529 and·1618; The Library Portraits, 1541 ;
Non-payment of Salal'ies, 1544; Exclusion
of Strangers, 1586; Challenging a Vote, 1655
and 2671 ; Government Printing-office, 1661
and 1663; County Courts Law Amendment
Bill, 1664 and 1667; Expelled Members of
Parliament, 1706; Criminal Law and Prac~
tice Amendment Bill, 1765; State Aid to
Religion Abolition Bill, 1797, 1799, 2066,
2071, 2072, 2122, and 2297; Electoral Registrars, ] 803; Corrupt Practices Bill, 1810,
2074, 2076, and 2080; Public Instruction,
. 1862, 2322, und 2338; Secret Societies,
1895; Ministerial Crisis, ]945; Payment
of Members, 1979; Mr. McCulloch's Stations, 2012; Constable Buckmaster, 2028;
Compensation to Members of Parliament
Bill, 20Q4; The Imperial Government and
the· Coionies~Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2150, 2172, 2212, 2349, 2647, 2651,
2653,2657, .and 2667; Adjournment of the
House, 2162; Public Works Loan Act Debentures, 2205; Scab Act Amendment Bill,
2:W8~nd2244; Compensation to Government
Contractors, 2248; The Refreshment Rooms,
2~82;, Sur,ply, 2314 and 2364; Charitable
Institutions, 2317 and 2578; Board of Agriculture" 2341; Bushranging, 2432; Water
Supply, 2573; The Public Finaoces, 2573 ;
Abbotsford Reformatory, 2596; Lackerstein
v. Guthrie, 2597; Temperature of the Chamber, . 2~43; Appropriation Bill, 2646, 2673,
and 2676. '
Latrobe Bar; Gippsland-Motion for pa,pers, proposed py Mr. F. L. Smyth, and withdrawn,
98.
Law Department--:-Vote discussed in Committee
of Supply, l42 ..
Lee, Mr. Morris-Case of-Questions by Mr.
Kerfe~d, 133~ and 2025.
Legislative Ass~mbly -Vote for salaries discussed. in Committee of Supply, 75; question by Mr. Vale, re.yentilation of Chamber,
2643.
Legislative C;ouncil-Vote' for salaries discussed
in Committee of Supply, 74.
Leigh Creek School-Papers ordered, oli tiiotion
ot Mr. Dyte, 2600 J ~roduced, 2703~
.. ,

Lepers-Question by Mr. James, and discussion
thereon, 2570.
Libel Prosecution-Papers ordered, on motion
of Mr. I{erferd, 1606; produced,1985. (See
Wood v. Syme.)
Library, The-Committee appointed, 18; discussion as to constitution of committee, 18;
vote for salaries discus~ed in Committee of
Supply, 75; consideration of report, 90;
report re loan of pictures for Ballarat Art
Exhibition brought up, 1249; motion by
Mr. James, in favour of granting loan of
pictures, 1541; amended and agreed to,
1541; vacancies in committee filled up, 1987.
Ligal', Mr. C. W.-Case of-Discussed in Committee of Supply, 185.
Lincoln, President-Assassination of-Receipt
of volume of addresses announced, 4.
LOBB, Mr. W. J. (E. Bourke) - Governor's
Speech, 6; Abattpirs Bill, 288; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 307, 331,
333,339,706,7] 7,889, and 2629; Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 928,
1216, and 2087; Pentridge Stockade, 1259;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1380, 1416,
1426,1536,1599, ]602,1656,1734,1736, and
1740; Upper Murray Railway Construction
Bill, 1996; Administration of the Lands
Department, 2550.
" Lobbying." (See Privilege; also Secret Soc ietie,,!.)
Local Bodies, Endowment of-Question by Mr.
T. Cope, 883; by Mr. Kerferd, 1362; by
Mr. Bayles, 2029.
Local Government Act Ameodment Bill-Governor's message brought down, 89; considered in committee, and resolution proposed
by Mr. Casey agreed to, 137; adopted, and
Bill brought in and read first time, 156;
second readiHg, 236; considered in committee, 301, 315, 331,705,734, and 889; recommitted, 897; third reading, 903; message from Legislative Council, intimating
agreement to Bill with amendments, 2434 ;
amendments dealt with, 2629; message
from Legislative Council, insisting on certain of their ame.ndments, 2682; dealt with,
2683; message from Legislative Council,
still insisting on their amendments in clause
57, 2683; disagreement with amendments'
waived, 2732; clerical error amended, 2740;
amendments recommended by Governor's
message, agreed to, 2747.
Local Land Boards-Question by Dr. Macartney,2277.
LONGMORE, Mr. FRANCIS (Ripon andHampden)The Refreshment Rooms, 81 ; The Police,
86; Melbourne Hospital, 89 and 133; Civil
Service Reductions, 125; Lunatic Asylums,
130 and 132; Technological Museum, 142;
Volunteer Force, 170 and 181; The Nelson,
174; Military Vote, 176; Lands Department Vote, 185, 187, 188, 190, and 192;
Geodetic Survey, 192; Alleged Bribery of
Members,201,217, 220,378,484, 508,556,570,
576, and 646; Carlton Gardens,·222; Postal
Department, 274 ; Railway Department, 277,
278, and 282; Shires and Main Roads, 293 ;
Martin Fitzgerald, 293; Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 315, 316, 320, 332, 340,
342,708,711,712,714,717,720,737,738,889,
and 89~; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 449,
853, 1096,1251, 1255, 1257, .1258, 1262,1266,
f?75; 1280, 1282,14071 1408; 141l~ 1418I'H~5.
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1427, 1428, 14M, 1433, 1458,1461, 1471, 1472,
1475,1478,1480,1497, 1500, 1503,1506,1535,
1536,1538,1565,1571,1577,1591,1599,1600,
1603,,1604,1631,1639,1640,1642,1646,1649,
165~ 165~ 169~ 170~1730,173~ 1734, 1740,
1 i47, 1748, 2622, 2693, 2697, and 2722;
Woorndoo Post-office, 589; Privilege-Hugh
Glass and John Quarterman, 668 and 834;
County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 743,
745, 750, 765, 766, 768, and 770; Lot D,
Woorndoo, 882; North Botanical Gardens,
895; Upper Murray Hailway Construction
Bill, 922, 1990, and 1996; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1007,1221, 1222, 1288, and 1290;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 1039 and 2732; Land at Pircana, 1076;
Personal Explanations, 1151, and 1154;
Administration of the Lands Department,
117~ 1~59, 1400, 1438,1440, 1443,1445, 1449,
;1453,1466,1468,1682,1692,1845,1988,2235,
2408, 2482, and 2538; Progress of Business,
1219; Vexatious Impounding, 1259 ; Chal,lenging a Vote, 1407; The Wilsc)ll Selections,
1847; Vacancies in the Cabinet,' 1521 and
1622; The Duke of Edinburgh, 1542; Land at
Spring Plains, 1543; Dissolution of Parliament, 1607; GovernmentPrinting-office, 1662
and 2568; State Aid to Religion Abolition
Bm, 1796 and 2313; Order of St. Michael and
St. George, 1844; Ministerial Crisis, 1944;
Mining Companies Limited Liability Act
,Amendment Bill,. 1950 ; (Introduced on reelection, 1956;) Payment of Members, 1974,
1976, 1981, and 1990; Western ]{ailway,
. 1985, 2239, and 2643; Gippsland Railway,
2002,2063,2116, and 2487; Mr. McCulloch's
Stations, 2011 ; Compensation to Members
of Parliament Bill, 2029, 2051, 2054, and
2056; Railway',Coal Traffic, 2117; Labour
Bill, 2190 ; Excursion Trains, 2239; Upper
Murray Railway-Construction Estimates,
2260,2294,2310, 2333,and 2334; Land for
the Upper Murray Railway, 2277; Portland
and Hamilton Rail way, 2281 ; Charitable Institutions, 2317; Board of Agriculture, 2342 ;
Railway Shed Accommodation, 2354; Railway Loan Appropriation Bill (No.2), 2356 ;
Tenders for Railway Plant, 2402 and 2459 ;
Essendon Railway, 2457; Railway Construction, 2458; Mr. Jeremy, 2515; Snowy
Riv'er, 2585; Railway Fares, 2587,2624, and
2635 ;" Eight .Hours Labour, 2624; :\fr.
Benjamin Spargo, '2628; Pneumatic Railway, 2633; Railway Surveys-Wahgunyah
and EI Dorado, 2645; Ararat and Hamilton
> Railway, 2742; Mr. R. D. Scott, 2743.
Lunacy Statute Amendment Bill-Brought in
by Mr. Casey; and read first time, 1154;
second reading, ] 269; question by Mr.
McKean, 1552; Bill passed through committee, 1724 ; third reading, 1766.
Lunatic Asylums-Vote for salaries and contingencies discussed in Committee of Supply,
130.
Lunatics, Examination and Removal of-Question by Mr. Duffy, 178; by Mr. Burrowes,
227.
MACARTNEY, Dr.G. D. (S. Gippsland)-Intro. duced and sworn, 286; Privilege-Hugh
'Glass, and John'Quarterman, 820; Upper
Murray Railway Construction Bill, 920;
Worange. Pound Reserve, 1112 I Land Sales
at Palmatston, 1112 and 1154- I Land ta.W!!
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Amendment Bill, 1190, 1273, 1298, and
1757; Coal at Welshpool, 1272; South
Gippsland Roads and Bridges, 1272; Elisha
Smith, 1394; The Wilson Selections, 1491,
1493, i515,and 1809; Vacancies in theCabinet, 1621 and 1623 ; Pri vilege-" Lobbying,"
1884; Day of Humiliation, 1982; Gippsland
Railway, 2002, 206a, 2116, and 2487; Compensation to Civil Servants, 2028 and 2 162 ;
Mr. Thomas Bury, 2092; The Imperial
Government and the Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's i{esolutions, 2214 and 2666 ; Upper
Murray Railway, 2277 and 2310; Local Land
Boards, 2277; Public Instruction, 2325 and
2338; Board of Agriculture, 2342; Carrum
Swamp, 2402; Board of Education, 2747.
Macartney, Dr.-Eligibility to sit in Parliament
-Question by Mr. Wilson, 310; discussion
thereon, 311.
MACBAIN, Mr. JAJlfES (The Wimmera) - The
Nelson, 175; Military Vote, 177; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 213, 215, 361,626,631,
and 844; Parks and Gardens, 222 ; Government Offices, 247; Water Supply, 257, 262,
arid 2599 ; Railway Department, 278; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 302 and
304; Mr. MacBain and Mr. McCullo~h, 312;
Juries Statute Amendment Bill, 874; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 880, 884, 886,
and 888 ; Crown Grants, 919; The Aborigines, 920 and 2315; Upper Murray Railway Construction Bill, 921 and 1994;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 1039; Land Laws Amendment Bill,
1047, 1275, 1298, 1348, 1359, 1379, 1416,
1425, 1435, 1436, 145~ 1460, 1500, 1503,
1505, 1535, 1539, 1658, 1707, 1721, 1731,
1734, 2605, and 2689; Administration of
the Lands Department, 1151, 1373, 1514,
and 2558; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1220,
1222, 1258, 1289, 1290, 1317, 1339, 1381,
1385, 2207, and 2357 ; Progress of Business,
1437 and 1658; Vacancies in the Cabinet.
1525; Scabby Sheep at Digby, 1659; Criminal Law and Practice Amendment Bill, 1723
and 1724; Aboriginal Natives Protection
Bill, 1727; State Aid to Religion Abolition
Bill, 1781,2072,2119,2296, and 2313; Ministerial Crisis, 1943; Mr. McCulloch's Stations, '2007 and 2013; Corrupt Practices Bill,
2078; The Imperial Government and the
Colonies - Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions,
2183; Labour Bill, 2190; Mr. R. D. Scott,
2309; Cruelty to Sheep (Brown v. Aitken),
2311 and 2486; Pleasant Creek Hospital,
2577; Mr. Duncan McRae, 2590 and 2595 ;
Sunday Mining, 2681.
MCCAW, Mr. MATTHEW (E. Bourke)- Volunteer
Force, 182; Abattoirs Bill, 288 and 30 I ;
Water Supply, 298 and 300; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 306, 321, S34,
338,707,708,719, 720,889,and897; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 393, 623, and 845;
County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 743 and
862; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 866,
876,878,881,1668,and 1670; North Botanical
Gardens, 895; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 925, 927, 931, 932, 934,
1039, 1040, and 2088; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1004,1257, 1265, 1269,1282, 1319,
1330,1337,1338,1341,1343,1356,1359,1379,
1410,1415,1417,1424,1429,1431,1434,1457,
1460,1474,1478,1481,1504,1538,1571,1627,
1639, 1640, 1651, and !l737. lmtnigration,
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1077; Administration of the Lands Department, 1149,1401, 14!i4, 1678, 1989,2092,2230,
2281,2419, and 2545; Telegraph Rates, 1184
and224i; Progress of Business, 1219, 1437,
and 1495; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1382 and
2244; John Ewart, 1541 and 1671; The Duke
ofEdiuburgh, 1543; Vacancies in the Cabinet,
1549 and 1617; Salt for Agricultural Purposes, 1676; Paymelltof Members, 1975and
1981; Upper Murray Railway, 1995, 1997,
and 2310; Parliament Stables, 1998; Board
of Agriculture, 2000, 2315, 2339, and 2342;
Mr. McCulloch's Stations, 2012; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill, 2048,
2055, and 2056; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2070, 2121, and 2313; Corrupt
J:lractices Bill, 2080; Labour Bill, 2190 and
2193; Railway Shed Accommodation, 2354;
Supply, 2365; Railway Fares, 2635.
MCCULLOCH, Mr. JAMES (Mornington)-Fencing
Law Amendment Bill, 4; Supply, 8,22,25,
741, 1659, 2313, and 2314; Railway Loan,
15, 384, 493, and 755; The Duke of Edinburgh, 15,940, and 1542; Small-pox, 16 and
847; Government Appointments, 16; Retrenchment in the Public Service, 17, 125,
126, 153, 162, 166, 185, 808, and 1012; Supply Bill, 17 and 2204; Sessional Arrangements, 17 and 870; Standing Committees,
18; Representation of the People Bill, 19;
Civil Service Act, 23; Dr. Mackay, 23;
Exhibition Building, 24 ; The Budget, 40 and
114; Suspension of Standing Orders, 69;
Ways and Means, 69, 725, 728, 732, 742, and
1660; Consolidated Revenue (£536,485) Bill,
70; Volunteer Force, 70,166,171,172,182,
and 973; The Nelson, 71, 173, and 175;
Prince Alfred Hospital, 71; Legislative
Council, 74; Legislative Assembly, 75; The
Library, 75, 79, and 90; The Refreshment
Rooms, 81; The Police, 85; Melbourne Hospital, 89 and 133; Land Laws Amendment
Bill, 89, 1163, 1265, 1266, 1298, 1424, 1501),
1653,165~ 1658, 1713, 1716,1720, 1730, 1732,
and 1986; Mr. John Moore, 90; Penal Department, 91, 92, and 122; Angora Wool,
100; Payment of Members, 10 l; Gaols, 12;
and 129; Mr. Wintle, 125 and 126; Lunatic
Asylums, 130and 132; BeechworthGaol, 1354
Museum of Art, 137, 138, and 221 ; National
Museum, 138 and 140; Audit of Public
Accounts,140; Technological Museum, 142;
Agricult ural Statistics, 148; Scab Inspectors,
148; Quarantine Regulations, 155; Compensation to Discharged Officials, 156, 178,
1663, and 2579; Abolition of State Aid to
Religion, 156, 1742, 1772, 1799, 1800, 1804,
2071,2074,2294, and 2296; Ministers'Salaries, 158; Curator of Intestate Estates, 163;
Government Advertising, 165; The Victoria,
] 72; The Cerberus, 174; Stores and Transport, 175; The Military, 176, 869, and 882;
Hemoval of Lunatics, 178 and 227; Extension of Powers (Banks) Bill, 180 and 1845;
Lands Department Vote, 189; Alleged Bribery of Members, 195, 202, 204, 345,347.
4lO, 506, 555, 569, 593, 594, 602, 645, and
657; Inquiries by Select Committees, 226;
Public Vaccinators, 227; Dredging the
Yarra, 237; Wharfs and Jetties, 240; Industrial Schools, 241, 242, 277, and 2596;
Government Offices,249; Mr. Vale and Mr.
McKean, 252 and 255 ; Charitable Institutions, 257, 344, and 231;; Easter Holidays,

