( 137 )

16TH MAY, 1892.

PrEseNT—

His Excdlency the Governor, Sr WiLLiav RoBINSON,
K.CMG.

Hon. G. T. M. OBrien, CM.G,, Colonid Secretary.
Hon. W. M. Goobman, Attorney-Generd.

Hon. J. H. StewarT LockHART, Regidrar-Generd.
Hon. F. H. May, Acting Colonid Treaaurer.

Hon. F. A. Coorer, Director of Public Works
Hon. R. M. Rumsey, R.N., Harbour Madter.

Hon. C. P CHaTER.

Hon. HoKa.

Hon. T. H. WHITEHEAD.

Hon. E. R. Beuiuios.

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

MINUTES

The minutes of the previous medting were read and
confirmed.

FINANCIAL MINUTES.

The CoLoniaL Secretary— have the honour to submit
two finenda minutes, in one of which the Governor
recommends the Council to vote a sum of $.1981 on
account of the Hedth Officar's eam launch and in the

other to vote $2,000 for drawback and refunds of revenue,
beg to move that these two financid minutes be referred to
the Finance Committee.

The ATTorRNEY -GENERAL Seconded.
Motion agread to.
FINANCIAL REPORT.

The CoLoniaL Secrerary— - have the honour to bring
up Hnandd Report No. 6, in which the Fnance
Committee agree to recommend to the Council the vating
of $17720 for the purchese of a new boa for the Swatow
pogd authorities and $1,500 for the purchese of furniture
for the Government Civil Hospitd. | may mention that the
Finance Committee was unanimous in recommending thet
both these amounts should be voted. | move that the report
be adopted by the Council.

The ATToRNEY -GENERAL Seconded.
Motion agreed to.
PAPERSLAID ON THETABLE.

The CoLoniaL SecreTary—! have the honour to lay on
the table the Supreme Court returnsfor 1891. | also beg
leave to submit the following statement to the Council
which | have received from the Superintendent of the
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Botanicd and Afforetation Depatment. The datement
Sets out the disbursements on the work for 1893. | wish to
add to thet the year 1892, for which contracts have dreedy
been made. The contracts now to be meade are "for rearing
trees in Stu" $900, "rearing trees to be planted in 1894"
$900, "planting the trees to be o reared” $1,600, being a
total expenditure of $3,400 for 1894. The resolution which
| am about to move does nat amount to a vote of this
expenditure, but it will be taken, if passed, as a sufficient
authority for the Superintendent to enter into the contracts
which he gates must be made now in respect of worksthe
cogt of which will be dishursed in 18%4. | believe there is
no guestion asto the utility of this dass of work both from
the point of view of dimatic influenceand in o far dso as
it tends to diminish the risk of wash and scour down the
hills The Council has passed dmilar resolutions in
previous years and | now beg leave to move the following
motion: — "That the Council having conddered the
following statement of the Superintendent of the Botanical
and Afforesation Department, it is deemed expedient to
incur the ligbility therein proposad for the yeer 1894." That
expenditure, as dready explained, amountsto $3400. It is
| may say, a amdler anount than has been resolved upon
in other years for 1893 it amounted to $4,550. | move that
this resol ution be adopted.

The ATTorRNEY -GENERAL Seconded.
Motion agreed to.
QUESTION.

Hon. T. H. WHiteneab—Will the Government publish
in the Government Gazette or lay on the table a list of the
wharves, public and private, in respect of which a sum of
$180,000 was added by the Government to the cost of the
Praya Redamation, as agppears from the Colonid
Seoretary's letter of the 19th February, 1889, to the
Honoursble C. P Chater, and dae the amount of
compensation assessed in respect of each’?

The CoLoniaL Secretary— regret to say that | cannat
undertake to publish the satement asked for in the Gazette
or to lay it on the teble. The rules and orders predude me
from saying more in answer to the question, but if the hon.
member will move a the next medting for the statement |
shdl have very great plessure in giving him dl the
information it isin my power to give on the subject.

Hon. T. H. WHiteneab—Under these circumstances,
your Excdlency, | will move & the next meeting thet the
Government lay the gatement onthe table

THE PRAYA RECLAMATION.

The ATTorNEY -GENERAL—] have the honour to move
thefirg reading of aBill entitled " An Ordinanceto provide

for the ascertainment of the amountsto be paid by way of
compensation in respect of the wharves and piersadong the
line of the Praya Reclamation, to fix the periods for the
payment thereof and for other purposes in connection
therewith." This Bill has a preamble which explainsthe
circumstances under which it is brought forward, and |

have not been able to prepare a statement of the reasons
and objects, though | redlly thought they were unnecessary
because they are explained by the preamble. But asthe
Council isnot likely to sit on more than one other occasion
| think it may be convenient if on thisfirg reading | explain
shortly the provisions of the bill and the circumstances
under which it has been necessary to bring it forward.

When the Praya Bill was passed in 1839 there was, ashon.

memberswill be aware, aclauseinserted which wasnot in
the origina Bill but was inserted by way of amendment to
thiseffect (clause 7), "That asum not exceeding $180,000
isto beincluded as compensation to owners and occupiers
of wharves and piers on the line of the proposed
reclamation.” At the time that the suggestion was made,

