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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Thursday, 1 November, 1867.

The New Parliament Houses.oneys paid to Members
of Parliament.—Right of Reply.—Moneys psid to Mein-
bers of Parliament.—The Dalby Railway Contract.
THE NEW PARLIAMENT HOUSES.

The CoLoNIAL SECRETARY said he wished
to make a short statement to the House on a
subject that was more or less interesting to
every honorable member. As the House was
aware, tenders were called for some time ago
for carrying to a certain degree of comple-
tion the new Parliamentary Buildings; and
he now wished to submit to the House total
amounts of the tenders that had been sent in,
and to ask an expression of opinion as to
whether it would be desirable to proceed
with the new buildings and finish them or
partly finish them ; or whether they should
let them alone. Only two tenders had been
received. The lowest was from Messrs,

Hall and Klein. They offered to finish the

building, so far as to make it fit for use, for

£6,106; for building a refreshment room,
aceording to plan, of brick and cement, £5,122;
but, for a similar building of wood, £4,580.

They asked for finishing and completing the

main building, without the arcade and

carriage porch in front, £14,653, which, with
the refreshment room of brick and cement at
£5,122, would come to £19,775. That would
be the total cost of completing the building
without the front. However, those gentle-
men added a rider to their tender to the effect,
that in the event of wages rising above
current rates a_proportionate increase would
be required. In his opinion, that rider put

Messrs. Hall and Klein entirely out of
court. The only other tender was from
Mr. John Petrie. His tender was con-

siderably higher than the other. Mr. Petrie
offered fo put the main buillding in a condition
sufficient for occupation for £7,653. For
the erection of the refreshment room of brick
‘and cement, £5,614. He might here state, that
according to the plan the refreshment room
was a somewhat extensive building of two
stories, containing rooms for the providore
to livein. He thought, himself, it wasrather
elaborate, and though it was very suitable, if
the buildings could be completed, a less
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oostly establishment might do for the present.
For a refreshment room with wooden walls,
Mr. Petrie asked £3,700. To complete the
main building without the arcade and carriage
porchin front, he asked £17,500, which,added
to the cost of a refreshment room of brick
and eement, amounted to a total of £23,114.
Now, in taking this matter into consideration,
honorable members, he hoped, would remem-
ber that in all Government buildings—at any
rate in the case of all he had ever heard
of—there was always a considerable sum
required for extras, even after the tender was
accepted. He submitted this matter to the
House with the view of ascertaining whether
honorable members would authorise him to
accept the tender to have the main building
partly finished, and a refreshment room built
of wood ; or have the whole building com-
pleted, with refreshment room of brick and
cement. Mr. Petrie’s tender was for putting
the main building in a condition fit to be
oceupied, and he proposed to accomplish that
in six months; but to complete the whole
building he would require twelve months.
The other tenderers asked for nine and fifteen
months, but the rider those gentlemen had
added to their tenders shut them out
altogether. The point he would like to have
an opinion upon was, as to whether the
building should be partly finished, or wholly
finished, or letalone. He was quite prepared
to act in accordance with any decision the
House might arrive at.

Mr. Tavyror said that he, for one, would
object to another shilling being laid outupon
those buildings. It was perfect madness to
begin with them. He did not see that any-
thing better was required than the building
they were now in. He could not see what
would be the use of such a large place as the
new building, which on account of its ugliness
was an eyesore to every stranger who visited
the place. Why they should be asked to
lay out more money upon if, especially in
the present depressed times, he could not
understand. The idea of spending £20,000
more to partly finish the building would be
a perfect waste of money; and then there
would be other £20,000, no doubt, required
to finush it.  The only objection that existed
to the present building was, that it was too
hot when the session extended into the
summer weather, but that was not often the
case. It was the case cerfainly at present,
but in six months time, before the new
building could be partly finished, they would
have winter weather. The Parliament would
be sitting then, and the present building was
not too hot in winter. e hoped the House
would not sanction the expenditure at the
present time.

Mr. Puen said he thought the House
should be informed as to the amount there
was at present standing to the Parliamentary
Building fund, and whether it would at
present be available for proceeding with the
work now. Ie would also like to know if
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some reduction could not be made in the
details of the building, so that it might be
- proceeded with and earried to completion.

The CoronNisrn TREASURER replied that
the amount of the Parliamentary Buildings
fund remaining available, was £16,000. A
portion of the money had been used for other
purposes, for the completion of the military
barracks, but it would be taken back. He
might state what was the intention of the
Government in respect to this matter, and
what he thought would be the intention of
any future Government in respect to it. If
the new buildings were so far completed, the
building in which the Parliament now
assembled might be sold, and the proceeds
made available for the entire completion of
the new Houses. The proceeds of the block
of buildings, in a portion of which the
Parliament now met, would be suflicient, not
only to complete the new Houses of Parlia-
ment, but also to provide a new building
for the Supreme Court, which was very
much required.

The CoLoN1AL SEORETARY said that if the
House was inclined to authorise the finishing
of the building, the eontractor would receive
a good deal Desides the money payment.
The contractor would receive all the material
and a great deal of the flooring; all the
doors, which were ready for being screwed
together ; all the gas-fittings, and a great
variety of things which were now going to
waste. The tenders had been called for in
compliance with a wish expressed by the
House in the early part of the session that
some provision should be made for getting
out of the present building before next
session. They were not called for by him,
except as a Minister of the Crown in com-
pliance with the expressed wish of ‘the
House. If the House was prepared to
authorise the partial completion of the new
building for £7,000, he believed the refresh-
ment room eould be put up for a small sum.
He thought that for about £9,000 the build-
ing might be made sufficient for occupation.
The refreshment room was a somewhat large
building according to the plan, and might
look very nicely, but he did not see the
necessity for such a building at present. He
thought that a refreshment room something
like the present one, and which would be
sufficient for several years, could be put
up for £500 or £600.

My, Burr said he was opposed to any
expenditure of this nature at present. He
believed that it would be both advisable
and well to finish the new Parliamentary
Buildings, if they had funds at their disposal
for such a purpose—if, in short, the financial
position of the colony was_different from
what it was at present. DBut, he main-
tained, it would be inconsistent with the
course of supposed economy which the House
had entered upon during the present session,
to spend any money for the completion of the
new Parliamentry Buildings. He thought,
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that several sums of money had been refused
by the House that should have been granted,
if such an expenditure as this was to be
entered upon. He saw no reason why the
number of members that now constituted
the Parliament of the colony should not con-
tinue to meet in the present building for a
considerable time longer, should the present
financial position of the colony not improve.
They were obliged, on the score of economy,
to avoid doing what in many instances it
would be desirable to do for the interests of
the colony ; and why, therefore, should not
honorable members suffer a little incon-
venience when the colony had to suffer a
great deal in other respects P They would
be acting most inconsistently with their pro-
fessed desire for economy if they were to
spend any money at present on the new
buildings. It would be an expenditure of
money,—an investment of it in a way that
would be without any return, and that at
a fime when the colony expected that a
different course should be taken. He per-
fectly agreed with the honorable member
for the Western Downs, in the opinion that
this was not the time that they should
spend money in the way now proposed. He
had, he believed, been able to discover as
much as any other honorable member, the
inconvenience of the present building, but
still he thought that, notwithstanding.the
inconvenience, they should continue their
labors in the same place till the colony was
in a better financial condition. He would
most certainly oppose the expenditure of
any money on the new buildings at the
present time.

The ArrorNEY GENERAL said he thought
the honorable member for West Moreton,
Mz, Bell, did not really understand the ques-
tion. Did the honorable member know that
there was this £16,000? And that there was
a_Parliamentary Buildings Act, which pro-
vided that the fund for the erection of
the new Houses of Parliament could not be
spent for any other purpose? There was a
sum of money in the hands of the Colonial
Treasurer which was the proceeds of Impe-
rial Crown lands sold within the city. That
sum was to the credit of the Parliamentary
Buildings fund, and why should it remain
in the reasury instead of being expended
in the completion of the new Parliamentary
Buildings, for which purpose the fund was
created, instead of the material already pre-
pared and on the ground being allowed to go
to wreck and ruin? The House could not
deviate from the provisions of the Act to
spend one sixpence of the money ; and the
Act specially provided that the moment the
present building was vacated by the Parlia-
ment that moment it could be sold. And
whpn anew Supreme Court was buils, the
building at present used for that purpose
could be sold, too, and the proceeds put into
this fund. The sooner they were out of the
present building the sooner it could be sold.
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‘He was astonished to hearhonorable members
tall about not spending a farthing out of this
fund upon the new buildings ; but they could
not spend auy of it now in any other way.
The financial difficulties of the colony had
nothing to do with the matter; and was it
not better to apply part of the fund—which
could be used for no other purpose—to the
completion of the new buildings, so that hon-
oroble members could perform their duties
without impairing their health?

Mr. Bern assured the honorable and
learned Attorney-Greneral that he had not

informed him of anything that he was not |

previously aware of, and that he had only told
the House what he believed every honorable
member in it already knew. Ie must say
that the honorable member appeared on the

resent occasion to have spoken more as a
%)awyer than as a financier.

Mr. G. Trorxy said he was not opposed to
the finishing of the new buildings, but he
very much questioned if it was advisable, at
the present time, to accept tendqrs, as thgre
was a great scarcity of labor, which scarcity
would be sure to increase if the gold fields
turned out as it was to be hoped they would.
He thought that the Government should for
the presens reject the tenders that had been
sent in and call for fresh tenders. e should
like to know if the money that was said to
belong to the parliamentary fund was avail-
able at the present time.

The Coronian TrEASURER said he would
explain again that this fund was realised and
set apart for a particular purpose, and had
nothing to do with the general financial posi-
tion of the colony at all. It was lying there
and could not be used for any other purpose
than that for which the Aet provided.

Mr. BerL remarked that the honorable
the Colonial Treasurer would have to obtain
a vote for the money, as it was not in the
Treasury. )

The Coroxiar TrEasurEr: The building
had already cost £44,000, and the flooring
was there, all ready to be put down. The
doors were also all finished, and most of the
material was on the premises; and the
Government had the money to pay for every-
thing being put up. The fund had nothing
to do, as he had already said, with the gene-
ral financial position of the colony at all. It
could not be spent for any other purpose, and
it would be much better to spend a portion
of it in rendering the building fit for occupa-
tion, than to have it lying in the Treasury,
and the material for the building going to ruin.

Mr. Lizney said he believed that almost
the whole of the material was prepared
already, and that unless it were put together
very soon it would all go to ruin.

Mr. Bern: It will not.

Mr. Litzey: It was simply absurd to say
that.

Mr. Berr: It is not.

Mr. Livtey: There was not a practical
man who did not know that material, and
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1 especially building material, when it had been
made and was ready to be fitted together,
did not rapidly go to ruin if it was laid aside
for any length of time. If the money was
' not in the Treasury, e would lilee to ask the
' hoenorable member for West Moreton, his

late honorable colleagne, what he had done
Powith it ?

* Mr. Brrn : It is not there.

Mr. Lizrey : Well, he would like to know
who had taken it away, or what had become
. of it. That it was there at one time the
honorable member could not deny, for the
property had been sold under the Act, and
the proceeds realised, and if they were not
in the Treasury,they must be somewhere else;
and he wanted to know from the honorable
member for West Moreton where they were.
If they were not there it was something
disgraceful. If the honorable member,
while he was Colonial Treasurer, had mixed
them up with other moneys he had done
wrong, and had gone against the Act of Par-
liament. A large quantity of land that had
been granted for the use of the corporation
of Brisbane was resumed and sold under the
Act; and after so resuming and selling the
land they were told by the ex-Treasurver
that the money was not 1n the Treasury.

Mz, Berr : It never was there.

Mr. Lizrvey: Well, it should have been
put-there. A portion of the hill on which
the Police Office stood was sold under the
Act, and the proceeds placed to this fund.

Mr. Brrrn: No.

Mr. Linrey: What was the meaning of
that ? The fact was, the honorable member
did not appear to know anything about it.

Mr. Berr : There were not sales sufficient
to cover the amount, and the money is not
there. )

Mr. Toniey : Well, the honorable gentle-
man who at present held the office of Trea-
surer now told him him that it was there—
and he believed his statement. It was no
use telling him that there had not been
sufficient sales to cover the amount. It was
sufficient for him to know that there should
be £16,000 to the eredit of the fund. If it
was not in the Treasury it should be there.
He would support the proposition that the
building should be gone on with, no* {rom
any motive arising out of the fact that he
was member for the suburban hamlet of
of Fortitude Valley, but because he believed
it would be a saving to the country to finish
the building without delay; and he must
say that be should like to get out of the
present building as soon as possible. He
wounld like to know how much the building
had cost already. He was afraid it had cost
more than it was worth, but it would not
mend matters to let the building now go to
ruin.

Mr. Rausay wished to know if any valua-
tion had been made of the present building ;
or, if any approximate valuation could be
stated.
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The CorowtaL SrcrETARY said that he |
never had an estimate made of the valne
of the present building, but one could very
easily be got. Te feared, however, that the
present would not be a favorable time to
sell it.