266; Postal Department, 275; Western
Railway, 283; Road Works and Bridges,
284; Dr. Macartney, 286; Kew Lunatic
Asylum, 287; The Aborigines, 288; Mr.
MacBain and :\1r. Ml'Culloeh, 313; Election
Petitions. 344; The l'olice Bill, 449, 1076, and
1:362; ~npernnmerarics, 492 and 691 ; Privilege-Hugh Glass and John Quarterman,
66!i,666, 668,671, 673,690,693,694,702,828,
and 844; Representation of Portland Dad
Ballarat West, 704; Savings Banks, '105;
I . ocal Government Act Amendment Bill,
710,891, and 899; The Mint, 721; .New Industries, 722; Education Vote, 722,2338,2427,
and 2428; Consolidated Revenue (£500,000)
Bill, 742 and 765; Murder at Pent ridge-the
Rev. W. Hill's Family, 751; Upper Murray
Railway Construction Bill, 757; Gaol Chaplains, 774; Landsborough, 867; Mr. Vale,
869; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 880;
Bribery and Corruption, 882; Privilege Appeals, 882; Representation of Minorities,
883; Postponed Votes, 883; The Poll at
Elections, 908; Gaol Warders, 909; Electors'
Rights, ]012; Immigration, 1077, ]339, and
2316; Relief o.f the Poor, III I and 1771;
Administration of the Lands Department,
1112, 1259, 1366, 1369, 1396, 1440, 1443,
1444, 144R, 1465, 1469, 1513, 1685, 1845,
2231,2363, and 2364; Lock-up at Rosedale,
1181; Progress of Business, 1219,1340, 1437,
]438, 1470, 1493, 1495, and 1658; Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 1221, 1222, 1259, 1383,
1384,2357, and 2628; Separation Day, 1258;
Pentridge Stockade, 1259; Mr. McKean, 1269
and 1270; Volunteers' Land Certificates, 1295,
1575, and 1677; Mr. Morris Lee, 1340; Endowment of Local Bodies, 1362; Sandhurst
Gaol, 1362; National Gallery, 1363, 2063,
and 2116; Sandridge Jetty, 1376; Whale
Fishing, ] 51 0; Vacancies in the Cabinet,
1520, 1549, 1619, and 1844; Belfast Harbour,
1541 and 1609; Non-payment of Salaries,
1544; Lunacy Statute, 1552 ; Exclusion of
Strangers, 1576, 1580, 1645, and 1646; Mr.
Kenealy, ] 590; Rail way Construction, 1607;
Government Printing-office, 1662; Consolidated Revenue (£600,000) Bill, 1663; Mr.
John Ewart, 1672; Salt for Agricultural
Purposes, 1676; Expelled Members of Parliament, 1706; Police Protection at Bendock,
1706; Godfrey's Creek, 1725; Adjournment
of the House, 1803; Electoral Registrars,
1804; Yan Yean Reservoir, 1844; Order
of St. Michael and St. George, 1844;
Secret Societies, 1895 and 1896; Want of
Confidence in the McCulloch MinistryMr. Byrne's Motion, 1904; Ministerial
Crisis, 1943; Resignation of the Ministry,
1946; Mining Companies Limited Liability
Act Amendment Bill, 1947; The Macpherson Ministry-Explanations, 1960; Pastoral
Occupation - Mr. McCulloch's Stations,
2005; Board of Education, 2117; Compensation to Civil Servants, 2162; The Imperial
Government and the Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2212 and 2266; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill,
2241 ; Exploration Liabilities, 2246 and
2350; Mineralogical Exhibition, 2278; Public Library Trustees, 2278; European Mail
Service, 2359 and 2401; Railway Plant,
2402; Bushranging, 2432; Public Library
and Museum Bill, 2488; Lepers, 2571 ; Alfred
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Graving-dock, 2572; The Public Finances,
2573 and 2575; Receivers and Paymasters,
2576; Asylum and School for the Blind,
2577; IVlr. W. H. Wright, 2580; Water Supply, 2599; Appropriation Bill, 2628, 2645,
:!fi46, 2672, and ~676; Deserters from the
J<'lying Squadron, 2644.
:McDoN~ELL, Mr. M. A. (Villiers and Heytesbury)
-The Nelson, 175; Military Vote. 176;
Alleged Bribery of Members, 205, 584, and
653; Public Works Department, 238; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 335 ;
l'ridlege-Hugh Glass and John Quarterman, 700 and 809; County Courts Law
Amendment Bill, 767; Insolvency Law
Amendment Bill, 885 and 888; Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 917 ;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1253, 1257,
1262,1285,1305,1307,1360,1409, 1411, 1412,
]457,1461,1471,1571,1640,1642,2621, and
2623; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1289,1383,
and 2244; Administration of the Lands Department, 1466, 1468, and 1690; Vacancies
in the Cabinet, 1620; Public Instruction,
J 820, 1973, 2428, and 2566; (Introduced on
re-election, 1956;) Copyright Protection
Bill, 1990 ; County Court Fees, 200 I ; The
Boy Adams, 2083; State Aid to Religion
Abolition Bill, 2120,2295, and 2297 ; Labour
Bill, 2190; Stamps Bill, 2228 and 2260 ;
Dower Bill, 2275 ; New Court-houses, 2276
and 2339; the Snndhurst Magistrates and
the Boy Canning, 2333, 2363, and 2402;
Petty Sessions Clerks, 2354; Government
Printing-office, 2401; Mr. J. B. Slack, 2457 ;
Public Library and Museum Bill, 2489; Mr.
P. J. Williams, 2580; Deserters from the
Flying Squadron, 2624 and 2643 ; Destruction of Sheep, 2624 and 2681 ; Unlicensed
Theatrical Entertainments, 2681; Sunday.
l'4ining, 2681 ; Mr. Duncan McRae, 2744.
MACGREGoR,Mr. JOHN (Rodney)- Water Supply,
17,31, :32, 69, 265, and 300; Supply Bill, 17;
Board of Agriculture, 69, 2000, 2316, and
2340; Lands at Spring Creek, 156; Curator
of Intestate Estates, 163 and 309; Military
Vote, 177; Alleged Bribery of Members,
216, 381, 560, 578, 584, 591, 595, 608, 612,
625, 626, 632, 656, and 723; Clearing the
Murray, 240; Bridging the Murray, 310 ;
Local Government Act Amendment Bill,
337, 338, 342, 706, 709, 710, 714, 720, and
898; Validity of Deeds, 384; PrivilegeHugh Glass and John Quarterman, 670, 688,
694,699,841, and 1451 ; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 691, 956, 1213, 1250,1252, 1254,
1261,1264,1268,1273,1275,1278,1281,1285,
1326,1328,1333, 133~ 1341, 134~ 1348,1351,
1353,1360,1407,1408,1410,1416,1427,1429,
1434, 1461, 147~1474, ]480, 1499, 1504, 153~
1536, ]558, 1564, 1577, 1599, 1626,1642,1648,
1701,1733,1756,2605,2622,2626,2686,2694,
269~ 2707, 2717, 2728, 273~ 273~ 2739, and
2740; Water Supply, 704; Ways and Means,
734; County Courts Law Amendment Bill,
744,746, 767, and 770; Pastoral Occupation,
774 and 2014; Railway Construction and
Extension, 871; Juries Statute Amendment
. Bill, 874; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill,
875,878,881, and 8jl4 ; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 903, 904, and
906; The Aborigines, 920; Upper Murray
Railway Construction Bill, 920 and 922;
Lands Compensation Bill, 924; Notices of

2775

Motion, 940; Telegraph Extension to Spring
Creek, 1012; Administration of the Lands
Department, 1149, 1403, 2256, 2455, 2456.
~460, and 2560; Progress of Business, 1496 ;
Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1534 and 1617 ;
Government Printing-office, ]580; Exclusion
of Strangcr~, 1580 alld 1587 ; l\Iinillg Companies Limited I,iability Act Amendment
Bill, 1953 ; The Macpherson Ministry-Explanations, 1961; Public Instruction, 1973
and 2428; Payment of Members, 1975 ;
State Aid to Heligion Abolition Bill, 2064,
2069, and 2296; Expenditure on Public
Works, 2083; The Imperial Government
and the Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2213, 2262, 2650, and 2662; Scab
Act Amendment Bill, 2245 and 2357; Exploration Liabilities, 2246, 2350, and 2645 ;
Steiglitz and Stringer's Creek Gold-fields,
2249; Mr. John Urquhart, 2276; Asking
Questions, 2312; Mr. R. D. Scott, 2354 and
2742; Bills rejected by the Legislative
Council, 2460; Public Library and Museum
Bill, 2488; Workmen's Lien Bill, 2634;
Appropriation Bill, 2673 and 2676; Place
from which a Member should Speak, 2694.
MACKAY, Mr. ANGUS (Sandhutst Boroughs)Appointment of Magistrates, 27; Legislative Council, 74; Gaols, 129; Lunatic Asylums, 131; Ministers' Salaries, 160; Curator
of Intestate Estates, 163; Coroners, 164;
Volunteer Force, 167 and 171; Geodetic
Survey, 193; Alleged Bribery of Members,
203, 373, 504, 625, and 641; Parks and
Gardens,223; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 234, 904, 907,908,912,914,
916,918,1037, 1038, 1040, and 1215; Telegraph Extension to Wilson's Promontory,
244; Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean, 253; Water
Supply, 262, 299, 1260, 2361, and 2586;
Postal Department, 274; Conveyance of
Inland Mails, 275; Sandhurst Industrial
Sehool, 276; Secretary of HaiJways, 279 ;
Local Government Act Amendmt'nt Bill,
305,306,333, 709, 711, 737, 738, and 889;
Privilege-Hugh Glass and John Quarterman, 699 and 813; Savings Banks, 705;
Upper Murray Railway, 761, 1991, and 2334;
County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 767
and 769; Mr. Vale, 868; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 963, 1253, 1254, 1274, 1288, 1318,
1346, 1348, 1415, 1417, 1426, 1428, 1431,
143~ 1434, 147~ 1480, 156~ 1640, 1654,
1700, and 1753; Administration of the
Lands Department, 1150, 1406, 1512, 1678,
1685, 1989, 2230, 2423, 2454, 2463, 2541, and
2556; Sandhurst Gaol, 1362 and 2029; Progress of Business, 1437, 1493, and 1495;
Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1531 and 1617 ;
Exclusion of Strangers, 1587; Government
Printing-office, 1661 and 1663; Public Instruction, 1872, 1973, 2324, 2338, 2428, and
2564; The New Ministers, 1891; Want of
Confidence in the McCulloch Ministry-Mr.
Byrne's Motion, 1937; Payment of Members, 1980; Mr. McCulloch's Stations, 2009;
Bendigo ·Waterworks Company, 2028; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill,
2048, 2055, and 2056; Railway Coal Traffic,
2117; Board of Education, 2117; Mineralogical Exhibition, 2278; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2297; Asking Questions,
2312; Charitable Institutions, 2318 and
2578; The Boy Canning, 2402; Close of the
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Session, 2554; Mining Companies Bill (No.
2), 2572; Mr. W. H. Wright, 2580; Land

Selections at Mount Macedon, 2588; Workmen's Lien Bill, 2633; The Imperial Government and the Colonies-Mr. Higin botbam's
Hesolutions, 2668; Appropriation Bill, 2675.
Mackay, Dr.-Question by Mr. Harcourt, 23.
McKEAN, Mr. JAMES (Maryb01'ough)-Appointment of Magistrates, 26; The Queen v.
Lacnerscein, 33, 2597, and 2598; The Refreshment Rooms, 82; Audit Office, 141 ;
Law Department, 142; Crown Solicitor,
145; Master-in-Equity, 146; Scab Prevention, 148; County Court Judges, 151 ;
Volunteer :Force, 185; The SurveyorGeneral, 185 and 187; Alleged Bribery of
Members, 196, 345, 366, 404, 434, 444, 548,
568, 571, 575, 578, 601 and 845; Public
Buildings, 237; Wharfs and Jetties, 240; Mr.
Vale and Mr. McKean, 250, 252, 254, 256,
268, 271 and 273 ; Water Supply, 262 and
314; Abattoirs Bill, 288; Local Government
Act Amendment Bill, 303, 304, 331,332,335,
336,735, and 736; Day of Humiliation, 344 ;
Privilege-Hugh Glass and John Quarterman, 678, 841, and 843; County Courts Law
Amendment Bill, 742, 744, 746, 750, 768,
770, 853, 859, and 1664; Murder at Pentridge, 75 L ; Pastoral Tenants' Licences, 7.52;
Upper Murray Hailway Construction Bill,
760; Small-pox, 847; Railway Extension
and Construction, 870; .Juries Statute
Amendment Bill, 874; Insolvency Law
Amendment Bill, 881 and 1180; Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 903,
904, 906, 911, 927, 928, 930, 934, and 1039 ;
Amendment of the Mining Statute, 940;
Notices of Motion, !140 ; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1077, 1251,1253, 1254, 1263,1265,
1274, 1279, 1284, 1299, 1323, 1334, 1336,
]342,1349,1350,1353,1380,1407,1413,1415,
141~ 1427, 1430, 1432, 143~ 147~ 1479, 155~
1566,1577,1594,1598,1630,1648,1657, 1658,
1698,1733,1734,2600,2620,2622,2625,2627,
2683,2693,2695,2696,2698,2700, and 2725 ;
Ballarat" Gold Stealing" Case, 1247; Lunacy
Statute Amendment Bill, 1269, 1270, and
1552; Phillip Island, 1271; Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 1382,1695,2206, and 2357 ;
Progress of Business, 14:~7; Tenders for
Public Works, 1607; Criminal Law and
Practice AmendmentBill, 1765; Velocipede
Gold Mining Company, 1867 and 18!J8;
Want of Confidence in the McCulloch Ministry-Mr. Byrne's Motion, 1924; Mining
Companies Limited Liability Act Amendment Bill, 1944; (Introduced on re-election,
1956); Hepburn Mineral Spring, 1986 and
2015 ; Administrati0n of the Lands Department, 1989, 2093, 2233, 2253, 2254, 2258,
2281,2357,2364,2366,2380,2456,2463,2474,
2486,2490,2531, and 2555; Mr. McCulloch's
~tations, 2002 and 2013; Compensation to
Members of Parliament Bill, 2055; Inspection of Forests, 2063; Land Certificates,
2063; Mining Companies Bill (No.2), 2064
and 2118; LaboUl' Hill, 2189 and 2192;
Lands at Smeaton and Glengower, 2204;
Mr. John'Urquhart, 2276; Land Sales at Ballarat, 2277; Local Land Boards, 2277 ; Seats
in the Public Gardens, 2280; Mr. Patrick
Sullivan, 2281 ; Mr. RD. Scott, 2309, 2354,
and 2742; Board of Agriculture, 2340; North
J3otanica.l GardeiHij 2353 I DraiMge of

Swamps, 2363; Carrllm Swamp, 2402;
Eradication of Thistles, 2432; Land Selections at Hayannie and Bridgewater, 2433
and 2457; Yarra Flood Channel, 2487;
Privilege-The Daily Telegraph,2516; Conditions of Government Contracts, 2570 and
2588; Mr. P. J. Williams, 2581 and 2591 ;
McLean v. Curr, 2582 and 2592; The Snowy
River, 2585; Challenging a Vote, 2671;
Appropriation Bill, 2676; Compensation
to Discharged Officials, 2707; Bills within
the 56th Section of the Constitution Act,
2741; Castle maine Borough v. Bendigo
County. 2747; Preservation of Trees, 2747.
McKENNA, Mr. MARTIN (KynetonBoroughs)-Mr.
Wintle, 128 ; Retrenchment, 185; Reserves
at vVoodend, 194; Local Government Act
Amendment Bill, 305,337,339,706. 715, and
737; Alleged Bribery of Members, 390;
Affidavits, 741; Municipal Corporations
Law Amendment Bill, 931 and 1040; Land
Laws Amendment Bill, 1055, 1343, and 1460;
The Public Account, 2353 and 2636.
McLean v. Curr--Vote for amount of verdict
and costs discussed in Committee of Supply, 2582 and 2591; statement by Mr. G.
Paton Smith, 2592; discussion thereon,
2595.
McLELLAN, Mr. WILLIAM (Ararat)-Governor's
Speech,6; Water Supply, 32, 260, 300, 2362,
and 2599; the Duke of Edinburgh, 38; Melbourne Hospital, 71 and 72; Legislative
Council, 75; The Hefreshment Rooms, 82 and
2282; Official (Mining) Agents, 88 and 98;
Prison Discipline, 124; Mr. Wintle, 125;
Intercolonial Exhibition, 140; County Court
Judges, 151; The Nelson, 173 and 174; Administration of the Lands Department, 190,
1686, 2253, and 2258; Alleged Bribery of
Members, 207', 226, 393,410,508,584, 593,
and 619; The Houses of Parliament, 245;
Powder Magazines, 246; Railway Department, 281 and 28:3; Abattoirs Bill, 289 and
301; Mining Boards, 292; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 324, 1113, 1276,1279,1280,
1343,1408, 1413, 1425,1428, 1431,1477,1479,
1481, 149~ 150~ 153~ 1539, 1560,162~ 1629,
1630,1638,1647,1651,1653, ]701,1719,1733,
1735,and 1762; Privilege-Hugh Glass and
John Quarterman, 667, 694, and 703; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 718, 735,
and 736; Mr. Moriarty, 723; County Courts
Law Amendment Bill, 749; Upper Murray
Railway Construction Bill,758; Mr. Vale,
869; Railway Extension and Construction,
871 ; North Botanical Gardens, 896; Charges
against Members in Debate, II 01; Administration of the Lands Department, 1148,1296,
1374, 1514,2231,2232, and 2550; Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 1222, 2244, and 2357;
Ballarat "Gold Stealing" Case, 1240 and
1.245; Mr. Casey and Mr. McKean, 1270;
Volunteers' Land Certificates, 1295; Railway
Workshops, 1470; Progress of Business,
1494; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1523 and
1548; Ways and Means, 1661; Copyright
Protection Bill, 1838; The New Ministers,
11:171 and 1891; Privilege - "Lobbying,"
1884; Secret Societies, 1897; Want of Confidence in the McCulloch Ministry-Mr.
Byrne's Motion, 1926; Ministerial Crisis,
1944; The Macpherson Ministry-Explanations, 1969; Mr. McCulloch's Stations, 2005
nnd 2015, Wines. Beer, and Spirits Sale

LEGISLATIVE ASSEl\!BLY.

