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19tH OCTOBER, 1891.

PrESENT—

His ExceLLency THE AcTING GOVERNOR, Mgor-
cengd G. DicBY BARKER, C.B.

Hon. W. M. Goobman, Acting Colonid Secretary.

Hon. A. J. LEacH, Acting Attorney-cenerd.

Hon J. H. StewarT-LockHART, Regidrar Generd.

Hon. N. G. MitcHeLL-INNES, Colonid Tresaurer.

Hon. FA. Coorer, Acting Surveyor-cenerd.

Hon. P RYRE.

Hon. Ho Kal.

Hon. J. J Keswick.

Mr. A. M. THomson, Acting Clerk of Councils.

FINANCE.
Saverd finandd minutes were laid on the table
and referred to the Finance Committea

PUBLICWORKSCOMMITTEE.

His ExceLLency—At the las meeting of the
Coundil I mentioned thet | should to-day gppoint the
standing Public Works Committee. At that time |
gopointed the Hon. Acting Surveyor-cenerd as
Chairman, and | now appoint as members the Hon.
Colonid Secretary, the Hon. C. P. Chater, the Hon. J.
J Keswick, and the Hon. T. H. Whitehead.

PRAYA RECLAMATION.

The Acting CoLoNIAL SEcReTARY—It will be in
the recollection of hon. membersthat aquestion was
asked a the lag mesting in reference to the Praya
reclamation, and the Government was asked to lay
information onthetable. | then sad that | had suchin
manuscript and | promised that it should belaid upon
the teble a the next medting of the Coundil. | now
have the honour to lay the Satement on thetable.

QUESTIONS
Hon. P RyrRe—In the absence of my friend Mr.
Whiteheed, | have been indructed by him to put to
the Coundl four quedions which ae in the
possession of the Colonid Secretary. | do not think it
will be necessary to read them. | think you know
what they are.

The following are the questions and the answers
givento them by the Acting Colonid Secretary:—

(1) Inview of the continued existence of public
gambling houses in Chinese Kowloon, which have
been for a condderable time and Hill ae a vary
serious cause of anoyance and injury to the
inhabitants of this British colony and tend to render

inoperative recent legidation in Hongkong against
gambling, will the Government lay upon the teble a
copy of thdr correspondence with the Imperid
Chinee Government on the subject of public
gambling in Chinese Kowloon?

His Excdlency does not deem it expedient to lay
the correspondence on thetable.

(2) Isit true that the Government have remitted
the fines inflicted by the Police Magidtrate on the
contractor who had on divers days during the last
month in certain dregts—the Praya Queen's Road,
and lce House Lane—placed or causad to be placed
lage quatities of gtones whereby the Queen's
common highways were obdructed, and if such
fines have been remitted, on what grounds has it
been done?

His Excdlency hasremitted afine of $50 imposed
on a Chinese contractor. In doing 0 His Excdlency
in no way reflects upon the decison of the
Magidrate, but as the contractor was authorised by
the late Surveyor-cenerd to place the sones where
he did, it would in his Excellency’s opinion be hard
to cause a pecuniary loss to the contractor under the
circumstances.

(3) Isit correct, as dated in the Daily Press of
the 20th September ladt, thet the military authorities
take over full contral of Stonecutter's Idand & the
beginning of next month (October, 1891), after
which date no civilians will be in chage of or
employed & any department on the idand as hes
been the case hitherto; and if s, who is now in
charge of the Government gunpowder depot in
Stonecutter'sidand?

The gatement dluded to by the hon. member is
not correct.

(4) Hasthe place formerly set apart to be a
lazaretto, viz., "that part of the northern shore of
Stonecutter'sIdand which is bounded and contained
by aline of yelow pogs™ been abandoned; and if S0
what place if any has been substituted therefor, or
what provision has Government made for the
suitable detention and
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seclusion of passengers and other persons arriving in the
waters of the colony in vessals subject to quaranting?

The place refared to has been abandoned, the hulk
Hygeia having been completed and subdtitute 1 for it, in
accordance with arrangements mede lagt year with the
concurrence of the Secretary of State. These arrangements
do not provide for the remova from ships of persons other
then those actudly suffering from infectious or contagious
diseee.

THE SENIOR MISSIONARY OF THE LONDON
MISSIONARY SOCIETY.

