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23r0 FEBRUARY, 1898.

PrEseNT—

His ExceLLency the AcTing GovernoRr, Mg or-Generd
Brack, C.B.

Hon. J. H. StewarT LockHArT (Colonid Secretary).

Hon. W. M. Goopbman (Attorney-Generd).

Hon. R. Murray Rumsey (Harbour Magter).

Hon. F H. May, CM.G. (Captain Superintendent of
Police).

Hon. T. Sercomee SvimH (Colonid Treaaurer).

Hon. R. D. Ormssy (Director of Public Works).

Hon. C. P CHater, CM.G.

Hon. HoKau.

HON. T. H. WHITEHEAD.

Hon. E. R. BeLiuios, CM.G.

Hon. We A Yuk.

Mr. J. G. T. BuckLe (Clerk of Councils).

MINUTES

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and
corfirmed, the words "with leave' being added to the
record of the Hon. T. H. Whitehead's absence, & the hon.
member'srequest.

NOTICE OFMOTION.

Hon. T. H. WHiITEHEAD— rise to give natice that a the
next meeting of Coundl 1 will move that Government lay
upon the table a copy of its covering despatch forwarding
to the Colonid Office the report dated 23rd November,
1896, of the Committee gppointed 8th September, 1894. by
His Excdlency Sir William Robinson to report on the
condition of the Government Offices and the desirability of
locating the various Government departments under one
roof, together with a copy of any further explanations the
Government may have given in connection therewith and
ascdled for by the Secretary of Statel's depatch No. 126 of
5th June, 1896.

PAPERS

The CoLoniaL SecreTary laid upon the table the Report
of the Superintendent of Victoria Gaol for 1897, Report of
the Director of the Obsarvetory for 1897, Report on the
Widows and Orphans Penson Fund for 1897, Report on
Public Works Depatment Stores, Report of the
Superintendent of the Fre Brigade for 1897, and Crimina
Satisicsand Coroner's Returnsfor 1897.

THEPUBLICOFHCES

The Director oF PusLic Works—Sir, | riseto propose
the following resolution:— That in the opinion of this
Council it is expedient—(a) To construct the New Law