and when it was added to the providons of the Ordinance,

the circumstances were these. The owners of piersaong
the front of the Praya were required under agreement to
remove them on three months notice being given, and it
was practicaly admitted in correspondence at the time that
if thisBill required in the ordinary course of things these
removals people would have to submit to them in
pursuance of the undertaking they had given when alowed
to erect the piersand wharves. It was, however, sated in
the corregpondence thet it seemed rather hard, inaamuch as
the marine lot holders were those chiefly benefited by this
Prayareclamation, that the pier and wharf owners should
auffer, especialy in being required to remove their piers,
for the benefit chiefly of the marine lot holders. It was
uggested that the Government would probably never have
had necessity to requirethe remova of these wharves had
it not been for the Praya Reclamation, which was supposed
to bring profit to the marine lot holders and those having
lotsdong the Prayaroad. Under these circumgtancesit was
suggested that the matter be referred to the Secretary of
State. The Secretary of State admitted thisprinciple. "It
seems'—! am quoting from his despatch. He says on
December 19th, 1888—"It ssemsto methat if you decide
to dlow the wharf and pier ownersto erect their wharves
on similar conditions on the new Praya, afair solution
might bearrived & by charging the marine lot holderswith
part of the cost of re-erecting the wharves proportionateto
the share each holder hasin the reclamation, thusleaving
the wharf owners liable for the rest of the cost." Now the
principle therefore is quite clear and what was intended
wasthis, that inesmuch asit would cost them something to
take away the piers and wharves and erect anew in front of
the new Praya it would befair to dlow them a part out of
the funds of the co t of that removal. As a matter of
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course the Government could not be compeled to do that.
It was not contemplated to dlow the wharf-owners full
compensation nor consequential damages, but it was
contemplated to pay part of the actud cogt of removd, the
advantage of having them recondructed in desper water
being conddered auffident compensation for the cogt of
erecting them, which would repay them part of the extra
outlay. | go into these details because hon. members will
then undersand the words of the preamble. | will now
shortly explain the principles of the Bill. The recitd says,
"Wheress by the Praya Redamaion Ordinance, 1889, a
sum not exceading $180,000 was included in the cogts of
the Reclamation works now being carried eut under the
sad Ordinance, by way of compensation to the ownersand
occupiers of the wharves and piers dong the line of the
Reclamation then proposed and now being carried out, and
such sum was intended to provide for compensation for the
remova only of such wharves and piers indusive of the
Government wharves and piers dong the line of the said
Redamation and not for consequentid damages And
wheregs difficulties have arisen as to the amounts to be
paidin repect of the removd of the said wharves and piers
and the periods for the payment of such amounts and it is
expedient to provide therefor. Be it enacted by the
Governor of Hongkong, with the advice and consert of the
Legidative Councl thereof, as follows — (1) This
Ordinance may be cited for al purposes as The Praya
Wharves and Piers Ordinance, 1892. (2) Immediatety after
the coming into operation of this Ordinance the Director of
Public Works of this Colony shdl cause the vaue of each
wharf and pier dong the line of the said reclamation to be
asessed, and as soon as such assessment is complete he
shdl make or cause to be made a schedule showing the
proportionate amount of asum not exceeding $180,000 to
be paid in respect of each wharf and pier.” Onewould have
supposad, a the firg blush, that the wharf owners would
have agreed among themsdlves to gppoint one or two
Urveyors say, or one or two gentlemen in whom they hed
confidence, who might have met the Surveyor-Generd and
sad "Here we have asum of $180,000 asamaximum. We
have to divide that money among the daims. We will look
a them and apportion them as farly as we can." That
would have been a solution of the metter a once |
suggested when | was the Acting Colonid Secretary thet
such acourse should be followed, but | received an ansver
teling me that they were not willing to do s0. Each wharf
owner seemed to suppose that his particular pier or wharf
had something specid about it and that he would get
better ?? of compensation. There were two courses open.
Either you must get some one to do this assessing or you
must wait until each owner has sued you and obtained a
verdict for a certain anount. When you have got dl the
verdicts you could cut each down proportionatey until you
had them within the $180,000 limit. But thet was adumsy
method. Another scheme proposed is this that directly
after the Ordinance is passed the Director of Public Works
isto assess the vaue of each wharf and pier, and if people
are not satidfied there is power to apped given to the

Supreme Court; Section 5 provides for the procedure on
thet apped; section 6 provides thet if they do not go out
with the gpped within a cartain time it will be dismissed;
section 7 reads as follons—"Upon the hearing of any
goped under this Ordinance the sad Court shdl have
power to adjust and sdttle the proportion of a sum not
exceeding $180,000 and the amount to be paid in repect
of the whaf or pier in rdation to which the apped is
brought." When we have axcartained the totd sum, if it is
above the $180,000 which is provided we shdl have to
reduce it proportionately. If the dams are under $180,000
everyone of course will be paid. It will be impossble to
pay anyone urttil the whole amount is ascertained. | have
shown this Bill to Mr. Chater and | said thet | should like
some suggestion from him, but | trust thet this Bill will
meet with generd gpprova. If wedo not passit thissession
we shdl have to wait until next sesson. Thereisonly to be
one more medting of the Council and a that mesting
perhaps we may reed it a second time and then proceed to
Committee on the Bill and pass its third reeding. The
Ordinance is an atempt to solve the difficulty among the
wharf and pier owners. | beg to movethefirg reading.

Hon. C. P Crater—! have much pleasure in seconding
thefirgt reading of thisBill. | know very well the awkward
position the Director of Public Works has been placed in. |
know of more than one gpplication which has been made
to him dreedy for compensation for wharves which have
been, 50 to speek, out of use on account of the reclameation
being carried on. As he has explained, it is a very difficult
metter for him to arrange how this compensation should be
mede, and without the ad of aBill something like the one
before usit would beimpossble to arive a afar and just
condusion. This beng the firg reading of the Bill, and
therefore merdly aformd matter, | have much plessure in
seconding it; a the second reading there may be dauses
thet require dteration when we go into Committee on the
messure.

Bill reed afirg time.
THE MERCHANT SHIPPING CONSOLIDATION
ORDINANCE, 1891

The AtTornEY -GENERAL—] beg to move the second
reading of the Bill entitled an Ordinance to amend "The
Merchant Shipping Consolidation Ordinance, 1891." We
have dready published ashort satement of the objectsand
reasons of the Bill which has been supplied to hon.
members. Section 2 deals with Section 7
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of Ordinance 26 of 1891 and it amends it and setsout thet
certain subsections of the Consolidetion Ordinance, 1891,
do nat goply to seamships under 60 tons when used soldly
for the purposes of plessure. Sub-section 21 of Section 7 is
repedled and another isinserted the effect of which will be
that only the boilers of geam-launches haveto be surveyed
ingead of the hulls and machinery generdly. Also that
there should be some other peasons besdes the
Government Marine Surveyor and Asdgant Surveyor,
whose names should be submitted to the Governor and
whom he would gpprove as being persons who might be
competent to survey thee boilers and from whom
cetificates might be taken. Sub-section 22 is repeded.
Thereisaamdl dteration made ingteed of it, reducing the
pendty from $500 to $250 and teking out what was
srongly objected to, namdy the dternaive of
imprisonment. There can be no imprisonment now unless
the fine is not pad. Sub-section 23 is repeded and the
dfect is tha the Government Maine Surveyor and
Assgant do not get the usua 85 out of the Treasury, which
aumwill now 720 into the revenue ingead. There was dso
an objection taken to the compuldon of having a
photogrgph provided by the owner of a cargo boat when
goplying for licensing. It has been thought that in some
cassit isnot necessary, where the owners are well known,
and therefore the production of a photograph will only be
ingsted upon when required. These are shortly the
dterations effected in the Bill. If there are any other
dterdtions to be suggested they can be dedt with in
Committee, and | now have the pleasure to move that the
Coundil resolve itsdf into Committee and congider the Bill
dauseby dause.

The CoLoniAL SecreTARY seconded.
Coundil wert into Committee.
Upon the dause providing for the exhibition of lights

Hon. T. H. WHITEHEAD Said—] rise to move that the
words "the coloured lights' be ddeted and that the words
"the water ling' be subgtituted. It is a mogt impossible,
without inconvenience, to havethe light in question ten feet
above the coloured lights unless it be put on apole, which
would be certain to cause inconvenience and trouble

Hon. C. P CHaTeR Seconded the amendment.

The Hareour Master— will submit, your Excdlency,
that the case might be met if indead we say "I feet above
the deck" Some of theselaunches are at leet Six feet above
the water line in the bows, and that means that the light
would be four feet above the deck. The coloured lights are
generdly about thet height from the deck and they will dl
be on nearly the sameleve.

His Exca.Lency—WIll you accept that, Mr. Whiteheed?

Hon. T. H. WHiteneap— think that will meet the case.

Upon section 2, subsection A.

Hon. T. H. WHiTeHEAD Said—! beg to move another
amendment. | am desired by the Chamber of Commerceto
move the addition of the fallowing words to this sub-
section, "or when such seamHlaunch is not carrying cargo
or not plying for hire" The shipping interets much
gppreciate the concessons which have been made by the
Government in the measure asit now sands, but they think
that this further concesson would meet the case where
hardship might be entailed. The shipping interests have
fully conddered the point and | have been requested to
movethisamendment.