The CoroNIaL TREASURER, in explanation,
said that the sum of £16,000 was what was
left of the proceeds of land sold in Brisbane,
under the Parliamentary Buildings Act; but
he found, on entering office, that £6,000 had
Deen appropriated to the military barracks.
Seeing that that appropriation was illegal, he
had placed a vote for the barracks on the
Supplementary Estimates, and when that
amount was replaced the full sum of £16,000
would be in the Treasury to the credit of
this account.

Mr. O’Svrtivan said it appeared by the
explanation which the honorable member
had just made that the full sum of £16,000
was not now in the Treasury to the account
of the fund, but that £6,000 had been spent.
However, as the new building had been so
far procecded with, he thought it would be
well that it sheuld be completed. As to the
refreshment room, he thought that a build-
ing that could be put up for £500 or £600
would be sufficient. He thought it was very
much to be regretted that the new building
was ever commenced ; as the present Houses
would have been quite sufficient for twenty
years yet. To say, that if the present block
of buildings was sold, it would realise as much
as had been expended on the new building was
a complete fallacy ; and it would De a great
mistake to offer this building for sale at the
present time. As he had said, the present
building was quite large enough for all the
purposes required, but if it was intended by
the Government to increase the number of
members, it might not be large enough. He
thought, it would be well to leave the matter |
of proceeding with the new building in the |
hands of the honorable the Colonial Secre-
tary, who would no doubt have the work
done on the cheapest scale.

Mr. Mirus said he would like to see the
new Houses finished, as he believed the
material could only be going to waste by
being laid aside. He would like, however,
to know something about the money, for he
really did not believe it was in the Treasury.
The honorable member for West Moreton,
who was Colonial Treasurer not long ago,
had told them that the money was not there,
and they all knew pretty well how the hon-
orable gentleman used to do with the money
when he was in the Treasury.

Mr. Groox said, it might be in the recol-
lection of honorable members, that he tabled
a motion on this subject at the early part of
the session; and he did so on being informed
that there was £16,000 in the Treasury for
this purpose. Had the building not been
commenced, he believed the House would
not now have voted one shilling towards it ;
but he thought that, as it was so far advanced,
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the sum of £8,000 would be well spent in
completing it. As the honorable the Colo-
nial Secretary had brought this matter for-
ward with the view of obtaining an expression
of opinion by the House upon it, he thought
that object would be best accomplished by
his asking the House to pass a resolution on
the subject.

Mr. Doveras said he could assure the
Lionorable member for the Maranoa that
the money was not only legally, but
practically, available. All the trust funds
appropriated under an Ixecutive minute
were provided for by a deposit of debentures
to the same amount; and that was the first
opportunity that was offered for the Govern-
ment making such deposits for the purpose
of securing those trust funds. At the time
the Executive minute was passed, the sum of
£14,977 9s. 6d. was represented as the
amount in the Treasury secured under the
Parliamentary Buildings Act. Now, there
could be no doubt, therefore, that the money
was legally and practically available.

Mr. O’Svreivan : The debentures are not
sold. -

The Coron1aL TrREASURER: We can easily
sell them.

Mr. Doveras: When the Government
was authorised to raise a loan, the means
that was provided was the issue of deben-
tures. So it would be in this case. The
Government would be authorised to dispose
of the debentures that were now in the Trea-
sury to the credit of the Parliamentary
Buildings Fund in order to make up the

i the amount that had been subtracted from

the fund for other purposes. As to the
amount which it was desirable to spend in
the first instance, he thought it should be
limited. All that was necessary was sufi-
cient accommodation for the Houses to meet,
and for committecs. He agreed with the
honorable the Colonial Secretary in believing
that £500 or £600 would provide a refresh-
ment room that would be sufficient for all
purposes. A wooden structure was all that
was required. Under those circumstances,
it appeared to him that honorable members
might, without dificulty, look forward to
leaving the present building next session;
and, he thought, a great gain would be
obtained in that way without any material
loss to the public.

Dr. Crsrrivor considered there were
many reasons why they should remove from
the present building as soon as possible.
One of those was the danger from fire to
which the building was particularly exposed.
If the building were to take fire, the whole
of their valuable library, and many important
public documents that could not be replaced,
would be utterly destroved. There could be
1no doubt either that, on the score ¢f salubrity,
they should get into the other building as
soon as possible; but no matter how soon
they might be able to remove, he would
not recommend the sale of the building
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they now occupied while the colony was in
a depressed condition. There were two re-
turns in econnection with this matter that
he would like to see. The one was a return
of the moneys that had been raised for the
Parliamentary Buildings fund; and the
other, a return of the amounts that had
been paid for the Parliamentary Buildings ;
for he had a strong impression that if there
was a large amount due tothe Parliamentary
Buildings fund from some other fund, there
was also a large amount due from the Parlia-
mentary Buildings fund to some other fund—
to the.general revenue, perhaps—and, if so,
the refundments to the Parliamentary Build-
ings fund must be applied to the repayment
of those amounts. He thought it would be
well that such veturns should be laid upon
the table before this matter was further
discussed. He hoped the time was not fay
distant when they would see the buildings
wholly completed, and whatever unsightliness
there was about thiem in their present con-
dition removed. He did not think there
would be much difficulty in selling the
debentures and obtaining the money to pro-
ceed with the building; but, as the matter was
one of money, the whole of it should, as far
as possible, be kept within the control of this
House.

Mr. Frrzsimuons said he thought that in
the present depressed state of the colony it
would not be advisable to go into any heary
expenditure _on the mnew Parliamentary
Buildings. From all parts of the colony they
heard complaints about the want of roads
and bridges; and honorable members who
brought such complaints before the House,
were invariaby told that there was no money
to spare for such purposes. Now, while that
was the case, they ought not to expend any
money whatever in a way that was not very
pressingly necessary. It appeared that £6,000
of the money had been spent on the new
Military Barracks, that there was £10,000
worth of debentures in the Treasury to the
credit of the aceount. That was how the
account stood, so that some of the proceeds
at first deposited might have been spent on
the railway to Warwick, or on the bridge to
Ipswich. He thought it would be better to
avoid this expenditure altogether at present,
as there was no actual need for the new
buildings being at once completed.

The CoroNIAL SECRETARY said that, in
order to put an end to the desultory discus-
sion thaf had arisen, he would give notice
that on Tuesday next he would move :—

1. That, in the opinion of this House, il is
desirable that so much of the new Parliamentary
Buildings should be completed as will afford
accommodation to both Houses of Parliament.

9. That the foregoing resolution be forwarded
to the Legislative Council, for their conenrrence.

Mr. Macarister said he fully coneurred
in the motion of which the honorable the
Colonial Secretary had just given notice;
and he concurred in the view that it was
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desirable the new Parliamentary Buildings
should be closed in and finished as quickly
as possible, so that the House might take
possession of them next session; for every
honorable member must be painfully aware,
that to remain in the present building during
a session in the summer season amounted to
almost an impossibility. But there was a
difficulty in this matter which had not yet
been explained. The honorable gentleman
at the head of the Government did not seem
to understand the real position of the vote.
The honorable member at the head of the
Government had stated that there was a sum
of £16,000 to the credit of the fund. Now,
it seemed to him that that could not be
possible. The honorable member was aware
that the sum of £30,000 was raised by loan
for the erection of the new Parliamentary
Buildings; and that that loan was to De
repaid out of the fund when it was created.
Now, did the honorable member mean to
say that the £30,000 had been repaid, as
provided by the Act, and that there was still
a balance to the credit of the fund of £16,000.
If the £30,000 had been repaid, he could
understand that there was a balance of
£16,000, but if it had not been repaid, he
could not admit that there was a balance of
£16,000 to the credit of the fund.

The Coroniar TREASURER remarked, that
the honorable member for Ipswich should
know Detter about the matter than he did.
As he understood, the loan was obtained to-
assist in putting up the new buildings; and,
therefore, when he spoke of the £16,000, it
was without reference to the loan of £30,000.

Mr. MacarisTER said he thought the loan
of £30,000 was raised during the same year
as the fund was created, and that by the
Parliamentary Buildings Act the loan was fo
be repaid out of the fund.

Mr. Lizzey: No, nothing of the kind.
The second clause of the Parliamentary
Buildings Act provided as follows :—

« All moneys produced by any such sale shall
be paid into the Treasury of the colony to a
special fund for the purposes of this Act and all
such moneys after payment of the costs of survey
and sale be applied without any deduction what-
soever in and for the evection within the city of
Brisbane of parliamentary and other buildings.”

Mr. Warse having risen to address the
House,

The SeraxEer said he thought it was now
time to put a stop to a debate that might
be revived upon the motion of which the
honorable the Colonial Secretary had given
notice. It was hardly worth the time of
the House to go further with it.

Mr. WazrsH said that, with all due defer-
ence to the Speaker, he considered that it
was not for him to decide whether it was
worth the while of the House, or not, to
continue the debate. )

The SpEakER explained to the honorable
member, that it was in view of the debate
being revived, on the motion of the Colonial
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Secretary, when every honorable member
would have an opportunity of expressing his
views on the subject, that he thought it was
not worth while to continue the debate at
present.

The matter then dropped.

MONEYS PAID TO MEMBERS OF PAR-
LIAMENT.

The CorontaL Treasvrmz said he wished
to offer an explanation with reference to a
return laid on the table on Friday last, of
payments which had been made to members
of “Parliament, and now printed and in the
hands of honorable members. The honor-
able member for Ipswich, Mr. Macalister,
took him to task yesterday for producing an
imperfect and incomplete return, and said
that the Grovernment were responsible for it,
and should have looked over it and seen that
it was correet. It was absurd to say that,
for it was impossible that a Mimister
could have the time to Iook over the par-
ticulars of every itemin such a document ;
and even if he did he would not be any the
wiser for it. He should like to ask the
honorable member whether, if he had to
produce a document from the Registrar-
Gleneral’s department, he would hold himself
responsible for its correctness? If not, the
honorable member should not hold him
responsible for the correctness of the return.
The head of the department to whom the
matter was referred was responsible for it.
The return extended over several years, and
it would have been impossible for the Govern-
ment to have certified to its correctness
without comparing every item with the
voucher for it. He had also been accused of
producing a return containing a false state-
ment, and confessing it to be false. Now, he
must deny having done anything of the kind.
What he did was this: One of the items
having been explained to him, he stated that
he had heard that an omission had been made,
inasmuch as one gentleman had been put
down as having received a small sum who
had received a very much larger sum. On
making inquiries, however, he found that the
return was substantially correct. There was
only one real mistake in it, and 1t was the
item of £10 to which the honorable member
for Ipswich referred yesterday. It was put
down in the return this way :—* Mare, tele-
graphs, £10.” The honorable member said
he had nothing to do with that; and the
Auditor-General admitied the mistake. The
mistake was this: - A mare employed by the
party in the telegraph extension service was
lost. Payment was demanded for it as private
property, and a voucher was sent in, and the
amount claimed was paid out of the explora-
tion fund. The document was signed “A.
Macalister, junior.” The clerk in the office
admitted having made the mistake of not
putting in the word *junior.” The honor-
able member for Ipswich also referred to
three items charged against him for lands
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resumed. Well, all' that the Audit Office
could do was to follow the list that was fur-
nished to them. There was a list furnished
from the Lands Office, but it was a very bald
one,” headed ““ Lands resumed for railway
purposes.” In that list the honorable member
was charged with £107 15s. 4d.; and that
being the case, he asked if the charge could
have been put down in the return in any other
way than 1t had been. The Lonorable mem-
berhad explained to the House that the other
item of a similar kind was an amount paid to
him for professional services on behalf of
some other party. DBut what had the Gov-
ernment to do, or the Auditor-General to
do, with that? The honorable member also
referred to the ease of one member of Parlia-
ment, who was put down for something over
£100, but who had received altogether several
thousands of pounds. The gentleman referred
to was a member of the Legislative Council—
the Honorable F. E. Bigge. On making
inquiries into this matter, he found that a
large quantity of timber for a jetty at Bowen
was purchased from a company who had
saw-mills at Cleveland, and that Mr. Bigge
was a member of that company. All the
money for the timber was in that case, of
course, paid to the company, and not to Mr.
Bigge individually.

Mr. Macarister thought the honorable
member had better have said nothing at all
than have said what he had now said. The
honorable member had not referred to all the
items that he called attention to, yesterday.
There was one item of £100 that he objected
to; but the honorable member had given the
House no information about that. The item of
£10appeared to have been incurred at the Gulf
of Carpentaria, where he never had been.
There were other objections of his, which
the honorable member had not referred to—
those for lands resumed. Now, he thought
he informed the House, yesterday, distinctly
enough to be understood by the honorable
member, that the Government had resumed
no lands of his, and that he had not had any
lands in a position that would induce the
Government to resume them. But, the
honorable gentleman had not referred to
those items. If the Auditor-General ecould
not make out a correct return, why should
it not be stated that the return could not be
made better ; and why lay a return upon the
table that could not be made correct ¥ The
honorable member had the same opportunities
of obtaining information as he had had ; and
he had no difficulty in ascertaining what
those sums were for when he went to the
offices of the other departments

The Covoxtar Trzasvrer : The honorable
member would perhaps oblige the House by
explaining why the mare was put down in 4
voucher for lands resumed.