Hon. Ho Ka— beg to move the second reading of the
Bill entitted an Ordinance for the Incorporation of the
Senior Missonary in Hongkong of the London Missonary
Society. In moving this second reeding | need scarcdy say
that it gives me very much plessure. Itisavery similar Bill
to those which have been introduced in favour of other
sodidies of the same nature. The object of the Bill amply is
to enable the London Missionary Society to transact its
businessin Hongkong through its senior missonary in the
place, and to authorise such senior missonary of that
cidy to acquire land or sl the same or to obtain
mortgages on the property and 0 on, asif the society wasa
corporate body. All the formdlities required by the sanding
orders have been observed in this private Bill. It has been
advertised in the Gazette and in one of the newspapers. |
beg to draw atention to section 4, where proper reservation
is made in the provison to presarve the rights of Her
Mgjesty the Queen, her heirs or succesors, or of any bodies
politic or corporate, or other persons except such as ae
mentioned in the Ordinance or those daming by, from, or
under them. With these few remarks | beg to movethat this
bill beread asecond time.

Hon. P Rvrie— beg to second the second reading of
this Bill proposed by my friend on the right. It is a very
grest convenience to these rdigious socigties being
corporate. They are able to work better than without it, and
it behovesthis Coundil to give themthis power.

TheBill wasread asecond time.

Hon. Ho Ka—! beg to move that this Council do now
gointo Committee ontheBill.

Hon. P RyrE—! beg to second thet.

The Acting ATToRNEY -GENERAL—I should suggest this
private hill should stand over until public business of a
more important nature has been taken.

Hon. Ho Ka—t is very short. It would not teke five
minutesto passthrough thisBill. If thereis any controversy
likdy to arisel will withdraw my mation.

His ExceLLency—As there is not likdy to be any
contention we may aswell takeit.

TheBill wasthen read and gpproved dause by dause

The Acting CoLoniAL Secretary—1 may be dlowed to
point out, without having the dightest desire to hinder the
progressof such aBill asthis that | noticethe dausewhich
reguiresthe senior missionary of the society "to placeinthe
hands of the Governor stifactory proof of his
gopointment for the time being," and | am not aware that

this has been done. Thisis amatter which should be done
before the Bill be read for the third time, and these proofs
should be placed in the hands of the Acting Attorney-
cenerd. It would be better if possible to remain in the
Committee sage until these matters have been seento. | do
not intend these remarks asin any way to oppose the Bill,
but 1 thought | had better mention it. | thought those who
support the Bill would like these formdities to be complied
withfirg.

Hon. Ho Kar—1 will move then thet the condderation
of thisBill beadjourned.

Hon. P Ryre— second thet.

Carried.

BANKRUPTCY ORDINANCE.

The Acting ATTORNEY -GENERAL—] beg to move the
third reeding of the Bill entitied "An Ordinance to amend
the law rdating to Bankruptcy." If any hon. member
wishes the bill to be recommitted for the purpose of any
pecific amendment of course it can be done. Otherwise, if
thereisno objection, | will movethethird reading.

The Acting CoLoniaL Secrerary seconded, and the Bill
wasread athird time.

PREPARED OPIUM ORDINANCE, 1891

The AcTing ATTORNEY -GENERAL—I beg to move that we
do now go into Committee upon the Bill entitled "the
Prepared Opium Ordinance, 1891."

Hon. Ho Kar seconded.

His ExceLLency— will just mention that very shortly
before the mesting of this Council to-day | received aletter
from the hon. member who is absent (Hon. T. H.
Whitehead), the subgtance of which was arequest thet the
going into Committee on this Bill might be postponed, but
as it went further then that and went into the whole
principle of the Bill, which was passed unanimoudy at the
second reading last week, | cannot see any reason why we
should again consider the principle. | therefore propose thet
we continue the condgderation in Committee to-day. But if
there are any sections which any hon. member condders
the hon. member who is aosent to-day would wish to be
conddered on their own meits, | have no objection to
postpone those sections in order that they may be
congdered when heis here. Beyond that | think we cannot
delay the condderation of thisBill.

Upon dause 8 providing pendties for excise officers
acoepting bribes.