Courts and accessory offices on Plot No. 2 on the New
Redamation, namdly, the larger of thetwo lots reserved for
Government Offices, immediately in front of the City Hall;
and (b) to retain the sites of the present Post Office and
Supreme Court for the erection of a new Post Office,
which should dso afford accommodation for the Tressury
and such other offices as may be decided on. In moving
thisresolution | desire, with your Excellency's permission,
to briefly refer to the various proposal s that have been put
before the Government during the past two years for
meeting the universally acknowledged need of the colony
for new and better Courts and Post Office and better and
more suitable accommodation for certain other
departments of Government. | believe with regard to this
the colony is practically unanimous; everybody is agreed
we want new Law Courts and more especially amore
roomy Post Office. There have beenin all six different
schemes put forward. The first proposal was my
prodecessor's, which was the outcome of the report of the
specid committee appointed by Sir William Robinsonin
1896. That proposal contemplated placing all the
Government Offices, except the Colonial Secretary's, the
Audit, the Sanitary Board, and the Educationa Department,
on the site reserved on the new Praya. The plans were
forwarded to England and by direction of the Secretary of
Sate were referred to the Consulting Architects. They did
not meet with approval and consequently were set aside.
The second schemeisthe proposd | cdl scheme A of the
Consulting Architects, reversing the position of the
buildings on plots 1 and 2 and providing more
accommodation by the addition of a second storey on the
Post Office. That scheme would have cost probably
$100,000 more than Mr. Cooper's. The third proposal was
the one| call scheme B of the Consulting Architects. In
that they proposed to acquire two lots on the Reclametion
from the Hongkong and Shanghai Bank and cover all four
lots with Government Offices, bringing the Colonial
Secretary's Office down to the same locality. The cost of
that scheme would be considerably over amillion dollars,
probably amillion and ahaf; it isdifficult to say what it
would cost, because | consider it doubtful if the Bank
would part with theland. That scheme | think may & once
be st asde. Thefourth proposa was onewhich | had the
honour to lay before the Government. That proposa was
submitted by His Excellency Sir William Robinson to the
Public Works Committee for their opinion, and the
mgority of the Committee approved of the scheme. Inthat
scheme | got over one of the difficulties which had been
raised by the Consulting Architects, namely, the
insufficiency of space on the new Prayafor all the
buildings required. By retaining the site of the old Post
Office and the Supreme Court and
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purchasng Beacondfidd the area available, including plot
No. 2 on the Praya, is over 90,000 square feet, or 6,300
guare feet more than the combined areaof plotsNo. 1 and
2 on the Praya. | would wish here, gr, to remark thet the
idea of the Government acquiring Bescondfield emanated
entirdy from mysdf and until it came before him as a
member of the Public Works Committee | am convinced
tha my hon. friend on my left (Mr. Bdilios) had no
knowledge of it. Now, Sr, as regards the best location for
the Pog Office in Hongkong it seems to me thet even a
comparatively new-comer to the colony is cgpable of
forming a sound opinion. The proper place for the Post
COffice in my opinion is the centrd Ste it now occupies
There was some oppostion to this, but it seems to be
generdly admitted | wes right. Since writing my origing
report | have had timeto go into the matter carefully. | find
thet the Ste occupied by the present Pogt Office was one of
the firgt built on in the colony, that buildings stood on it in
1843, that is fifty-five years ago, while the present
buildings have sood for over thirty yeers There are no
dgns of crack or settlement whetever. Therefore | am of
opinion that buildings could be put up there without any
excessive cog for foundations That is important, because
foundations on the new Praya are expensve. | have no
hegtation in saying that a new Pog Office and Treasury
worthy of the colony in every respect could be erected on
this ste for a sum of $90,000. | now come to the fifth
scheme, which is that brought forward by my hon. friend
the senior unofficid member, which is dmost identical
with scheme A of the Conaulting Architects. | cannot
condder it either a stifactory proposd as regards the
arrangement of the offices or possible of execution for the
um named. It proposes the erection on plot No. 1 on the
new Praya of a building with three floors the Pogt Office
on the ground, and above it the Treasury, Assessor's Office,
and Sanitary Board, and on the second floor the Public
Works Depatment. | think, gr, it can be shown the
Tressury is much better and more centrally Stuated where
itis, aswel asthe Pog Office. | dare say my hon. friend the
Treesurer will agree with me in that. With regard to the
Public Works Department, | cannot but think the proposed
position would be excessvely inconvenient. My office is
resorted to at dl hours of the day by overseers, contractors,
landholders, and others and to have a dream of such
congantly passing up and down a two-gorey building
would be mogt abjectioneble to dl the other offices in the
block, while the digance from the Colonid Secretary's
Office, with which we are in condant communication,
would be inconvenient. | further consder the cogt of the
scheme under-edimated. A Pogt Office and Treasury on
the Queen's Road dte is a very different metter from the
same on the new Praya In the one case the cog of
foundations is nil, in the other it hes been etimated a
$75,000. The Queen's Road and Pedder Stredt site only
reguires two ornate devetions the Praya Ste four and all
edremdy congpicuous  Teking  everything  into
consideration | would cal this estimate fully $150,000
below the mark. A dxth proposal has been made, namdly;,

to erect a second Sorey on the new building in Queen's
Road and =0 provide for grouping dl the Government
Offices there, thus obviating the necessity of purchasing
Beacondfidd. It isimpossble to say a once whether that is
practicable. The resolution | have proposed to the Coundil
leaves the matter open. It will be of interest to compare the
edimated cog of dl the Sx schemes, omitting the new
Harbour Office and Public Works Department dtores
which sand on a different footing. The actud egtimated
cog, regardless of where the funds are to come from, isas
follows The esimete for the Hon. Mr. Cooper's schemeis
$700,000; for scheme A of the Consuiting Architects,
$300,000; for scheme B | will not mention the estimate,
because | condder the scheme impracticable; for scheme
No. 4 | edimate $570,000; the scheme proposed by the
sanior unoffidid member is edimated a $790,000; for
scheme 6 no esimate can be given asit has not yet reached
that sage. In dl these esimates | include $400,000 for the
new Law Courts which | hope may prove an outsde
edimate—

His ExceLLency—That is building dl the offices on the
present Ste?

The Director oF PusLic Works—Yes. | consder that
scheme would probably cogt less than the scheme of
purchasng Bescondidd. | now beg to repest my
resolution.

The CoLoniaL SecreTaRY— beg to second.