Hon. C. P. Crater— have much pleasurein seconding.

The CoLoniaL Secretary—Sir, the amendment now
proposed was discussad about hdf an hour ago in your
Excdlency's presence by an informa committee conggting
of the hon mover and hon seconder of the amendment, the
Harbour Madter, and mysdf. It was then submitted that
there was a decided objection to the adoption of the
amendment, besides other smaller ones, and thet objection
was this, that if the amendment were adopted it would
follow that dl steamships under 60 tons would be exempt
from the requirements of the 14th subsection of section 7
of the Merchant Shipping Ordinance, 1891, which forbids
any launch to leave the waters of the colony &t night unless
provided with a specid permit. The effect of adopting this
amendment would beto alow dl steam launches under 60
tons by whomsoever owned, and whether licensed for hire
or not, to leave the waters of the colony a any hour,
without any notice being given to the Harbour Magter, or
any permit being taken out. It was fdt, and | thought
admitted by the hon. member himself, that the adoption of
uch an amendment might very reasonably be objected to
by the Imperid Chinese Customs authorities, and that the
result of adopting it might be that those authorities might
have to take drong seps in protection of the Chinese
Cugoms revenue—to watch the waters of the Colony to a
greater extent than they now fed to be necessary, dthough
even the extent to which they do find it necessary asit is
has been made a source of frequent complaint. There were
some other objections dso, but this one was fdt to be
condusive, and | submit that for thet reason and for some
other minor reasons the amendment should not be adopted.

His Excaiency — Do you wish under the
circumgtancesto pressfor adivison, Mr. Whitehead?

Hon. T. H. WHireneao—No, your Excdlency, | will not
press the amendment to adivison. Thereault isaforegone
condusion, of course, and therefore | withdraw it.

Upon section 7 sub-section 19.

Hon. T. H. WHiTeneaD moved that the word "lawful" be
inserted after the words "disobey
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the" and before thewords " commands of
Hon. C. P. CHaTer seconded.
Amendment accepted.
Upon section 38 sub-section 14,

Hon. T. H. WHITEHEAD sdid— beg to move that the
word "shdl" be ddeted and that the words "may in the
discretion of the Magigrates' beinserted.

Hon. C. P. Crater Seconded.
Amendment acoepted.
Upon dause 1, schedule O.

Hon. T. H. WHiteneap said— rise to move that after
the word "megter” in this dause the words "but no fees
shdl be charged on buoys and moorings used soldly for
waping." In no other part of theworld | believeissuch a
charge asthat now made exacted.

Hon. C. P CHarer Seconded.

The CoLoniaL Secretary — | may say that the
Government is prepared to accept the amendment on the
condition that it is ssfeguarded by the addition of the
following words "And no such moorings or buoys shdl
under any pretext whatever be used for any other purpose
whatever.”

Amendment acoepted.
Upon section 2, dause 1.

Hon T. H. WHiTeneaD said— beg to move that the four
words"and the Maine Magigrate” be deleted from dause
2 of section 2. The Chamber of Commerce in a letter
which it addressed to the Government dated the 5th ingtant,
and which has been published in the public press has gone
very fully into the whole matter. Section 14 sub-section 6
meets such a case as the Padg case and any case under
section 9 but does not provide for any other description of
Marine Court or other class of case. It is equaly desirable
in every case and dll casssin fact that atrained legd man
should presde Re section 13 the President should be a
dipendiary magidrate in the true and proper sense of the
word.

Hon. C. P CHaTER Seconded.

The Attorney -General—I  thought this matter had
been fully discussed, and indeed the hon. member himsdlf
sys that it was discussad fully on a former occasion. |
thought that on that occeson to which we refer a
compromise was arrived a and thet was embodied in sub-
section 6 of section 14. If hon. members will look &t the
Merchant Shipping Ordinance, 1879, and the former
amending Ordinances they will find that the present sub-
section 6 is not there. Sub-section 6 was thought to be a
proper compromise to those who had any objection to
make to the Marine Magidrate trying a case. The matter
might then be submitted to the Governor. | think it would
be a very invidious and very undesrable amendment to
make, to effect the dteration now proposed. It seemsto me

that the Maine Magidrate in many cases is the most
suitable man to try the cases. If you will look a section 13
subsection 2 and see the nature of the metters the Marine
Magigrate hasto ded with, | think you will agreetha heis
the proper person to try them. They are such charges as
misconduct, insubordination, loss or damage on a ship and
0 on. A very large proportion of the Marine Magidrate's
work isessertidly matterswhereit is proper and fit thet the
Marine Magidrate should be president of the Court, and |
can seeno difficulty in proving it. The Ordinance, however,
does not say that he shall be presdent of the Court. Some
people seem to think that it is expresdy provided that he
shdl be president of the Court. But it iselsawhere provided
that the Governor shdl be empowered to conditute a
Marine Court condgting of not more then 5 or lessthan 3
of whom one shdl be a dipendiay Magidrate and
presdent of the Court. So that the Marine Magidrate is
only one out of three. In many cases| am sure hewould be
a diginct advantage in the Court, but it is provided, as |
have said, that if people object to him adjudicating they can
aoply to the Governor to have another presdent. | was
aurprised to hear reference to the 1 adg case There are
some not creditable metters which are best condgned to
oblivion.

The Harsour Master— can only go over the same
ground as the hon. Attorney-Generd. | think thereis some
misunderstanding on the pat of the Chamber of
Commerce—if it is possible for them to make a mitake—
in confusng the Marine Court and the Marine Magidrates
Court. The oneis quite atechnica Court, which | think, is
generdly admitted should be presided over by a sallor. In
the other caseit isperhgpsalittiedifferent.

The AtTorney -GeneraL— recollect a case in which
the seamen strongly objected to being tried by a land
Magigrate and | bdieve such objections are frequently
heard.

Hon. T. H. WHiTEHEAD—This matter has been brought
before the Chamber of Commerce owing to the gross
miscariage of judice in the Seamer Torrington case, in
which the sentence of the Marine Magidrate was very
severdy consured by the Acting Chief Justice, Mr. Fielding
Clarke and hisdecison was reported in the Daily Pressand
other loca papers, | think that bears very fo cibly on the
point and condemnsthelaw asit now stands. | will not take
up the time of the Council by reading the adverse decison
of the Chief Judtice

The HarRBoUR MasterR—That proves whet | have sad.
The Torrington case was tried in the Marine Magidrates
Court before Commander Hagtings

Theamendment wasthen put to thevote and logt.

The Bill passed through Committee and was read a
second time.

The Attorney -GeneraL—At the next medting | will
movethethird reading of theBill.
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THE DIOCESAN SCHOOL AND ORPHANAGE.