Mr. Macanister : 1t was not put.down in
thesame voucher ; it wasin avoucherbyitself.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that he also
had examined the return, after the particular
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manner in which the honorable member fox
Ipswich called attention to it on the previous
day; and hefound that le, too, was put down.
in it for lands resumed for railway purposes,
£12 1s. In the course of to-day, he went to
the Audit Office, and asked to see the voucher ;
and the voucher was produced, shewing that
the money was paid for lands resumed. He
then went to the Lands Office to obtain forther
information if possible on the subject, because
he had never had any lands resumed by the
Government for railway purposes; and his
inquiries at the land oflice resulted in his dis~
covering that this was the amount of a cheque
on the Union Bank paid to him for legal
charges, which legal charges were for an
opinion as to the resuming of certain lands
and for other professional services rendered
to the commission. Now, why was it not
stated in the return that the amount was for
legal charges, instead of being put down as
for lands resumed for railway purposes? If
all the vouchers forwarded from the Lands
Office to the Aundit Office represented such
charges as for lands resumed, how could the
Auditor-General furnish a return correctly
stating what the amounts were paid for?  Any
errors that were in the return appeared to
him to be attributable to the incorrect way
in which the accounts had been kept for years
in the Lands and Works Department.

Lir. Litiey said he thought that if any-
thing eould convince honorable members of
the worthlessness of this return it was the
exvlanations that had been made respecting
several of the items. The amount put down
to the honorable the Attorney-General as for
lands resumed was, he thought, properly put
down under that head, for it was part of the
cost for the resumption of certain lands,
whether the lands belonged to the honorable
member or not. Now, this information with
respect to all the items was forthcoming,
though it was not set forth in.the statement
of the Auditor-General. It seemed to him
that this return had sent abroad an impres-
gion in the public mind that honorable mem-
bers had been receiving moneys from the
Government for corrupt purposes ; but as one
Lonorable member got up after another and
made an explanation, all such impressions, if
they ever existed, were at once brushed away.
‘Would any honorable member be found to
say, after the explanation that had just been
given by the honorable the Attorney-General,
that those moneys were paid for corrupt pur-

posesF—or, after the explanation that had |

been given by his late honorable colleague,
2ir. Macalister, that the money was paid cor-
ruptly ? In a limited community like this,
where there were few merchants and few
professional men, when they” were sent into
Parliament, the Government could not escape
employing them. Was it to besupposed that
the Government would give £150 for the vote
of any honorable member of the Upper House,
when they had power of appointing members
to that House who would support the
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Government ? One honorable member of the
Legislative Council, Mr. Harris, he believed,
had been referred to as having received a
large sum of money from the Government.
‘Well, that honorable gentleman was a mer-
chant, and the Government perhaps could not
get the goods they required from any one clse,
and, therefore, had to go to him for
them. Now, would any one suppose that the
Government would give £30,000 for the vote
of the honorable member, or any other hon-
orable member of the Legislative Council ?
For his own part, he did not believe that any
one out of the IMouse would suppose that
honorable members could be corrupted by
the Government in that way. He had him-
self received money from the railway depart-
ment. He had received large fees from that
department, and he could tell honorable
members that he had a very great deal of
work to do forthem. Butwould any one say
that that had corrupted him? He believed
that he was in the return for the amount.
If he was not he should be in it; and if he
was not, the omission was only another proof
of the worthlessness of the return. When he
was out of office, was it to be supposed that
he was to read a brief of about seven hundred
pages for nothing, because,forsooth, he was a
member of Parliament? Thevery idea of
such a thing was absurd. But he got his fee
for what he did, and he could assure the
House that it had not corrupted him. Would
the honorable the Attorney-General say that
he offered him that fee, because he thought
it would influence him in his vote? The
explanations that had been made shewed the
utter worthlessness of the return, if it was
asked for or produced with the intention of
shewing that the moneys were paid for pur-
poses of corruption. He observed that the
honorable member for Maryborough was
ready for a spring ; but the honorable mem-
ber must wait a little, for he was not finished
yet. He would ask that honorable member,
himself, if there were not other ways of
corrupting members of Parliament than by
the payment to them of moneys for services
rendered or for goods supplied? The honor-
able member for Maryborough had suffered
himself, he believed, from the calumnies of
other members of the community. It was
only the other day, for instance, that the
honorable member was described as the
member who had grabbed a coal mine ; but
would any one say that he was corrupted by
that? He must say that he thought honor-
able members damaged themselves very
much, and damaged the House very much, in
public estimation by the constant accusations
that were made by one against the other.
During the last two years there had been a
perpetual harping in the House upon the
character of honorable members ; so much so
that, in his opinion, if the public abroad gave
honorable members credit for anything—if
they believed what honorable members said,
they must believe that the House consisted
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of a pack of the greatest rascals in the
world. ) ]

The ATTorNEY-G-ENERAL wished fo explain
that he never charged any one with corrup-
tion. What he said was, that the honorable
member for Ipswich charged the honorable
the Colonial Treasurer with producing an
inecorrect return knowing it to be incorrect ;
and he said, in reply to that charge, that it
was owing to the incorrect way in which the
accounts had been kept in the Lands and
‘Works department for years that the return
could not be correct.

Mr. WarsH said he would join issue at
once with the lionorable and learned member
for Fortitude Valley, on the way he had dealt
with this question. A more glaring piece of
special pleading he had never listened to than
the speech of the honorable and learned
member. The document which had been
placed upon the table, shewed a course of
conduct that was a disgrace to the House and
to the country. It was not necessary, 1n dis-
cussing a matter of this kind, to accuse pax-
ticular individuals ; but what he wished to do
was—and he would make as much out of the
document as he could—he wished the country
to understand that there had been a species
of truckling going on between the Govern-
ment and the Parliament, which had had a
mischievous cffect—which had sapped the
foundations of responsible government. He
found that, by the Constitution Aect, a mem-
ber of either House of Parliament could not
enter into a contract with the Government.
And why? Not because there was something
inherenily bad or mischievous in a member
of Parliament entering into a contract with
the Government, but in order that he should
not be beholden in any way from personal
interest to the Government ; that he should
not be subject, from private interests, to be
influenced in his public eonduct by the Gov-
ernment ; that he should, in his place in Par-
‘liament, be independent of the Government ;
and’ that he should not be in the position
of coming to this House, or to the
other House, during a great crisis, and,
in consequence of the favors the Govern-
ment had the power of dispensing, be
fettered in his speech or action in the House.
He had no hesitation in saying, morever, that
the return evidenced that things had Deen
anything but what they ought to have been.
Tlie payments that had been made to members
of Parliament ought not to have been made to
them, exceptas contractors. Members had
evaded, and he believed the Government hqd
permitted them to evade, forfeiting their
geats in the Assembly, by entering into large
engagements without contracts. e had no
hesitation in saying that the country had
suffered becaunse tenders had notbeen called,
and contracts entered into, for many of the
things supplied by members of Parliament;
and, if that proper course had been pursued,
the counlry would have benefitted in an
economical point of yiew, putting aside
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altogether the moral view. The fact that the
return was imperfect did not go to shew that
those views were incorrect, or that the evils
he had pointed out did not occur. If, for
instance, he had sold himself to the Govern-
ment, and if his name did not appear in the
return, that would be no proof that he had
not sold himself ;—because the name of some-
body else might be down as the recipient of
the payment for him. The return shewed
that payments had been made to members of
Parliament, for the resumption of lands
for public purposes. That one feature of
it would open the eyesof the country to
what had been going on. He would mention
an instance, which made him feel strongly.
He happened to be once in conversation with
an important member of the Government,
who told him of the immense demand made
of him by a man whom he described as
“a very great rascal.” The Government
were compelled to resume his land for rail-
way purposes; and a claim was sent in for
£500. The Minister said he knew the value
of the land, and that the Government
assessors had put it down at £35.

Mr. Grooum : More than enough.

Mr, WarsH: He said, *“ We may trust
you that the scoundrel shall not get it.” The
Minister said, ¢ He never shall.” That indi-
vidual who made the claim, subsequently
became a member of Parliament ; he sat on
the Ministerial side of the House, and, in a
short time, he received £450 for that land
that was said not to be worth £35.

Hoxorasrr MeMeERs : Name, name.

The CoroNrar SECRETARY: It appears in
the return.

Mr. Warsu : He pledged his word to the
truth, the accuracy of that dialogue. If the
Government possessed the power to reward
members of Parliament, what security had
the people ?

HoxoraBLE MEMBERS : Name, name.

Mr. GrooM: G. M. Reed.

Dr. Crarrizor: It was by the award of
an arbitration.

Mr. Warsu: To him it was very evident
that if members of Parliament were allowed
to receive such enormous sums of public
money, that Ministry would be most popular
that had the largest amount to dispose of.
He fancied he had seen the effects of such
proceedings in the House. More than that,
he had heard a Minister in the House say,
sotto voce—* We must keep that man quiet ;.
we must give him an order for something.”
He challenged the hounorable member for
Western Down, Mr. Taylor, if he had not
heard that, too! That honorable member
was near the individual alluded to. It was
because he (Mr. Walsh) was aware of such
occurrences that he had felt it his duty to
move for the return ; also, because, when the
present Minister for Lands moved for it, last
session, honorable members now in opposi-
tion got up and denied the necessity for such
a return at all. He well remembered the
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opposition to it that was commenced on that
oceasion. One would have thought that the
honorable member for Mitchell had com-
mitted some crime in moving for it, Hle
(Mr. Walsh) knew the day would come
when they would get it. It had been denied
to the House by a Government more than
strong enough at the time. He would never
allow the refurn to be done away with, or its
facts disputed, by such sophistry as he had
heard before he rose to address the House.

Mr. Tavror said he did not object to the
yeturn ; indeed, he was glad it was on the
table. He never opposed 1t when the honor-
able member for Mitchell proposed it. He
did not know that he had been sitting near
that member who, according to the honor-
able member for Maryborough, had to be
kept quiet with a little order from the Gov-
ernment. Who was it? He asked honor.
able members to turn to page thirty-three
of the return; they would find there,
« James Taylor, Esquire, £7,167 2s. 6d.”
He did not shirk inquiry for a moment.
He had gone through it all before; he had
been subjected to a severe cross-examination
before a select committee of the Upper House
last year, and they had paid him the ecompli-
ment to say that he had come out of it like
doubly-refined gold. He was down for
£1,200, for “land resumed for railway pur-

oses ;°—he mnever touched a penny of it.
}IEIe was merely an agent for another party,
for whom he had simply received the money.
Another item was £607 1s. 6d.; he never
touched a farthing of that. The next item
was £256 5s. ; he had not a fraction of that.
Then there came £2,000; he did have that
He did not like small sums. But, then, he
had given fall value for it ; he could have got,
at auction, the same price for the land spite
of the serious crisis. .

The CoroNIsL SEcRETARY : In bills.

Mr. Tavror: Noj; in cash. They did not
deal in bills out his way. The fact was, the
veturn was all “ bunkum,” nonsense. If a
proper return was made, he was satisfied it
would be very difficult to bring a charge of
bribery against any member of the House.
All he could say was, that all his transac-
tions with the Government were of the most
s nipping” kind. Instead of finding them
generous when he had anything to offer
them, he had found them most economical.
‘When he had offices to offer for the land
. agency at Toowoomba, quite equal to the
chamber in which honorable members sat—
equal to the new Parliament Houses—mag-
nificent rooms—everything convenient for
carrying on the business’ of the district.
The Treasurer of the day, the honorable
member for Eastern Downs, would not listen
to, anything reasonable, and cub his rent
down to £100. Every fransaction was the
same. The next item in the return was
£180. He (Mr. Taylor) never touched that.
But the one after that was a large one; he
did touch that. The whole amount he had
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received was £4,180, for himself. The rest
he had nothing to do with—no more than
the honorable member opposite, Mr. Walsh,
—except to receive the money, sign a receipt,
and hand it over to the parties. He did not
have the £7,000 odd, and it should not be put
down at his door. But he did not care about
the return going before the public any more
than he did about going down stairs to eat
his dinner. Ie never valued an inch of his
land, himself; he had left it entirely to the
Government referree, who was a known man
of honesty, and he believed there was no
honorable member of the House, Minister
or otherwise, who was more honorable in his
dealings than that man. He was not at all
annoyed.