Hon. C. P. CHater— beg to propose that condderation
of this resolution be postponed to a future meeting. The
reason | ask for this postponement is, | have no doubt, very
obvious to your Excdlency. It is that before we came to
this room we were not awvare of the resolution. The
resolution is proposed and we are asked to passit or refuse
to passit. But we cannot be prepared to pass, or to refuseto
pass, aresolution of which we have had no natice whatever,
| would dso ask that all resolutions to be brought before
the Coundil be forwarded to the unofficid members a few
days before the mesting a which they are to be proposed
takes place. The unofficid members, if they propose a
resolution, have to give proper notice and forward a copy
of the resolution two or three days beforehand, and | think
any resolution coming from the Government Sde of the
house should betreated in the same way.

Hon. T. H. WhiteHeap— beg to second asl think itisonly
ressonable thet the unoffidd memberssome daysbeforethe
date of the meeting should know the nature of the resolu-
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tions they are to be caled upon to discuss and vote. It is
impaossible on the spur of the moment to give the matter the
congderation it desarves, especidly a resolution of this
kind involving the expenditure of haf-amillion or three-
quarters of a million of dollars | dso support what has
fdlen from the hon. senior unoffida member with
referenceto dl resolutions being embodied in the agenda. |
think the present practiceisquiteirregular.

His ExceLLency— think the hon. members of Counil
and the community have hed ample time and opportunity
to congider this question, and | should not be flattering the
intdlligence of the hon. members if | supposed they were
not reedy to argue it out. | will undertake to say they will
never know much more about it than they do now, but as
the hon. senior unofficid member and the hon. member
who represents the Chamber of Commerce put this as a
metter of principle | am quite prepared to dlow it to be
discussed on another day, o for these reasons | withdraw
the matter for the presant. | can only say this, that the
Government has been mogt anxious to know the red wish
of the colony on this subject, because it does not affect us
one way or the ather, but it affects the colony for dl time,
or & leedt for the next Sixty or seventy years. Therefore Sir
William Robinson and mysdf have been mogt anxious that
the colony should discuss the metter in every possible way
and that we should have the best and mogt economicd
scheme carried out. | therefore propose to adjourn the
discusson to Monday next, if Monday will suit hon.
members

APERSONAL MATTER

Hon. T. H. WHiteneab—Sir, dthough it is not on the
agenda | have given notice of a resolution which reads as
follows—"I beg to move that the report of the proceedings
of the Public Works Committee a a megting held on the
13th ult. and dated 14th idem be referred back to the
Committee for amendment.” A motion made by the Hon.
Colonid Tressurer and seconded by the hon. member
opposite (Mr. Bdilios) is omitted from the minutes of that
mexting, and in support of the motion | have moved judt |
will read the following correspondence which has taken
place between the Hon. the Director of Public Works and

mysaf:—
Hongkong, 8th February, 1898.

Dear Mr. Ormshy,—With reference to the report of
proceedings of the Public Works Committee held on 13th
ulto. which | observefrom the agendawill come beforethe
mexting of the Legidative Coundil called for 10th ingt., will
you dlow me to draw your atention to the fact that the
report is incomplete as it now gands inasmuch as it omits
any mention of the motion made by the Honourable the
Colonid Tressurer & the sad medting that my protest
agang the Hon. E. R. Bdlilios vating on the question, he
being directly pecuniarily interested therein, be not reported
on the minutes of the said mesting, which motion was duly
seconded by the Hon. E. R. Bdlilios. | would suggest your

having the report amended previous to its being brought
before the Coundil meeting called for 10th ingt., but if thet
cannat be done, the report having dreedy been lad on the
table, would you yoursdf move on Thursday thet it be
referred back to the Committee to permit of the necessary
amendment being made. This would be preferable to my
having to do s, and | fed bound to bring the quegtion
before the Coundil.