Hon. C. P Cratrer— beg to move the second reeding
of the Bill entitled an Ordinancefor theincorporation of the
Chairman of the Committee of the Diocesan School and
Orphanage. The reesons for this Bill are briefly as follows
—The Committee as a present condituted has no legd
gatus and therefore cannot hold any land. The land which
was origindly granted to them by Government & a
nomind rent wasvested in three trustees dl of whom have
long since Ieft the colony. Moreover, since the indtitution
has darted it has changed its character very materidly and
extended its operations very condderably. It has therefore
been found necessary to extend the accommodation, and it
was hoped by those in charge thet by the provison made
by the grat-inad scheme a free grant from the
Government would be made for hdf the cogt of the
additiona buildings of the inditution. But it has Snce been
discovered that this sum of money cannat be paid to the
committee & presnt as it hes no legd daus The
incorporation of the Chairman would confer this hence
this Bill. The ingdtitution in question to my own knowledge
has done mogt admirable work in the Colony. | fed aure
that your Excdlency and the hon. members of this Council
will not for a moment hesitate in dlowing the second
reading of the Bill and thereby confer upon its Chairmen
the necessary powers required. | have much plessure in
moving the sacond reeding of the Bill.

The CoLoniAL SecrReTARY Seconded.

Bill went through Committee and was read a second
time

Hon. C. P CHaTER gave natice that a the next mesting
he would move the third reading.

OFFENCES AGAINST THE PERSON.

The AttornEY -GeneraL—] - have the honour to move
the third reading of the Bill entitled "An Ordinance to
amend Ordinance No. 4 of 1865, rdding to offences
agang the person.”

The CoLoniAL SecreTARY seconded.
Bill read athird time.

THE CHURCH BILL.

The Attorney -GeneraL—! beg to propose thet the
Coundil resolve itdf into Committee on the Bill entitled
"an Ordinanceto provide for the due performance of divine
worship and other services in accordance with the rites of
the Church of England & S. John's Cathedrd Church at
Victoria in this Colony and dsawhere, to incorporate a
Church Body, to vest the said Cathedrd in such Body and
for other purposesin connection therewith.”

The CoLoniAL SecreTARY Seconded

Coundil resolved into Committee.

The Attorney -GeneraL—It will be in the memory of
hon. members that the quedion left over from the lagt
medting was the consderation of clause 8. Before |
proceed to that, however, there are one or two little matters
which have struck me and which | wish to have corrected.
They are not maters of substance but refer to matters of
detail. (Severd literd errorsand minor points corrected).

The red question we have to condder is as to whether
the management of the religious services—the rites and
ritud of the church—should be under the contral of the
Bishop for the time being or under the contral of the
Church Body. Now, | propose to cdl the atention of the
Coundil to a few documents, and | may say they have
served to corroborate the opinion | have dready formed
that it would be better to leave this dause asiit is. | would
firgt direct your attention to paragrgphs 11 and 12 of aletter
from the Bishop of 25th August, 1883, when these changes
were being contemplated. The Bishop is writing to
Governor Sr George Bowen in 1883 having in view the
possibility in the future of an dteration like this and in

these paragrgphshe says—

"11.—It seemsto me, however, and, from the remarks
you have made on the subject in the course of our
conversttions. | think your Excdllency agreeswith me, that
the fact of there being a Bishop of the Church of England
actually resident in Hongkong as his headquarters for a
great part of the year makes a considerable difference
between this and Shanghai, and should suggest to local
members of the Church of England the desirability of
placing the Cathedral and other Church interestsin
Hongkong under what is known as a 'church Body"
presided over by the Bishop, rather than under aLay
Committee. Shanghai has never had an English Bishop
resident there; Hongkong has had one since 1851. Thefirst
Bishop was granted L etters Patent by the Queen, and was
styled 'Lord Bishop of Victoria.' In consequence of this a
Locd Ordinance was passed making him supremein the
Cahedrd. These Letters Patent, however, were after wards
found to beillegal. They gave the Bishop jurisdiction
outsde the Crown Colony of Hongkong and recognized
hiswork as Missionary Bishop over Church missonsand
chaplainsin the Empire of China. It turned out that the
Queen had no power to grant such L etters Patent. They
were therefore withdrawn after the resignation of the
second Bishop. In gppointing the third Bishop, the origina
object of the Bishopric was kept in view—namely, the
development of Church Missions among the Chinese.
Chinawas then divided into two Episcopal Missionary
Digtricts, and thet attached to Hongkong was limited to the
Missions south of the Chekiang Province. | was appointed
to this on account of certain qualifications that | was
believed to possess as a Chinese missionary of twenty
years stlanding | was consecrated by mandate of the Queen
and sent out to Hongkong in 1874, without theillegal
L etters Patentt, by the Ecdesadtica Authoritiesof England.
| have occupied here the exact position, ecclesagtically,
that my predecessors occupied, and have as much, or as
l'ittl e, authority
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over the dergy as they had. But the Locd Government
conddered tha the previous Ordinance with reference to
the gtatus of the Bishop in the Cathedrd was now null and
void, and they did not think it needful to acknowledge the
new Bishop in any other way. | think thiswas amigtake. |
seemed to meto cagt adight on the office of Bishop, and it
gavetheimpresson to many that, not having Letters Petert,
| was not a Bishop a dl, excepting perhaps as an
American Methodig Bishop may beaBishop.

"12.—If, however, a change is to be made in the
management of the Cathedrd, is this not afitting time to
remedy the mistake of the pat, and to congder whether the
Bishop ought not to be placed in his proper postion with
referenceto Church work in the Colony?"

Inanswer to that thereis aletter of Sr George Bowen's,
dated 27th August, 1883. Writing to the Secretary of State
for the Colonieshe says—

"4—1 forward herewith a copy of aletter addressed to
me by Bishop Burdon which will be reed with interest, for
it contains much vduable information repecting the
peculiar postion of the Anglican Church in this
dependency of the Crown. There are now only three
Anglican dergymen a Hongkong, and not one of theeis
legdlly under the jurisdiction of Bishop Burdon. The Nava
Chaplain is under the orders of the Admirdty; the Military
Chaplain is under the orders of the War Office; while the
Civil (or Colonid) Chaplainisregarded practicdly like any
other Colonid servant of the Crown, and isunder the order
of the Governor. Indeed, it is sated that one or more of my
predecessors in this Government have (unconscioudly)
caried into practice the theory of the English Church as
held by Henry V. (that is the complete union in the heed
of the Sate of dl divil and ecclesadticd authority), o far as
to take upon themsdves even the regulation of the sarvices
in the Cathedrd, induding the prayers to be reed and the
hymnsto be sung.

"5—For my own part, | am free to confessthat | have
no intention to follow the above curious higoricd and
ecdesadicd precedent. On the contrary, | am fully
snsble of the anomdy of the dergy of an Episcopd
Church being practicdly free from the jurigdiction of a
Bishop. Whenever a ‘church Body' is indituted here, the
Bishop should, in my opinion, hold a pogtion analogousto
that held by the Bishops in the disestablished Church of
Irdand, and in mogt of the Anglican Churches in the
British Colonies”

Therefore, we have firg the views, very fairly set out, |
think, by Bishop Burdon of the dight imposad upon him,
and we have, secondly, the letter of Sr George Bowen
setting forth hisviews uponit; and | should liketo refer toa
despatch by Lord Granville addressed to Mr. Marsh. He
refers in that despatch to the Gibratar Draft Ordinance as
containing provisons which he thinks would be very

alitable here Now, | would like to cdl your atention to
whet was done in Gibrdtar in regard to this very poirt. In
the Gibrdtar Ordinance there are these words—they
divided it as to tempord dffairs and soiritud affairs as we
do:—

"‘rhat al matters connected with the rdigious services of
the said Anglican Church of the Haly Trinity of Gibrdtar,
and dl its soiritud and ecclesiagticd concerns shdl be
under the direction and management of the Colonid
Cheplain of Gibrdtar for the time being, subject to the
Episoopd contral of the Bishop for thetime being.’