Mr. Groox said he would not have risen
to spealk on this question at all, if he had
not seen his name figuring in the return.
He noticed that the return. comprised a
period when he had the misfortune to keep
a hotel in Toowoomba ; and, while he obser-
ved that the board and lodging, and fodder,
of the Engineer of Roads was given, he did
not observe the expenses put down of the
legal gentieman who had come to Toowoomba.
Therefore, the return was, so far, incomplete.
Further, £80 for railway purposes, 1867, was
paid in 1866, and not paid to him at all. The
cheque was sent to him, but, under his bond,
to be handed over to the person who pur-
chased the lease of his business. He would,
now, particularly call attention to what had
been stated by the honorable member for
Maryborough about the land, which he had
said was worth £35. In his (Mr. Groom’s)
opinion, it was not worth £20; yet the gen-
tleman who had owned it had recovered £450.
He assured the House that there was not a
man, woman, or child, in Toowoomba, who
was not surprised to hear of that. But the
honorable the late Premier had nothing to do
with it. The owner of the land was Mr.
G. M. Reed, late a member of the Assembly.
An arbitrator had been appointed by the
Government, and the owner appointed his
arbitrator; and, then, the two selected an
umpire, who was the then police magistrate.
The three were members of a corporate land
company in Toowoomba, and they were all
interested in keeping up the most fictitious
value of land in Toowoomba ; and they actu-
ally awarded £450 for a picee of land m Too-
woomba not half the size of the Assembly
Chamber, for which nobody else would have
given £5. The matter was brought before
the late Secretary for Public Works, and
what did he say ?  ““T can do nothing in the
matter unless I go to the Supreme Court;
that will, probably, involve us in more
expense than if we pay for it.” When the
late Premier heard of the extraordinary price
given for the land, he expressed the greatest
astonishment at it. The fact was, the umpire

as more in fault than the arbitrators, who
Efiﬁ"ered ; and, when they referved to him, he
gave that high value.
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The Coroxian SECRETAEY : Who was the
Police Magistrate ? )

Mr. Grooym: The present Registrar-
General, Mr. Rawlins. If the matter was
gone into, it would be found that he stated
the facts as they had occurred. Mr. Watts
had told him that he had certain remarks to
make on the award, and that he should like
some honorable member to ask a question in
the House, that he might have an opportunity
to do so. It was a concocted scheme on the
part of a land company, to keep up the price
of land. Unfortunately, many people had
had to court the aequaintance of Mr.
Pickering, in consequence of that award ;
because it was published far and wide, in
order to keep up the fictitious value of land
in Toowoomba.

Mr. O’Surrivay observed that it would be
monstrous if honorable members were to be
considered bad because their names appeared
in the return. Ie had his own particular
grievance. He was down, as having received
£100, in 1865. He was not a member of the
House then—neither for two years before,
nor for two years afterwards. He was put
out at the dissolution on tlie railway question,
in 1863 ; and he was not returned again to the
House till this year; yet the £100 was put
down to him as a member of Parliament. It
was for two allotments of ground that the
Railway Commissioner required. He (Mr.
O’Sullivan) had replly wanted £3250 for the
property ; but, without going to the Supreme
Court, had wrenched only £100 out of the
Government for it. The debate, from begin-
ning to end, convinced him that the sugges-
tion of the honorable member for Mary-
borough, with regard to a select committee,
to procure proper returns, would be the best
the House could adopt. It was whispered
throughout the town that some of the
returns presented to the House {rom some of
the departments were mnot at all fairly
vendered. He was aware, from his own
knowledge, that no proper return could be
furnished from the Works Department ;
there was no proper machinery there to make
them. He would not, however, express his
opinion of that department; if the other
departments of the Government were like
it, they were helpless, indeed.

Dr. Cmarrivor said he appeared in the
return as the recipient of about £80 ; but all
the money that he had drawn from the publie
funds was for professional attendance pursu-
ant to directions of the bench, or the coroner,
or the police authorities, with one exception,
and that was in the case of a woman who had
been outrageously assaulted by a blackfellow.
He must confess, hehad been somewhat sur-
prised . at the strong language used by the
honorable member for Maryborough. If
his memory served him right, it was simply
by an accident that that honorable member’s
name, as one of a firm, did not appear in the
return as the recipient of £1,000, for coal
supplied to the Government. It was merely
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from his (Mr. Walsh’s) inability to carry out
the contract for 1,000 tons of coal, to be
delivered from the Burrum Mine, at Glad-
stone, Port Curtis, that his name was not
down as a recipient of money out of the
public funds. The "honorable member’s
memory must have been very defective, when
he forgot that; or, he must have adopted the
plan, which many persons, not honorable
members of this House, adopted, that of
trying to divert attention from himself by
directing it to others. He oughtnot to have
omitted to mention the fact referred to, when
he was speaking so much of the doings of
others. It was evident the honorable mem-
ber was tarred with the same brush with
which he endeavored to blacken others.

. Mr. Bern had not very much to say on
the subject under discussion; but he desired
to make reference to something that had
fallen from the honorable member for Mary-
borough. He believed that, when moving
for the returns,the honorable member thought
he was performing his duty; and that, on
their being brought forward, the country
would not lose much by the debate on
them. If the honorable member had been
content to move for returns, and had
refrained from painting in strong colors
circumstances that, if they were properly
set forth, would not bear the interpretation
that had been put upon them; he would not
now stand in the very strange position that
he did certainly occupy. The inferences
that the honorable member had drawn, and
that he wished the House to adopt, from the
circumstances which he had set forth, could
not be justified, unless the House were to
believe that his motives were—or, unless he
had told them plainly that what he had done
was—to blacken the character of an honor-
able member.

‘Mr. Warsu said he never had such a
motive, and never made such an assertion.

The Spraxer : He was quite sure no hon-
orable member would impute motives or
repeat a statement, when another honorable
member denied it.

Mr. Burx : He merely spoke with reference
to the inferences fairly drawn from the honor-
able member’s own statements. The state-
ments of the honorable member shewed that
he had for twelve months been possessed of
facts, which he had kept to himself, so long
as the person affected by them was a mem-
ber of the House. Now, it had come out
in debate that there was no conversation
between the Minister who had been so parti-
cularlyreferred to and the gentleman who had
received such a large sum of money for his
land. The honorable member for Mary-
borough had told the House that the result
of that payment was, that when that gen-
tleman subsequently became a member of
the House, he took his seat as a supporter of
the Ministry. If the honorable member’s
statements had been true, they would have
been of a shameful and most damaging
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character to the accused Minister; but as
he (Mr. Bell) listened to the further progress
of the debate, he had found the whole of that
honorable member’s charges swept away. It
turned out that the Minister had had nothing
to do with the valuation of the land, which
had been referred to arbitration. He now
asked the honorable member for Mawy-
borough whether the insinuations he had
made, the false inferences he had drawwn,
were fair? He asked him, as a member of
the House, as a gentleman, whether his state-
ments were such as he should have made?
If the honorable member should, as he must,
find that he was not justified in what he had
stated, he {Mr. Bell) trusted that he would
not think it beneath his dignity to state so.

Mr. ArcHER remarked that he thought
it a great pity that the debate should be
carried on in such a spirit as had been
displayed ; but it must be attributed to the
honorable member for Ipswich, Mr. Macal-
ister, who opened it yesterday. That hon or-
able member then charged the honorable
member at the head of the Government
with bringing in a false return. It seemed
to him (Mr. Archer) that the head of
the Government never brought before the
House a return or a report of which he had
himself gone through the vouchers to see if
it was correct. Did the honorable member
for Ipswich pretend that he had done so?
Was it not true that, when a return was
asked for by the House, it was prepared by
the department to which it properly belonged?
The report in question had been prepared by
the Aunditor-General. Then, the honorable
member for Ipswich had made a charge
against the Government of making false
veturns ; and that was the cause of the sub-
ject being discussed in the way that it had
heen. ILiveryone knew that a Minister of the
Crown, when bringing forward a report, was
utterly at the mercy of the officers of the
department who compiled the report. To
expect that a Minister was to leave his impor-
tant business to look after returns was
utterly absurd. Such charges as had been
made created ill-feeling, and then the debate
went on pell-mell, and there was recrimina-
tion between honorable members. If the
honorable member for Ipswich had simply
got up and stated that there were mistakes
in the return, and corrected them, the House
and the country would have been satisfied ;
bub they were not satisfied When he blamed
the Ministry for the production of the report.
He (Mr. Archer) denied that the House
would never holda Minister blameless for sach
a return, or expect that the Minister should
himself look into the vouchers, to see if it
was correct. Several honorable members
had got up to explain why their names
appeired in the report, and they had been
listened to patiently. There was not the
slightest reason why their names should
not appear; and nobody suspected that,
because their names did appear in the
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report, they were corrupt—or that an honor-
able member had been bought or sold. The
harm was in raising the question, andthen
making a row about it. It wasnot raised by
the honorable member for Maryborough
it was raised, yesterday, by the honorable
member for Ipswich coming in and charging
the head of the Government with bringing up
a false return, and blaming him for not
geeing that the items were right before the
return was laid before the House. The
honorable and learned member for Fortitude
Valley seemed to think that the honorable
member for Ipswich was perfectly right to
blame the head of the Government. Had the
mistakes been pointed out in the way that
the honorable member for Ipswich, Dr.
Challinor, and the honorable member for
West Moreton, Mr. O’Sullivan, had done,
the thing would have ended. The other
way had led to a great deal of unnecessary
talk, unprofitable talk ; and to a debate that
might have been conducted in a milder
manner. QOtherwise, the discussion was very
good and proper. But to throw suspicion on
the honorable member for Maryborough, for
doing what he had done, was most unjust to
him. It was the duty of the House to see
that the Government of the country was
carried on as a representative government
should be—with a ministry having as little
power over the representatives of the people
as possible. The honorable member for
Fortitude Valley had shewn that there must
be some influence, or certain gentlemen could
not take their seats. The Government must
apply to the merchants and lawyers; still, it
was perfectly plain that the House should
have returns laid before them, so that there
should be some check upon that influence—
go that it should not be abused. Therefore,
those who had blamed the honorable member
for Maryborough, and the head of the
Government, for getting a return that was not
faultless, had acted in a manner that was
very improper and inexcusable.

Mr. Pucr said he was one of the delin-
quents named in the return; but he ecould
not see that that affected his position or
independence as a member of the House, or
diminished his usefulness to his constitueney.
A great deal of the blame which had been
laid on the head of the Government, was
chargeable to the system of accounts in
several of the departments. In certain de-
partments it appeared to be the practice not
to keep accounts of moneys paid to different
individuals, but to keep only accounts of the
votes out of which moneys were paid. That
he took to be the principal cause of the dis-
satisfaction and annoyance caused by the
return. It might be very proper to keep
accounts in that way ; but he would suggest
to the honorable the Treasurer that the
several departments should be advised to
keep them in such a way, that, should they
be required at any time to produce an

| account of moneys paid to particular persons,
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be able to do so without the
trouble of going to ascertain out of what
particular funds the amount had been
defrayed, or to which it had been charged.
Te hoped that the matter would now be
allowed to subside; the House had spent
enough time on it. If any honorable member
could mal

they would

ke out a special case from the
return, he should be very happy to support
him. ] )

Mr. T1LLEY, in explanation, said the honor-
able member for Rockhampton had slightly
misunderstood him. Where a return was
directed, or likely to be directed, against the
Lonor or reputation of members of Parlia-
ment, the greatest caution ought to be taken
to see that it was correct; he said this,
Decause it was due to himself and to the
House ; but he did not think that the honor-
able member at the head of the Government
need go through the vouchers for all that.
He did not complain ab all that his name was
in the return; it ought to be in for receiving
money, where it was not ; he ‘had received a
fee for pleading in an arbitration ease.

The Cononiin SEcrETaRY: I will inquire

hy it is not. :

Wll\}rj’{r. Tarrey : He should be very happy to
assist the honorable gentleman in any way to
make the return complete. But that shewed
the uselessness of the return. In some cases,
there were omissions; in other instances,
moneys were put down which ought never to
have found a place in the return. If they
were evidence of corruption on the part of
honorable members, then he could not see 1t:
There were other things than the return that
the House had a right to complain of. He
did wish that the honorable member for
I\rlaryborough, who, yesterday, and .to-day,
spoke on the subject, would refrain from
imputing ecorruption, either directly or
indirectly. o

The CorLonNran TREASURER seid it was
because he thought great caution ought to
be exercised in preparing the return, that
was the very reason why he had referred it
to the Auditor-General ;—so that the House
should get an unbiassed statement. If the
Auditor-General had made a mistake, he was
an officer of the House—if there was any
fault in the return, he ought to be blamed,
not himself (the Colonial Treasurer), for it.

Mr. Mires said his name was not in the
return, and it was not necessary for him to
make a defence. IHe should make no accusa-
tion against any honorable member. He
trusted, however, that the House would not
separate until they had passed a resolution
that the Government should call for tenders
for what they required, and not be dealing in
the way they had been doing. There could
be no doubt about it, there were 1tem§{1n the
seturn that were very suspicious. e saw
;hat Alr. Brookes had received £10,784 0s. 5d.
Tt was very possible all that was correct, and
that goods to the full value of that amount
had been supplied by that gentleman to the
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Government ; but he nevertheless thought it
looked suspicious, and that the proper way
to transact business of that deseription was
to eall for tenders. It was a noticeable faet,
that all the large sums had been paid to the
members of Parliament who had invariably
supported the late Gevernment. No doubt,
the honorable member for Western Downs,
M. Taylor, was correct in stating that the
land that had been resumed by the Govern-
ment, and which had formed part of his
property, would have sold for £2,000 ab
anction ; but would 1t have sold for that
amount, had he not succeeded in getting the
railway station where it was at Toowoomba ?
The fact of the matter was, there was a place
for the station on Government land.

Mr. Tavror: I would have got my money.

Mr. Mirrs: There were a great many
items in the return which were very objec-
tionable, and he hoped the House would put
it beyond the power of any member to accuse
any Government, for the future, of trafficking
for political support. When the Govern-
ment required stores, they must throw open
the supplying of their requirements to
public competition, and do their business in
an open-handed manner.