Hon. P RYRE said—! object to thisdause | think thet it
provides a mogt inadequate punishment for an excise
officer who receives a bribe. He ought. | think, to receive
ingtant dismissa and beimprisoned.
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His ExceLLency—The pendty is provided for two
different offences 1t would be hardly proper to give such
severe punishments as the hon. member suggests for an
excise officer who omits to return his uniform. In one case
the punishment appears inadequate and in the other
excessve

Hon. P Ryre—An excise officer might be bribed for
$500 and only fined $100.

His ExceLLency—We will leave the dause to stand over
for further consderation.

Upon dause 9 providing thet no person shdl have
without a license more then two tagls in weight of opium
dross

Hon. Ho Kai sdid—Before this dause is passed through
Committee | wish to ask the Acting Attorney-cenerd
whether in view of the provison of sub-section 3, thereisa
scde of fixed prices which the dross farmer should pay for
opium dross. It seems that no personis dlowed to possess
opium dross above two tads in weight. Then the dross
farmer can force every person in possession of opium dross,
whichis of acondderable value | may say, to give himthe
drossfor dmog nothing. Otherwise the possessor of opium
dross has to throw it away dtogether or incur a heavy
pendty. It ssems to me that opium dross being of
condderable vaue assamarketable article there should be a
minimum price fixed & which the dross farmer or his
licensees should purchase the dross from the possessor.

The Acming ATTorNEY -GENeraL—] very much object
to the form in which the question is put. The hon. member
has no right to ask such a quetion in Committee. If he
moves an amendment he is entitled to goesk; otherwise he
isout of order.

Hon. P Ryre—! don't agreewithyou a dl.

The Acting ATTorRNEY -GENERAL—I have not been able
quite to follow the hon. member, and | do not know what
he has refarred to. If there is any serious question on this
sub-section let it tand over. | do not think aquestion ought
to beput inthat way.

Hon. P Ryre—! think that in Committee you can put
any quedion you like That has been the rule for the
twenty-x years | have been on the Council, and | am
agtonished to hear these new-fangled idess

The Acting ATTorNEY -GeneraL—T he |ate Governor,
Sr William Des Voeux, digtinctly ruled thet if you want to
gpesk in Committee you should spesk on an amendment.
In my opinion it is hardly far to put quetions in this
manner.

Hon. P Rvyre—Wes the late Governor amodd for the
management of this Council?| say not.

His ExceLLency— mugt cdl the hon. member to order.
We cannot discussthe qudlifications of late Governors

The Acting CoLoNniAL Secretary—1 would point out
that the convenience of business would be best served by
any gentleman who objectsin Committee to any dause as
it stands proposing some definite amendment which may
improve the Act, which we are dl 0 anxiousto do. If any

one can move an amendment by dl means let him pesk
upon it, but | agree with the Acting Attorney-cenerd thet
any quetion should be given notice of. The Acting
Attorney-cenerd  cannot be expected to answver every
question offhand, and | think with my friend on my right
thet it is the usua course to propose the amendment and
then gpesk uponit.

His ExcaLency—Does the hon. member wish to
propose an amendment to thet sub-section?

Hon Ho Ka— should certainly, in view of no answer
to my question, ask that the sub-section be dlowed to gand
over. | therefore move that thisdause sand over.

Hon P. Ryrie seconded and the further discussion of the
clausewasadjourned.

Upon dause 10, sub-section 1, which reed asfollows—
"That no person except the opium farmer shdl within the
Colony prepare opium.”

Hon Ho Kar sad—Upon sub-section 1 | have to
propose an amendment that after the word "farmer” and
before the word "shdl" there be inserted the words "or
anyone licensed by him" and the sub-section then to reed,
"No person except the opium farmer or any one licensed
by him shall within the colony prepare opium.” | movethis
amendment for this reeson. There are severd different
ways of preparing opium and different persons may prefer
various methods One person may like to smoke opium
prepared in one way and another in a different way. It is
wdl known to dl amokers that there are different varieties
of prepared opium. Some persons prepare it by putting in
certain ingredients, which when boiled give it quite another
taste. So the opium farmer may have certain ways of
preparing opium not suitable to the pdate of some of his
cugomers, and he may wish to give licences to another
man to prepare opium in a particular way. | do not see why
he should not be dlowed the power to do 0. So far as |
know thereis no reason to the contrary—againg the opium
farmer being dlowed to give power to othersto preparethe
opium.

Hon. P Ryre— will second theamendment.