"‘rhat the tempora affairs of the said Anglican Church
of the Holy Trinity of Gibratar shal be managed, directed,
and governed by the said body of Church Wardens of the
said Anglican Church of the Holy Trinity of Gibrdtar.™
They made thet didtinction there, and the Secretary of State,
aslong ago as July, 1886, in writing out here asto what
ought to be done, suggested we should find in that
Ordinance just the thing we wanted, and that was
submitted to the Attorney-General, and upon it the
Ordinance was drafted. A circular was sent out signed by
Mr. Charles Ford, the Hon. Secretary and Treasurer to the
Seatholders, and in response to that circular therewas a
very large meeting. At this meeting a Church Body was
gppointed. Then the Bill was drafted and submitted to the
Church Body elected at that meeting which had already
decided practicaly that they should have a Church Body
and not a Lay Body. Some do not seem to know the
difference between a Lay Body and a Church Body. A
Church Body is presided over by the Bishop, and having
got aChurch Body in thisinstance which shall be presided
over by the Bishop surely you are not to have aclause to
say that the Bishop isto have nothing whatever to do with
the ecclesiagtical affairs. Aswas pointed out by Bishop
Burdon at arecent meeting, thisisa Church of England
and not a Congregational Church and it isaswell to bear
that in mind. Thisfabric is not being handed over tothe
people of Hongkong to do withit asthey like. What could
we do more than this? Having submitted the Bill to the
Church Body it was gpproved of and sent back here—three
of the members have since gone away, are temporarily
absent—and the Bill came before the Legidative Council,
wasread afirgt time, and no one said anything about the
undesirability of clause 8. It wasread asecond time, and it
was after thisthat we had a church meeting to passthe
accountsfor the year. Very few people thought fit to attend.
Itisoneof the peculiarities of the people of Hongkong that
they do not seemto carefor church meetings (alaugh). At
this meeting Mr. Ede—1 do not know if he isa church
member, he goes to the church, | know, and | have high
respect for him—for the first time suggested
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that the dause was objectionable, and this brought on the
discusson of this question. |Is the Bishop to have this
contral or isthe Church Body? We have donedl we could.
It had been suggeted to send a circular round the church
members—Mr. Ede and Mr. Mackintosh were anxious to
obtain the wishes of the church members | am informed
that the sestholders are now equdly divided on the
question, the voting being 34 each way. With regard to the
satholders | am informed that the number of seets
represented by the seetholder in favour of the Bishop
represents somewhat more than the number held by
seatholders in favour of giving the contral to the Church
Body. But we don't get much assstance from this divided
condition. We mugt do something. The Bill is in the lest
dage of discusson. | havearived a thecondudonthat itis
my duty to vote in favour of leaving the dause as it is
When you have once sttled the quegtion of having a
Church Bodly it would be absurd to nullify the postion of
the Bishop. | have had a communication from the Bishop.
He has sent me a letter of which he says | may make any
usel plesse. | will hereforeread it asfollows—
Hongkong, 12th May, 1892.

My dear Mr. Goodmen,—The Church Body hed a
meeting this morning with reference to the point raised by
Mr. Edeand thecircular sent round by Mr. Mackintosh.

| pointed out that the proposal of Mr. Ede was against
the principle of the Church of England, which is Episcopd,
and in favour of the principle of Congregationdism, and
thet if it were accepted and made part of the Ordinance, it
mug involve the retirement of the Bishop and the
conssquent chan e of the Church Body into a Lay
Committee. | sad, further, that s0?7%, perhgps many, had
admog certainly sgned in favour of the proposa without
knowing what the change in that particular dause of the
Ordinance would involve, and | therefore proposed thet a
public meeting of the seetholders and subscribers should be
cdled a once, when this point could be explained and
publicly discussed, and votes be givenin full knowledge of
the consequences. After much conversation on the pairt, it
was thought better to leave the metter in the hands of the
Government, but the Secretary was not directed to send in
any offidd communication to that effect. It was left with
me to explain what passed ether to you or to the Colonid
Secretary. Perhaps you will kindly show this note to Mr.
Oprien and arrange with him asto what isto be done.

| would smply paint out that the disputed change was
pased after discussion by the Church Body, Mr. Keswick |
think, being the only absent member. No proposd was
medethis morning to adlter it.

| would further point out thet it ssemsincumbent on the
Govenment to meke providon, by means of the
unchanged dause, for the preservation of the Cathedrd in
bona fide connection with the Episcopd Church of
England in regard of its services and its minigters The only
security for this is that the Bishop of the Diocese should
have the control of the ritud employed in the Cathedrd.
Thefact that there are five laymen joined with the Bishop
and the Cheplain, who are dected annudly by the
seatholders and have dl financid matters in their hands as
wdl asthe gppointment and diamissd of the Chaplain, isa

aufficient safeguard against excesses of any kind distasteful
to the mgority of the congregation.

You may make wha use you please of this note—
Bdieveme, yoursmost truly,
J S BURDON, Bishop.
| might further add that | do not think there isthe least
fear of a Ritudidic Bishop ever being sent here, as dl the
missons of the Church of England in South China belong
to the Church Missonary Society, whose viewsand wishes
would dways be consulted by the Archbishop in any new
gopaintment of Bishap.
JSB.

| gather from that thet the Bishop feds this is not a
persond matter but a metter of what is due to his office,
and if he is Bishop of the Church of England and
Charman of the Church Body that he ought to have
consderable voice in  ritud and ceremonies of the
Church is the case of any digoute, which it is to be hoped
there never will be. Seeing the divided opinion outside and
the views held by the former Governor of this Colony and
a Seoretary of State, and the light thrown upon it by the
Ordinance he sent out there is no aufficient reason for
dtering this bill which has been gpproved of by the Church
Body, three of whom are absent and not able, therefore, to
give usany hdp inthe metter.

Hon. C. P. CHater—1 regret to say | haveto call your
Excdlency's attention to a remark made by the hon. and
learned Attorney-Generd. The hon. and learned Attorney-
Generd said that it is apparent that we must have very
much mis-understood the term Church Body, and hetook a
great ded of trouble pointing out that the Church Body was
not aL.ay Committee. You will have observed thet | mysdf,
along with my hon. friend who seconded, have never
thought anything of the sort—that both Bodies were
dmilar. Onthe contrary | took great careto point it out and
to make it one of my reasonsfor bringing forward my
amendment that the Church Body was presided over by
the Bishop and that the Colonial Chaplain was also a
member of the Body. Therefore, sofar ashissatementsare
concerned asto our knowledge of Church Bodiesand Lay
Committeesheisnot quiteright. Since the last meeting the
Attorney-Generd has had an opportunity of finding out the
views of the three members of the Church Body remaining
in the Colony, and | should like to ask him what are the
opinions of these membersregarding the point. | am gives
to understand that two out of the three are for leaving the
power in the hands of the Church Body, and very many
others have been to me and asked me not to withdraw my
amendment but to carry it through. The reasons are very
brief. It isargued and said that ever since the departure of
the lagt Bishop from Hongkong the Church hasbeeninthe
hands and been looked after by the Colonial Chaplain and
not by the Bishop, dthough the Bishop hasbeen resdent in
the Colony, and now that the Government is going to hand
over the Church to the Church Body to be looked after by
[ t w h y n o] t
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leave everything to it? Why put & the head of the Church
Body the Bishopwho | amtold is not Bishop of Hongkong
but a Missonary Bishop whose red didtrict is Ningpo and
not Hongkong? For these reasons | dill adhere to my
amendment and | should like to have the opinions of other
members of the Council on the point. The words | propose
should be dtered in dause 8 are—"aubject neverthdess to
the control of the Bishop;" | would change that to "subject
neverthdess to the control of the Church Body." In fact, as
| sad before, the Church Body as proposed hes as
members the Bishop and the Colonid Chaplain, and | have
not the least doubt lay members will be guided by the
Bishop and the Colonid Cheplain.