Mr. Doveras said he quite agreed with
the honorable member who spoke last, that
in ordinary cases it was advisable that
supplies required by Government should be
tendered for and obtained under contract.
Such was the general practice of the Govern-
ment ; but it been departed from in a large
degree. Even if the rule was wholly
adopted, he would point out that it would
not prevent an honorable member from hav-
ing a direct or indirect beneficial interest
in money received from the Government for
supplies.  For instance, the fonorable
George Harris was the largest contributsr
named: he was put down at £30,000, but his
receipts were probably very much larger.
If he was precluded from dealing with the
Government because of his position in the
other House, it was quite possible that he
would have a beneficial interest in contracts
with the Government, which would be made
in another name. He (Mr. Douglas) had
risen for the purpose of taking exception to
the remarks of the honorable member for
Rockhampton, that the debate had been an
acrimonious one, and that the blame must be
imputed to the honorable member for Ips-
wich, Mr. Macalister, whose conduct had im-
parted that tone to the debate. He had
been particularly struck with the temperate
manner in which the honorable member
drew attention to the inaccuracy of the
return : and he was quite sure he should
not have been so temperate if, unfortunately,
he had occasion to find stmilar fault with it.
What were the facts? It was well known
that on Friday.last, when the return was
first produced in the House, there were
whisperings about, and the return was shewn
here and there, and matters were pointed
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out and referred to, and references wexe
made to the honorable member, Mr. Macal-
ister, in connection with the return ;—amd
all those things were subsequently carried to
him as tittle tattle. References had been
made to certain transactions, and to certain
expenses incurred, which, as they were
treated, did not reflect very great credit on
the honorable member. It was very natural
that, underthe circumstances, he shouldresemnt
such underhand influences. The honorable
member never objected to the return, as such,
but he objected to its inaceuracies, and to the
underhand influences that had been brought
to bear, and the covert charges made, against
him. .
My, MacALISTER : Backbiting.
Mr. Doveras: IHe asked the honorable
member for Rockhampton whether he re-
membered that the statements made by the
honorable member for Ipswich were matters
of fact? That honorable member hadhardly
put it fairly, when he said the debate was an
aerimonious one. INothing could have been
more jovial than the remarks of the honor-
able member for Western Downs, Mr.
-Taylor, who had kept the House in laughter
for ten minutes; and the remarks of the
honorable member for Fortitude Valley were
of a very genial character. The honorable
and learned Attorney-Greneral was, it was
true, a little excited, perhaps, in explaining
his case. And, on that matter, he (M.
Douglas) must take exception to the faqt that
the honorable and learned gentleman did not
refer to the item of £300, figuring in his
name, which he had received for compiling
the Acts of Parliament. That was while he
was Attorney-General, too. If he had made
an explanation, the House would probably
have heard that the honorable gentleman had
not veceived much of that money. S#ill, it
was a considerable amount; and he mlght as
well have given the House an explanation of
it, as the honorahle member for Ipswich had
done of a smaller item. Another gentleman,
who had not been referred to yet, who was
down in the return for a very large amount,
was Mr. B. Cribb; yet he had been a very
strong sapporter of the late Government.
He lLad been an esteemed member of the
House, who held very strong and defined
notions on politics. ~ They were not the
opiniens which he (Mr. Douglas) professed ;
but he never heard any reflections on that
honorable member, or an assertion made that
his sapport was given to the Government be-
cause he received considerable contributions
from them.
Ay, WaALSH:
stated. .
Mr. Doveras: Now, came the question,
whether that gentleman lad received those
large sums of money o secure his political
friends ; or, whether his friends had subsi-
dised him to that amount? He (M.
Douglas) utterly denied the fact. DMr. Cribb
was a very considerable merchant in Ipswich,

Yes; I have heard it
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and, in all probability, could supply num.
bers of articles very much cheaper than any-
body else : probably he had done so to the
Government ; if he had not, he was in the
position to do so. He (Mr. Douglas) would
have been very much better satisfied, himself,
if all the articles for which that gentleman’s
name was down had been supplied by con-
tract. On the whole, it was better that the
return had been called for. It would possi-
bly serve as a wholesome check applied to
any divergence of principle in future. Ie
regretted that the honorable member for
Rockhampton had attributed motives to the
honorable member for Ipswich, Mr. Macalis-
ter; and he thought that, when the head of
the Government’s attention had been called
to the fact that the return was incorrect,
and at a time when it was not issued as an
authorised document, it would have been well
for him to have delayed its production and
publication until those corrections were made
1n it that the honorable member for Ipswich
had pointed out. That would have been
courtesy due to the. honorable gentleman
lately at the head of the Government, who
deserved so much, at least, from the honor-
able member now at the head of the Govern-
ment.

The CoroNiAnL SECRETARY must take the
part of the unfortunate document about
which so much had been said. He had not
heard it proved in any one instance that the
return was incorrect. It appeared to him
that the honorable the Auditor-General had
made it up to the best of his ability from the
vouchers in his office. He (the Colonial
Secretary) had had the vouchers in his hands,
and he had found that, from the vouchers
furnished from the Works Office, it was
impossible that any other return could be
furnished. He had heard the honorable
member for Western Downs admit that,
though he did not have any benefit from cer-
tain moneys, yet they had passed through
his hands. All the Auditor-General could
say, was, that the money was paid into the
hands of the persons whose names appeared
inthe return; and he (the Colonial Secretary)
could not see what all the row had been got
up for. Not one honorable member had said
that he had not received the money put
opposite his name. What could have been
easier than for honorable members to have
explained, if they wished, for what purposes
the money had been received ? The Auditor-
Geeneral must go by the vouchers in his
office, and, if they did not explain, he could
not help it.

MMr. Warsm said he would reply to the
statements that had been made with as little
acrimony as possible. He thought that the
speech made by the honorable member for
Tastern Downs was most damaging to his
political friends ; it damaged the honorable
member himself, in his character as a states-
man, and would do him no good in any way.
Yet, there was no member of the House more
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capable of taking a higher position as a states-
man, or so capable of endearing himself in
the hearts of the people. But so long as he
committed himself by the peculiar course that
he followed lately, so long would he fail of
attaining that position. The return was one
that should have fired up the honorable
member, who should have looked at it as
jealously as any member of the House; he
should have looked how far it implicated the
Government, and how far its disclosures
operated against theindependence of members,
individually, and the influence of the House
collectively. He (Mr. Walsh) wished to
exonerate his eolleague, thehonorable member
for Ipswich, Mr. Macalister, who, he thought,
seeing the irritation such a return was likely
to create, was hardly open to the charge that
the honorable member for Rockhampton had
brought against him. The honorable member
for Ipswich had conducted himself, under the
circumstances, with a remarkable degree of
complacency. There were other honorable
members on the Opposition side, however,
towhom the remarks of the honorable member
for Rockhampton particularly applied, and
who wished to make light of the return, and
with aspeciesof political dexterity of language,
endeavored to refine away itscontents,instead
explaining them and disproving the damaging
statements it contained. He wished it to be
understood that he did not desive to refer to’
any one Minister as being to blame with
respect to the £450 paid for land resumed;
but to the whole Ministry. The explanation
given by the honorable member for Drayton
and Toowoomba did, to a certain extent,
exonerate the honorable member for Ipswich,
Mr. Macalister, in the matter.

My, MacarssTeR : Perhaps the honorable
member would explain to the Iouse how I
could overturn the award of an arbitration?

My. Wazsm: The honorable member was
well aware the award was twenty-times in
excess of the value of the land. He was
aware that the valuators had violated a trust
reposed in them. He could have reached one
of the valuators, and have called on him to
explain his conduet, and he could have refused
to pay the amount, and have told the appli-
cant to appeal to a court of law and abide by
the decision of a jury. He (Mr. Walsh)
thought that, had not the claimant taken hLis
seat in the House and supported the Govern-
ment, the late Government would not have
paid the money without resisting the demand
to the utmost. With respect to the contract
for coal, referred to by.the honorable member
for Ipswich, Dr. Challinor, he might state, so
anxious was he about that transaction that he
consulted his solicitor as to the correctness of
the course he had taken in accepting it. Ile
doubted whether he was right in entering
into such an agreement ; and when he found
that he could not carry it out, no onerejoiced
more than he did himself. But, had he car-
ried it out, and had his name appeared in the
return, itwould have been onlyas one in a few.

Dr. Coaruinoz : Four.
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Mr. Warsmg: And, late circumstances
enabled him to say that, unknown to him,
friends not very far from that honorable
member’s door would have benefited by it—
were interested as much in the coal as himself
—friends who were engaged in one of the
most secandalous transactions, prosecuting a
poor widow, and who had stimulated
him to that vile picce of scandal that
he had introduced to the House.
He (Mr. Walsh) would not complete that
transaction about the coal—which he admitted
had not occurred to him when he frst
addressed the House—without taking legal
advice. It might have been an attempt of
the Government to entangle him as a politi-
clan. But had he carried it ou$, and had
he got nine or ten times the amount,
stated, he would not have been found the
consistent, the willing slave of the Govern--
ment. He thought he had done good service
to the country in moving for the return, and
in starting the debate; and he warned honor-
able members who had attempted to refine
the matter away, that he was not done yet—
that he had other returns to ask for, which
would engage their attention ; and, probably,
when they were all complete, he would take
further action.

Dr. CrarriNor, as a matter of personal
explanation, wished to state that he had no
connection, either direct or indirect, with the
persons on whose behalf he had asked for a
select committee.

Mr. Warsm did not say the honorable
member had, only that he was their tool.
He begged to withdraw the motion for
adj\ournment. '

Mr. Groox and other Hoxorapre MEM-
BERS : No, no.

Mr. Warsa: The usual tacties.
debate was over, and he had replied.

The Sreaxer observed that the usual
practice was, that when an honorable member
had replied to a debate, no other honorable
member spoke.

- Mr, MacaristEr said there was nothing
in the Standing Orders to prevent him from
speaking ; and as he had seen it done over
and over again, he claimed to speak now.
He deprecated the way in which the honor-
able member for Rockhampton had made
(_)bservations with regard to himself; but, as
1t was six o'clock, he would wait till after
the adjournment for dinner.

RIGHT OF REPLY.

The Srmaxzr: As there appears to he
some misapprehension with regard to the
right of reply, I will read to the House the
parliamentary practice on this point :—

“It is the ordinary courtesy of the House,
though not the strict right, to allow a member
who introduces a motion to speak a second time
by way of reply. This privilege is conceded only
to the mover of a distinet and original proposi-
tion, on its first introduction to the House.

¢ The privilege of reply can only be exercised
once, in answer to all the objections brought

The
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forward against a motion. The member entitled
to it should, therefore, wait before speaking until
all the members opposed to his motion have
spoken. If he does so, it is not customary (per-
haps not in order) for other members to renew the
debate. But if he speaks in reply in the course
of the debate, other honorable members are not
thereby precluded from speaking; and thus a
member may deprive himself, to some extent, of
his privilege of reply, by exercising it prematurely.

« fhe term ¢ reply’ denotes the extent of the

privilege ; it is not that of speaking at large to
the question.”
But it has become the practice lately, and I
do not think it is a good one, for members to
reply on motions for the adjournment of the
House. There are exceptional cases where
replies are allowed.

« A veply has been permitted upon a substan-
tive motion for adjournment, but is never allowed
upon a motion for adjournment to supersede a
question.”

MONEYS PAID TO MEMBERS OF PAR-

LIAMENT.
Debate resumed.
Mr. MacaristeR : As he had before

observed, he had but a few remarks to make
on the question; but he should be sorry,
after what had fallen from some honorable
members, to allow it to be put to the Hlouse
without offering cne or two observations.
He thought the honorable member for Rock-
hampton had gone a little out of his way
when he had ascribed the debate and the
asperity connected with it to anything that
had bheen said Dby him (Mr. Maecalister).
Before the honorable member arrived at that
conclusion, he thought it should have been
his duty to prove to the satisfaction of the
House that he (Mr. Macalister) had no right
to speak at all ; because all tl_lat lie ]lz}d said
amounted only to an explanation of his own
personal conduct. Ie affirmed then, and he
still affirmed, that the return in question
was a falsehood. Could he possibly have
stated that it was correct, when he hz}d
clear proof that it was full of mis-
statements P The only excuse advanced
for it was, that no better return could be
furnished by the Auditor-General; but that
was no reason why it should go forth as a
correct and veliable document; and, he
maintained, that if the Auditor-General was
not in a position to furnish a correct report,
the Government ought to know where to
obtain one. He happened to know where a
good deal of the information might be pro-
cured, and the same sources were open to the
Government. Considering what he had been
accused of the other night, it was impossible
for him to avoid referring to the matter,
especially when he knew the steps which had
been taken to get that return laid on the
table of the House, and the anxiety on the
part of every member of the Government to
male it as public as possible before he could
know anything about it. Now, how was the
document in question produced P Was there
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any debate in reference to its production ?
No; the Government were too anxious to
bring it in, because they thought it would
have a telling effect on certain honorable
members who sat on the Opposition benches.
It was produced in answer to a question, and
upon its production, it was moved that it be
printed. He affirmed that he was perfectly
Justified in referring to it when he did; and,
in doing so, he had used only the language
of moderation. But, if he had used much
stronger language, he would have been
justified in the eyes of independent members.
He must express his thanks to the honorable
member for Rockhampton for giving his
opinion on the course which he (Mr.
Macalister) ought to have pursued, and
although he might differ with the honorable
member as to his qualification for offering
that opinion, he believed it was offered in
good part, and, as sach, he accepted it. At
the same time, he claimed for himself the
right which he was willing to accord to every
one else—the right of doing what he con-
sidered his duty in his own way. The hon-
orable member for Maryborough had desig-
nated the return as a disgrace; and, he
belicved, he had said enough to shew that it
was little better; for the mere fact that it
was unreliable, made it nothing less than a
disgraceful document to be laid before the
House. DBut when the honorable member
stated that he had given information to a
certain member of the Government that some
land at Toowoomba, belonging to a gentleman
who afterwards became a member of that
House, was not worth the money which was
paid for it by the Government when they
resumed it—

Mr. Warsa explained that he did not say
lie had given the information to a member of
the Government. He had stated that a
Minister himself gave him the information.