Statute Amendment Bill, 2022; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill, 2044;
The Imperial Government and the Colonies
-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2187; The
Aborigines, 2315; Board of Agriculture,
2340; Appropriation Bill, 2554; Pneumatic
Railway,2633; Ararat Treasury, 2682.
MAC MAHON, Captain CHARLES (W. Melbourne)
-The Duke of Edinburgh, 15 and 36; Appointment of Committees, 19; Railway Department, 36, 278, and 280; Melbourne Old
Cemetery,40; Charitable Institutions, 72;
]{ailway Accidents, 73; The Library, 80;
Mr. John Moore, 90; Penal Department, 91;
Prison Discipline, 124; Mr. Wintle, 124 and
126; Lunatic Asylums, 133; Law Department, 142; Agricultural Statistics, 148;
Scab Prevention, 149; County Court Judges,
149 and 150; Ministers' Salaries, 158; Curator of Intestate Estates, 163; The Nelson,
174; Military Vote, 176; Gardiner Road
District, 178; Colonel Anderson, 184; Industrial Schools,242 and 277; Water Supply,
259, 263, 2572, and 2599; Postal Department,275; Abattoirs BiIl,289; Cole's and
Ra~eigh'& Wharfs, 310; Dr. Macartney, 311;
Local Government Act Amendment Bill,
332,336, and 713; Alleged Briberyof Mem··
bers, 369, 494, 554, 593, and 612; Personal
E:x:planation, 535; Privilege- Hugh Glass
and John Quarterman, 666, 674, 680, 695,
702, and 704; County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 744; Upper Murray Hailway, 760,
921, 1997, 2333, and 2334; Insolvency Law
Amendment Bill, 863,864,866,875,878,880,
886, 1180, 1669,and 1670; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 915, 916, 1136,
1840, 2083, 2088, and 2090 ; Limitation of
Speech in Debate, 1101 and 1153; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 1185, 1252, 1275, 1278,
1310,1413,1426,1432,1456,1459,1471,1477,
1631,1708,1710,1712,1715,2621,2622,2684,
2694, 2698, and 2701; Scab Act Amendment
BUl, 1316; Unimproved Land, 1318; Administration of the Lands Department, 1405,
1511, 1684, 1693, 1988, and 2556; Progress
of Business, 1438 and 1495; Exclusion of
Strangers, 1587; Transfer of Land Statute
Amendment Bill, 1606,1670, 1840,and 1953;
Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1624; Criminal
Law and Practice Amendment Bill, 1723;
State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 1784,
2064,2067,2070, 2119,2297,2298,and 2313;
Copyright Protection Bill, 1839; Waterworks Commissions Bill, 1867; The New
Ministers,1869; Mining Companies Limited
Liability Act Amendment Bill, 1947 and
1948; Payment of Members, 1976; Mr.
McCulloch's Stations, 2010; The Mint, 2063;
Corrupt Practices Bill, 2078; Labour Bill,
2190; The Imperial Government and the
Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions,
2213,2343, and 2:350; Telegraph Charges,
2248; The Refreshment Rooms, 2282; Cruelty
to Sheep (Brown fl. A it/len), 2310; Major
Hall, 2579; Mr. P. J. Williams, 2581); Mrs.
P.1:1. ::5mith, 2596; Prorogation of Parliament, 2673; Immigrant Ships, 2682; Mr. R.
D. Sc')tt, 2743.
McNicol, John-Case of. (See Lands Department.)
MACPHERSON, Mr. J. A. (Dundas)-Scab in
:,heep, 25, 149, 846, and 1272; The Duke of
~djllbursh, 37; Charitable Institutions, 68,
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2316, and 2318 j Railway Extension and
Construction, 68,870,908, and 2310; Audit
Office, 141; Law Department, 143; Crown
Solicitor, 145; County Courts, 150 and 152;
Ministers' Salaries, 160; Volunteer Force,
182; Lands Department Vote, 189; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 204, 217, 344, 370, 404,
517,560,576,588,598, and 625; Parks and
Gardens, 223; Abattoirs Bill, 288 and 300;
Lucal Government Act Amendment Bill,
334, 336, 338, 712, 716, 719, 736,740,902,
2629, 2630, 2682, and 2732; Flemington
Bone Mill, 531; Privilege-Hugh Glass and
John Quarterman, 698, 703, and 788; County
Courts Law Amendment Bill, 743, 745, 7-l9,
767,770,860, and 862; Upper Murray Railway, 761, 922, 1991, 1995, 1996, and 2310;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 903, 925, 927, 931, 1135, 1997, 2023
2083, 2087, :1090, 2205, 2241, 2630, 2682,
and 2731; Land Laws Amendment Bill,
1160, 1251, 1253, 1255, 1257, 1258, 1262,
1265, 1274, 1276, 1279, 1281, 1282, 1285,
1297, 1335, 1338, 1349, 1351, 1412, 1414,
1416, 1427, 1429, 1433, 1476, 1499, 1503,
1695, 1712, 1733, 1735, 1962, 1986,2357,
2358, 2604, 2612, 2622, 2626, 2684, 2693,
2704, 2707, 2708, 2728, 2730, 2732, 2738,
2740, and 2746; Progress of Business, 1219
and 1496; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1220,
1289, 1290, 1316, 1338, 1382, 1385, 1386,
1418, 1772, 2205, 2206, 2243, 2245, and 2628;
Administration of the Lands Department,
1405, 1448, 1682, 1688, 1987, 1989,2233,
2235, 2255, 2357, 2455, 2547, 2553, 2556,
and 2558; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1533
and 1623; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill,
1669; Criminal Law and Practice Amendment Bill, 1723, 1724, and 1765; Copyright
Protection Bill, 1839; Death of the Hon. J. P.
Fawkner, 1874 ; The New Ministers, 1891;
Want of Confidence in the McCulloch Ministry-Mr. Byrne's Motion, 1931 and 1943;
(Introduced on re·election, 19:::6); Ministerial Explanations, 1956 and 1973; Public
Instruction, 1973,2319,2336,2427, and 2428;
Payment of Members, 1980; Stawell and
Heasant Creek, 1985; Mining Companies
Limited Liability Act Amendment Bill,
] 986 j State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill,
1987, 2064, 2070, 2074, 2118, 2120, 2240,
2294, 22!l6, and 2313; Standing Committees,
1987; Aboriginal Natives Protection Bill;
1989; Fencing Law Amendment Bill, 1990;
Board of Agriculture, 2000; The Imperial
Government and the Colonits, 2001, 2141,
2213, 2266, 2350, 2647, and :2657; 1\1r.
McCulloch's Stations, 2004; Wines, Beer,
and Spirits Sale Statute Amendment Bill,
2020; Absence of the Clerk, 2028; Constable Buckmaster, 2028; Compensation to
Civil Servants, 2028, 2162, alld 2260; Castlemaine Benevolent Asylum, 2029; Endowment of Local Bodies, 2029; Compensation
to Members of Parliament Bill, 2052;
National Gallery, 2062,2116,2307, and 2355;
Amendments in Clauses of Bills, 2067;
Corrupt Practices 13 ill , 2081; Mr. Thomas
Anthony, 2116; Board of Education, 2117
and 2748; Adjournment of the Home, 2162;
I,abonr Bill, 2188 and 2193; The Founders
of the Colony, 2204; Privilege-The Daily
Tp.legraph, 2210 and 2517; Victorian Rifle
Association, 2239 i Polic~ ],>!otection at
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Beeac, 2240; Telegraph Charges, 2247;
Steig1itz and Stringer's Creek Gold-fields,
2249; Fine Arts Commission, 2259 and 2361 ;
Port!and Improvements, 2259; Sebastopol
Postal Service, 2277; Mineralogical Exhibition, 2278; Public Library Trustees, 2278
and 2309; Telegraph Department, 2279,
2359, and 2625; Newspaper Postage, 2280
and 2339; Savings Banks, 2280; Governors
of Gaols, 2280 and 2355; Mail Gnards, 2281 ;
Mr. Hanify, 2281; Mrs. Robertson, 2307;
Cruelty to Sheep (Brown v. Aitken), 2310
and 2486; Supply, 2313, 2314, 2363, and
2364; The Aborigines, 2314; Board of Agriculture, 231 Ii; Immigration, 2316 and 2355;
Amendment of the Electoral Law, 2353 and
2748; The Public Account, 2354; European
Mail Service, 2~59, 2360, and 2400; The
Cerberus, 2362; The Census, 2363; Public
Library and Museum Bill, 2363, 2403, 2488,
and 2516; Mail Contracts, 2402; Supply
Bill, 2404 and 2571; Bushranging, 2432;
Police Ueward Fund, 2434; The Flying
Squadron, 2434, 2643, a!ld 2644; Penal Discipline, 2487; Vaccination, 2515; Telegraph
Extension,2516; Prince's Bridge Industrial
Schools, 2553; Relief of the Poor, 2553;
Order of Business, 2554; Government
Printing-office, 2568; Constitution of the
Ministry, 2570; Lepers, 2570; Alfred
Graving-dock, 2572; Water Supply, 2572;
Horticultural Society of Victoria, 2575 ;
Receivers and Paymasters, 2576; McLean
v. Curr, 2582 and 2595; Portland Volunteer
Artillery, 2585; Mr. Duncan McRae, 2590;
Mrs. P. H. Smith, 2596 and 2625; Lackerstein
v. Guthrie, 2598; Belfast Harbour, 2598;
Mining Companies Bill (No.2), 2600; the
late Mr. Foott, M.L.A, 2631; Constable
Ahner, 2643; Exploration Liabilities, 2645;
Appropriation Bill, 2646, 2672, 2576, and
2703; The Governor, Viscount Canterbury,
2703 and 2707; Geelong Protestant Orphanage, 2703; Mr. R. D. Scott, 2743.
McRae, Mr. Duncan-Case of-Statement by
Mr. T. Cope, 2589; discussion thereon,
2590; report from Chief Scab Inspector
produced, 2624; motion by Mr. E. Cope for
select committee, withdrawn, 2744. (See
Sheep, Destruction of)
Magistrates, Appointment of-Motion by Mr.
Bowman for return, 25; debatpd, 26;
amended and agreed to, 31; return produced, 96; question by Mr. Byrne, 237.
Mail Communication with Europe-Question by
Mr. Duffy, 275; question by .Mr. King,
2359; discussion thereon, 2360 ; question by
Mr. G. V. Smith, 2400; statement by Mr.
Macpherson, 2400; by Mr. McCulloch, 2401.
Mail Contracts-Question by Mr. Whiteman, re
carriage of Members of Parliament, 100;
question by Mr. Rolfe, re letting of contracts, 2402.
Mail Guards-Question by Mr. Bowman, 2281.
Mail Service-Vote discussed in Committee of
Supply, 275.
Married Women's Property Bill~Brought in
by Mr. Higinbotham, and read first time,
~O; Bill discharged from the paper, 1982.
l\L\SON, Mr. THo:\[AS ( Williamstow71)-Quarantine Regulations, 154; Immigration, 15ii;
Discharged Officials, 156; Railway vYorkshops, 287; Abattoirs Bill, 288; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 343;