The Acring ATTornEY -GeneraL—If | am right the sole
privilege of preparing opium mugt be given to the farmer
and the words "or any one licensed by him" could not be
inserted. No doubt the hon. Colonid Tressurer who has
sudied the question will explainit.

The CoLoniaL TReasurRer—When speaking upon the
second reeding of thisBill | explained thet the object of this
Ordinance was to give as much power as we can to the
farmer, who isthe man who pays us our revenue. The last
opium ordinance contained a proviso that the opium
farmer might give licencesto certain personsto boil opium
but this was expressly cut out in
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his contract, and the resson was | am informed,
8@ a,mot to haveraw opium distributed over the colony, to
which thereisill the grestest objection, but to confineit to
the opium farmer's establishments. It now gppears, from
what the hon. member on my left tdls us, that opium is
prepared with different ingredients and that the opium
farmer might wish to license persons to prepare different
kinds. If he did desire thet | should have expected to have
hed information to thet effect, but he has never complained
of the dause which gave him the power having been
specidly taken away. If, however, the hon. member can
produce evidence that the power would be agood thing for
the opium farmer to have and thet it would increase the
revenue of the farm —thet is the great thing—then the
Government would probably take into condderation the
advisability of letting the opium farmer have the power to
grant licencesto boil opium. | think it absolutely necessary
that the opium should be boiled on the opium famer's
premises and | do nat suppose the Government will alow
the opium to be boiled anywhere ese. The hon. member
dates that opium is sometimes mixed with different
ingredients | dwaysimagined that was done by the person
who smoked it in his own house, but | cannot be aware of
every ddal. Perhaps your Excdlency would have no
objection to the sub-section being left over, for the time
being, so that further enquiries may be mede, as the great
object isto mekethefarm asvauable aspossibleand if this
proposa will do 50, and there is no other dbjection, it may
be possibleto dlow it to beinsarted. | think, however, there
can be no quetion thet such boiling mugt take place in the
opium farmer's establishment.

His Exca.Lency—f this is done would it be necessary
to have any licence?

The CoLoniaL Treasurer— think S0 decidedly.

Hon. P Rver—The opium farmer did gppoint sub-

licensees some years ago. Whether it worked well or not |
do not know.

The RecistraR-GENERAL — | support  the
recommendation thet this dause be left over for further
discusson. A Chinese gentleman cdled upon me the other
day and gpoke to me on this very quedtion. He informed
me that if the Ordinance was dtered in this way, the farm
would be gredtly increesed in vdue | support the
uggedtion that the dause should stand over.

The dause was thereupon adjourned for further
discussion.

The Acting ATToRNEY -GeneraL—Clause 12 sub-
section 4 hed been inserted at thewish of the opium farmer,
but he does nat want it in now, and in consequence the two
aub-sections, 1 and 2, will have to be dtered, and sub-
section 5 will become sub-section 3, and | move the
subdtitution of the following section in place of sections 1
and 2—"every person sdling prepared opium, not being
dross, shdl ddiver, &c." That section practicaly re-enacts
al section 16 of Ordinance 1 of 1884

The CoLoniAL TrReasurer—! second.
Carried.
Upon section 15, dedling with opium farmer'slicences,

The RecISTRAR-GENERAL SUggested that the sub-section
be conddered dong with sub-section 1 of dause 10 which
they hed dready postponed. The question was one of the
opium farmer's power to gran licences and he thought it
would be proper to condder them together.

The Acting CoLoNIAL SecreTaRy—In sub-section 1 of
section 10 it has been proposed that anyone licensed by the
opium famer be dlowed to prepare opium. What |
understand the Regidrar-cenerd to say is thet if we make
that new regulation it would be as wdl to put the same
power in this dause Supposing it should be determined a
the next meeting that the opium farmer should be dlowed
to give licences it would be necessry to meke this
dterationinthisdause

The CoLoniaL TrReasurer—t is necessary if we follow
the old Ordinance in one section that we should in another.
The old Ordinance said that the opium farmer might grant
licences at his own discretion. | don't think it is necessary
for the dause to stand over to-day. If it is found necessary
to add anything next megting we can easily put in the
words of the amendment to the previous section. If the
amendment is carried the Acting Attorney-cenerd and
mysdf will go through the Bill, and find where it ought to
be put in throughout the Ordinance. | don't think we ought
to put off section after section for what may never come
off.