Mr. Macarrster: That would make no
alteration in what he was going to say; it
was of no consequence what the honorable
member or the Minister he referred to thought
about the value of the land. But the honor-
able member might have told the House
that the demand was rejected—that the
Government refused to pay the sum.
Of course, the only alternative open to them
—that provided by the Railway Act—was
adopted : they referred the matter to arbitra-
tion, and whatever was paid was paid in
accordance with the clauses of that Act. The
honorable member had, therefore, no right
whatever to bring that forward as a charge
against the Government. If there had bheen
any corruption on the part of the arbitrators,
any fraud in making the award, the Govern-
ment would huve been justified in taking
steps to set it aside; otherwise, they had no
power to alter it. A great deal had been
said about members of the House making
contracts with the Government, and it had
very rightly been observed that, under a
clause in the Constitution Act, they weve
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prohibited from doing so. Of course, every
one was aware of that; but he was not
aware that members must necessarily be
required to give up their respective pro-
fessions ; and really, looking at some of
the items in the return, he thought it would
have been exceedingly difficult to get con-
tracts for them. But, as a general rule, the
Government of the day always had contracts
for supplies for the Government serviee;
and it was because he believed the articles
mentioned in the reburn were altogether ount-
side what was usually required for the public
service, that he arrived at the conclusion
that no contract was entered into for them.
The honorable member also stated that he
had hLeard a member of the Government, on
one oceasion, use words similar to thesg.“VVe
must keep that man quiet, and give him an
order.” Now, what did the honorable mem-
ber mean by that? Did he wish the House
to believe that any member of the late Gov-
ernment would use language of that kind
seriously and systematically, for the purpose
of corruption? ~ If language of thut kind had
ever been used—and the honorable member
stated that he had heard it, although, at the
same time, he had referred to another honor-
able member, who had heard nothing of the
kind—he must have known that it could only
have been used jocularly. It was all very
well for the Government to make up charges
of this character, and come down to the
House and attack their predecessors; but he
could assure them that the time was at hand
when their own conduct as members of the
Government, their own misgovernment of the
colony, their own corrupt appointments, and
maladministration of the land laws, would
become a subject for the consideration of the
House. All that he had stated with regard
to the return, he would state again. The
return was utterly unreliable, and he had not
heard one word of contradiction of anything
he had said on the previous night.

The motion for adjournment was then
withdrawn.

THE DALBY RAILWAY CONTRACT.

Myr. Groom moved—

That this House, at its next sitting, will resolve
itself into a commitiee of the whole, to consider
of an address to the Governor, praying that His
Excellency will be pleased to eause provision to
be made out of the loan vote for the construction
of the Dalby Railway, for payment of the wages
due to the sub-contractors and Dalby railway
laborers, prior to the works being taken possession
of by the Government.

‘When he was addressing the ITouse on this
question on a previous occasion, he had stated
that the notice issued in the public papers by
Mr. Hassell, paymaster of the Dalby line,
had been issued on the understanding with
the then Secretary for Works, Mr, Watts,
that it was to be a final one. In consequence
of that notice having been issued, a much
larger amount had been sent in to the Secre-
20
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tary for Works than had been expected by
Mr. Bourne. He was not prepared to assert
that the instructions issued by Mr. Hassell
were authorised by the Government; bub
since the discussion in the House on this
question, on a previous occasion, he had
placed himself in communication with some
of the leading sub-contractors, and had found
that Mr. Hassell had told them that Mr.
Watts had instructed him to place the adver-
tiserent in question in the Darling Downs
Gazette; they also said that if that notice had
not appeared they would not have pressed
their claims so much either upon Mr. Bourne
or the Government. He thought, however,
that whether Mr. Hassell had been authorised
or not to insert that notice, it did not affect
the question ; but the notice itself satisfied
the men that they were perfectly justified in
proceeding with their work with Mr. Bourne.
The question involved in the motion arose,
not bhefure the first ecancellation of Mr.
Bourne’s contract had taken place, but after
the second arrangement had been entered
into by Mr. Watts and Mr. Bourne; and
after the second cancellation of the contract,
the men had been employed for seven or
eight weeks, and had proceeded with their
worlk, in aecordance with the instructions,
most vigorously; but, up to the present
time, they had not received one shilling in
payment beyond the orders issued by the
late police magistrate of Toowoomba, pur-
suant to instructions received by him from
the late Secretary for Works, Mr. Douglas.
In order to satisfy the House upon that
point, he might state that he had received
several letters from the sub-contractors under
Mr. Bourne, whose goods had been taken
possession of and used by the Government.
| The honorable gentleman here read several
letters from the sub-contractors, comprising
claims for timber and material snpplied for
the construetion of the line]. He was not
prepared to say that these claims were all
bona_fide, but the Secretary for Public
Works could take steps to ascertain that
point. But the men had this claim upon the
House—that after the first contract had
been cancelled, and the second contract
entered into by Mr. Watts, their labor for a
Eeriod of seven or eight weeks should not

ave been debited to any over-draft which
Mr. Bourne had received prior to the can-
cellation of the contract. He did not mean
to say that the men had any legal claim upon
the Hounse according to the strict meaning
of contract terms, but he did think they
had a moral elaim. They had gone to work
for Mr. Bourne on the distinet understanding
with the present cashier that payment of the
amount due for their labor on the Iine,
whatever it was, would be guaranteed by the
Government. That statement, he believed,
could not be denied. On the faith of that
promise, the men had gone to work, and had
performed their duty in a most satisfactory
manner. The sub-contractors had gone to a
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very heavy expense: they had employed
sixty or seventy laborers, and sent them
out to the Bunya Bunya Mountains, some
fifty miles distant, to get timber for the
line ; and when the second cancellation of
the contract took place, the engineers, or
person employed by the Government to take
possession of the line, seized the whole of
this material. He did not think the House
would allow these men to incur all this
expense and loss without giving them some
guarantee that they should be paid for it..
He found that the late Minister for Public
Works, Mr. Watts, gave instructions—this
was after the second cancellation of the
contract—that a certain sum of money should
be paid to the men on account of their wages,
and stated that whatever claims they had
against the Government should be taken
into consideration afterwards. He held in
his hand one of the orders issued
under the sanction of Mr. Watts. It was
one of twenty-five similar documents, which,
he was informed—he spoke under correction
—the present Minister for Works had refused
topay. Itwasas follows:—
“Toowoomba, 9th May, 1867.

“To J. C. White, Esquire, J.P.

“Please give John Hamilton rations or order
to the value of two pounds sterling. I will
charge him with the amount. :

“ Wirriay Durry.”

The orders were countersigned by Mr.
‘White, and were to receive money on
account of Mr. Bourne. This man, John
Hamilton, had never done asingle day’s work
on the Dalby line, and was not entitled to
one shilling, but it appeared that Mr. J. C.
‘White had been ready to give an order to
any one who asked him. When he last
addressed the House, he had mentioned that
forty summonses had been taken out against
Mr. Bourne in one day, and that costs of
£3 3s. in each case were given against him
by the presiding magistrate at Dalby. He
would read a letter from the attorney for the
plaintiff on that subject :—
¢ Toowoomba, November 5, 1867,

“81r,—As the debate on the motion made by
you in the House on the 31st ultimo was
adjourned, will you permit me fo correct an
error into which you have fallen? In adjudi-
cating on the summonses issued at Toowoomba
against Mr. Bourne under the Masters and Ser-
vants Act, the costs awarded by the Police Magis-
trate were one guinea in each case, and not three
guineas. The magistrate declined to award the
usual Police Court costs of two guineas, on
account of the large number of summonses,
which caused him to consider one guinea sufficient
under the circumstances.

¢ Inthe correctness of this I beg to refer you to
the deposition book of the court, in which you
will find that the amount of costs allowed is
entered in each case.

“There can be no doubt that the effect of the
action of the Government with reference to the
Dalby contract has been to inflict great and
undeserved hardship upon an industrions body
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of men, who behaved most temperately and
patiently under very trying circumstances; and
for this reason I most sincerely desire to see your
motion carried.
“I am, &e.,
“J. WICKEY STABLE.
“Mr. W. H. Groom, M.L.A.”

In reply to that statement, he could only say
that, on reference to the pay sheet for the
Dalby extension line, he found that the
amount of wages sued for on that occasion,
when the forty summonses were taken out,
amounted to £243 13s. 9d., and the amount
of attorney’s costs came to £125, all of
which Mr. Bourne had to pay. Warrants
were also taken out for his apprehension ;
he was almost surrounded by police in his
own house, and finally taken to the lock-up;
and it was not until all these amounts had
been paid that he was released. How far
that agreed with Mr. Stable’s letter he would
leave honorable members to judge by a
reference to the papers he had produced.
As a proof of the persecution to which Mr,
Bourne had been subjected, he could state
that within the last few days he might
mention that that gentleman was summoned
at Toowoomba for £23. He did not put in
an appearance, and the judgment went against
him by default. The plaintiff in the case
called upon Mr. Stable and asked him when
it was likely he could get the amount, as he
wished to be off to the Maryborough dig-
gings. He received an answer from Mr.
Stable to the effect that Mr. Bourne would
be in the Insolvent Court in five or six days,
and that it would be five or six months before
he would be able to get his money. Mr.
Stable went on to ask the man what he
would take for his claim, and offered him
£5 for i, which the man accepted ; and, on
Mr. Stable’s distinet representation that Mr.
Bourne would be soon in the Imsolvent
Court, and wishing to get off to the diggings,
the man assigned the judgment to Mr.
Stable. The latter thereupon got a warrant
against Mr. Bourne on the judgment, had
him arrested, and lodged in the Brisbane
Gaol. On the day the whole amount was
paid to Mr. Stable, the man arrived in
Brisbane, and it was not till Mr. Bourne had
seen him, and rveproached him with his
cruelty, that he was made aware of the factsof
the case. He (Mr. Groom) produced the man’s
aflidavit in support of his statement, to shew
that Mr. Bourne, up to the present time,
was not free from the persecution he had
been made to suffer. It was very hard for
any contractor to be obliged to submit to
such annoyance. It was not only hard, but
it was unjust, and he was quite sure no mem-
ber of the House would attempt to Justify
such conduet, and that no member ‘of the
legal profession would uphold it. The honor-
able Secretary for Public Works would re-
member that, in the answer furnished by the
Government to a question put by the honor-
able member for North Brisbane, Dr. O’Do-
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herty, the other day, the discrepancies in
the accounts of Mr. Fitzgibbon and Mr.
Bourne were attributed to the effect of the
disintegration of the ballast on the line and
the depreciation in the value of the sleepers
placed there by Mr. Bourne. Now, up to
the month of January, 1866, Mr. Bourne was
only depositing on the line in accordance
with his instructions some 1,100 or 1,200
sleepers per month ; but, in consequence of a
letter from the Minister for Lands and Works
to Mr. Bourne, the rate was increased. In
January, 5,379 were supplied ; in February,
8,575; in March, 13,439 ; in April, 16,785 ;
and in May, the maximum number, 19,795.
In June, the unfortunate intelligence of the
financial erisis was received, and Mr. Bourne,
in common with the other railway contrac-
tors, was ordered to curtail his operations.
He (Mr. Groom) believed that the dis-
crepancy arose from the increase in the num-
ber of sleepers supplied. He might men-
tion that material which had been con-
demned by Mr. Fitzgibbon’s engineer, had
been pronounced good by the present
engineer, and used on the works, although
not a shilling had been paid for it. He
thought, under all the circumstances, that
the men whose case he had brought under
the notice of the House, were entitled to
some- consideration from the Government
and the House. They had worked for some
seven or eight weeks on the line under the
assurance that the Government would see
that their wages would be paid. And he
had shewn by documentary evidence that
the sub-contractors had provided material
for the line which had cost hundreds, if not
thousands, of pounds, and that material
had been made use of afterwards of the
Government. He would go further, and say
that material, which had been condemned by
the late Engineer-in-Chief as utterly un-
worthy, had been used by the present
engineer in the construetion of the line and
worked up as good material, although the
men had not been paid one shilling for it.
Taking all the circumstances into conside-
ration, and looking to the fact that a second
contract was entered into by the Government
with Mr. Bourne, and that the men had a
distinet guarantee that their wages should
be paid, he submitted that it was unfair to
debit the amount to any overdraft which
Mr. Bourne might have had prior to that.
He should leave the matter in the hands of
the House, and would merely observe that
the men had been in the greatest distress—
nearly starving, in fact, and had behaved
with great moderation, and had done their
work cheerfully and well. And if they had
not a legal claim, he felt sure honorable
members would admit that they had a strong
equitable claim upon the consideration of the
House.