Alleged Bribery of Members, 503; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill,
9U7, 915,929, and 1040; Government Printing-office, 919; Land Laws Amendment
Bill, 1206.
Master-in-Equity's Office - Vote discussed in
Committee of Supply, 146.
Mayors of Boroughs-Precedence of discussed
in committee on Municipal Corporations
Law Amendment Bill, 914; allowance to
Mayors discussed in committee on same
Bill, 927.
Melbourne City Court-Question by Mr. White. man, 741.
Melbourne Hospital, Management of-Discussed
in Committee of Supply, 71 ; questions by
Mr. Longmore, 89 and 133; statement by
Mr. Cohen, 133.
Melbourne Old Cemetery-Question by Captain
Mac Mahon, 40.
Members, New-Sworn-4, 286, 344, 893, 1185,
1942, and 1956.
Members of Parliament, Alleged Bribery ofQuestion by Mr. RIair, 195; statements by
Mr. Butters, 195, 196, and 200; by Mr.
Williams, 196 and 199; byMr. McKean, 196;
by Mr. Francis, ) 97; by Mr. Kerferd, 200 ;
motion by Mr. Blair for appointment of
select committee, 202; withdrawn in favour
of similar motion by Mr. McCulloch, 203;
Mr. McCulloch's motion debated by Mr.
Langton, 204; debate continued by Mr.
Wrixon, 206; Mr. McLellan, 207; Mr. G.
Paton Smith, 211 ; Mr. MacBain, 213; Mr.
Higinbotham, 214; Mr. Whiteman, 216; Mr.
Macgregor, 216; Mr. Harbison, 216; Mr.
Longmore, 217; Mr. Macpherson, 217 ; Mr.
Watkins, 218; Mr. Casey, 218; Mr. Reeves,
219; ;VIr. Bayles, 219; Mr. Crews, 220; Mr.
McCulloch's motion agreed to, 220; motion
by Mr. G. Paton Smith, empowering committE'e "to report minutes of evidence from
time to time," 225; agreed to, 226 ; questions by Mr. Blair, 226; Mr. Butters reported to be " guilty of gross prevarication"
before committee, and ordered to attend ill
his place on April 6, 287; committee's report
brought up, 294; motion by Mr. G. Paton
Smith to consider 12th paragraph of report,
expressing" regret that Mr. ~1cCulloch and
Mr. Francis took no immediate steps to
investigate" the charge agaiust Mr. Jones,
344; amendment by Mr. Macpherson to
begin with 1st paragraph, 345; amendment
withdrawn and motion agreed to, 347; statement by Mr. McCulloch, 347; Mr. Francis,
349; motion by Mr. G. Paton Smith, exoneratipg Mr. McCulloch and Mr. Francis
from any blame in the matter, 350 ; seconded
by Mr. Carr, 352; debated by Mr. Higinbotham, 353; Mr. Wrixon, 356; Mr. Casey,
359; Mr. MacBain, 361 ; Mr. McKean, 366;
Captain Mac Mahon, 369; Mr. Macpherson,
370; Mr. Wilson, 373; Mr. Mackay, 373;
Mr. Berry, 375; Mr. Vale, 377; Mr. Longmore, 378; Mr. Walsh, 379; amendment by
Mr. Lalor, declaring it not desirable to further consider the 12th paragraph, 380; debate continued by Mr. Macgregor, 381;
1\11'. Fellows, 382; .Mr. Kernot, 383; debate
adjourned, 383 ; resumed by Mr. Duffy, 385 ;
continued by Mr. G. V. Smith, 388; l\Ir.
)1cKenna, 390; Mr. Bates, 391; Mr. Everard, 392; l\Ir. McLellan, 393; Mr. McCaw,
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393 j Mr. Cohen, 393 j Mr. Reeves, 394 j Mr.
Blair, 395 j Mr. Crews, 395 j Mr. Russell,
396 j amendmeut negatived and motion carried, 396 j motion by Mr. G. Paton Smith,
declaring that "the evidence taken before
the committee proves the existence of an association which adopted as one of its modes of
action the bribing and undue influencing of
members of the Legislature," 396 j debated
by Mr. Macpherson, 404; Mr. McKean, 404;
Mr. Frazer, 406 j motion agreed to, 409 j
paragraphs of report relating to Mr. Jones
read, 410; statement by Mr. Jones, 413 j
motion by Mr. G. Paton Smith, declaring
that Mr. Jones "received money secretly
for or in respect of his services in Parliament," 435 ; seconded by Mr. McKean, 444 ;
debate continued by Mr. Richardson, 445 ;
Mr. Burtt, 446; Mr. J. T. Smith, 446 j Mr.
Burrowes, 449 j debate adjourned, 449 j resumed by Mr. Berry, 450; continued by Mr.
Higinbotham, 460 j Mr. Kerferd, 466; Mr.
Wrixon, 466; Mr. Fellows, 475; Mr. ~ul
livan, 481; Mr. FranciR, 481; Mr. Kitto,
484; Mr. Longmore, 484; debate adjourned,
492; resumed by Captain Mac Mabon, 494 ;
continued by Mr. Casey, 498; Mr. Langton,
500 j Mr. Mason, 503; Mr. Mackay, 504;
motion carried, 506; motion by Mr. McCulloch for expulsion of Mr. Jones, 508; debated by Mr. McLellan, 508; ~r. Frazer,
514; Mr. G. Paton Smith, 521) j Mr. Kernot,
521; motion carried, 521 j paragraphs of
report relating to Mr. Butters read, 521 ;
statement by Mr. Butters, 521 j motion by
Mr. G. Paton Smith declaring that Mr.
Butters (when not a member of the House)
"offered money or other advantage to Mr.
McKean and Mr. Bowman for the promoting
of a matter then before Parliament, namely,
the Lands Certificates Titles Bill," 536;
statement by Mr. Bowman, 546; by Mr.
McKean, 548 j by Mr. Williams, 549 j debate
continued by Mr. King, 553; Mr. Langton,
553; Captain Mac Mahon, 554; motion
carried, 555; motion by Mr. McCulloch for
expulsion of Mr. Butters, 556; debated by
Mr. Longmore, 556; Mr. Casey, 557 j Mr.
Cohen, 558; amendment by Mr. Dyte, for
committal of Mr. Butters to the custody of
the Serjeant-at-Arms, 559 j debate continued by Mr. Kitto, 559 j Mr. Macpherson,
560; Mr. Macgregor, 560; Mr. G. Paton
Smith, 561; Mr. Langton, 562 j Mr. Francis,
562; Mr. Frazer, 563; 1\-11'. Wilson, 56o! j
Mr. Casey, 564; amendment negatived and
motion carried, 565; paragraph of report
relating to Mr. Bdwman read, 565; statement by Mr. Bowman, 566; motion by Mr.
G. Paton Smith, declaring that "Mr. Bowman, in accepting a bet frOn1 Mr. Butters,
payment of which he subsequently claimed,
on the probability of a measure then before
Parliament passing its second reading, committed a grave irregularity," 568; carried,
569; motion by Mr. McCulloch, " That Mr.
Bowman be reprimanded in his place by
Mr. Speaker," 570; debated, 571 ; carried,
573 j Mr. Bowman reprimanded accordingly,
.,)73 j parag-raph of report relating to Mr.
F. L. Smyth and the late Mr. Foott read,
573; statement by Mr. F. L. Smyth. 574 ;
motion by 1\11'. G. Paton Smith declaring
that .< Mr. F. L. Smyth received a loan of
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£102 lOs. as an ordinary business transaction through his solicitor," 575; carried,
577 j motion by Mr. McKean, declaring that
the late Mr. Foott received £200, "but there
is no evidence to show that" he "rccei ved
such sum with a knowledge of its coming
from the funds of any association formed
for a political purpose," carried, 578 j paragraphs of report relating to Mr. Hugh Glass
and Mr. John Quarterman read, 578; motion
by Mr. G. Paton Smith, declaring that Mr.
Glass and Mr. Quarterman "actively aided
in the administration of the funds of an
association employed in the bribing and
undue influencing of Members of Parliament," 581; carried, 584; motion by Mr. G.
Paton Smith, declaring Mr. Glass and Mr.
Quarterman "guilty of a contempt and
breach of the privileges of this House," and
ordering them to be taken into the custody
of the Serjeant-at-Arms and brought to the
bar, 584; amendment by Mr. Macgregor,
"That the said Hugh Glass and John Quarterman be ordered to attend this House tomorrow," 584; amendment negatived, and
motion carried, 588; Mr. Glass at the hal',
590 j statement by Mr. Glass, 590; Mr.
Quarterman at the bar, 590 j motion by Mr.
Hanna, for Mr. Quarterman to be heard by
counsel, 591 ; withdrawn in favour. of motion by Captain Mac Mahon, for Mr. Quarterman to be heard by counsel" in mitigation
of punishment," 593 ; Captain Mac Mahon's
motion debated, 593 j carried, 602; Mr.
Quarterman, at the bar, announces his
inability to obtain the assistance of counsel,
aud submits his case to the favorable consideration of the House, 602 j motion by
Mr. McCulloch for committal of Mr. Glass
and Mr. Quarterman to Her Majesty's Gaol,
Melbourne, 603; debated by Mr. Duffy, 603 ;
Mr. Vale, 607 j Mr. Humffray, 608; amendment by Mr. Macgregor, for committing Mr.
Glass and Mr. Quarterman to the custody of
the Serjeant-at-Arms, 610; debate continued by Mr. Higinbotham, 610 j Captain
Mac Mahon, 612 j Mr. J. T. Smith, 613;
Mr. G. Paton Smith, 615 j Mr. Whiteman,
617; Mr. Blair, 618; Mr. McLellan, 619;
Mr. Francis, 620; Mr. McCaw, 623; Mr.
Langton, 623 j Mr. Humffr::lY, 624; Mr.
Reeves, 625 j debate adjourned, 626; resumed by Mr. MacBain, 626; continued by
~fr. Wrixon, 630; Mr. Fellows, 634; Mr.
Casey, 638; Mr. Mackay, 641; 1\11'. Longmore, 646 j Mr. Cohen, 649; Mr. Berry, 651 ;
Mr. Harcourt, 653; Mr. McDonnell, 653 j
Mr. Kernot, 655; amendment negatived,
656 j debate continued, 65i j amendment by
}'fr. Frazer, for confining Mr. Glass and Mr.
Quarterman in that part of the gaol "set
apart for debtors," 663 j amendment withdrawn and original motion carried, 664 j
paragraph of report relating to Mr. Ettershank and others read, eM; Mr. Ettersl:ank
::Ind others orrlered to attend at the bar, 665 ;
announcement by the Speaker that he had
recejyed notice of a writ of' habeas C07PUS, re
Hugh Glass. 665; announcement by Mr. G.
Paton Smith that Mr. Glass had been disclwrged from custody, 665; motion by Mr.
1\IcCulloch for adjournment of the House
to enable the Government to consilJer what
conrse should be t3.ken, G65; debated, 666 ;
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agreed to, 671 I annoUncement by the Mining Boards~Motion by Mr. Kitto for reducSpeaker that he had -received notice of a
ing vote, 290; debated, 291; negatived,293.
writ of habeas corpuS, re J obn Quarterman, Mining Department-Question by Mr. Kerferd,
1844; by;Mr. Burrowes, 2748.
673; statement by Mr. G. Paton 8mith, and
discussion thereon, 673; motion by Mr, Mining Companies Bill-Motion by Mr. Casey
for leave to introduce, 1727; agreed to, and
Frazer, for release of Mr. Quarterman withBill read first time, 1729; Bill discharged
out payment of fees, 676; amendment by
Mr. McKean, requiring the Attorneyfrom the paper, 2057.
General "to take the proper steps to make Mining Companies Limited Liability Act
and support the necessary return to -the writ
Amendment Bill- Brought in Mr. Casey,
and read first time, 1899; statement by Mr.
of habeas moved for by Mr. Quarterman,"
I{itto, 1946; discussion thereon, 1947; Bill
678; amendment withdrawn and motion
passed through remaining stages, 1953;
negatived, 691; motion by Mr. McCulloch
for appointment of select committee "to
question by Mr. Dyte, 1986.
inquire into the proceedings relating to the Mining Companies Bill (No. 2)-Motion by Mr
discharge from custody of Mr. Hugh Glass,"
J. T. Smith for leave to introduce, 2063;
693; agreed to, 694; constitution of comagreed to, and Bill read first time, 2064;
mittee discussed, 694; committee appointed,
second reading, 2091; passed through committee, 2118; third- l~eading, 2151; message
703; order of the day for attendance of Mr.
Ettershank and others at the bar postponed,
from Legislative Council, intimating agree691, 724,806, and 845 ; committee's report
ment to Bill with amendments, 2429; amendbrought up, 752; motion by Mr. Casey,
ments considered, 2fiOi I1nd.2571 ; 'dealt with,
2572; question by Mi'. Lalor. 2600. '.
declaring that the necessary steps should be
taken for subjecting the decision of the
Mining Companies Wound-tip-Return ordered,
Chief Justice re Hugh Glass, to the review
on motion of Mr. Jones, 2741.
of the Privy Council, 775; debated by Mr. Mining Leases-Question by Mr. Humffray, 535;
Higinbotham, 780; Mr. Macpherson, 788;
by Mr. I ..angton, 721; papers ordered, on
motion of Mr. Langton, 741; produced,919
Mr. Wrixon, 790; Mr. G. V. Smith, 794;
Mr. G. Paton Smith, 799; amendment by
and 1047; question by Mr. Langton, 939 and
Mr. Berry, declaring that the House "should
974; by Mr. Witt. 1259; return ordered, on
assert at once its lawful authority by remotion of Mr. Everard, 1707; produced,
1956; question by Mr. Butters, 2001; by
committing and retaining in custody the two
persons who have been improperly disMr. Dyte, 2028; return ordered, on motion
charged," 802 ; debate adjourned, 806 ; reof Mr. Dyte, 2742.
sumed by Mr. McDonnell, 809; continued Mining on Private Property-Question by Mr.
by Mr. Mackay, 813; Mr. Fellows, 818;
Dyte, 156; by Mr. Davies, 2431.
Mining on Sundays-Question by Mr. MacBain,
Dr. Macartney, 820; Mr. Duffy, 825; Mr.
2681.
. '. .
McCulloch, 828; Mr. Langton, 831, Mr.
Longmore;.834; Mr. Whiteman, 836; amend- Mining Shares, Forfeiture of-Question by Mr.
ment negatived, R36; debate continued by
Dyte.1677.
Mr.Byrne,837; Mr. Blair, 837; Mr. McKean, Mining Statute, Amendment of-Question by
843; Mr. Casey's motion carried, 844;
Mr. McKean, 940.
motion by Mr. McCulloch, directing the
Mining under Streets·-Question by Mr. HumAttorney-General to take the necessary
ffray, 1885; by Mr. Dyte, 1885.
steps for all appeal to the Privy Council, Ministers' Salaries-Motion by Mr. Reeves, for
reduction from £14,000 to £10,000, 156;
agreed to, 844; questions by Mr. Blair,
opposed by Mr. McCulloch, 158; debate
867 and 882; question by Mr. Everard,
continued by Captain Mac Mahon, 158; Mr.
1184 ; question by Mr. Kerferd, and discusWilson, 159; Mr. Watkins, 159; Mr. Duffy,
sion thereon, 1449.
159; Mr. Burtt, 160; Mr. Macpherson, 160 ;
Members Expelled-Mr. Jones, 521; Mr. Butters, 565; statement by Mr. McCulloch, 704;
Mr. Mackay, 160; Mr. Berry, 16'1; Mr.
Everard, 162; motion negatived, 162.
question by Mr. Byrne, 705; by Mr. Langton, 1706. (See Corrupt Practices Bill.)
Ministry-Question by Mr. Mackay, re resignation by Mr. Vale of office of Minister of
Military , The-Vote discussed in Commit tee of
Customs, 868; discussion thereon, 869;
Supply, 175; question by Mr. Langton, re
discussion, re vacancies in the Cabinet, in
distribution of Imperial troops, 869; return
committee on Land Laws Amendment Bill,
re 14th Regiment, ordered, on motion of Mr.
1479; question by Mr. Kerferd, 1516;
Russell, 870; question by Mr. Francis, 882;
statement by Mr. McCulloch, 1520; debate
Governor's message, transmitting desthereon, 1 fi21; question by Mr. Duffy, re
patches from Secretary of State, 897 and
administration of Custo111S Department.
~062.
1545; statement by Mr. Francis, 1545;
l\IJLLER, Mr. WII~LlA::I[ (Cresu'ich)-Local Gomotion by Mr. Kerferd, declaring the pervernment Act Amendment Bill, 335, 339,
formance by Mr. ]'rancis of the duties of
720, 739, 898, 900, and 902; Mr. Longmore's
Minister of Customs, without vacating
Allegations, 1102, 1116. 1157, and 1407;
his seat, to be a breach of privilege, and
Land Laws Amenilment Bill. 1117, 1410,
that the matter should be refp.rred to a
and 1412; Municipal Corporations Law
select committee, 1546; debated, 1547;
Amendment Bill, 1216; Administration of
motion by Mr. McCaw for adjournment of
the Lands Department, 1404, 1686, and 2464.
debate, 1549; debate adjourned, 1552; reMineralogical Exhihition - Question by Mr.
8nmeil, 161 i; motion withdrawn, 1625;
Mackay, and dhwussion thereon, 2278. (See
questions by Mr. Kerferd, 1844 and 1867;
Exhibition Building.)
announcement by Mr. Sullivan of appointMiners' Hights-Cawle'y v. Ling-Question by
ment of ~lr. Wilson as Minister of Hailways1
Mr. Dyte, 227.
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and of Mr. Rolfe as Minister of Customs, Murray, Mr., late postmaster at Chewton-Case
1867; and of Mr.Casey as Solicitor-General
of-Papers ordered, on motion of Mr. Kitto,
without salary, 1871; motion by Mr. Byrne,
294.
disapproving of "the selection of a gentle- Murray River, Bridging and Clearing-Questions
man not a member of the Legislature to fill
by Mr. Macgregor, 240 and 310.
one of the responsible offices of State," notice Museum, National-Vote discussed in Committee
of, 1868; discussion thereon, 1868; request
of Supply, 138.
by Mr. Sullivan for postponement of debate, Museum of Art-Vote discussed in Committee
1888; discussion thereon, 1888; debate
of Supply, 137; question by Mr. Blair, 221.
postponed, 1892; Mr. Byrne's motion submitted, 1899; debated by Mr. McCulloch, National GaUery-Question by Mr. Duffy, 1363;
1904; debate continued by Mr. Reeves,
further questions by Mr. Duffy. and discus1910; Mr. Duffy, 1911 ; Mr. Higinbotham,
sions thereon, 2062 and 2116; by Mr. Blair,
2307; by Mr. Duffy, 2308;· statement by
1913; Mr. Aspinall, 1917 ; Mr. Crews, 1920;
Mr. Everard, 1921; Mr. Lalor, 1922; Mr.
Mr. Macpherson, 2355; by Mr. Duffy, 2356.
(See Public Library and Museum Bill.)
McKean, 1924; Mr. Sullivan, 1925; Mr.
McLellan, 1926; Mr. Riddell, 1929; Mr. Nelson, The-Question by Mr. Kerferd, 70; vote
Wrixon, 1929; Mr. Macpherson, 1931; Mr.
discussed in Committee of Supply, 173;
G. Paton Smith, 1932; Mr. Blair, 1935;
question by Mr. Dyte, 2591.
Mr. Mackay, 1937; Mr. Byrne's motion New Albion (Ballarat) Mining Company. (See
carried, 1939; motion by Mr. McCulloch
Mining under Streets.)
for adjournment of House, 1943; discussion Newspaper Postage. (See Postage.)
thereon, 1943; agreed to, 1945; resignation North-Eastern Railway-Question by Mr. Kerof the McCulloch Ministry announced,
ferd, re Construction Bill, 3. (See Essendon
and Upper Murray Railway Construction Bill.)
1946; formation of new Ministry by Mr.
Byrne announced, 1952; new. Ministers Notices of Motion, when to be given-Discussion
introduced and. sworn, 1956; statement by
raised by Mr. Macgregor, 940.
Mr. Macpherson; 1956; by Mr. Duffy,
1957; by Mr. McCulloch, 1960; by Mr. Oakleigh Poundkeeper and Police-Papers orMa.cgregor, 1961; discussion thereon, 1962;
dered, on motion of Mr. Crews, 2029; prostatement by Mr. Macpherson, re business
duced, 2388.
on the paper, 1973; question by Mr. Crews Observatory , The-Vote discussed in Com mi ttee
re Ministers without seats in House, 2570.
of Supply, 221.
.
Minorities, Representation of-Question by Mr. Official (Mining) Agents-Questions by Mr.
Blair, 883. (See Representation of the
McLellan, 88 and 98.
People Bill.)
Order, Question of-Reported by Chairman of
Mint, The-Question by Mr. Duffy, 721; return
Committees to the Speaker, 2670. (See
ordered, on motion of Captain Mac Mahon,
Votes Challenged.)
2063; produced,2353.
.
Oxley Petty Sessions-Papers ordered, on motion
Moore,Mr. JohIl-Case of-Discussed on report
of Mr. Witt, 2632; produced, 2681.
from Committee of Supply, 90.
Moran, Mrs.-Case of-Question by Mr. Byrne, Palmerston, Land Sales at-Questions by Dr.
344.
Macartney, 1112 and 1154.
Moriarty, Mr. (See Water Supply.)
Parks and Gardens-Vote discussed in CommitMunicipal Corporations Law Amendment Billtee of Supply, 222; question by Mr. F. L.
Question by Mr. Dyte, 24; Governor's
Smyth, re sea,.ts, 2280.
message brought down, 89; considered in Parliamen t-Opening of the session, 4; prorocommittee, and resolution proposed by Mr.
gation, 2748.
Casey agreed to, 136; resolution adopted, Parliament and Ministers Bill. (See Represenand Bill brought in and read first time, 156;
tation of the People Bill.)
second reading moved by Mr. Casey, 228; Parliament, Dissolution of -Motion by Mr.
debated by Mr. Whiteman, 233; Mr. Dyte,
Hanna for address to Governor, struck off
234; Mr. Mackay, 234; Mr. Walsh, 236;
the paper, 1607.
Mr. Richardson, 236; Bill reatI second time, Parliamentary Librarian - (See Mr. James
236; considered in committee, 882, 903, 909,
Smith.)
925, )036, 1075, 1135,1214,1839,1997,2023, Pastoral Occupation-Return ordered, on motion
and .2083; question by Mr. Richardson, and
of Mr. Macgregor, 774; produced, 940; quesdiscussion thereon, 2205; report adopted,
tion by Mr. Langton, 1238; return ordered,
2240; Bill read third time, 2241 ; meson motion of Mr. Everard. 1296; produced,
sage from Legislative Council, intimating
1339; ordered to be printed, 1998; motion
agreement to Bill with amendments, 2459 ;
by Mr. Kerferd for return as to Mr. McCulamendments dealt with, 2630; message
loch's Stations, 2002; debated, 2003; amendfrom Legislative Council, insisting on cerment by Mr. Langton, for return of all
tain of their amendments, 2682; dealt with,
pastoral lands held by lpembers of the
2682; message from Legislative Council,
House,2012; motion withdrawn and amendment agreed to, 2015; return produced, 2312.
still insisting on their amen4ments in clause
47, 2682; considered, 2731; disagreement Pawnbrokers Act. Offences against the-Queswith amendments insisted on, 2732; amendtion by Mr. Dyte, 1340.
ment recommended by Governor's message,
Payment of Members-Report of Royal Comagreed to, 2746.
mission presented,22; supplementary papers
MURPHY, Sir FRANCIS (Grenville)-Amendments
presented, 101, 194,and412; question by Mr.
Duffy, 101; by Mr. Reeves, 940; Governor's
in Clauses of Bills, 2067. (See The Hon.
the Speaker.)
message brought c;lown, 1845; considered in
lJIurphy v, Mitp~ell. (See Certificqte, Of Title.)
po~mittee, 1974; mo~ion br Mr· Lon~m~)'r~,
~
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affirming the expediency of compensating
Members of Parliament, and making an appropriation for the purpose, 1974; discussed,
1975; agreed to, 1981; resolution adopted,
and Bill brought ia and read first time, 1990;
second reading moved by Mr. Longmore,
2029; debated by Mr. Dyte, 2030; Mr.
Wrixon, 2031; Mr. Higinbotham, 2037; Mr.
Rolfe,2040; Mr. Watkins, 20U; Mr. James,
2043; Mr. McLellan, 2044; Mr. Francis,
2045; Mr. G. Paton Smith, 2046; Mr. Burtt,
2047; Mr. McCaw, 2048; Mr. Mackay,2048;
Bill read second time, 2050; considered in
committee, 2051; third reading, 2082.
Penal Department-Vote discussed in Committee
of Supply, 91 ; on consideration of report, 122.
Penal Discipline-Question by Mr. Blair, 2487.
Pental Island-Question by Mr. Byrne, 808.
Pentridge Stockade Murder-Questions by Mr.
McKean and Mr. Everard, 751; by Mr.
Lobb,1259.
Personal Explanations-By Mr. McKean, 256,
268, and 273; by Mr. Vale, 270; by Mr.
G. V. Smith, 285; by Mr. MacBain, 312;
by Mr. McCulloch, 313; by Captain Mac
Mahon, 535; by Mr. E. Cope, 536 and 1545;
by Mr. Francis, 565; by Mr. Thomas, 741;
by Mr. Watkins, 1047; by Mr. Stutt, l1I3;
byMr. Longmore, 1154; by Mr. Miller, 1157;
by Mr. Grant, 1873 and 1984; by Mr. Williams, 1895; by Mr. Russell, 1943; by
Mr. Burtt, 1952; by Mr. Kerferd, 1984; by
Mr. Duffy, 2515; by Mr. Davies, 2515; by
Mr. Frazer, 2703.
Petitions - Against closing of telegraph-office
at Newstead, 85; re Mining leases, 86 and
2571; re Banks (Extension of Powers) Bill,
135; against the condition proposed by Mr.
Higinbotham to be added to the Education
vote, 227, 286, 294, 308, 384, 412, 845, 893,
and 1318; re water supply to Chiltern, 286;
re Yarra pollution, 308; re railway to the
Western district, 344, 893, and 1295; from
John Quarterman, asking for permission to
be heard by counsel at the bar of the House,
589; from W. S. Anderson and James
White (persons summoned to appear at the
bg,r), asking for information as to charges
against them, and to be heard by counsel,
722; re Thomson ward, Geelong, 723 and
882; re amendment of the land laws, 908,
939, 1258, 14-36, 1469, 1576, 2459, and 2588 ;
re boundaries of Queenscliff, 920; re the
Upper Murray Railway Construction Bill,
940, 1012, 1047, 1076, 11I0, 1235, and 2028;
re Dead-lock, 1076; against leasing of
auriferous lands at Spring Creek, 1217;
against altering the boundaries of Melbourne, 1217; re creating of a Hackneycarriage consolidated board, 1217 and 1295;
re case of John McNicol, 1235; re claims of
42nd section selectors in North Gippsland,
1235; for reserves of land for the benefit of
the poor, 1235 and 1362; re Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 1258 and 1295; re selection
at Woorndoo, 1395; re Castlemaine water
reserve, 1395; re selections at Lake Bolac,
1436; re land near Maryborough Reservoir,
143(); re mining on private property, 1436;
for Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 1437;
re William Wilson's case, 1470; re school
sites, 1470; re sites for churches and ministers' dwellings, 1580; re John Harris's case,
1580; re Henry Perkins' cale, 1726; re