The Recistrar-GeneraL—I Only cdled attention to the
point as worthy of attention, though the Acting Attorney-
cengrd did not ssemto think so.

The dause was passed.

With reference to section 28, which gives power to the
incoming and outgoing farmers to bring an action for the
sttlement of any difference if ether of them prefers it,
ingtead of submitting to arbitration.

Hon. Ho Kai said— move thet this section stand over.
It seems to me rather absurd to provide in section 21 that
the incoming opium farmer is bound to take over the
opium, furniture, implements, and fittings of the outgoing
farmer and yet a the same time he is only to pay the far
market vaue. Who is going to fix the fair market vaue?
There must be ahitration. If you dlow the incoming
farmer to go to Court then you will haveto let him get his
case settled before he can cary on the farm, and in the
meantime the Government will be losng money. You
cannat wait for adecisoninaCourt.

The AcTing ATToRNEY -GENERAL—I have no objection
to the clause standing over. | do not
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quite know the higtory of this new dause, nor do | quite
follow wheat the hon. member means

The CoLoniaL TrReasuRER—The quedtion of making
arbitration permissve ingtead of compulsory was specidly
inserted by my predecessor inthe Treasury. | amnot ableto
find among my notes any reason for making it 0, nor am |
inapogtion a present to gate why it was made permissive.
However, if the dause gands over | will try and get whet
information on the point | can for the hon. member.

Thedausewasdlowed to gand over.
With reference to dause 31, which provides for the

searching of a ship (such ship not having the gatus of a
man-of-war) by aPolice or excise officer without warrant.

Hon. P Rvyre sad—I object to that dause The
Government of this colony have given to amdl Chinese
cruisers the gatus of ships of war, and very wrongly <o, |
think. It is well known that they are concerned in the
suppresson of smuggling and as much asthirty chests has
been found on some of them. | refer to the very small
vesds. It is redly absurd thet they should be trested as
shipsof war. They are not shipsof war inany sense.

The Acting ATTorNEY -GeneraL—Redly | do not know
what the hon. member objectsto.

Hon. P Ryre— object tothewhole dause.

The Acting ATToRNEY -GENERAL—IT the hon. member
would only gate whether he objects to the whole clause or
toapart of it or to certain words

The CoLoniAL TREASURER—T hereis nothing new in the
dause It hesbeenin force snce 1834.

Hon. P Ryre—If you are going to pass such a
sweeping Ordinance you should not leave out ships of war.

The Acting CoLoniAL SecreTarv—The objection of the
hon. member gppears to be rather to the dass of ship
incduded asaship having the status of aman-of-war than to
the dause itsdf. It may be a quegtion for another place or
ancther time whether such ships should have that satus
but not now. For the present we mugt leave the law as it
standson that poirt.

Hon P Rvrie—My remarks were made in the interests
of the Opium Farmer. | do not press any amendment.

The dause was passd.

With regard to section 32, which empowers excise
officers to search any house or ship, when armed with a
warrant.

Hon. Ho Kai sad—! wish to propose an amendment to
this dause. At the end of the dlause, | propose to add the
words, "provided that immediately before entering such
dwelling house, or other place, if the warrant be directed to
an excise dofficer, the said excise officer shdl be searched
by a Police Officer not under the rank of Sergeant.” |
mentioned this point last week and | condder it a very
important one. | am very glad to find thet the present
Opium Farmer has been writing to the newspapers on the
point and sates that these excise officars are s0 searched.
What the Acting Attorney-cenerd said therefore about it

not being practicable to have the officers searched does not
hold good because the Opium Farmer dedares thet the
officerssubject themsdvesto asearch.

Hon. P RyriE seconded the amendmernt.

The Acting ATTORNEY -GENERAL — Since the lagt
megting of Coundcil | have made enquiries as to what does
actudly take place on these occasons | have enquired a
the Magidracy and of the Magidrate He tels me that
when an informer comes to the Police Station, he goes
before a European congtable and tells him where the house
is which he suspects. Before he actudly sets out he is
searched by an European officer and an European officer
accompanies him to the house where the search is to be
made, 0 that thereisvery little chance of hisgetting opium
into his possesson on hisway to the house that is going to
be searched. On the other hand | have made enquiriesand |
find that the defence, if it can be cdled a defence, that
opium was introduced into the house surreptitioudy, is set
up asit were in the way of asuggestion only, and o far as
the Magidtrate could inform me, he did not know of acase
where any tittle of evidence had been brought to support
the datement.