The Coronisn StcreTaRY said he must
repeat what he said on a previous occasion,
when he asked the honorable member for
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Drayton and Toowoomba to postpone the
motion, that the question was one which he
would wish to have discussed in a fuller
House. He regretted exceedingly to find
that honorable members did nof seem to
agree withhimin the importance that attached
to this matter, or to look upon it in the same
light as he did. He should be anxious to
bave the question discussed in a full House,
as he believed that it deserved the attention
of the House to a greater extent than had
hitherto been given to it. He had no doubt
whatever, in his mind, that the men employed
on the Dalby line, under Mr. Bourne’s con-
tract, had been very harshly treated ; and he
must do them the justice to say, that no set
of men, under the circumstances, could have
behaved better than they did. But their case
was a matter with which he, as a member of
this Government, had comparatively little to
do, except to do such justice to the men as it
lay in his power to do. The House must be
aware that all those claims arose while the
late Government were in office. He had
studied them a good deal, and he thought the
persons referred to had great claims upon the
consideration of the House and the country.
He believed the men had been misled, to &
certaln extent, by an advertisement which
appeared in a local paper, signed by Mr.
Hassell, as the agent of the Government—a
man tho, no doubt, was sent up as the repre-
sentative of the Government. At the same
time, he believed that, so far as Mr. Bourne
was concerned, the late Government not only
paid that gentleman everything that he was
entitled to, but a great deal more than he had
the slightest claim to. The honorable mem-
ber for the Eastern Downs, the late Minister
for Works, would, no doubt, address the
House on the subject, and explain to the
House how the contract came to be forfeited
a second time. When Mr. Bourne was
called upon to state the amount of the claims
against him—what he owed to parties having
claims upon him under the Dalby contract—
he said it was £2,800. He said “that if that
amount was paid to him, it would cover all
the claims that were against him. That was
what he stated when he was allowed to
take up the contract a second time. He
was paid that amount, and therefore he
thought the House would see that the late
Government had carried out their part of the
contract with him to the fullest extent. But,
besides that, he was allowed to draw the
whole of the retention money, that should
have remained in the hands of the Govern.
ment. That was done before the late Minis-
ter for Works came into office, and theretore
he had nothing to do with it. Mr. Bourne

therefore, so far from having any cause of
complaint, had been treated with more than
justice. But the men who went to work
under the belief that the Government had
talen the railway into their own hands, and
that their wages would be paid by the Govern.
ment, had considerable” claims upon the
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House and upon the country ; and he should
be happy if it could be shewn to him that,
in so far as money coming into the hands
of the Government under the contract
would allow him, he could legally meet their
claims. 'When he took office, he was met by
a deputation of the men on his first visit to
Toowoomba ; and he gave them advice on
that oceasion, which he was sorry to find
they had not adopted. He advised them to
prove their claims against Mr. Bourne; and
that was what they could easily have done
without being involved in expenditure or law
costs, in the way spoken of by the honorable
member for Toowoomba. He had sat on the
bench for a considerable time, and had given
decisions in a good many cases, and he knew
that he would never have given costs in such
cases, except the very lowest costs of court.
If a resolution of the House would assist him
in any way in meeting the claims of the men,
Le should be happy to do it. He might state,
that it was only within the last two days
that he had been able to ascertain from the
engineers on the line the quantity of work
that was done by Mr. Bourne after he
resumed the contract.  Speaking from
memory, for he had not the figures with
him, it amounted in value to about £2,500.
Up to that amount he considered the laborers
and sub-contractors had a good claim upon the
country, and the Government for payment of
the amounts due to them, though he believed
they had no legal claim whatever. The
difficulty that presented itself to him was,
how the claims were to be met. He did not
see how the Grovernment were to act in the
matter. Mr. Bourne had been already over-
paid; and he did not see how the Govern-
ment would be justified in paying the claims,
even if they were proved. If the House
could put him in the position of paying them,
he should be happy to do it. With respect
to the assertion that the timber of Oaky
Creek Bridge had been taken possession of
by the engineer of the present. Ministry, he
could only say, that the whole of the timber
and plant was taken possession of before the
present Government came into office; but,
under the terms of the contract, there could
be mno doubt that the engineer, no matter
what Ministry was in office, had a perfect
right, under the circumstances, to take pos-
session of the plant and material on the line.
The Government had nothing to do with the
sub-contractors, but had alone to do with
the gentleman who entered into the contract
with them for the work. He had reports
from the engineer to say that the timber was
taken possession of, and that the sub-con-
{ractors never were paid for it. That was a
very hard matter; but there could be no
doulbt as to the legality of it. With respect
to the orders mentioned by the honorable
member for Drayton and Toowoomba, he had
no recollection of them whatever; and he did
not think that if they had come before him
bhe would have forgotten them; bub he
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should have been very careful as to how he
had paid them if they had come before him.
He had explained, in answer to the question
put to him by the honorable member for
North Brisbane, Dr. O'Doherty, the cause
of the difference between the vouchers sent
in by the late Engineer-in-Chief. There was
a very considerable reduction, and it seemed
a very strange thing to him that there should
be such a reduction ; but the cnly informa-
tion he had been able to get of the matter
was that which he had given to the
House in answering the question that
was put to him-—that the sleepers had
been very much injured by exposure to the
weather from the time they were placed upon
the ground, and that a great deal of the bal-
lasting material had been disintegrated from
the same cause. A difference of £600 worth
of work in the measurement bad cceurred in
that way. Of course, he could only give to
the House the information he received from
the officers on the line, and he believed the
officers would give the real state of the case,
so far as they knew it. He had only to
reiterate that he believed the men who were
employed on the line had a strong moral claim
upon the Government, for payment of the
work done by them after the resumption of
the contract ; but he did not know how such
claims could be met legally. He should be
delighted if it could be shewn to him how it
could be done. He had been told that a
great deal of trafficking had taken place in
the claims of the men against Mr. Bourne.
Now, as Secretary for Public Works, he
would use his utmost influence to prevent
those claims being met in which there had
been any trafficking.

Mr. H. Trorx said he intended to support
the motion. At the time the contract was
first taken out of the hands of Mr. Bourne,
the men went to work on the understanding
that they were to be under the supervision of
Mr. Bourne only, and that the Government
were to be their paymasters. But after seven
weeks’ work, they were met with a refusal to
pay their wages, on the ground that the
Government were not responsible for Mr.
Bourne’s contract. The consequence was that
many men with families were left in a state
of destitution, and had to be supported by
the people of the towns of Dalby and Too-
woomba. e knew that as a fact. He con-
sidered that justice had not been done to the
men, especially as they were told before
resuming work that they would be paid by
the Government. He considered it was the
duty of the House to authorise the payment
to those men of every shilling that was due
to them. It had been said by the honor-
able member for Drayton and Toowoomba
that he was not sure the workmen had any
legal claim on the Government. Now,
lie maintained that they had a legal claim,
for Mr. Hassell told them that they would
be paid by the Government, and it was upon
that assurance the men resumed work. He
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knew that to be the case, and therefore he
considered that the Government should be
authorised to pay the men every shilling that
was due to them. He would therefore
support the motion.

Mr. Dovcras said he fully agreed with
the honorable the Colonial Secretary, as
Secretary for Public Works, as to the claims
only that should be entertained. He was
strongly opposed to the recognition of any
claims that might be put forward by persons
who had trafficked in them. He knew that
a considerable number of those claims had
been bought up, and he considered that it
would be highly impolitic that they should be
recognised ; though he believed 1t would be
desirable to stretch a point, if possible, to
recognise the bond fide claims of those who
had performed some work on the Dalby line,
which they could prove they had performed,
and which they had not been paid for. It
would be desirable to recognise the claims of
those men ; but while he said that much, he
must take exception to some propositions
that had been advanced in their favor. The
men must have known that when they per-
formed the work, they did so at their own
risk, and for Mr. Bourne—mnot for the
Government. It had been asserted that,
because of some notification that had
appeared in a local newspaper, the men
were led to believe that the Government
would be responsible for the payment of their
wages. INo doubt the men so believed that
the Government were responsible ; but were
they justified in so believing? He believed
they were induced to entertain that belief
from the fact that previous eclaims, which
were long overdue, had been paid by the Gov-
ernment ; and they considered that claims
that might arise in future would also be paid
by the Government. But there was no
agreement between the Government and
those men. The only agreement the Govern-
ment had was with Mr. Bourne. The men
had previously been kept out of their wages
for several months; and payments of those
claims to the amount of £2,800 were made by
the Government on account of Mr. Bourne;
and therefore the men considered that all
future payments would be met by the Govern-
ment. But, in that they were mistaken. The
Government only engaged to pay the money
that had become due. The Government
simply affirmed that they were prepared to
pay what had been expended on the line,
and by which they would be benefited.
The circumstances under which he had to
deal with this matter were these: Being in
office and finding that an agreement had
been entered into, he had to give authority
for the payment of £2,800 for the work that
had then been performed. Some works
lapsed, but he considered that at the end of
the month he would receive a certificate
from the Engineer-in-Chief for the work
performed, and that the value of such work
would bear some proportion to the amount
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in the pay-sheets that would come in at the
end of the month; and that, unless it.did
bear such proportion, he would not be justified
in making any further payments to Mr.
Bourne. Now, towards the end of the
month large pay-sheets came in, involving
payments to the amoununt of between £2,000
and £3,000; and he had to consider if he
would be justified in making those payments.
He then had to have recourse to the Engineer-
in-Chief for information to guide him, but
all the satisfaction he could receive from that
gentleman was a certificate shewing work
actually done and completed to the amount
of £451. It was urged, on the part of Mr.
Bourne, that thatwas not a correct certificate ;
and, on the other hand, it was urged by the
Engineer-in-Chief and his officers that it was
correct, and that the work done on the line
was not in excess of that amount. Now,

“he believed that the Engineer-in-Chief was

right. He believed that a considerable
amount of work besides had been done in
the way of procuring timber for bridges,
but that was work that was not visible on
the line, though it was none the less value
received. The engineer, however, could
not take notice of such work till it wasin a
form available for the railway, and therefore
he could not give a certificate forit, as it
was not apparent at the time. Now, granting
that such was the case, it would be seen that
the unfortunate position in which the Govern-
ment was placed with regard to Mr. Bourne
was this : that Mr. Bourne really was not in
a solvent position. If he had been in
a solvent position then, under the agreement
he had with the Government, he would have
been able to obtain an advance from some
bank, or some person who made advances in
such cases, to enable him to carry on his
contract. But, the Government could only
vay Mr. Bourne for work actually performed.
It might be that a great deal of work had
been done that did not actually appear; but
the Government could not pay Mr. Bourne
for that. Now, if Mr. Bourne had been an
efficient contractor for the purposes of the
Government, he would have been in a position
to obtain credit to enable him to carry on the
works. He, indeed, pointed that out to Mr.
Bourne. He asked that gentleman how he
could expect him to go on with him under
the agreement, when it appeared that he
could not obtain the aid of credit to carry
on the work; and pointed out to him that, 1f
his eredit was worth anything, it should have
made his agreement with the Government
worth many thousands. He assured Mr.
Bourne that the Government recognised his
claim, and were prepared to carry him on to
as full an extent as it was possible for them to
do; and he pointed out to him that his diffi-
culty was not with the Government, but that
his difficulty was that he couldnot raise money
to pay his men. The Government, he told
him, were willing to pay him for all the work
they could see to be done; but, for the work
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they could not see, they could not pay him.
Now, under those circumstances, he felt
that, if Mr. Bourne could not find credit to
enable him to carry on his operations, he had
no choice left him, as representing the
Government in the matter, but to terminate
the contract. What would have been his

osition if he had paid the men their wages?
]I)f he had done so, he would have done so
not only in violation of the certificates that
were before him, but also with a full know-
ledge of the fact that all sums of money
acerued due to Mr. Bourne had been absorbed,
and that there was not a shilling coming to
him—that there was not even a sixpence of
the retention money remaining. ‘While on
that point, he would reply to the statement
made by the honorable member for Drayton
and Toowoomba, to the effect that there
really was a certain amount of money in the
hands of the Government which Mr. Bourne
claimed as being due to him. Inillustration
of that assertion, the honorable member
stated that the Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Fitz-
gibbon, sent in certificates of work per-
formed, between which there was a very
great discrepancy—that, in the one instance,
the certificate shewed there was a large
amount due to Mr. Bourne, and, in the
other, a less amount by £3,500. Well,
admitting that to have been the case, and
taking all they could from Mr. Bourne’s
account, and giving him credit for £3,500,
even then his retention money would have
been considerably overdrawn. There would
have been £3,000 or £4,000 remaining,
whereas there should have been £8,000,
under any circumstances.

Mr. Groonm : Whose fault was that ?

Mr. Doveras: It was Mr. Bourne’s fault;
for he had overdrawn his account. When
e took office, he had to deal with matters as
he found them; and he found that, under
the most favorable circumstances, there
was not sufficient retention money in the
hands of the Government—that, under the
least favorable circumstances t6 Mr. Bourne,
the whole of the retention money was gone.
Now, he could not go on paymng money
ander those circumstances; and, he would
ask, what was the use of a contract at all
unless the Government were to retain some
portion of the money in their hands, as a
pledge for the fulfilment of the contract.

Mr. Warse : Why did they not do'so?