For your information and to explain why no motion was
mede at lagt meeting of Coundil | beg to say thet | wroteto
the senior unofficid member on 20th ult. asfollows—

"Not having had two consecutive days respite from
busness dnce lag Chinee New Year and as our
markets will be more or less & a ganddtill next week |
leave to-night for the West River and will probably not
return until 29th ingt. Should there be a megting of
Council during that period no doubt the report of the
Public Works Committee will be laid on the teble. You
will remember that a sad megting The Honourable
The Treasurer moved and Mr. Bdlilios seconded the
motion that my protest againg the latter being permitted
to vote on the question of the Government purchase of
Besoondidd (Mr. Bdilios being the owner of sad
property and conssquently directly and pecuniarily
interested) be not recorded on the minutes or in the
report of the sad meding. Should that motion be
omitted from the report | would, if present in Counil,
rise and move that it be referred back to the Public
Works Committee for correction. The motion in
question was a very extraordinary one and | am ill
unable to comprehend the unwarrantable action of the
Honourable Tregaurer. It looked like an endeavour on
the part of an officid member to Hifle discusson and to
throttle and suppress the views and the opinions of an
unofficia member on animportant question of principle.
It is necessary in the public interests that such a
procesding should be brought to the notice of the
Council and the publicc whom we endeavour to
represent. If the report should be brought before the
Council and should it be incomplete will you in my
name do a | have herein suggested. For your
information | enclose a press copy of my protest and
|etter to Mr. Ormsby, the Chairman of the Committee,
dated 13thing."

As, at last meeting of Council held on 25th ulto. during
my absencefrom the colony whenthereport in question was
laid before the Legidative Council, together with further
papers respecting the proposed Government offices, the
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adoption of it was not moved, Mr. Chater consdered it
unnecessary to then take action regarding the omisson
hereinreferred to.

Yoursvery truly,
T. H. WHITEHEAD.

The Hon: R. D. Ormshy, Director of Public Works and
Chairman of Public Works Committee.

Hongkong, February 9th, 1898.

Dear Mr. Whiteheed,—I have no recollection of a
motion having been made by The Honourable The
Tressurer and duly seconded, such as you spesk of, and if
you are not mistaken, it isa pity you did not & our meeting
seethat it was recorded.

| recollect ashort discussion on the subject asto whether
your protest was in order, which ended in my ruling that it
was

| can therefore move no amendment to our report, but it
is open, | presume, for you to do s, and possbly my
recollection may be at faullt.

| think you mistook and till mistake our postion es a
Committee on this occason. A proposd regarding the
Government offices was laid by me before His Excdlency
the Governor. He, not the Legidative Council, wished for
the opinions of the members of the Public Works
Committee on that proposd, and he got them, being & the
same time reminded of the fact, known to him and
everybody d<e in the calony, that The Hon. Mr. Bdlilios
was the owner of Beecondfield. No doubt the whole metter
in dl its bearings will be fullp discussed to-morrow. —
Yoursvery truly,

(Sgned) R. D. Ormsay.
Hongkong, Sth February, 1898.

Dear Mr. Ormsby,— duly received your letter of to-day
in reply to mine of yesterday, from which | was much
aurprisad to learn that you have no recollection of the
Honourable the Tressurer's motion, seconded by Mr.
Bdlilios, that my protest and views be nat recorded on the
minutes or in the report of the meeting of the Public Works
Committee held on 13th ulto., that you can therefore move
no amendmert to the report, and you add that if | am not
mistaken it isapity | did not at the medting seethat the said
motion was recorded. permit me to remind you on the
letter point thet it was your duty and not mine to see that
the said motion, and one of no amdl importance, was duly
recorded As to its having been made there is no doubt
whatever and let me briefly repeat what occurred.

So soon as Mr. Belilios seconded the Treasurer's motion
that your scheme for new Government offices be adopted,
| protesed againg your dlowing Mr. Blilios to vote he
being directly pecuniarily interested in the question before

the meting as he is the owner and sdller of Beacondfield,
the purchase of which was induded in your scheme.
Notwithgtanding my objection you dlowed, | ill think
wrongly, Mr. Bdliliosto vote, and by means of his vote the
Tressurer's mation was carried by amgority of one vote. |
thereupon gave notice of my protest, which | wished
recorded in the minutes and report of the meeting, as a
member vating on a question in which he was directly
pecuniarily interested is contrary to the practice of the
House of Commons and May's Paliamentary Practice
The Treasurer then cdled for my authority and moved that
my protest be not recorded on the minutes and be not
forwarded to Government, which motion was seconded by
Mr. Bdilios You then asked the views of the senior
unofficia member, who explained the practice hitherto
prevailing and expressed himsdf in favour of my protest
being recorded. You then ruled admitting my protest, but
the Treesurer and Mr. Bdilios were ill not stisfied and
mantaned that my protex should not be sent to
Government with the Committees report, &c., unless |
could quote authorities and verse and chapter for my action.
The Treesurer further said that my objection to Mr. Bdlilios
voting should have been taken a an earlier time and he
moved round and made a search among the other booksin
front of you, for May's Parliamentary Practice, which could
not befound.