Hon. Ho Ka—Under what authority is the searching
done?

The Acting ATTORNEY -GENERAL— redlly don't know. It
has been a practice ever since the Opium Ordinance has
beeninforce

Hon. Ho Ka—Wdl, since the searching is done now,
can there be any objection to putting it in the Ordinance?

The AcTing ATTORNEY -GENERAL—] have dreedy dtated
thet | think it is unnecessary, and | think it very improbable
thet the evil dluded to by the hon. member has a red
exigence. As | am not sure whether before an excise
officer executes his warrant he is searched, | will make
further enquiry.

Thedausewasdlowed to sand over.

On dause 34, which deds with the ligbilities of masters
and owners having smuggled opium on board.

Hon. J. J. Keswick said—n connection with thisdause
it seemsto methat if passed it would give rise to an
immense amount of ill-feding and injustice and inflict a
considerable amount of hardship on the persons with
whom it deal's, namely masters and owners. In the
neighbouring Colony of Saigon there are many vexatious
clausesin connection with opium and other aticleswhich
give rise to no end of trouble and which it would be
regrettableto introduce here. Chinamen form alarge part of
our crews on the coast and it is very difficult to prevent
them smuggling opiumin smal quantities, and instead of
doing as this clause proposes to
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do| think it would be very much better to offer areward to
them for any opium found on board. | think it would be
very much better to do thet than fine the master or owners
$1,000 for what they might be powerlessto help. Take for
ingance the case of avessd coming out here from London
or Liverpool. The vessd may not bein the habit of coming
out here. A Chinese crew is engaged in London and as
soon as they get to Singapore they commence smuggling
opium on board. They are probebly pretty well acquainted
with the ways that this can be done and they secrete it in
the most out-of-the-way places, under the boilersand so on,
and | cannot see how any officer is going to find it. You
cannot search these men as they come on board. They
crowd on from the wharf, and besides there are the coolies
working the ship who are, especidly the inexperienced in
these waters, the means of introducing this opium into the
hands of the crew. | think you will beimposng afineonan
innocent person if you fine the owner or megter. If one
could reach the actud smuggler well and good, but you
dont do that. | think the best plan would be to offer to the
officersand crew areward for any opium found. | have not
hed timeto go into this subject but | hopethe few remarks|
have offered will appear suUfficient to judify the dause
standing over.

Hon. P Ryre—l beg to second the mation for the
dause ganding over. It is pefectly ridiculous. You are
making the condgnee regponsible, a man who stsin his
office and never sees the vessd. He probably sees the
cgptain once or twice a day, but he knows nothing about
the ship. You might as well expect the Attorney-cenerd to
go into the sreat with a bludgeon and arevolver and catch
thieves. | do not think the owner should be hed lidble
Hold the men who smuggle lidble and punish them by
imprisonment.

The CoLoniAL TReasurRerR—! do not wish to oppose the
dause ganding over and | think it is hardly necessary for
me to reiterate what | have said on the subject. The dause
may be ridiculous or it may not, but it works well in
Snggpore It has been introduced because shipping
companies do not seem indined to help the Government to
prevent smuggling into the Colony. The Opium Farmer
has complained bitterly, and from independent enquiries |
have made he gppears to have reason to do o, of the
quartities of opium that are smuggled from Macao and the
Chinesefrontier. This dause isnot meant to gpply soldy to
the shipping companies. Itindudesjunks and sampans and
sling vessds and has been introduced because it was
thought right to protect the Opium Farmer as wel as
possibleand in order to mekethe shipstake some care. The
dause is not nearly o grict as is the law a Singgpore
There if the law is infringed the vessd is lidble to
confiscation. If the hon. member thinks this dause
ridiculous the law in Singgpore must gppear to him the
acme of abaurdity. Besides it is provided that if it can be
shown that proper precautions have been taken the magter
is hed free from blame, the only exception being if the
crew are engaged in smuggling. Those affected are only
asked to take the same precautions as they would if the

vessd were going to Singgpore or Canton. If aship is sant
to Canton and opium is discovered on board the ship is
lichle to be sent away from the port. Very sringent
measures are taken to prevent smuggling into Canton, and
thereis no reason why this Colony should not be trested in
the same way, but 0 long as shipping companies want to
wash their hands of dl regpongbility, so long will this
Colony loseagreat ded of itsrevenue.