Hon. T. H. WHiteneab—In risng to support the
amendment, with regard to the specid point | teke an
impartid view entirely of the suggestion.

His ExcaLLency—Areyou asegtholder?

Hon. T. H. WHiTeneao— am not a seetholder, s, but |
view this matter dl the moreimpartidly and certainly think
it desreble thet the control should be with the Church
Body. The present Bishop himsdf offered the best and
dronges reaon possble for my supporting  this
amendment. The Bishop, a the meeting held on 29th April
ladt, then dated, " The Bishop and Chaplain are members of
the Church Body. There are Six lay members to these two.
Now supposng that the ritud was perhgps getting
disagreegble to a number in the congregation pressure
would be brought to bear upon the lay members, the
representatives of the seetholders and they are a mgjority
in the Church Body. Of courseif it cameto ared difficulty
it would be a painful thing and would have to lagt till the
Cheplain'stime expired, and then he might be dismissed if
the mgjority of the Church Body fdt they mugt do it." Sir,
why should this Ordinance be s0 framed as to necessitate
the continuance of this painful pogition which the Bishop
stsout and refersto? It would necessarily haveto continue
until the term of the office of the Chaplain expired.
Suppose the Bishop was in the wrong and the Cheplain
was in the right. It would be impossible for the Church
Body to remove the Bishop from the pogt he occupies He
isthere permanently and heisirremovesble from the office
according to this Ordinance now before the Coundil. This
would evidently be unjust and this Council should nat, |
think, legidate on such ?? asthese. Though the Bishop has
threatened to resign, Hill | think it is quite possible for the
Church Body to cortinue to exig and to cary on the
sarvices as required by the condtitution of the Church of
England without the assistance of aBishop.

The Director OF PusLic Work—! beg to cdl atention
to the phrase just used by the hon. member in which he
dated that the Bishop had threstened to resign. It was
pointed out the other day that the idea of promoating this
dause was 20 foreign and contrary to the principles of the

Church of England th??if it was passed the Bishop would
no longer be ableto remain Chairman of the lay committee.
It was Smply pointing out that hewould 7?lon?? remaina
member of the Church Bodly.

The CoLonIAL SecreTaARY—Like the ??2der of this
motion | am quite impartia in the matter, for | am not at
present a seathold?? but it gppearsto me that on thewhole
the arguments for leaving the clause ?? it stands are
stronger than those in favour of altering it. The hon.
member on my right wh?? moved the amendment seemed
to think thet i?? was a harmless amendment; becauise after
all, the Bishop would be Chairman of the Church Bodly,
and therefore necessarily would have agood d??to say to
the matter eveniif it was not by law specidly placed under
his control. The hon. member who seconded the
amendment thought that i?? was avery good one, agood
dedl for the reason thet one result would be thet the Bishop
would have nothing to do with the matter at all. The
reasons of the mover and the second?? mutually destroy
eech other. As| understand it the matter a present sands ?7?
follows. The Ordinance has been prepared by the
Attorney-Genera on behaf of the Government and the
Church Body. That Church body was elected by avery
large mesting of seetholders, and the Ordinance as drafted
by the Attorney-General was una??ly approved by the
Church Body. Three members of the Church Body have ?7?
| ft the colony, and we have no means of knowing whether
they have changed their m?? the meantime or nat, but there
is no reason ?? suppose that they have, for the
circumstance?? ??e not changed. Of the three members
wh?? dill remaininthecolony | aminformed by my ho??
friend the Director of Public Works that two ?? il in
favour of maintaining the clause asit standsand that they
distinctly object to the proposal to withdraw the
ecclesiastical control of ?? Bishop, and that the only
member of the Committee representing the seatholders,
whether present or absent, now in favour of the proposed
amendment is Mr. Mackintosh. He is as regards the
Church Body till present in the idand in 2? minority of
one against two, and probably ?? minority of onein six of
the Church Body who origindly agreed to the clause asit
now stands. Asthe hon. and learned Attorney-Generd has
said we do not get any assistance fr?? recent meetings of
the seatholders. | have received aletter from amember of
the Church Body, Mr. Ford inwhich he satesthat the vote??
of the seetholders had now;, on scrutiny been ?7? certained to
be exactly even for and againgt. In view of there being no
pronounced expression of opinion on the part of the
seatholders 7? favour of the change, and in view of thefact
th?? asfar as we know there is only one of the Church
Body who wants the change to be m??
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| submit thet we should be decidedly on the ssfesidein not
making the dteration without some further reason being
gated. And | am dso of opinion, though perhaps thet may
be looked upon as a rather sordid argument, that the
Church Body and those who are intereted in the Church
will have a vay much beter chance of gelting
aubscriptions from England, whether from missonary
socidties or others if they goped on behdf of a Church
whose sarvices are under the control of a Bishop of the
Church of England then if they apped on behdf of a
Church in which the services are conducted without being
ubject to any such contral. | think on thewhole, as| have
sad before, that the reasons for leaving the dause as it
gands are much the sronger, and | think we shdl be onthe
safe ddein refusng the amendment.

Hon. Ho Ka—1 dont see why the discusson of this
dause should occupy so much of the atention of the
Coundil. It ssamsto methat it is a question entirdy for the
Church members themsdves If the members of the
Church of England here wish to retain the Church services
and band themsdves together and follow that form of
worship in the usud manner of the Church of England,
they should submit, to my mind, to this form of Church
government, If they disapprove of that form of Church
government and wish to have avoicein Church matters, in
ecdesiadicd matters, it seems to me to be quite open to
them to go outsde and adopt any mode of worship they
like and turn Dissenters or Congregationdists and band
themsdlves together and have a voice in the manner and
the form of service, and  ven be adle to sdect ther own
dergyman and prescher. But if they wish to remain good
Churchmen, then | sy thet as you have got a duly
consecrated Bishop it is for you to how to your superiors
There | say the quedtion lies in a nutshdl and it rests
entirdly in the hands of the Church members, and it is not
for usin Council to ded with. | am sure some of ushereare
perfectly indifferent in the matter whether the church be
handed over to the Church body entirdy or whether it be
handed over to the Bishop for the good of the Church. Alll
thet | say isthat the remedy ssemsto meto liein the hands
of the Church members themsdves. | hope the Council
will not spend any more time in discussing this, for | think
the best thing is to leave them done, Smply hand the
church to the Churchmen, and it will save usagresat ded of
time, discusson, and vexation. | propose that we should
leavethisdauseout entirdly.