You say that | migtook and gill mistake our podtion on
the said Committee, and that it was the Governor, and not
the Legidative Coundil. who wished for the opinions of the
members of the Public Works Committee. If our opinions
were 0ldy for His Excdlency why not have forwarded to
him a complete report, and why if it was not interested
therein, lay an incomplete report of our megting before the
Legidative Coundil & itsmedting on 25th ulto.?

It gppears to me that you are under a misgpprehenson
&5 to the podtion and the functions of the Public Works
Committee. It isa Committee of the Coundil. Itsduty isto
examine dl projects submitted to it connected with your
Department and to report to the Council for itsinformation.
Its object is to prepare the work for the Coundil, save
lengthy debates therein, and its repots and
recommendations are generdly adopted by the Council as
a matter of course If your view of the Public Works
Committee is correct | think the sooner it is abolished the
better.

It somehow or other did occur to me that the Tressurer's
extraordinary motion in re my protest might chance to be
omitted from the minutes of our meeting of 13th ulto,,
hence my letter of 20th idem to Mr. Chater before, eaving
for the West River, acopy of which sembodied in mineto
you yesterday—Yoursvery truly,

T. H. WHITEHEAD.

The Hon. R. D. Ormsby, Director of Public Works, and
Chairman of Public Works Committee.
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February 15th, 1898.

Dear Mr. Whitehead— am in receipt of your second
letter dated the Sth ind. regarding the last meeting of the
Public Works Committee and your protest.

| havelittleto add to my former letter to you.

| am dmogt podtive that the voting on the Tressurer's
firgt motion took place before you mede your protest.

| underdand now that the Tressurer did move
afterwards that your protest should not be recorded, and
thet this was seconded by Mr. Bdlilios but as| did not put
thet to the meeting, and as it was not voted on, | am il of
opinion that there was no more reason for recording it than
for recording dl the converstion thet took place. The fact
of my accepting and recording your protest was practicaly
ruling the Tressurer's motion as out of order—Yours very
truly,

(Sgned) R. D. Ormsay.
Hongkong, 20th February, 1898.

Dear Mr. Ormsby,— duly received your note of 15th
ing in reply to mine of Sth idem, from which | am sorry to
obsarve you have little to add to your letter of Sth ing.
dthough you now understand that the Treasurer did move
that my protest againgt an Honourable Member vatingon a
question in which he was directly pecuniaily interesed
should nat be recorded, that this motion was seconded by
Mr. Bdlilios, but that as you did not put it to the mesting,
and asit was not voted on, you are dill of opinion that there
was no more reason for recording it than for recording the
conversation which took place.

| mugt gill submit for your condderdtion thet thereis a
vay condderable difference between recording the
discussons and debates which take place a a mesting
ether of the Coundil or of a committee of Coundil, and
recording the acts of the Council or Committee which
embody the forma outcome of the conversations and
discussons. It is ot cusomary to record the one. It is the
rule that the other should be entered on the minutes. | am
not asking you to put on paper the conversation between
mysdf and the Honourable The Treasurer or yourswith the
Senior Unofficid Member, but | must again request you to
amend the minutes by entering the formd motion duly
meade by the Treasurer and seconded by Mr. Bdlilios, and
aso the fact that you over-ruled it and refused to put it to
the meeting. | think 1 am entitled as a member of the
committee to have thisdone. | cannot understand why you
should refused to do S0, and | suggest that before findly
deciding you should conault the Honourable the Attorney-
Generd. —Yoursvery truly,

T. H. WHITEHEAD.

The Hon. R. D. Ormsby, Director of Public Works, and
Chairman of Public Works Committee.

Hon. T. H. WHmereap, having read the above
correspondence, continued— am sorry, sSir, to have had to
meake this motion, but | gill fed that the omisson from the
minutes is a metter involving a very important principle
and that the minutes should be amended.

The CoLoniAL TREASURER—May | have permission, sir,
pro forma to second thet resolution? Otherwise | would
have no opportunity, and no one ds would have an

opportunity, of replying to the agperdgons cast upon us
Permisson wasgiven.