abolition of State aid to religion, 1771,
1844, 1883, 1895, 1953, 1956, 2028, 2063,
2116, and 2203; re Mr. Higinbotham's propo!'al for the creation of a department of
Education, 1809 and 1845; re Wines, Beer,
and Spirits Sale Statute Amendment Bill,
198~ 202~ 2203,223~ 225~ 2281,2311, and
2353; against Fisheries Act Amendment
Bill, 2001; reJoseph Buchanan's case, 2028;
re Mining Companies Bill (No.2) 2116; re
eight hours system; re A. S. Dewar's case,
2203 ; re James Ross' case, 2281 ; against
sale of Collingwood market reserve, 2353;
re James Maconchie's case, 2516; re reductions in Water Supply department, 2681.
Petty Sessions Clerks-Question by Mr. Jones,
2354.
Phillip Island, Jetty at-Question by Mr.
McKean, 127l.
Pilot Service-Question by Mr. Kerferd, 2279.
(See Wrecks outside Port Phillip Heads.)
Place from which a Member should SpeakQuestion by Mr. Bowman, and discussion
thereon, 2694.
Pleasant Creek, Post-office at-Papers ordered,
on motion of Mr. Blair, 1422. (See Stawell
and Pleasant Creek.)
PLUMMER, Mr. WILLIAM (Warrnambool)-Harbour Improvements at Warrnambool, 239 ;
Shipping Returns, 324; Warrnambool Courthouse, 2276 and 2339.
Police, The-Vote for salaries and wages discussed in Committee of Supply, 82; question by Mr. Russell, re amendment of Police
Regulation Statute, 449; question by Mr.
Bowman, 1076; question by Mr. Connor, re
beards, 1362.
Police Reward Fund-Question by Mr. Kerferd,
2434.
Poor, The-Relief of-Questions by Mr. Harcourt, 1110 and 2553; by Mr. Bates, 1771.
Portland and Hamilton Railway-Question by
Mr. Butters, 2281.
Portland, Improvements at-Question by Mr.
Butters, 2259.
Portland Land Business - Question by Mr.
Butters, 2571.
Portland, Representation of-Mr. Butters expelled, 565; re-election announced, 704;
introduced and sworn, 1185.
Portland Revenue-Return ordered, on motion
of Mr. Butters, 2092.
Portland Volunteer Artillery-Question by Mr.
Butters, 2585.
Postage of Newspapers-Question by Mr. Blair,
324; by Mr. Butters, 2280; motion by Mr.
Jones for reducing rate, proposed and withdrawn, 2339.
Posta.ge Rates (American) - Question by Mr.
Everard, 1184.
Postal Department-Vote discussed in Committee of Supply, 274; on consideration of
report, 290; return of officers dispensed
with ordered, on motion of Mr. Whiteman,
1220; produced, 1464; question by Mr.
Wilson, re lost letters, 1804.
Post-office Clock-Question by Mr. Whiteman,
1153.
Post-offices and Telegraph stations - Return
ordered, on motion of Mr. Russell, 89; produced, 1742.
Previous Question:.-When moved --On consideration of Mr. Everard's motion, re reception of H.R.If. the Duke of Edinburgh, 36.
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Prince Alfred Hospital. (See Charitable Institutions.)
Prison Discipline-Subject discussed in Committee of Supply, 91 and 122.
Privilege-The Chairman of Committees reports
to the Speaker that Mr. McKean refused
to withdraw an assertion in reference to a
statement by Mr. Vale, to the effect that
such statement was untrue, and untrue to
his (Mr. Vale's) knowledge, 252; motion by
Mr. McCulloch, requiring Mr. McKean to
apologize and to withdraw the expressions,
252; agreed to, 253; Mr. McKean declines
to withdraw the expressions, 255; motion
by Mr. McCulloch, declaring Mr. McKean
to be in contempt of the House, and committing him to the custody of the Serjeantat-Arms, 256; debate adjourned, 256 ; explanations by Mr. McKean, 256, 268, and273;
order of day for the resumption of debate
discharged, 257; question by Mr. Everard,
266; explanation by Mr.Vale, 270; question
by Mr. Blair, re Mr. McCulloch's opinions in
1865, ruled out of order, 847; amended
question, 882; complaint by Mr. Kitto of
"lobbying," 1883; discussion thereon, 1883 ;
complaint by Mr.. Stutt of publication in
Daily Telegraph of a paragraph purporting
to be a report of the Lands Department
Committee, 2208 ; discussion thereon, 2209 ;
complaint by Mr. Stutt of article in Daily
Telegraph, 2516; discussion thereon, 2517.
(See Members of Parliament.)
Probate and Succession Duty-Governor's message brought down, 1677.
Public Account-Return ordered, on motion of
Mr. Langton, 1220; produced, 1339; question by Mr. McKenna, 2353; return ordered,
on motion of Mr. McKenna, 2636 ; produced,
2747.
Public Gardens-Want of Seats in. (See Parks
and Gardens.)
Public Holidays-Sitting of Police Courts onQuestion by Mr. Harbison, 867. (See Humiliation, Day of.)
Public Instruction-Resolutions submitted by
Mr. Fellows, 1810; amendment moved by
Mr. Higinbotham, 1816-1829; debate continued by Mr. Duffy, 1829 ; Mr. G. V. Smith,
1834; debate adjourned, 1837; explanation
hy Mr. Higinbotham, 184;; ; debate resumed
by Mr. Blair, 18.t6 j continlled by Mr. Kerferd, 1853; Mr. Wrixon, 1854; :\Ir. Langton,
186:!; debate adjourned, 1866; order of the
day for the resnmption of debate discharged,
1973; Education vote discussed in Committee of Supply, 2319; Mr. Higinbotham's
amendment, 2321 ; objected to by Mr. Fel·
lows, on the ground that it altered the law,
2321 ; discussion a~journed, 2325 ; resumed,
2335 ; amendment ruled out of order, 2336 j
Chairman directed to report progress, 2339 ;
vote further considered, 2427 and 2562;
agreed to, 2568.
Public Library and Museum Bill-Brought in
by Mr. Macpherson, and read first time, 2363;
second reading, 2403; considered in committee, 2487; third reading, 2516; message
from Legislative Council, intimating agreement to Bill with amendments, 2645; amendments adopted, 2645.
Public Loan Account - Return ordered, on
motion of Mr. Vale; 2553.
PublieVacl:inators-Question by Mr. Reevee, 227.
9 D 2,
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Public Works, Expenditure on-Return ordered,
on motion of Mr. Macgregor, 2083; produced,
2388.
Public Works Loan Act Debentures-Return
ordered, on motion of Mr. Langton, 2205.
Public Works Loan Appropriation Bill-Resolutions passed in committee, 1539; adopted,
1606; further resolutions passed in committee, 1722; adopted 1742 j Bill founded
thereon brought in, and read first time,
1742; passed through remaining stages,
1768.
Public Works, Tenders for-Return ordered, on
motion of Mr Reeves, 1541 ; motion by Mr.
McKean, excluding defaulting contractors
from future tenders, agreed to, 1607; motion
by Mr. McKean, against calling for tenders
without approval of specification by com-.
petent board, 1607 ; withdrawn, 1608. (See
Government Contracts, Conditions of.)
Quarantine Regulations-Question by Mr. Mason,
154.