Hon. T. H. WHimeHeap—Possbly | may suggest a
course which might get us out of the trouble: leave the
contral to the Bishop and the Church Bodly.

Hon. Ho Ka—You cannat.

The AttornEY -GENerRaL—NO man can serve two
meders

Hon. T. H. WHiteHeao— am in favour of leaving the
dauseout dtogether then.

The AttorNEY -GeneraL—Jugt one word. There is a
charm of amplicity about the proposal of the hon. member
who represants the Chinese, but like many other of these
smple litle proposds they scarcdy bear careful
investigation. Whet is proposed is thet over £4,000 which
was paid out of the public chest and probebly out of the
imperid moneys origindly, and £2,000 or £3,000 that was
aubscribed by the public for the express and paticular
purpose of having a Church of England worship here (and
it was carefully provided that there should be certain seets
st goat for the military to attend the Church of England)
should be handed over to a number of gentlemen who
might the day after receiving it turn round and meke it a
Congregationd chapd. Isit possblefor the Government to
do that? There is rdigious liberty for al. The Church of
England has been in exigence is the colony since the
foundation of the colony. This place was built in 1847 and
it hes always been the Church of England. Subscriptions
have been given for it, and to say now that we can get rid of
the difficulty by turning over the fabric to a body of men
would nat. | think, beafair or just way of disposng of that
money. | dont think that any such smple Ordinance asis
uggested would be a right and proper Ordinance for the
Government to pass The Church Body ask that the Church
shdl be handed over to them in order that the services of
the Church of England may continueto be held there.

The Recistrar-GeneraL—  think that there is a grest
ded of truth in what the hon. member on my right (Hon.
Ho Ka) hes sad. It is only neturd thet the Church Body
should make use of the service of the Bishop but why thet
should be gated in the Ordinance | don't know. It does not
gppear to me to be necessary, and | agree with my friend
that matters concerning the rligions services should be left
to the persons responsible for them and that the tempora
affairs of the Church should be in the hands of the Church
Body. The amplicity of this suggested dause is even
greater then its charm, and it seems to me to be the
practical way out of the difficulty. | have much plessure in
seconding it.

Hon. C. P. Crater— will with pleasure withdraw my
amendment infavour of Hon. HoKai.

The Attorney -GeneraL—Did | underdand that the
hon. member proposes that this fabric should be handed
over to the Church Body who might if they choseturniit to

any cther purposed.
Hon. Members—No, no.

The ATrorRNEY -GENeraL — |
misgpprehended him then.

beg padon. |

Hon. Ho Ka—My intention isthet clause 8 be omitted

and that the Church Body is alowed complete control
provided they continue
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divine sarvice according to rites of the Church of England.

The HaArBOUR MastTerR—It seems to me tha the
Cathedrd mugt have been placed there for tempord
interestsand not spiritud at dl.

The RecisTRaR-GENERAL—AS | tekeit, thereisno desire
on the part of those who move this amendment to do away
with the control of the Bishop. We merdly wighiit to be lft
to the Church to decideit, and if they like the Bishop to be
head of the Church they can do so.

The Acting CoLoniaL Treasurer—If we leave ot this
dausewe shdl lose the services of the Bishop, because we
have heard that the Bishop will fed himsdf unable to
remain connected with the Church Body if the dause is
withdrawn. If this controversy had never aisen | should
agree with my hon. friend (Hon. Ho Ka) thet it would be
the best thing to hand the Church affars over to the Church
Body, dected by the seatholders, but now if we leave the
metter there we lose the Bishop, and then it is not a
question of whet the Church Body will do with the Bishop,
but whet they will do without him.

The ATTorNEY -GENErAL—T he Bishop feds this If an
ecdesadicd question arises upon a matter of the ritud of
the Church he would not like any gentleman to get up who
has no professond knowledge—if | may use such an
expresson in connection with sacred things—and oppose
vme uggedion or action of his basad on his wide
knowledge of those things He is occupying a high and
lofty position, and he naturally does not wartt the laity, who
have no specid knowledge like his on such maters to
dictate as to rites and ritud. He says thet it would not be
condgent with the dignity of hisoffice. Itisnot for himsdf
a0 that he acts thus but for his successors he merdly says
that if this control is placed in the hands of the Church
Body he can no longer be Chairman of that body. There
mug be aline of demarcation between the tempora and
the spiritudl. If the Bishop was not the head, and a dispute
aroxe between the Bishop and the Chaplain, the Bishop
would have no right whatever to control him. You must
therefore give him some sort of Satutory authority.

Hon. T. H. WHiteneap— think it isvery srange indeed
for the Bishop to thresten to resign and | do not think he
would persst in such acourse after due consderation.

Hon. E. R. BeLiLios—Can we not pogtpone the passing
of this Bill until after the seetholders have decided the
matter for themsaves?

The Attorney -GeneraL—Until you have passed this
Bill the Church Body isnot alegally condtituted bodly.

His ExcaLLency—The new chaplain has | undersand,
been gppointed and when he arrived there would be no one
to receive him from the Church.

The RecisTrRAR-GeneraL—If this amendment is carried
there is absolutdy nothing to show that there is any desire
to contral the Bishop—absolutdly not a word within the
four corners of this Bill. | am sure that would weigh with
the Bishop when he conddered this question. This
amendment drikes out dl question of ritud and Smply
gives over the Church to the Church Body, and as to the

rites those are to be decided according to the rites of the
Church of England. With regard to the threstened
resignaion | am certain that the Bishop is aman who will
look a the mater ressonably. | fed aure that this
amendment has never been brought before him, because it
has only just been suggested, and therefore he could not
have expressed any determination upon it. | think that the
question of ritual ought to beleft out of thisBill.

The Harour Masrer—It will look very much as
though the Government did not know its own mind, and
could not decide which course to adopt. | think thet aslong
as we have a Church of England it ought to be guided by
Church of England principles, and have an ecclesadticd
heed.

The AtTornEY -GeNeraL re-reed the letter received from
Bishop Burdon dated May 12th.

Hon. Ho Ka—A moation of thiskind does not affect the
Bishop's power in thedightest way. Wesmply say that it is
a matter for the Church Body to arrange for themsdlves. |
will ask now that having heard the opinions of the hon.
members expressad upon the amendment it be now put.

Amendment put and logt.

For(4.) AcaINST (6.)
Hon. T. H. Whitehead The Colonid Secretary
Hon. HoKal TheAttorney-Generd
Hon. C. P Chater TheDirector of Public Works
The Regidrar-Generd TheAct. Colonid Treasurer
TheHarbour Master
Hon. E. R. Bdlilios

THE DANGEROUS GOODS ORDINANCE.

The Attorney -GeneraL—I beg to move the third
reading of the Bill entited An Ordinance to reped
Ordinance No. 19 of 1890 and to amend "The Dangerous
Goods Ordinance, 1873."

The CoLoNiAL SecReTARY Seconded.

Bill reed athirdtime.

ADJOURNMENT.

His Exca.Lency— propose to adjourn the Council until
this day week, when | hope thet there will be no difficulty
in reading the Praya Reclamation Bill a third time. Does
the hon. senior unofficia member anticipate any objections
toit?

Hon. C. P CHater—l do not think there will be any
objections If there are any | will take care to inform the
hon. Attorney-Generd <0 that we can meet before next
Monday.