The CoLoniAL TREASURER—SIT, at a meeting of the
Public Works Committee held on the 13th January of this
year there was submitted to the Committee by direction of
H.E. the Governor a scheme relating to the new
Government Offices put forward by the Hon. Director of
Public Works. At that meeting, after some amount of
discussion, | moved, and the Hon. Mr. Bdlilios seconded,
that the scheme of the Hon. Director of Public Works be
approved by the Committee and its adoption be
recommended to H.E. the Governor. It wasnat, g, till after
that resolution had been put and carried that anything was
sad by the hon. member on my left (Mr. Whitehead) about
aprotest.— (Hear, hear). When, sir, the hon. member
wished to protest against the Hon. Mr. Belilios being
alowed to vote upon thismation | turned to him and asked
him hisgrounds. Thegrounds, he sated, were that the Hon.
Mr. Belilios was directly pecuniarily interested in the
scheme and by parliamentary practice was not erntitled to
vote. | could not accept the ipse dixit of the hon. member
and | appeded to himto give me hisauthority and | dso
asked if hewould assent to an adjournment in order that we
might have his authority and discussthe protest before the
protest was accepted by the chairman. Sir, the hon.
member had no "faterings of salf-suspicion” that perhaps
he might be in thewrong nor did the "twilight of dubiety"
fal upon hismind. To use acommon expression, he was
absolutely cocksure he wasright. Now, | am not such an
old parliamentary hand asthe hon. member and | fdt that
though he might be right | was entitled to know his
authority and on what he based that protest. Thereupon |
proposed and the Hon. Mr. Bdlilios seconded, that the hon.
member's protest should not be entered on the records of
the meeting. Now, gr, what was my reason? My reason
was plain enough. | had no objection to any protest qua
protest, but | had certainly agreat objection to any protest
which had not been thoroughly discussed. | was not
objecting to any protest, but to a protest without the
grounds being stated. It was therefore clearly not with a
view to gifle discussion, but rather to open up discussion,
that | moved that the protest be not recorded. That, S, |
think sufficiently disposes of the hon.
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member's private letter to the senior unofficid member in
which he says it looked like an attempt to gifle discussion
on an important question of principle. Now, gr, | have
taken you in that mesting up to a certain point, and if | hed
hed the opportunity & that meeting of seeing the protest of
the hon. member | should a once have fixed upon aweek
oot init—and thereisawesk gpot init. | wish this Council
and the public to know that this protest which gppears upon
the record was not a protest handed in at that mesting, but
handed in afterwards to the Hon. Mr. Ormsby of which |
received a copy next day, and which | was unable to reply
to because it had been st on to H.E. the Governor.
Subsequently 1 had an opportunity of thinking over the
metter. Had the hon. member given me an opportunity of
examining hisprotest | should have argued in thefirst place
that the subject having been referred by H.E. the Governor
to the Public Works Committee for their opinion it would
have been quite sufficient for the Chairman to have Smply
reported to H.E. the Governor whet views were held
without any forma motion having been made. If no
motion had been made there would have been no need to
vote, and if no vote was necessary there was no room for a
protes againg vating. In the next place | should have
argued that May's Parliamentary Practice, in which rules
are laid down thet have been adopted to regulate to some
extent the procedure in voting whether in Council or
Committee, could not gpply to amesting which was cdled
dmply to express an opinion to H.E. the Governor on a
ubject referred to them by him. My argument is thet in
order that "May's Practice' should apply it would be
necessary that the Committee should be entertaining a
ubject referred to it by the Council itsalf. (Hear, hear.) And,
further, had it been ruled thet voting should take place and
that my argument that "May's Practice’ did not gpply was
not gopplicable, | should further have argued that as a fact
the protest of the hon. member had no badis whatever in
that authority. Now, gr, that protest in its eaborated form
reads as followns— "Mr. Whiteheed dedred that his
protest should be recorded againgt the Hon. E. R. Bdlilios,
CM.G,, being permitted to second and vote, the hon.
member being directly and pecuniaily intereted in the
question under condderation, the question being that the
Government should purchase ‘Beacondfidd,” a property
owned by the said Mr. Bdlilios, and Mr. Whiteheed further
desred to refer, in support of this protest, to May's
‘Paliamentary Practice,’ Sth edition, page 420, where the
rule as to Members of Parliament is lad down in the
plainest language. It reads—1nthe Commonsitisadidinct
rule that no member who has adirect pecuniary interest in
aquestion shdl be dlowed to vote upon it, but in order to
operate as adigqudification thisinterest must beimmediate
and pesond and not merdy of a generd or remote
charecter. On the 17th July, 1811, the rule weas thus