Quarterman, Mr. John-Brought to the bar, 590
and 602.
Queen, The, v. Lackerstein-Question by Mr.
Wilson, 32 ; discussion thereon, 33; question
by Mr. King, 2331; discussion thereon,
2332; return of expenses ordered, on
motion of Mr. Kernot, 2434; produced,
2623.
Questions, Mode of Putting-Discussion raised
by Mr. King, 1110; by Mr. Dyte, 1111 ;
question by Mr. Mackay, 2312.
Rab bit Nuisance-Question by Mr. Connor, 311 j
subject discussed in committee on Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 897.
Railway Accidents-Question by Mr. Byrne,
and discussion thereon, 73.
Railway Coal Traffic-Question by Mr. Lalor,
2116; by Mr. Mackay, 2117.
Railway Construction, Cost of-Question by Mr.
F. L. Smyth, 23; by Mr. RusseIl, 384;
motion by Mr. Macpherson for appointment
of select committee, 870 j agreed to, 871 ;
progress reports brought up, 893, 908, 919,
939, 973, 1012, 1077, and 1111 ; leave given
to committee to report minutes of evidence
from day to day, 908; question by Mr.
Connor, 973 ; by Mr. Kerferd, 1154 ; committee's final report brought up, 1318;
motion by Mr. Watkins for supplying copitos
of report to local bodies, agreed to, 1607 ;
Engineer-in-Chief's report ordered to he
produced, 1998; question by Dr. Macartm'y,
2310 j by Mr. F. L. Smyth, re the Fairlie
system, 2458; motion by Mr. T. Cope, re
FrazeIle's Pneumatic Steel Railway, 26:1~ ;
discussed and withdrawn, 2633; question by
Mr. Witt, re branch lines to WaIJgunyah
and El Dorado, 2645.
Railway Depar~ment- Vote for salaries, &c., discussed in Committee of Supply, 277; question
by Mr. Everard, re visitors' book, 566 j
statement by Mr. Sullivan, 589.
Railway Employes-Return ordered, on motion
of Captain Mac Mahon, 36; produced, 225 ;
on motion of Mr. Kernot, 2240; produced,
2552.
Railway Excursion Trains-Question by Mr.
Kernot, 1249; by Mr. Jones, 2239.
Railway Extension-Questions by Mr. Connor, re
Western· Railway, 22, 1985 and 2643; by
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Mr. Russell, 40 and 2239; papers ordered, on Refreshment Rooms-Committee appointed, 18;
discussion, re management of Refreshment
motion of ,Mr. Macpherson, 68; produced,
343, 704, and 809; vote for survey of lines
Rooms, 18; vote discussed in Committee of
Supply, 81; vacancies in committee filled up,
discussed in Committee of Supply, 283;
motion by Mr. Williams for estimate of cost
1987; report of committee considered and
referred back, 2282.
of railway .from Uastlemaine to MaryRegistrar-General's Department-Vote discussed
borough, agreed to, 293; produced, 384;
in Committee of Supply, 146. (See Statistics.)
motion by Mr: T. Cope for production of
petitions, rc railway from Portland northReligious Equality:""Despatch from Secretary
wards, agreed to, 1220; produced, 1271;
of State, 309.
motion by Mr. RusseU for Western Railway Representation of the People Bill-Brought in
surveys, agreed to, 2637; motion by Mr.
by Mr. Fellows, and read first time, 19; Bill
Wilson for railway survey between Ararat
discharged from the paper, 2744.
and Hamilton, agreed to, 2741.
Retrenchment in the Public Service-Question
Railway Fares-Questions by Mr. Jones, 2587
by Mr. Everard, 17; subject discussed in
and 2624; question by Mr. Wilson, 2587 ;
Committee of Supply, 124; question by Mr.
motion by Mr. Jones, for reduction of pasMason, 156; vote for gratuity to reduced
officers discussed in Committee of Supply,
senger fares, 2635; discussed and negatived,
2636.
178; motion by Mr. McKenna for returns,
Railway Loan-Questions by Mr. Kerferd, 15,
proposed and withdrawn, 185; questions by
384, and 492; by Mr. Langton, 755; stateMr. Whiteman, 807 and 1012; by Mr. Harments by Mr. McCulloch, 493 and 755.
court, 868.
Railway Loan Appropriation Bill-Estimate of Returning Officers-Return of expenses ordered,
expenditure considered in committee and
on motion of Mr. Hanna, 19; produced, 135.
agreed to, 1540; resolution adopted, 1606;
Revenu~ Frauds-Border Customs-Question by
Bill brought in and read tirst time, 1742;
Mr. Kerferd, 68.
passed through remaining stages, 1768.
RICHARDSON, Mr. JOHN (E. Geelong)-SmallRailway Loan Appropriation Bill (No. 2)-Estipox, 15; Museum of Art, 138; Coroners,
mate of expenditure considered in com164; Sub-Treasurer at Geelong, 166; Committee; 2260, 2282, and 2333; agreed to,
pensation, re Dead-lock, 178; Geelong Botardc Gardens, 223; Municipal Corporations
2334; resolution adopted, 2356; Bill brought
in and passed through all its stages, 2356.
Law Amendment Bill, 236, 909, 912, 925,
Railway Plant, Tenders for-Questions by Mr.
926,930,932, 1997,2084, and 2205; Geelong
Rolfe, 2402 and 2459.
Jetties, 239; Water Supply, 262 and 298;
Railway Printing-Question by Mr. Byrne, 1218;
Abattoirs Bill, 288; Local Government Act
return ordered, on motion of Mr. Byrne, 1219;
Amendment Bill, 303, 304, 307, 735, 736, 740,
, produced, 1394.
and 890; County Courts Law Amendment
Railway Rolling-stock-Return ordered, on moBill, 326; Alleged Bribery of Members, 445,
,tion of Mr. Dyte, 1220; produced, 1271.
576, and 578; Privilege-Hugh Glass and
Railway Shed Accommodation - Question by
John Quarterman, 694; Vote on Account,
Mr. McCaw, 2354.
742; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 888;
Railway Workshops-Discussion raised in ComElectors' Rights, 1012; Land Laws Amendmittee of Supply, 280; question by Mr.
ment Bill, 1297,1473, 1499, 1504, 1568, 1572,
Mason, 287; by .Mr. Hanna, 309; by Mr.
1598, and 1646;' Progress of Business, 1437 ;
Kerferd, 1470; motion by Mr. Hanna for
Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1548; Adminisconsidering report of Board of Inquiry,
tration of the Lands Department, 1682;
withdrawn, 2632.
Fisheries Act Amendment Bill, 1804; Death
Reefs, The-Question by Mr. Byrne, re Post and
of the Hon. J. P. Fawkner, 1874; The New
Telegraph Offices, 344.
Ministers, 1889; Want of Confidence in the
REEVES, Mr. I. G. (Oollingwood) - Governor's
McCulloch Ministry-Mr. Byrne's Motion,
Speech, 7; Amendment of the Electoral
1919 ; Wreck of the Victoria Tower, 1986;
Law, 16; The Refreshment Rooms, 81; Mr.
:Fencing Law Amendment Bill, 1990; Wines
Wintle, 125; Municipal Corporations Law
Beer and Spirits Sale Statute Amendment
Amendment Bill, 136,233,904,908,909,911,
Bill, 2022; State Aid to Religion Abolition
914, 918, 927, 929, 933, 934, and 1216;
Bill, 2073; Corrupt Practices Bill, 2080;
MinisterS'! Salaries, 156; The Nelson, 175;
Telegraph Arrangements, 2359; Geelong InMilitary Vote, 176; Alleged Bribery of'
firmary, 25i7 ; the late Mr. Foott, M.L.A.,
Members, 202,219,394,593, and 625; Pub2631.
lic Vaccinators, 227; Yarra Pollution, 227;
RIDDELL, Mr. J. C. (W. Bourke)-Essendon RailAbbotsford Industrial School, 242; Military
way, 88; Flemington Bone Mill. 691 : Local
Buildings, 246; Local Government Act
Government Act Amendment Bill, 714, 718,
Amendment Bill, 307, 33 I, 336, and 338;
and 720; Scab Act Amendment Bill, 1384,
Volunteer Force, 589; County Courts Law
2244, and 2647; Land Laws Amendment Bill,
Amendment Bill, 749 and 862; Upper Mur1410,1457, 1537,and 1734; ProgressofBu~i
ray Hailway Construction Bill, 759 and 871;
ness, 1523; The New Ministers, 1889; Want
North Botanical Gardens. 895; Payment of
of Confidence in the McCulloch MinistryMembers, 940; Land Laws Amend,ment
Mr. Byrne's Motion, 1929; Upper Murray
Bill, 1035, 1334,1458,1560,1628, and 1721;
Railway Construction Bill, 1997; Board of
Administration of the Lands Department,
Agriculture, 2315 and 2341; Order of Busi] 40 I, 1466, and 1682; Progress of Business,
ness, 2554 ; Administration of the Lands De1437 and ]493; Vacancies in the Cabinet,
partment, 2557.
1533; Tenders for Public Works, 1541; Road Works and Bridges-Vote discussed in
Want of Confidence in the McCulloch
Committee of Supply, 284 ; questions by Mr,
1t1inis try-Mr. Brrne's Motion, 1910.
Farrell, 314 and 1644,
i
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Robertson, Mrs.,- Case of-Question by Mr.
Humffray,2307.
UOLlI'E, Mr. GEORGE (Crowlands)-Introduced
and sworn, 1956; Compensation to Members
of Parliament Bill, 2040; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 2068 and 2073; Scab
Act Amendment Bill, 2245; The Queen v.
Lackerstein, 2332; Railway Plant, 2402 and
2459; Mail Contracts, 2402 ; Administration
of the Lands Departmen~, 2419; Customs
Fra,uds, 2459, 2585, and 2631; Relief of the
Poor,2553; Charitable Institutions, 2576 ;
Destruction of Sheep, 2681. .
Rosedale, Lock-up at-Question by Mr. F. L.
Smyth, 1181.
Ross, A. F., Prosecution of-(SeeLands Department, Administration of.)
Ross, James-Case of-Motion by Mr. Whiteman
for considering petition, discussed, but not
pressed, 2744.
RUSSELL, Mr. THOlllAS (Grenville) - Western
Railway, 40, 2239, and 2637; Post-offices
and Telegraph-stations, 89; Buninyong Post
office, 101; Agricultural Statistics, 148;
Abattoirs Bill, 229; Local Government Act
Amendment Bill, 302, 306, 315, 319, 740,889,
890, 898, and 901; Chepstowe Post-office,
324; Railway Construction, 384; Alleged
Bribery of Members, 396; Road at Carngham, 412; Scarsdale Common, 412; Police
~ill, 449; Privilege-Mr. Hugh Glass, 668 ;
The Military, 870; The Poll at Elections,'
908; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 917; Land Laws Amendment Bill,
1033, 1331,1332, 1458,1460, and 1604; Scab
Act Amendment Bill, 1315, 1317,1338, 1418,
2207,2244, and 2358; Scab Returns, 1340;
Waterworks Commissions Bill, 1767; Personal Explanation, 1943; "The Gold-fields
of Victoria," 1982.
St. Michael and St. George, Order of-Question
by Mr. Longmore, 1844.
Salaries, Non-payment of - Water Supply Department-Question by Mr. Langton, 1544.
Sale CommoI1 School-Question by Mr. Everard,
1706.
Salt as Manure-Question by Mr. McCaw, 1676.
Sandhurst Gaol, Management of-Question by
Mr. Mackay, 1362; returnordered,onmotion
of Mr. Mackay, 2029; produced, 2186.
Sandhurst Town-haIl-Papers ordered, on motion
of Mr. Burrowes, 1972 ; produced, 2002.
Sandhurst Water Supply-Questions by Mr.
Burrowes, 2312; further questions by Mr.
Burrowes, and discussion thereon, 2361 and
2585.
Sandridge Canal-Question by Mr. Thomas, 1012.
Sandridge Market Reserve - Question by Mr.
Byrne, 1726.
Sandridge Pier-Question by Mr. Byrne, 1375;
by Mr. Whiteman, 1898.
Savings Banks-Question by Mr. Mackay, re appointment of trustees, 705; question by Mr.
Francis, re amalgamation with Post-office
Savings Banks, and discussion thcreon, 2280.
Scab Act Amendment Bill-Governor's message
brought down, 99; considered in committee,
and resolution proposed by Mr. G. Paton
Smith. agreed to, 181; resolution adopted,
and Bill brought in ~nd read first time, 221 ;
second reading, 1006; considered in committee, 1008, 1220, 1288, 1315, 1:338, 1381,
~nd 1418; third reading, 1422; messa¥e
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from Legislative Council, intimating agreement to Bill with amendments,2057 ; amendments considered, 2205; dealt with, 2241
and 2357 ; message from Legislative Council,
insisting on all their amendments save that
to omit clause 32, 2434; considered, 2628 ;
dealt with, 2646.
Scab in Sheep-Questions by Mr. Macpherson,
25,846, and 1272; statement by Mr. G.Paton
Smith, 846; question by Mr. Bayles, 847;
questions by Mr. MacBain, 1258 and 1659;
return ordered, on motion of Mr. Russell,
1340; produced, 1574; question by Mr.
McKean, 1695. (See Sheep, Destruction of.)
Scab Inspectors -Vote discussed in Committee
of Supply, 148; question by Mr. Whiteman,
1645; by Mr. Macpherson, 1772.
Scarsdale Common, Extension of-Question by
Mr. Russell, 412.
School Sites, Grants of-Subject discussed in
committee on Land Laws Amendment Bill,
1285 and 1297; return ordered, on motion
of Mr. Vale, 2333.
Scott, Mr. R. D.-Case of-Question by Mr.
MacBain, 2309; by Mr. Whiteman, 2354;
by Mr. Macgregor, 2354; papers ordered
on motion of Mr. Whiteman, 2459; motion
by Mr. Whiteman in favour of a pension to
Mr. Scott, 2742; discussed, 2742; withdrawn, 2743.
Sebastopol Postal Service - Question by Mr.
Jones, 2276.
Secret Societies-Question by Mr. Langton,
1895; discussion thereon, 1896.
Separation Day-Adjournment of the House
over, 1258.
Sessional Arrangements-Motion by Mr. Byrne
for taking no fresh business after eleven
o'clock p.m., agreed to, 1i; appointment
of days of business, 17; appointment of
standing committees, 18; question by Mr.
Macpherson, re arrear of business, and discussion thereon, 1219; question by Mr.
Humffray, 1340; question by Mr. Richardson,
and discussion thereon, 1437 ; statement by
Mr. McCulloch, 1470; motion by Mr.
McCulloch for the House meeting on Thursdays at noon, 1493; discussed, 1493; ordered
. that the House meet on Thursdays at two
o'clock p.m., l496; order suspended, 1658
and 1724; rescinded, 1840.
Sewerage of Melbourne-Motion by Mr. 'Whiteman for production of copy of despatch to
Secretary of State forwarded in 1853, agref'd
to, 293; Governor's message transmitting
despatch, 3ol3.
Sheep, Destruction of-Brown v. Aitllen-Q\](>stion by Captain Mac 1\'lahon, 2310; discllRsion
thereon, 2311; question by Mr. MacBain,
2ol86; hy Mr. Rolfe, 2681.
Shipping Returns-Ordered, on motion of Mr.
Plummer, 324.
Shire Council Presidents, Preceuence of-Question by Mr. Kitto, 9i4.
Shires and :Main Hoarls- Return ordered, on
motion of Mr. Longmore, 293 j prouuced,
294.
Shires Statute. (See LocaL Government Act
Amendment Bill.)
Slack, Mr. J. B.-Question by Mr. Whiteman,
2457.
Small-pox-Question by Mr. Richardson. 15;
report from Chief Merlical Officer produced,
9i i question by Mr. McKean, 847.
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Smeaton and Glengower, Lands at-Question by
Mr. Frazer, 2:204.
Smith, Elisha-Case of. (See Lands Department, Administration of.)
SMITH, Mr. G. PATON (S. Bourke)-Amendment
of the Electoral Law, 16; Scab in Sheep,
25, 846, 1272, 1340, 1659, and 1695; Appointment of Magistrates, 28; The Queen
v. Lackerstein, 33 and 2598; Lands Titles
Office, 35, 99, and 883; The Library, 80; The
Police, 85; Hares and Sparrows, 97; Insolvency Law Amendment Bill, 99, 181, 221,
326, 863, 864, 866, 875, 878, 880, 884, 886,
888. 1108, 1180, 1668, 1670, and 1768;
Scab Act Amendment Bill, 99, 181, 221,
1006, 1008, 1220, 1222, 1288, 1290, 1315,
1316, 1338, 1381, 1382, 1384, 1386, 1418,
1772, 2208, 2241, 2245, 2246, 2357, 2358,
2628, and 2646; Dower, 101 and 1438; Prison Discipline, 123; Law Department, 142
and 144; Crown Solicitor, 145; Master-inEquity, 146; Statistics, 147; County Court
Judges, 151; Coroners, 164; Alleged Bribery of Members, 201, 209, 211, 220, 225,
226, 344, 350, 396, 410, 434, 446, 516, 520,
536, 5M, 561, 568, 570, 573, 575, 577, 578,
581, 585, 590, 595, 615, 650, 663, 665, 723,
and 844; Yarra Pollution, 227; Mr. Vale
and Mr. McKean, 270; Murphy v. Mitchell,
287; Mr. J. S. Butters, 287; Dr. Macartney,
310; Local Government Act Amendment
Dill, 322, 332, 735, 737, 738, 899, and 901;
Juries Statute Amendment Bill, 824, 847,
873,883,1725,1730, and 1953; Mrs. Moran,
344; Va1idity of Deeds, 384; Flemington
Bone Mill, 531, 534, and 692; PrivilegeHugh Glass and John Quarterman, 665,669,
673, 683, 688, 799, 868, 1184, 1449, and 1450;
Fencing Law Amendment Bill, 723, and
1990; Ways and Means, 728; "The Boy
Nuisance," 752 ; Upper Murray Rail way Construction Bill, 764,922, 1386, H22,and 1997;
Lands Compensation Bill, 765, 923, 967, and
968; County Courts Law Amendment Bill,
770 and 862; Crown Grants, 920 and 1809;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 932; Copyright Protection Bill, 1005,
1837, 1839, and 1990; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1016, 1254, 1264,1277, 1300,1328,
1414, 1474, 1571, 1734, and 2605; Charges
against Members in Debate, 1102; Administration of the Lands Department, 1147,
1375, 1402, 1438, 1451, 1453, 1"68, H89,
1510, 1678, 1683, 1684, 1687, 1691, 1845,
1953, 1987, 1989, 2254, 2364, 2404, 2476,
2548, and 2557; Ballarat "Gold Stealing"
Case, 1218 and 1244; Government Advertisements, 1363; Criminal Law and Practice
Amendment Bill, 1422, 1723, 1724, 1764,
aJld 1804; Presentation of Petitions, 1486;
Wood v. Syme, 1490; Board of Land and
Works, 1508; Government Printing-office,
1580 and 1662; Exclusion of Strangers.
1582; Mr. Kenealy, 1591; Transfer of
I,ands Statute Amendment Bill, 1606 and
1671; Tenders for Public Works. 1608;
Waterworks Commissions Bill, 1615 and
1766; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1623, 1805,
1806, 1866. 1953. and 2028; Scab Inspectors,
1645; Wines, Beer, and Spirits Sales Statute Amendment Bill, 1670, 1723,2015, and
2023; Dancing Saloons, 1706; Customs
Laws Amendment Bill, 1729, 1768, anll
1839; State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill,