His Excatency —| will adjourn then urtil next

Monday.
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FINANCE COMMITTEE.

A meding of the Fnance Committee was hed
immediatdy a the conclusion of the sitting of the Coundil.
The Colonid Secretary presided.

The Crairvan—The firg matter before the Committee
is the recommendation of the Governor to the Coundil to
vote asum of $1,981, for repairsto Hedth Officer's seam-
launch Blanche, viz—For generd overhaul and repairs,
$891,00; for providing alaunch while the repairs are being
executed, $70; to caulk and re-copper her dl over, $500;
new weater tanks, repar to propeler blades boiler, &c.,
$520. Totd $1,981. It gopears that small repairs have been
effected on this launch from time to time, but for three
years she has not been thoroughly overhauled and repaired.
Her boailers are congtantly lesking and a short time ago she
broke down dtogether and had to be teken in tow by
another launch which happened to be pasing by a the
time. A survey has been held and estimates for putting her
in proper repair have been received. | admit thet the
amount asked appears a large sum, but it is gmdl in
comparison to what we should require to buy anew launch
of the same sze and cgpadity. If any member desres any
further information | shdl be glad to furnish himwith it if |
can.

Hon. E. R. BeLiLios—What would be the cogt of anew
launch of the same dimensions?

The CHairvan—What would the cost be Mr. Harbour
Mader?

TheHarsour Masrer—About $5,000 or $6,000.

Hon. E. R. BeuiLios— think it would be cheaper if the
present launch was sold and anew one purchased. | beieve
it would be chegper inthelong run.

The CHairman—You would have to find the $6,000 for
it.

The HAarsoUrR Master—You would dso have to find a
purchaser for the old launch. Thereis no demand for worn
out launches

The CHairman—How long do you think the present
launch will be servicegble if she is repaired as is now
proposed?

TheHareour Master— should think nearly aslong as
ghe has been in use a the present time. She is now ten
years old. | think that with annud repars dfter this
overhaul, she might lest another Sx or seven years As
these launches get older the expenses of repairing them are
grester of course.

Hon. T. H. WHiTeHeab—Have the repairs been effected
ye?
The Crairvan—Not to my knowledge. At any rate the
money hasnot yet been voted.

Hon. T. H. WHiTeneap—I s this a tender that has been
received, then?

The CHarvan—There was a tender received for the
firg and second amounts but for the last two items on the
vote tenders have yet to be cdled for. Those amounts are
merely estimates of what is required. | was about to bring
the tender recaived before the Committee a the lagt

medting, when these further repairs were reported to be
necessary, and | thought it would be better to bring the
whole matter up a one time, and take the sense of the
Council as to whether this further expenditure ought to be
incurred or not. There may be some amdl saving on the
edimated amourt for the further repairs, but | dont think it
islikdy tobelarge

The Harsour Master—The launch has dready been
placed under the Dock Company and taken to pieces We
cannot now ask for other tenders after some of the work
has been done by the Dock Company.

Hon. C. P Charer—That is contrary to wha the
Chairmen hassad.

TheHareour Master—Sheisdready in the possesson
of the Dock Company. The expense 4891 is covered by the
usud vote

The CHarvan—I dontt think so. No, it is not covered
by the usud vote. | asked the question whether therewasa
aufficient balance on the vote to cover the expenditure of
$891 and | was told that there was not. | think that the
Council ought to sanction this vote as when the repairs are
effected it will make the launch servicesble for severd
years If we sl her we shdl gat very little for her, | am
arad, and shdl have to spend about $6,000 in buying a
new bod.

Hon. T. H. WHiTeneap—Before asking the Council to
sanction the expenditure of such a large sum of money |
think that it would have been a much more busness like
way of going about things if the Government had asked
some practicd man to thoroughly examine the launch and
report generadly on her condition and the amount thet
would be required to put her into a proper Sate of repar
and to ascartain definitely before incurring the expense of
$891, ashas gpparently been done

The Harsour Master—The Government Maine
Surveyor hasreported upon her, and heisapractica man.

The CHairman—I was going to sy 0. The fact of
expenditure having been incurred, without any
supplementary vote having been sanctioned by the Coundil,
is, | admit, a matter thet requires some explanaion. | am
not a present in possession of the explanation, because |
was not aware tha such an irregulaity had been
committed.

The ATTorNEY -GeNeraL—T he usuid course in the padt,
| believe, was to cdl for a report upon the condition of a
launch and then invite tenders for the repairs reported
necessay.

Hon. C. P Crarer—It seems dear that money has been
expended without the consent of the Coundil.

The CHairvaN—YO0uU are perfectly right in saying that
under no circumstances should expenditure beincurred
without the sanction of the Council. All that | can say is
that | was not aware that any expenditure had been
[ n c u r r e d
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on the launch's repairs The Harbour Medter tdls me that
some expenditure has been incurred in respect of the tender
for $891. | a once admit on behdf of the Government that
no money ought ever to be goent unless with the sanction
of the Coundil. | can only suppose that there must have
been some misundersanding or misconception in the
present case. When | authorised the acceptance of the
tender, thet may have been taken by some one as authority
for commencing the work, but it was certainly never my
intention that the work should have been begun before the
meatter was brought before you. If it is as the Harbour
Mader gates, that can only be the result of my having used
words which were not dearly gpprehended. | authorised
the acceptance of the tender, but | did not authorise any
expenditure on that tender.

Hon. T. H. WHiTEHEAD—\We seem to be committed to
expend this $1,981 now, but | think that we should have
hed the opinion of a practicd man. We should then have
been with his report before usin a better position to decide
uponit.

The HarBoUR MAsTER—What do you warnt a report
for?

Hon. T. H. WHiteneab—Will you plesse address
yoursdf to the chair?

The Crairvan—The launch has been examined, you
know, by the Marine Surveyor.

Hon. T. H. WHimeneap— submit that the report might
have been before us before we were asked to vote the
money.

The CHairvan—Reports were made, which | have
here,

by the Marine Surveyor and the Harbour Magter. (Reports
read).

Hon. T. H. WHITeneab—! was not aware tha such
reports had been obtained, and | am now stified.

\ote pasd.

The Crarvan — The other quesion before the
Committee is purdy one of account. The Governor
recommends the Council to vote a sum of two thousand
dollars, ($2,000), for drawbacks and refunds of revenue. It
has been the practice hitherto to pay refunds from the
collections under the respective heeds of receipt. As this
practice is contrary to reguldion and is aout to be
discontinued, a vote is required to cover such payments.
From time to time refunds have to be mede, asfor insance
when afine has been reduced or remitted dtogether by the
authority of the Governor or the Supreme Court on gpped.
Hitherto it has been the practice, when a refund has been
sanctioned, to make the payment from funds in the hands
of the Treasurer, and not from any vote sanctioned by this
Council, except in cases of refunds of assessments for
which thereisaspecid vote It isan dementary rule, and it
isillugrative of aremark made just now by an honourable
member, that there should be avote for every expenditure,
0 asto bring every item of expense within the knowledge
and cognisance of this Coundil. | have asked the Colonid
Tressurer what amount will be required to provide for this
and he says $2,000. It is as| have sad, merdly a matter of
account.

\ote agreed to.

This concluded the sitting of the Committee.