explaned by Mr. Spesker Abbott: this interest must be a
direct pecuniary interes and separatdy belonging to the
persons whose votes were questioned and nat in common
with the rest of His Mgedy's subjects or on a matter of
Sate policy." Almogt immediatdly succeading this extract,
relied upon by the hon. member, | find these words—"'No
ingtanceisto befound in thejourndsin which the vote of a
member has been disdlowed upon questions of public
policy." Now, gr, | take it the words "sate policy” and
"public policy" arefor the purpose of what iswrittenin this
book synonymous Now, dr, what does that meen?
Undoubtedly a men directly pecuniariy interested in a
moation may not as a rule vote upon it; but there are
exceptions, and one of the exceptions is thet he may vote
provided it be on asubject of state or public policy. It seems
to me this dearly is a matter of gate or public palicy, and
therefore comes within the exception which is contained in
the extract upon which the hon. member based his protest
and which is the very judification of Mr. Bdlilios having
voted. Now, why do | say thisisamatter of Sate or public
policy? You have a scheme referred to the Committee by
the firg public officer of the colony, to wit, H.E. the
Governor; the scheme emanates from a high public officer,
the Director of Public Works;, it involves the expenditure of
public money and it contemplates the erection of public
offices. | cannot see how that can be brought into any other
category than that of sate or public palicy. Isit ametter of
private policy? There is no midway. | am sorry to have
detained the Council s0 long and | much regret that |
should have been brought to my legs by the atack of the
hon. member. If he had only assented to the reasonable
request to give the members an opportunity to consider the
basisof hisprotest it would have been unnecessary.

The DirecTor oF PusLic Works—AS chairman of that
Committee| think afew wordsfrom mewould not be out of
place. | thought at thetime and | till think that protest was
uncaled for and unnecessary. | rluctantly indluded itinthe
minutes, thinking the mover would be satisfied thet it was
recorded. Perhaps | would have acted better if | had not
cdlled for any voting on the question, and | can only pleaded
my ignorance, not having had much to do with such matters
before | takeit the members of the Public Works Committee
are sdected on the ground of their ahility to give good advice,
and | do not think any one would impute unworthy motives
tomy hon. friend on my left (Mr. Bdlilios) when hevotedin
favour of that matter. | stated just now that the Hon. Mr.
Belilios had no knowledge
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whatever thet the purchese of Beacondfidd came into my
scheme until the metter was referred to the Public Works
Committee for their opinion. | now beg to repeat that most
emphaticdly. My hon. friend on my left in recording his
opinion committed this Council to no action whatever.
There was nothing involved in the vote beyond an
expresson of opinion to H.E. the Governor.

Hon. E. R. BeiLios—Sir, the reeson | voted in the
Public Works Committee when this question was brought
before us was not only because it came before me in my
cgpacity as a member of that committee, but as my hon.
friend opposite (the Colonid Treasurer) mentioned, it was
amatter of public policy, and as | am interested in public
metters | voted on this motion. | would have rdieved my
friends from discussing this matter had | known at dl that
my action came within what has been quoted by the hon.
member for the Chamber of Commerce. At thet time | was
under the impress on tha the matter was referred to us
smply for our opinion. We were not vating on a Bill. If |
had had the leedt idea thet | was in any way acting againgt
any rules of parliamentary practice | would not have voted
a dl. | smply voted because | am interested in public
metters, and | did 0 independently of my postion as a
member of the Public Works Committee

His ExceLLency—Does any other member wish to
addressthe Council?

Hon. T. H. WHiTeneao—Sir, | will not detain the
Council very long. The Public Works Committee is a
Committee of this Coundil, and | am il of opinion that no
member of that committee should vote on a question in
which he is pecuniarily interesed, notwithganding the
further extract we have jus heard read from "May's
Parliamentary Practice™ With regard to the protest, | stated
that it should be sent in that night or next morning. We did
not finish until late. | was not asked by any member to
submit that protest to any one, and no member hed any
right to meke such a request. | was asked by the Hon.
Tressurer not to send it in if 1 could not quote chapter and
versee and the authorities on which | gave notice of that
protegt. It did seem to me a very unwarrantable action to
move that my protest be not recorded, and notwithstanding
the explanation | have heard from the Hon. Treasurer | ill
maintain | had reason for the protest. The reasons for my
proposng the presant motion are embodied in the
correspondence | haveread.