1777; Dower Bill, 1804 and 1837; Examiner
of Titles, 1844; Bushranging, 1867; Velocipede Gold Mining Company, 1867; The New
Ministers, 1870 and 1891; Mining under
Streets, 1885; Mr. Grant, 1886; Want of
Confidence in the McCulloch Ministry-Mr.
Byrne's Motion, 1899 and 1932; Ministerial
Crisis, 1943; The Macpherson MinistryExplanations, 1965 and 1969; Payment of
Members, 1974; Mr. McCulloch's Stations,
2004; Compensation to Members of Parliament Bill, 2046; Compensation to Government Contractors, 2248; Steiglitz and
Stringer's Creek Gold-field·s. 2249; Board of
Agriculture, 2340; Gaol Governors, 2354 ;
Customs Frauds, 2487 and 2515; Mr. P. J.
Williams, 2580 and 2591; Mr. Duncan
McRae, 2590; McLean v. Curr, 2592 and
2595; Deserters from the Flying Squadron,
2634 and 2643; Mr. R. D. Scott, 2742.
SMITH, Mr. G. V. (The Ovens)-Telegraph Extension, 16, 154,244,247, 1012, 1110, and 1376;
Emerald Hill Postal Service, 17, 274, and
1575 j Post-offices and Telegraph Stations, 89;
Telegraph Stations, 98, 101,and 178; Carriage
of Members of Parliament, 100; Civil Service
Reductions, 127; The Nelson, 174; Volunteer Force, 183; Industrial Schools, 242,
277, 1395, and 2596; Reductions in the
Postal Service, 274 and 285; Mail Communication with Europe, 275, 2360, and
2400; Conveyance of Inland Mails, 276;
Personal Explanation, 285; The late Postmaster at Ballarat, 290; Martin Fitzgerald. 293; Posta.ge of Newspapers, 324;
Chepstowe Post-office, 324; Post and Telegraph-offices at the Reefs, 344, 1376, and
1985; Alleged Bribery of Members, 388,
587, and 595; Fiddler's Creek Post-office,
449 and 755; Privilege-Hugh Glass and
John Quarterman, 794 and 817; Mr. H. W.
Fay, 868; Upper Murray Railway Construction Bill, 921 and 1994 ; Administration
of the Lands Department, 1150, 1442, and
2557; Post-office Clock, 1153; American
Postage Rates, 1184; Telegraph Rates,
1185 ; Sale Common School, 1706; Brighton
Common School, 1771 and 1809; State Aid
to Religion Abolition Bill, 1794; Lost
Letters, 1804; Public Instruction, 1834,
2325, and 256:1; The Imperial Government
and the Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2184 and 2661; Upper Murray
Railway-Construction Estimates, 2262 'and
2334; 13eechworth Hospital, 2577; Appropriation Bill, 2675; Land Laws Amendment
Bill, 2724.
SMITH, Mr. J. T. CW. Bourke)-Civil Service
Reductions, 127; Lunatic Asylums, 131 and
132 ; Alleged Bribery of Members, 446, 569,
and 613; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 707, 717, and 890 ; Ways and
Means, 731; North Botanical Gardens, 896;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 904,914, and 2085 ; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1303, 1380, and 1599; Criminal
Law and Practice Amendment Bill, 1765;
State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill, 1775,
2065, 2070, 2119, and 2296; The New
Ministers, 1885; (Introductld on re-election,
1596;) Mrs. Drew, 1998; Mining Leases,
2001, and 2028; Mr. McCulloch's Stations,
2u06; Bendigo Waterworks Company, 2028;
Compensation to Members of Parliament
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Bill, 2055; Mining Companies Bill (No.2),
2063,2091,2118, and 2572; Water Supply,
21 17 and 2599; Steiglitz and Stringer's
Creek Gold-fields, 2249; l\Iineralogical Exhibition, 2278; The Refreshment Rooms,
~282; Sandhurst Water Supply, 2312, 2:161,
allll 2362; Public Instruction, 2338 and 2567;
Supply, :l365; Castlemaine Water Supply,
2:39!); Spring Gully Heservoir, 2 ..00; Minillg'
on Private Property, 24:11; Coli ban Water
Scheme, 2586; Compensation to Reduced
Officials, 2703; Dismissals from the Mining
Department,2H8.
Smith, Mr. James-Case of-Discussed, 75 and
90.
Smith, Mrs. P. H.-Question by Captain Mac
Mahon, 2596; by Mr. F. L. Smyth, 2625.
SMYTH, Mr. F. L. (N. Gippsland)-Railway
Construction, 23 and 2458; Latrobe Bar,
98; The Snowy River, 412, 1706, and
2584; Alleged Bribery of Members, 574;
County Courts Law Amendment Bill, 858,
1664, and 1667; Lock-up at Rosedale, 1181;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1209, 1738,
1760, 262], and 2733; Boundaries of the
Colony, 1694; Police Protection at Bendock,
1706; Mr. Thomas Bury, 2240; Bairnsdale
Court-house 2276; Seats in the Public
Gardens, 2280; State Aid to Religion
Abolition Bill, 2313; Board of Agriculture,
2342; Mrs. P. H. Smith, 2625.
Snowy River-Questions by Mr. F. L. Smyth,
1706 and 2584.
Spargo, Mr. Benjamin-Case of-Motion by
Mr. Jones for papers, 2627; agreed to,
2628; papers produced, 2681.
SPEAKER, Hon. the-Rulings of-Mode of putting questions, 33, 869, 1110, and. 2312 ;
Charges against Ministers, 34; Laying
papers on the table, 134 and 920; Obviously
offensive expressions, 209; Objection to
members of select committees, 309; Reference to Members in debate, 210; Publi..
cation of proceedings of select committees,
225 and 704; Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean,
252, 254, 256, and, 266; Personal explanations, 312, 1151, and 1156; Reference in
debate to proceedings of select committees,
350 and 487; Imputations of falsehood, 890 ;
Complaints against Members - Mode of
proceedure, 410, 434, 517, 567, and 1439;
Irrelevant remarks, 478; Attacks on the
Speaker, 511; Suspending a Member from
duty, 559; Breaches of privilege by persons
outside, 581 ; Alleged bribery of Members,
573, 598, and 602; Discussions on motions
for adjournment, 659 and 1962; PrivilegeHugh Glass and John Quarterman, 665,
673, and 677; Appointment of committees,
704 and 871; Voting of Supplies, 734;
Amendments on resolutions, 836; Opinions
of Members on public questions, 847;
Notices of motion, 940; Charges against
Members in debate, 1100 and 1103; Reference to former debates, 1151 ; Limitation
of speech in debate, 1153; Reading documents to waste time, 1269 and 1270; Refusal of a Minister to reply to a question,
1270; Postponement of business, 1395;
Discussion of a matter not before the House,
1397; Imputing motives, 1399; Motions
involving questions of privilege, 1439, 1440,
and 1444; Challenging a member's vote, 1468
and 2671 ; Putting questions to members of
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commissions, 14;0; Excl nsion of strangers,
1589; Contradictions between Members,
18!J6; Vacancips in tielect committees, 1954;
Ministerial explanations. 19 1;2; PrivilegeThe Dl1i(l/ Telegraph, 2:HO i Preservation
of order. 2212; Publication of papers. 225!l ;
Identifying a }Ielllher with the framing- of 11.
report, l!:J6ti awl ~3(j8; Debate on report of
a select committee, 2415 i l11terjeetional
remarks, 2490 i Rescinding an ,'rder of the
House, 2555; Amendments of Legislathe
Council in Land Laws Amendment Bill,
2604, 2609, 2622, 2626, 2727, and 2728;
Ueference to debates in Legislative Council,
2687; Place from which a member should
speak, 2694; Conferences between the
Chambers of Legislature, 2698.
Spring Creek, Land at-Question by Mr. Macgregor, 156.
Spring Gully Reservoir - Question by Mr.
Casey, 2400.
Spring Plains, Land at-Return ordered, on
motion of Mr. Longmore, 1543. (See Glenhope and Spring Plains.)
Stamps Bill-Brought in by Mr. Casey, and read
first time, 1810; read second time and
passed through committee, 2228; third
reading, 2260; message from Legislative
Council, intimating agreement to Bill with
amendments, 2402 j amendments adopted,
2623; clerical error amended, 2680.
Standing Orders, Suspension of-To allow a
Supply Bill to pass through all its stages,
69; to enable resolutions from Committee
of Ways and Means to be reported, 2628.
State Aid to Religion, Abolition of-Question
by Mr. Kernot, 156; resolutions ordered to
be considered in committee on future day,
1742; resolutions moved (in committee) by
Mr. McCulloch, 1772; debated by Mr. J.
T. Smith, 1775; debate continued by Mr.
l!'ellows, 1777; Mr. G. Paton Smith, 1777 ;
Mr. Blair, 1779; Mr. MacBain, 17ti I ; Capt.
Mac Mahon, 1784; Mr. Higinbotham, 1785;
Mr. Duffy, 1788; Mr. Wrixon, 1791; Mr.
Harconrt, 1793; Mr. G. V. Smith, 1794;
Mr. Longmore, 1796; Mr. Langton, 1797;
Mr. Burtt, 1798; Mr. Kernot, 1798; Mr.
McCulloch's reply, 1799; resolutions agreed
to, reported, and adopted, 1801 ; motion by
Mr. E. Cope, for giving £1,000 to every religious sect, lapsed, 2741.
State Aid to Religion Abolition Bill-Brought
in by Mr. McCulloch, and read first time,
1801; call of the House ordered for second
reading, 1804 and 1987; the House called,
2064; second reading, 2064; considered in
committee, 2064, 2118, and 2294; call of
the House ordered for third reading, 2240 ;
the House called, 2313; third reading,
2313.
Sta.tistics, Collection of, by Local Bodies-Provided for in Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 892.
Stawell and Pleasant Creek-Questions by Mr.
Blair, 16, 1376, and 1985.
Steam Navigation Board-Suspension of Certificates-Return ordered, on motion of Mr.
Thomas, 2188 ..
Stewart, Donald-Case of. (See Lands Department, Administration of.)
Stores and Transport Department-Statement
by Mr. McCulloch, 175; vote discussed in
Committee of Supply, 2576.
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Strangers ordered to withdraw, 1270,1576,2569,
and 26i7; question by Mr. Duffy, re neces··
sity for" controlling the obsolete practice
of ~trangers being ordered to withdraw on
the notice of a single member," 1580; discussion thereon, 1581; motion by Mr.
McCulloch for referring the matter of excluding strangers to the Standing Orders
Committee, 1645; agreed to, 1646.
STUTT, Mr. WILLIAlIl (8. Grant)-Wharfs and
Jetties, 240; Road Works and Bridges, 285;
Mr. Longmore's Allegations, 1099, 1101, and
1113; Administration of the Lands Department, 1366, 1686, 1953, 2364, and 2;366;
Privilege-The Daily Telegraph, 2208 and
2516.
SULLIVAN, Mr. J. F. (Mandurang)-Stawell and
Pleasant Creek, 16; Water Supply, 32,69,
258, 260, 264, 290, 295, 298, 314, 1260, 1540,
1605, 1722, and 2572; Lu.ndsborough Goldfield, 35; The Duke of Edinburgh, 36; Steiglitz Gold-field, 74; Mining on Private Property, 156; Moloney's Rush, 178; Gardiner
Road District, 178; Water Supply to Pleasant Creek and Clunes, 194; Miners' Rights,
227; Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean, 253 and
254; Railway Department, 277, 278, 281,
and 282; Railway Extension, 284, 293, and
1540; Road Works and Bridges, 285,314,
and 1644; Water Supply to Castlemaine,
287 and 741; Railway Workshops, 287, 309,
and 1470; Mining Boards, 291; Bridging
the Murray, 310; Local Government Act
Amendment Bill, 317, 318, 320, and 321;
Alleged Bribery of Members, 347,481, and
664; Railway Construction, 384, 870, 973,
and 1607; Mining Leases, 535, 722,939,974,
and 1260; Visitors' Book, Railway Department, 566; Compensation to Discharged
Officials, 691, 1219, and 1296; PrivilegeHugh Glass and John Quarterman, 702 ;
Mr. Moriarty, 723, 741, and 847; County
Courts Law Amendment Bill, 750; Upper
Murray Railway Construction Bill, 755,
762, 903, 920, 922, 1239, and 1992;
"The Gold-fields of Victoria," 774; Endowment of Local Bodies, 883; Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 916;
Amendment of the Mining Statute, 940;
Barker's Creek Reservoir, 974; Excursion
Trains, 1249; Engineer - in - Chief's Staff,
1249; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1250,
1252, 1255, 1455, 1459, and 2605; Administration of the Lands Department, 1374 and
1441; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1527; Tenders for Public Works, 1607; The Snowy
River, 1706; Public Works Loan Appropriation Bill, 1742 and 1768; Railway Loan
Appropriation Bill, 1742 and 1768; Waterworks Commissions Bill, 1767; Disorganization of the Mining Department, 1844; The
New Ministers, 1867, 1868, 1870, 1888, and
1892; Death of the Hon. J. P. Fawkner,
1873; Want of Confidence in the McCulloch
Ministry-Mr. Byrne's Motion, 1919, 1925,
and 1939; Mining Companies Limited Liability Act Amendment Bill, 1947; Pastoral
Occupation, 2014.
Snllivan, Mr. Patrick-Question by Mr. Casey,
2281.
Supernumeraries-Question by Mr. King, 492;
by Mr. Whiteman, 691; by Mr. HumfI'ray,
691; return ordered, on Ulotton of Mr.
i~rnot, 1220; rl'o~uc~dJ l339 I l'etUl"ll

ordered, on motion of Mr. Whiteman, 1220.
(See Compen&ation to Discharged Officials.)
Supply-Governor's speech ordered to be considered, 8; considered, and resolution passed
"That a Supply be granted to Her Majesty,"
22; similar motion passed in committee, 25;
reported and adopted, 36; Bndget submitted
by Mr. McCulloch, 40; resolutions to form
the basis of a Consolidated Revenue Bill,
agreed to, 69; Supplementary Estimates for
1868 proceeaed with, 70; Estimates for 1869,
74; Legislative Council, 74; Legislative
Assembly, 75; The Library, 75; The Refreshment Rooms, 81; The Police, 82;
Penal Department, 91 and 122; Gaols, 124;
Lunatic Asylums, 130; Museum of Art,
137; National Museum, 138; Audit Office,
140; Law Department, 142; Crown Solicitor, 144; Master-in-Equity, 146; RegistrarGeneral, 146; Scab Prevention, 148; County
Court Judges, 149; Chinese Interpreters,
162; - Curator of Intestate Estates, 163;
Coroners, 163; Government Advertising,
165; Volunteer Force, 166; The Victoria,
172; The Nelson, 173; Stores and Transport,
175 and 2576; Military Vote, 175; Lands
Department, 185; Geodetic Survey, 192;
The Observatory, 221; Public Parks and
Gardens,222; Hawthorn Wesleyan Church,
224; Public Works Department, 237;
Wharfs and Jetties, 238; Industrial Schools,
240 and 276; Treasury Buildings, 2~3; Telegraph Extension, 244; Houses of Parliament, 245; Military Buildings, 246; Post
and Telegraph Offices, 246; Government
Offices, 247; Customs Department, 250;
1>ostal Department, 274 and 290; Mail Service, 275; Railway Department, 277; .1~ail
way Extension, 283; Road Works and
Bridges, 284; Mining Boards, 290; Votes on
Account, 741 and 1659; The Aborigines,
2314; Board of Agriculture, 2315; Immigration, 2316; Charitable Institutions, 2316
and 2576; Public Instruction, 2319,2427,
and 2562; Governme~t Printing-office, 2568;
Water Supply, 2572 and 2599; Additional
Estimates for 1869, 2573; Horticultural
Society of Victoria, 2575; Mr. P. J. Willia.ms, 2580; McLean v. Curr, 2582 and
2591; the late Rev. W. Hill, 2582; Abbotsford Reformatory, 2596; Further Additional
Estimates for 1869, 2596; Lackerstein v.
Guthrie, 2597; Belfast Harbour, 2598; Additional Supplementary Estimates for 1868,
2599.
Supply Bill-Question by Mr. Macgregor, 17; by
Mr. McCulloch, 2404; by Mr. Crews, 2571.
Surveyor-General. (See Mr. C. W. Ligar.)
Swamp Lands, Drainage of-Question by Mr.
Aspinall, 2363.
Swan Hill Common-Question by Mr. Byrne,
1235.
Syme, Mr. David-Land Selections at Mount
Macedon-Statement by Mr. Mackay, 2588.
Taking Down of Words, 478.
Technological Museum-Question by Mr. Longmore, 142.
Telegraph Department-Question by Mr. Kerferd, re divulging of a press message, 2278 ;
question by Mr. Everard on same subject, 2625; question by Mr. Richardson, r6
closing of Melbourne office on Sundays, 2359.