Hon. P Ryre—On board the vessds of the Hongkong,
Canton, and Macao Steamboat Company thereis a specid
man with agtaff under himto look after thisand seethereis
no snuggling. | dont know what is done in other
Companies but that iswhat done in the Company of which
| have the honour to be Chairman.

The CoLoniaL TReasURER—YES, that is judt the point.
Hetakes carethat no opium goesinto Canton, but heis not
30 careful about itsnot coming inhere.

Hon. P Ryrie—How do you know thet? He gets well
paid and heis congantly on the lookout for opium.

The dause was dlowed to sand over. Severd other
dausss were passad without discusson and the Bill was
|eft in Committee.

TrHE Raw Opum BILL.
The Council went into Committee on the Bill.

Section 6 was omitted. On section 7, which restricts the
movement of opium at night,

The CoLoniaL Treasurer said that some of the leading
importers in the colony had taken objection to this dause
because they thought it would interfere with the import of
opium. He had pointed out to them that this dause only
dedlt with movement under sections 10 and 11 of the
principa Ordinance. Section 9 of the principd Ordinance
gpplied to import opium and that section was not referred
to in the dause complained of. Section 10 goplied to
exportsand section 11 to locd remova. He understood that
the importers were satisfied with this explanation and had
withdrawn their objection.

Inlieu of section 6, which required the weight of opium
in each chest to be given, a fresh dause (14) was insarted
requiring the weight to be given of al opium with the
exception of Bengd opium a the time of sde. With
referenceto thissection.

The CoLoniaL Treasurer said what the Opium Farmer
redly wished to guard againg was the abgtraction of opium
from the chest by dealers after it had left the importers
hands. This be would do by comparing the weight at the
time of sale as declared with that subsequently
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found to exigt a the time of its leaving the Colony. The
only point to which importers cdled atention wes that
opium wes lidble to dhrinkage and thet after it had been
sometimein dore it would not weigh exactly the same as
when put in. He did not think there was any danger of
anybody being punished in such a cae Importers
gopeared to fear that persons might be accused of
abdracting when redly skrinkage was the cause of the
diminution, but, asthe accused could essily dear himsdf in
such a case by expert evidence the Opium Farmer in his
own interest would not belikely to take acoursethat would
only serve to discredit him with regard to the next case he
might bring.

A dause gating that the Ordinance would come into
operation on a date to be named by the Governor was
inserted and the Bill left in Committee.

The Coundil then adjourned to the 26th ind.
FINANCE COMMITTEE.

At the condusion of the Council mesting, a mesting of
the Finance Committee was held. The Acting Colonid
Secretary presided.

CONVEYANCE ALLOWANCE.

The CrHairvan moved a vote of $240 for conveyance
dlowance to the supeintendent and firg dek of the
imports and exports office. At the beginning of the yeer it
was aranged that the superintendent of imports and
exports should from time to time make surprise viststo the
different opium hongs. He had made many of these vists

accompanied by the firgt clerk, with good effect, and he
gpplied that he might be alowed conveyance dlowance.

Thevotewas agreed to.

THE FIRST CLERK'SSALARY IN THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT.

The CHairvan moved a vote of $283 to cover the
increaxe to the say of the Firg Clak in the Police
Department, being 35 per cent. ingead of 20 per cent. over
his pay, as previoudy sanctioned. There had been some
dispute as to whether he was entitled to 35 or 20 per cent.
His Excdlency had represented the matter to the Secretary
of State, who had sanctioned theincrease

\ote agreed to.

QUARTERSFOR THE BOTANICAL
SUPERINTENDENT.

A vote of $7,600 for the congtruction of quartersfor the
Superintendent of the Botanicd and Afforedation
Department was agreed to.

PRAYA RECLAMATION.

The Crairvan moved a vote of $50,000, being the
Government share for the Praya Reclamation. $50,000 had
dready been pad and it was contemplated that another
$50,000 would be required before the end of the year. The
work as they knew was being done a the expense of the
marine |otholders The Government were treeted the same
asthe othersand had to pay their quota