Hon. C. P Crarer—Before the vote istaken, being one
of the members present a the mesting of the Committee |
would liketo say afew words

The CoLoniAL Secretary—  think the hon. member is
out of order. The mover of theresolution hasreplied.

His ExceLency—Yes, | think you are out of order,
because | asked if any other member wished to speek, and
a condderable time dapsed, and ample opportunity was
given.

Hon. C. P Crarer— was only going to say a few

words, but it does not matter.

The vote was then taken and dl the members voted
againg the motion with the exception of the proposer.

THE PRISON ORDINANCE AMENDMENT
ORDINANCE

The Attorney-General moved the firg reading of a
Bill ettitted an Ordinance to further amend the Prison
Ordinance, 1885.

The CoLoNAL SecreTARY seconded.

Bill reed afirg time.

PREPARED OPIUM ORDINANCE AMENDMENT
ORDINANCE

The Attorney-GeneraL—| beg to move the firg
reading of a Bill entitted an Ordinance to amend the
Prepared Opium (Divans) Ordinance, 1897. | shall ask hon.
members to dlow the standing orders to be suspended 0
thet this Bill may be passed to-day. It isa Bill on which |
am sure there will be not the dightest controversy and as
the New Opium Farm commences on the 1¢ March it is

necessary that the Bill be passad to-day.
The CoLoNIAL SEcrRETARY seconded.

The Bill was read afird time, and the ganding orders
being suspended, passed through itsremaining tages

NATURALIZATION.

A Bill entitled an Ordinance for the Naturdization of
Leung Pui Chi, dias Leung Chak Chiang, dias Leung
Chung, wasreed afirg time.

A Bill entitled an Ordinance for the Naturdization of
Wong Chuk-yau, dias\Wong Mau, dias Wong Sun-in, was
reed a second time and passed through its remaining
dages

THEBRIBERY ORDINANCE

A Bill entitted an Ordinance for the more effectud
Punishment of Bribery and certain other Misdemeanours
was read a second time and passad through its remaining

dages

The Attorney GENERAL, in moving the second reading,
said:—In England, every person convicted of a
misdemeanor, for which gpecia punishment isprovided by
law, isliableto fine and imprisonment without hard |abour
(both or either) and to be put under recognizancesto keep
the peace and be of good behaviour, at the discretion of the
Court. The statutes 3 Geo. 4 ¢. 114 and 14 and 15 Vict. c,
100 s. 29 have, however, added power to inflict hard labour
in addition, inanumber of cases, and thelocal Ordinance,
No. 2 of 1869, section 7, conferred alike power upon the
Court here, inthe casesmentioned in 14 and 15 Vict. ¢. 100
s. 29. In the more modern codes, gpproved by the Secretary
of State and in force in some of the colonies, the law
authorises imprisonment
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with or without hard Iabour for any term not exceeding a
year in all cases of misdemeanor where no special
punishment is provided, and it isthought that a similar
punishment, with or without the addition of afine, should
be provided in this colony. The misdemeanor of bribery
istregted very severdy in the Straits Settlements, wherea
maximum punishment of three yearsimprisonment with
or without hard labour, aswell asafine, may beinflicted
not only on public servants, who accept bribes, but also
on those who offer them. The provisions of the Penal
Codein force in that colony as regards offences of this
description are, however, somewhat complicated. In
Hongkong, no power of in-

flicting hard labour on offenders convicted of accepting or
offering bribes exigts, and this sate of things should not be
dlowed to continue. It is thought that the provisions of
sdtions 3 and 4 of this Ordinance will megt the
reguirements of the case. Section 7 of Ordinance No. 2 of
1869, which omitted some misdemeanors which might
fitly have been induded, in the dircumgances of this
colony, is, accordingly repedled. This Section was a little
out of place in an Ordinance dedling with procedure as it
redly amounted to an dteration of subgtartivelaw.

THEJURY LIST.

The Council then proceeded to condgder the Jdury List
with closed doors