(See Wreck' outside Fort f~illip Jl~acU.)
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Telegraph Extension-Questions by Mr. Blair, re
Stawell and Pleasant Creek, 16 and 1376;
by Mr. Dyte, re Balian and Egerton District,
154; by Mr. Macgregor, re Spring Creek,
1012; by Mr. Whiteman, re Wilson's Promontory, 1108; by Mr. Witt, re EI Dorado,
2516.
Telegraph Rates, Reduction of-Question by Mr.
McCaw, 1884; motion by Mr. Jones in favour
of reducing charges, 2247; discussed, 2247 ;
withdrawn, 2248.
Telegraph Stations-Return ordered, on motion
of Mr. Bowman, 98; produced, 225; question by Mr. Dyte, 101; by Mr. Hyrne, 178.
Theatrical (Unlicensed) Performances-Question
by Mr. Jones, 2681.
Thistles, Cost of Eradicating-Question by Mr.
Williams, 2432; motion by Mr. Williams
for repaying £150 to Maldon Shire Council,
withdrawn, 2741.
THOMAS, Mr. DAVID (Sandridge)-Morgue at
Sandridge, 164; Sandridge Jetty, 240; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 709; Personal Explanation, 741 ; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 926, 1840, and
2091; Sandridge Canal, 1012; SteamNavigation Board - Suspension of Certificates, 2188.
Tolls, Abolition of-Subject discussed in committee on Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 321, 716, 735, 890, and 902; in
committee on Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 1135.
Transfer of Land Statute-Question by Mr. E.
Cope, re certificates of title, 287; by Mr.
Byrne, re fees from Crown grants, 1809.
Transfer of Land Statute Amendment BillBrought in by Captain Mac Mahon, and
read first time, 1606; second reading, 1670;
Bill referred to select committee, 1840;
committee empowered to sit on "no-House"
days, 1953. (See Dower Bill.)
Trees, Preservation of-Question by Mr. James,
~74 7. (See Porests, Inspection of.)
Upper Murray Railway. (See Essendon and
Upper Murray Railway Construction Bill.)
Urquhart, Mr. John-Question by Mr. Macgregor, 2276.
Vaccination-Question by Mr. Dyte, 2515.
VALE, Mr. W. M. K. (Ballarat West)-The
Queen v. Laclierstein, 34, 2332, 2434, 2597,
and 2598; Mr. M. J. P. Hnnify,39; Revenue
Frauds, 68 and 2631 ; Immigration, 155 ;
"The Reverend Member," 210; Public'Works
Department, 237; Wharfs and Jetties, 239
and 240 ; Industrial Schools, 241 and 242 ;
Treasury Buildings, 243 and 244 ; Houses
of Parliament, 2-l6; Military Buildings,
246; Post and Telegraph Offices, 246;
Government Offices, 247 ; Drainage Works,
250 ; Customs Department, 250; Mr. Vale
ant} Mr. McKean, 251, 266, and 270; Local
Government Act Amendment Dill, 302,316,
337, 340, 2683, and 2732; Cole's and Haleigh's
Wharfs, 310; Alleged Bribery of Members,
377, 586, 607, and 653; (Resignation announced, 673; Introduced on election for
Collingwood, 1956); The Macpherson Ministry-Explanations, 1962; Payment of
Members, I !J79; Upper Murray Railway,
1996 and 2334; Municipal Corporations Law
Amendment Bill, 1997,2023,2024, 2205, and
2732; Mr, McCulloch's Stations, 2014 ; Mr.
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Morris Lee, 2025; State Aid to Heligion
Abolition Bin, 2065, 2070, 2073, 2296, and
2313; Corrupt Practices Bill, 20i5; The
Founders of the Colony, 2204; Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 2206, 2208, 2243, and
2245; The Imperial Government and the
Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions,
2220; Administration of the Lands Department, 2235, 2364, 2367, 2368, 24:;6,
2535, 2551, and 2561 ; Exploration Liabilities, 2246 and 2350; Telegraph Charges,
2247; Charitable Institutions, 2317 and
2318; Land Grants for Schools, 2333; The
(jensus, 2362 ; Public Library and Museum
Bill, 2488; Public Loan Account, 2553;
Supply Bill, 2554; Conditions of Government Contracts, 2588; McLean v. Curr,
2592; the late Mr. Foott, M.L.A., 2632 ;
Temperature of the Chamber. 2643 ; Appropriation Bill, 2672; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 2694, 2712, 2727, 2728, 2732, and
2736; Place from which a Member should
Speak, 2694.
Velocipede Gold Mining Company-Questions
by Mr. McKean, 1867 and 1898.
Victoria, The-Vote discussed in Committee of
Supply, 172.
Victorian Rifle Association-Question by Mr.
Jones, 2239.
Volunteer Force-Statement by Mr. McCulloch,
re great coats, 70; vote for 1869 discussed
in Committee of Supply, 166; discussed in
full House, 181 ; motion by Mr. Burrowes
for a vote of thanks to force, 589; debate
interrupted by a " count-out," 589; question
by Mr. Byrne, re petition from officers, 973.
Volunteers' Land Certificates-Subject discussed
in Committee of Supply, 169; questions by
Mr. Whiteman, 940 and 1575; by Mr.
McLellan, 1295; subject discussed in committee on Land Laws Amendment Bill,
1650; question by Mr. Berry, 1677.
Votes of Honorable Members cballenged-1407,
1469 and 2670. (See Order.)
Votes Postponed-Question by Mr. Duffy, 883.
Voting, Plurality ot~Subject discussed in committee on Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 331 ; in committee on Municipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 907.
Mr. FREDERICK (E. Melbourne)-Audit
Office, 140; Law Department, 143; Agricultural Statistics, 147; Volunteer FI.rce,
167; Lands Department Vote, 190 and 192;
Hawthol'D Wesleyan Church, 224; Municipal Corporations Law Amendment Dill,
236, 904, 906, 912, 914, 917, 918, 926, 929,
930, 932, 2084, 2089, and 2091; Telegraph
Extension, 247; Customs Department, 250;
Industrial Schools, 2i7; Railway Department, 282; Local Government Act Amendment Bill, 303, 306, 317,336,3:38,340, 73i,
and 892; Alleged Bribery of Members,
379 and 662; Privilege-Mr. Hugh Glass,
671 ; County Courts Law Amendment Bill,
750,766, i71, and 806; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1120, 1266, and 1737; Scab Act
Amendment Bill, 1289 and 1290; Compensation to Discharged Officials, 1296; Criminal
Law and Practice Amendment Dill, 1723;
County Court Fees, 2001; Mr. Thomas
Anthony, 2116; Compensation to Goyernment Contra.ctor~, 22 .. 8 ; Government Printing-office, 2568.
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Warrnainbool Court House-Question by Mr.
Plummer, 2276; motion by Mr. Plummer
in favour of grant proposed, and withdrawn,
2339.
Water Supply-Papers ordered on motion of Mr.
Macgregor, 17; produced, 17; motion by
Mr. Macgregor for appointment of select
committee re dispute between Engineer-inChief of Railways and Chief Engineer for
Water Supply, 31; motion agreed to, and
committee balloted for, 32; result of ballot
announced, 32; question by Mr. Macgregor
re Orders in Council, 69; by Mr. Blair, re
Pleasant Creek and Clunes, 194; statement
by Mr. MacBain, re new contracts, 257; Mr.
Sullivan's reply, 258; debate thereon, 259 ;
, questions by Mr. Farrell, re Castlemaine and
district, 287, 740, 1540, and 1605; estimates
of expenditure produced by M,r. Sullivan,
290; considered in committee, 295; agreed
, to, 300; estimate for salaries, &c., agreed to
in committee, 314,,;' complaint by Mr. Macgregor of publication of proceedings of
, select cQ,mlI!ittee, 704; report of select committee ,brought up, 704; question by Mr.
McLellan, re Mr. Moriarty's charges, 723;
questions by Mr. Dyte, 741 and 847 ; return
re surveys ordered, on motion of Mr. Dyte,
1370; question by Mr. Kitto, re works at
Barker's Creek, 973; papers re Mr. Moriarty
ordered, on motion of Mr. Dyte, 1220; produced, 13.'19; question by Mr. Mackay, re
local works, 1260; by Mr. Everard, 1260;
estimates of expenditure passed in committee, 1540 and 1722; resolutions adopted,
1606 and 1742; motion by Mr. Everard for
return of expenditure, 2117; agreed to,
2118; produced, 2486; questions by Mr.
Burrowes, re Sandhurst, 2312, 2361, and 2585;
question by Mr. Kitto, re Castle maine, 2399.
Water Supply Department-Return of travelling and other expenses of officers ordered,
on motion of Mr. Blair, 2281; produced,
2363; question by Mr. Francis, re compensation to reduced officers, 2703.
Waterworks Commissions Bill-Motion by Mr.
G. Paton Smith for leave to introduce, 1615;
agreed to, and Bill brought in and read first
time, 1616; read second, time, 1766; considered in committee, 1767, 1805, and 1866 ;
recommitted, 1867; third reading, 1953;
; statement by Mr. G. Paton Smith, 2028.
WATKINS, Mr. WILT.IA1U (Evelyn)-Appointment
of Magistrates,30; Prison Discipline, 122;
Lunatic Asylums, 132; Ministers' Salaries,
159; Curator of Intestate Estates, 163; Lands
Department Vote, 188; Alleged Bribery of
l\lembers, 218, 572, and 845; Industrial
~chools, 243 and 277; Bail way Department,
279; Ihl.ilway Extl'lI:;joll, :284 It,nd 1607;

in the Cabinet, 1622; County Courts Law
Amendment Bill, 1668; Administration of
the Lands Department, 1688; Aboriginal
Natives Protection Bill, 1727; Yan Yean
Reservoir, ] 843; Compensat~on to Members
of Parliament Bill, 2041; Charitahle Institutions,2578; Major Hall,2579; Mr. W. H.
Wright, 2579 and 2580; Mr. W. G. Hart,
2582; Mr.~. ;r.Williams, 9.582; Lackerstein
v. Guthrie; 259~i' Appropriation Bill, 2675.
Ways and Means, Committee of-Resolutions on
whicl1 to found a Consolidated Revenue Bill,
considered and agreed to, 69; resolution for
'similar object proposed by Mr. McCulloch,
725; objected to by Mr. Fellows, as not in
order, 725; subject discussed, 726; objection
overruled, 728; motion by Mr. Fellows for
referring matter to the House, 730; dis-~
cussed, 731; negatived, and original resolution carried, 734 ; resolution recommitted for
further consideration: and new resolution
agreed to, 742; resolutions on which to found
a Consolidated Revenue Bill considered,
1660; agreed to, 1663; resolutions to form
the basis of the Appropriation Bill considered and agreed to,,2628.
;
Welshpool, Coal at-Papers ordered, on m.otion
of Dr. Macartney, 1272; produced, 1644.
Western Harbours-Question by Mr. B~yles,
1985; by Mr. T. Cope, 2312.
Western Railway. (See Railway Extension.)
Whale :Ifishing-Question by Mr. Cohen, 1510.
WHITEMAN, Mr. JOHN (Emerald Hill)-Emerald
Hill Postal Service, 16, 2i4, and 1575; The
Refreshment Rooms, 19, 82, and 2282;
Hobson's Bay, 31 and 99; The Duke of
Edinburgh, 38; Legislative Assembly, 75;
The Library, 78 and 90; The Police, 90;
Mail Contracts, 100; Lunatic Asylums,
130; Volunteer Force, 168, 171, and 182;
Alleged Bribery of Members, 216, 569,571,
600, and 617 ; The Observatory. ,222; Parks
and Gardens, 222 j Municipal Corporations
Law Amendment Bill, 233, 910, 915, 917,
928, 1037, 1038, 10·l(l, and 1215; Reductions
in the Postal Service, 274 and 1220; Railway Workshops, 283; Sewerage of Melbourne, 293; Martin Fitzgerald, 293 ; Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 316,334,
337,338,340,110,717,718, and 898: Privilege-Hugh Gla;ss and John Quarterman,
687, 701, and 836; Compensation to Discharged Officials, 691 and 1219; Education
Vote, 722 and 2338; New Industries, 722;
Melbourne City Court, 741; Upper Murray
Hailway Construction Bill, 764 and 923;
Compensation to Civil Servants, 807 and
2260 j ~orth Botanical Gardens. 895; Gaol
Warders, gO!I; Volnntrcrs' Lflncl Certificates,
940 alld I:,;:); ~t':l.h I'd AlIlcndllll'lIt Hill,
IOIJi; Civil ~l'\'\'iL'e nl·dllt'tioll~. 1012; 'J'eleg'l'apli 'Extellsioll io \\'il~oll'~ .PI'olnontory,

nl'jll:.:'(·~, :!~;",; 111(' Abori:!:\i-l; \\'ater ~IIPJlly,
2!1fi; 1'J'ivill'l.!,t>-lllIg'li I;la~s:\.IH1.JollIl Quart 1;1'111:111, fil,(; :I lid li!I!l;
Llwa I (~ov!"rll IIIClIt

l:oad'Vorks alld

,~jlll·~.

2Sl-l. !I:!O, alld

.\ct .\ 1I1PIl<IIllt'IIt Bill, 'j II. 711i. 71~, j2 I. j :18,
l'-~U, 8~:!, /lull ~II:.!; I IIsul 1'1"111')' La w A llielld-

I IllS ; l'ost-ottke ('loI:k, i 1:):\; Lalld l.aws
A nlt'lltl lilt' n I Bill, I:!tl-l. 121i2, 1:14-(;, 15!i,), 11;40,
1(;4-(:, :iIld I (i;',2; EIIII·I':lId Ilill COlllIllOII. 12::;-,;
Yarra Floud!' ;1 Ill! Wlt:lrf'ug'p :\I'I'olllllludation,

ment Bill, 881, 88:3, and 886; ;vi unicipal
Corporations Law Amendment Bill, 905,
909,915,925,928, and 03:1; j'ersnna.l':Explanation, 1047; Land Laws .Amencl~llent Bill,
1073, 1274, 127!l, 1281, I:W6, 1320, 1380,
1423, 1424, 1429, 14iO, 14i2, 1474, 1480,
1561, 1628, 1652, 1658, 1709, and 1737;
Mode of J:'uttin~ Questiol1s, 1110 ; Vacancies ,

1248; Vacancies in the Cahinet. 1531 and
1617; Scab Inspectors, 1645; Sandridge Pier,
1898 ; Pay men t of Mem bers, 19 i 6 ; Board of
Agriculture, 2:34:2; Mr. R. D. Scott, 2354,
2459, and 2742; Mr. J. B. Slack, 2457;
Administration of the Lands Department,
2546 and 2550 i Horticultural Society of
Victo~ia, 2576; Mr. James Ross, 27441
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WILLIAMS, Mr. WILLIAM (Maldon) - Alleged
Bribery of Members, 196,199,549 and 553'
Railway Extension, 293; Local G~vernment
Act Amendment Bill, 304, 317, 319, 323,
711, 716, 7]8, and 740; North Botanical
Gardens, 897; Land Laws Amendment Bill,
1278; Personal Explanation, 1895; Eradication of Thistles, 2432 and 2741 ; Coliban
Water Scheme, 2587.
Williams, P. J., v. Board of Land and WorksVote for amount of verdict and costs discussed in Committee of Supply, 2580; on
reporting of resolution, 2591.
WILSON, Mr. WILLIAM (Amrat)-Governor's
Speech, 8; Appointment of Magistrates, 28 ;
Tlte Queen v. Lackerstein, 32; The Duke of
Edinburgh, 37; Mr. M. J. P. Hanify, 39;
Land Laws Amendment Bill, 89, 1157, 1261,
1378, ]460, 1475, and 2627; Angora Wool,
100; Gaols, 129; Ministers' Salaries, 159;
Mr. Vale and Mr. McKean, 256; Secretary
of Railways, 278; Local Government Act
Amendment Bill, 305 and 335; Dr. Macartney,310; Alleged Bribery of Members, 373,
564, and 581; Privilege-Hugh Glass and
John Quarterman, 699; Insolvency Law
Amendment Bill, 863, 864, 866, 875, 879,
880, and 1181; Scab Act Amendment Bill,
1221,1222, 1289, 1291,1316,1381, and 1382;
Adjournment of the House, 1803; Lost
Letters, 1804; (Introduced on re-election,
1942;) Expenses of Legislative Council,
2313; Railway Fares, 2587; Ararat and
Hamilton Railway, 2i-4\.
Wilson Selections. (See Lands Department,
Administration of.)
Wilson's Promontory, Telegraph Communication
with-Question by Mr. Whiteman, 1108.
Wines, Beer, and Spirits Sale Statute Amendment Bill-Governor's message brought
down, 1340; considered in committee, and
resolution for s.n appropriation agreed to,
1670; adopted, and Bill brought in and
read first time, 1723; second reading moved
by Mr. G. Paton Smith, 2015; debated by
Mr. Macpherson, 2020; Mr. Jones, 2020;
Mr. McLellan, 2022; Mr. Richardson, ·2022;
Mr. Wrixon, 2022; Bill read second time,
2033; Bill discharged from the paper, 2744.
Wintle, Mr.-Case of-Discussed in Committee
of Supply, 124.
WITT, Mr. WILLIAM (Murray District)-Local
Government Act Amendment Bill, 718;
Municipal Corporations Law Amendment
Bill, 912. 917,931, and 1038; MiningJ.Jeases,
1259; Land Laws Amendment Bill, 1329,
l:l3S. 1338,1351, I-t78, ani! 173:); The New
Ministers, 1890; \Yant of Confidellce in the
McCulloch :Millistry- \Ir. Byme's :\1otion,
1919 ; Upper M Ill·t·ay nail way COII:5tJ'lIction
Hill, i99:'l alit! HI%; ElIgilll'\'I'-ill-t'hid'" lePOl't 011 Hail\\':!.'" COlIstl'll\~tioll, I~!·18; Tel(·graph Exh'm;iolliu 1,:1 \)ur:ldo,:!:-)ilij \Y"ter
:-illpply, 2fii:\ j ()xle.,· I'dtr :-iPS-ioIlS, 2t;:\,2;
Hail way ~l1l'\'ey", \V:illglillyalr :llid EI 1>0-

nuio, :.!6-l5.
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Woodv. Syme-Statementby Mr. Langtoll, 1487;
by Mr. G. Paton Smith, 1489.
W oodend Reserves-Question by Mr. McKenna
'
194.
Woorndoo-Papers, re removal of Post· office
ordered, on motion of Mr. Longmore, 589 :
produced, 740; papers, re forfeiture of lot
D, promised, on motion of Mr. Longmore,
882.
Woranga Pound Reserve-Question by Dr.
Macartney, 1112.
Workmen's Lien Bill-Motion by Mr. Mackay
for leave to introduce, 2633; agreed to and
Bill read first time, 2634.
'
Wrecks Outside Port Phillip Heads-Question
by Mr. Richardson, re Victoria Tower, 1986;
by Mr. Connor, re direction posts and coast
track, 2643. (See Pilot Service; also Telegraph Department.)
Wright, Mr. W. H.-Case discussed in Committee
of Supply, 277; claim for rent discussed,
2579.
WRlxoN,.Mr. H. J. (Belfast)-Appointment of
MagIstrates, 28; The Duke of Edinburgh,
37 and 1542; Alleged Bribery of Members,
206, 356, 466, 484, 492, 576, 599, and 630;
Harbour Improvements, 239; PrivilegeHugh Glass and John Quarterman, 698,703,
and 790; Ways and Means, 732; Land Laws
Amendment Bill, 1090, 1329, 1336, 1503,
1505, 1566, 1626,1628, 1650, 1653, and 2618;
Ballarat" Gold Stealing" Case, 1240 and
1246; Administration of the Lands Department, 1403, 1469, 1683, 1687,2379, 2420, and
2539; Belfast Harbour, 1541 and 1608; Vacancies in the Cabinet, 1624; State Aid to
Religion Abolition Bill, 1791, 2065, 2073,
and 2122; Public Instruction, 1854, 2335,
2339, and 2567; Want of Confidence in the
McCulloch Ministry-Mr. Byrne's Motion,
1929; Paymeut of Members, 1974 and 1981;
Mr. McCulloch's Stations, 2007; Wines,
Beer, and Spirits Sale Statute Amendment
Bill, 2022; Compensation to Members of
Parliament Bill, 2031, 2052, and 2055; Corrupt Practices Bill, 20i9; The Imperial
Government and the Colonies-Mr. Higinbotham's Resolutions, 2224, 2651, and 2665;
Board of Agriculture, 2342; Immigration,
2588; Appropriation Bill, 2673.
Yan Yean Reservoir-Question by Mr. Watkins,
1843.
Yan Yean Water Supply-Questions by Mr.
Crews, 15:39 and 1803; estimates for works
. ordered to be considered in committee on
future day, 1772; considered aud agreed to,
1804 ; resolution adopted, 1810.
'-al'r:l, The-QlIestioll by :Ml'. \"hitemall,

T/':

tioods alld Wh:ll't:lg(~ accolHlllodatiol1, 1248;
qlll:'stioll by "\1 1'. Blltt(·I.'S, re eh:lIl1lel through
Sr.. Kilda p:II'k, 2-t8i.
YaJ'l':t l:'ull II tioll-:-ihlt('llIentl" bv "\rr, Ut't'v('s anI!
Mr. G. .Patou Smith, 2:.!i •.
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