Mr. Doucrass : Because they displayed
too much leniency towards Mr. Bourne,
from a desive to assist, as far as possible, in
tiding him over his difficulties. The Govern-
ment considered, from previous experience,
that he was a good contractor ; and they
recognised the fact that he had got into
difficulties through his connection, as a con-
tractor, with the municipality of Brisbane ;
and through the financial difficulties that
every one experienced in a greater or less
degree at the time. Considering, then, that he
had in the earlier part of his contract exe-
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cuted his work thoroughly and well, and
seeing that he had pressing difficulties to
contend with, the Government stretched a
point in his favor and allowed him to go
beyond the length of his tether. But, beeause
they had done so, it was no reason why they
should do so still further. Because they had
been lenient with him was no reason why
they should go on and be too lenient. Those
wwere the circumstances that induced him to
address a memorandum to the Engineer-in-
Chief on the subject. The memorandum was
as follows :—
“ Department of Public Works,

“ Brisbane, 27th June, 1867.
‘¢ MEMORANDUM.

“The Secretary for Public Works would invite
the opinion of the Chief Engineer upon the
present position of the Dalby Railway works, and
the probable prospect of their being conducted to
completion to the satisfaction of the Government
by Mr. John Bourne.

“The questions to be considered may be briefly
stated thus:—

“1st. Are the works being entered upon and
carried out with satisfactory progress at
present ?

“2nd. Are the arrangements made by the
contractor likely to ensure a successful
prosecution of the works, and of their
completion within a reasonable period
from the date of the renewal of the
contract on 3rd May, 1867,

“J. DovaLas,
“ Secretary for Public Works.
¢ A, Fitzgibbon, Esquire, Chief Engineer,
8. and W. Railway, Ipswich.”

Tn reply to that, he received a notification in
the negative. As to the grounds of that
opinion, he had nothing to do. The Chief
Engineer gave him that opinion. But, apart
from that, he had to judge also of Mr.
Bourne’s position at the time to carry on
the works, and so helooked at the pay-sheets
that came in. The pay-sheets that were sent
in at the end of the month represented work
done to the amount of £2,500; but he had
authority from the Engineer-in-Chief to pay
only £500 of that amount. Now, under
those circumstances, what was bis choice?
He felt he had only one course of procedure.
He could not pay the £500. Mr. Bourne
wished to receive a portion of the £2,500, but
he felt that if he paid a portion of it, he
should pay it all; and by doing that, matters
would only have got deeper into the mire,
and there would have been no guarantee left
in the hands of the Government for the per-
formance of the work. Such being the case,
he had no hesitation in terminating the con-
tract and serving Mr. Bourne with notice to
that effect. He now wished to advert to the
manner in which Mr. Bourne was treated
by Mr. Watts, while that gentleman held
the office of Secretary for Public Works. It
had been asserted that Mr. Watts treated
Mz. Bourne harshly, but such was not the
case; and for proof of that he would refer
honorable members to papers that were on
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the table of the House, entitled ¢ Papers
relating to certain Disputed Matters arising
out of the contract for the Dalby Railway,
and to the Cancellation of such contract by
the Government.” As he had already stated,
at the commencement Mr. Bourne did his
worlk very fairly, but latterly he got embar-
rassed and had not the power to carry on
the work, nor could he receive any pecuniary
assistance to enable him to do so; but he got
every chance from Mr. Watts. The honor-
able member for Drayton and Toowoomba
had stated that there was a difference
between the KEngineer-in-Chief and Mr.
Bourne as to the measurements; but Mr.
Watts was determined to give Mr. Bourne
every chance in the matter, and he did so.
In a letter from the Commissioner for Rail-
ways to the Chief Engineer, dated the 8th
March, 1867, there was the following para-
graph —

“The question as to the contractor waiving any
power to charge for extra work at the Toowoomba
station ground has been sent for the opinion of
the Railway Conveyancer and the Attorney-
Geeneral, and a copy of their opinion is enclosed.
The question thus venders itself into one of
measurement, and I have, therefore, requested
Mr. Bourne to appoint some gentleman competent
to act for him and go through the measurements
in conjunction with your Resident Engineer or
any oné you may appoint. I have, therefore, to
request that you will be good enough to see this
done and send the result to this office.”

Now that, he thought, would be admitted
to be a very fair offer. If Mr. Bourne
had been willing to consent to that, and to
appoint some person to measure the work
with the Government engineer, the question
might have been met. Buthe wished now to
call attention to a subsequent letter dated the
26th of March, and which was written by
the Under Secretary for Railways to Mr.
Bourne. In that letter the following para-
graph occurred :—

“ The Secretary for Works, I am to observe, is

not aware that losses have accrued to you through
any action of the Government or its officers ; and
T am to remind you that, on the 8th March, you
were invited to appoint a person to go into the
question of these measurements with the resident
engineer.”
Still Mr. Bourne never appointed any one to
go into those measurements ; and yet, in spite
of all that, the proposition made by Mr.
Bourne was accepted by the Government—
“that was, that the Government were to make
payments and advances to him. In spite of
all that, an agreement on the most favorable
footing was entered into with Mr. Bourne on
Mr. Watts’ advice. That agreement was
entered into by Mr. Watts, and was sub-
mitted to the other members of the Ministry,
and accepted by them on the advice of Mr.
‘Watts. In aletter dated the 24th of March,
there was this paragraph .—

“Mr. Brady’s report, which has been in your
office some fime, speaks of the works as having
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been performed in a satisfactory manner. The
difference between myself and Mr. Fitzgibbon, is
one arising out of, and which must ultimately be
based upon, measure and value, and as a measure-
ment of the work will requive some five or six
weeks, T beg now respectfully to propose that the
Grovernment should place at my disposal funds
sufficient to meet the claims for wages, and the
law expenses which the enforcement of these
claims has involved upon me. To meet these,
the sum of two thousand pounds will be requisite,
and sheuld you comply with my suggestions, I
shall be prepared without prejudice to dismiss all
the men on the works, and to allow the contract
to remain for the present stationary.”

Without entering into such a lengthened
explanation as might be necessary to a full
understanding of the whole matter, he might
state that the result was that a fresh agree-
ment was entered into. In the first place,
Mr. Bourne failing to appoint a person to
measure up with the Engineer-in-Chief, M.
Woatts felt it necessary to cancel the contract;
but a fresh agreement was entered into such
as he now described, and such as had been
deseribed by the honorable member for
Drayton and Toowoomba. TUnder all the
circumstances, he considered that Mr. Bourne
had been well treated by the Government.
He regretted to see that Mr. Bourne was in
the position he was in ; but his being in such
a position was not attributable to the Govern-
ment, but to his becoming involved with the
municipality of Brisbane. Mr. Bourne still
failed to obtain the small amount of credit
that would have been necessary to carry him
through ; and failing in that, the Government
had no choice but to terminate the contract
absolutely. Now, with regard to the pay-
ment of those men, the honorable the
Secretary for Works might find a difficulty
of distingnishing between the claims that
might be paid and those that should not; but
he would also have to consider whether or
not he would be justified in paying the sub-
contractors unless he had a guarantee from
them that they would pay their men. That
was a practical difficulty that must be met as
best it eould; but it was a dificulty that
would have to be considered. The honorable
the Colonial Secretary and Secretary for
Works knew the amount of work that had
been performed on the Dalby line, no doubt;
but, as he understood, Mr.Brady had paid for
all the work put into the line after he took
charge, and paid for it, too, on the spot.
Now, the Government would have to
guard against paying for the work a second
time; and, no doubt, the Government would
take care not to do that. But, after all, the
real difficulty was one as to whether they
conld legally pay those claims. The men
had an equitable claim on the charity of the
House, but they had nothing else. They
Lad not the vestige of a legal claim. The
legal claim they had was wholly against Mr.
Bourne. They had found for many months
that Mr. Bourne was not able to pay them
regularly, and they were delighted with the
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expectation that the Government was to pay
on account of Mr. Bourne, and for the future
they thought they would be paid by the
Government. He might further state, that
in the course of some negotiations he had
with Mr. Bourne, he expressed his willing-
ness, after having ascertained the exact state
of the works, and having ascertained the
proper measurements along the line, if it
appeared that Mr. Bourne had been unfairly
treated—if it appeared that the line could
be constructed within the amount of Mr.
Bourne’s contract—he expressed the opinion
that, in that case, the Government would be
justified in considering whether Mr. Bourne
should not receive some consideration at
their hands. But he did not commit himself
to any definite opinion on the point. He
only expressed an opinion that, after the
measurements were completed, the Govern-
ment might consider the subject. The
Government had no wish to press him, and
no desire to refrain from paying for the work
performed, if it was proved that the work
had been performed. The railway was not
yet completed, and so he presumed the
measurements had not yet been completed,
and that the Government was not prepared
to say finally if there was any balance that
could be paid to Mr. Bourne. Since the
time the Government took the work into
their own hands, the men had been in con-
stant employment, and in the receipt of good
wages, which had been paid to them regularly.
He had not heard of any discontent being
expressed by the men since that time,
though there was a good deal of diseontent
amongst the men along the Dalby line during
the period of inaction; and he doubted if
the difficulty of non-payment would be very
seriously felt now. If it was a matter of
justice that the men should be paid they
must be paid, but they had no legal claim
upon the Government. If they had any
elaim, it was, in the first instance, against
Mry. Bourne. If the men proved their claims
against him, and if it was proved that there
was anything coming to Mr. Bourne, the
Government might, out of such sum, pay the
men, and that was the only way he thought
they could meet the claims.

Dr. O’DorErTY said he rose earlier in this
discussion to give expression to his views on
this matter—earlier than he usually did, as
he was always anxious to hear the opinions
of older and more experienced members
before he gave hisown ; but. on this oceasion,
he broke through the rule, as he was the
first to bring the matter before the House
by a question he pub to the honorable the
Diinister for Public Works on the subject ;
and because he had been induced to study
the papers that had been laid on the table of
the House with great care, and otherwise to
make himself familiar with the particulars of
the matter now under discussion. Having
come to form a very strong opinion that
there had been a great amount of injustice
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dealt out to those men, the question of whose
pay was now under discussion, and not
merely to them, but to the contractor for the
Dalby Railway, he was induced to get up
earlier than usual to give expression to his
views upon it. He got up with great
pleasure, especially because of the declara-
tion he had heard from the present honorable
Minister for Works, and from the late
Minister for Works, the honorable member
for the Eastern Downs. The present Minister
for Works had stated that, with regard to
the payment of those men, he considered
the men had a fair claim on the Govern-
ment ; and that so far as his vote went, he
would be disposed, if the House could shew
him the way, to meet their claims. Now,
that was all, he thought, that Mr. Bourne,
or any friend of his, or any member of the
House, could expect. Ile was well pleased
to hear the declaration that was made by the
honorable member for the Eastern Downs,
to the effect that the only way he considered
the claims could be fairly paid, was by ascer-
taining precisely what was due to Mr.
Bourne, the contractor. Now, he had reason
to know that that was precisely the question
Mr. Bourne had been endeavoring to put to
the Goverment, with the view of getting a
satisfactory solution of the difficulty, for
months past, and he had never-had a
chance of getting at a true result. He
believed he was correet in saying that the
cause of the difficulty between Mzr. Bourne
and the Government, had not arisen from
any ill-treatment Mr. Bourne had received
at the hands of the Minister for Works
during the last year. Mr. Bourne stated that
he had received nothing but kindness from
the different Governments. The difficulty,-
he understood, had arisen from two causes;
and, first, from the original contract that
was entered into by him with the Govern-
ment, which had resulted in disadvantage to
him, not containing a clause providing for
an arbitration, in the case of a difference
between him and the Government, or the
engineer appointed by the Government to
superintend the works. Now that, he
believed, was the first origin of the diffi-
culty, and the main causeof it. He believed,
from reading the papers, that if Mr. Bourne
had provided himself with a clause for arbi-
tration in the case of dispute, as the other
contractors had done, there would have been
no difficulty whatever. The second cause
that had given rise to the difference between
Mr. Bourne and the Government, was the
one which had given rise to so many difficul-
ties during the past year—and that was
nothing else but the great commercial crisis.
Any one who read the correspondence care-
fully, would be struck with the fact that, for
twelve months or more after Mr. Bourne
took up the contract, there was not a word of
complaint as to the way in which he carried
on the work. On the contrary, all the corres-
pondence was, in the highest degree, favorable
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to him, and the work extended to the value of
£30,000 or £40,000. One of the last letters in
veference to Mr. Bourne’s contract, before the
commercial crisis occurred, shewed, beyond
all doubt, that if nothing occurred to inter-
rupt the progress of the work, the railway
would have been opened under his direction,
without doubt, at the end of last year. Just
before the crisis came upon lhim, as the
honorable member for Drayton and Too-
woomba had explained, Mr. Bourne had a
conversation with the honorable the Premier
of the day, Mr. Macalister; and after that
conversation it was arranged that Mr. Bourne
" should put on an additional number of men,
and go to a vastly increased expense, to hurry
on the works, and complete them by a parti-
cular time, as the Goovernment were anxious
to have the Dalby line completed by the time
the railway to Toowoomba would be com-
pleted, as it was hoped by that means to have
the railway to Dalby opened right through.
A conversation took place between the honor-
able the Premier of the day and Mr. Bourne
on the subject, and the result was as stated
in letters from Mr. Herbert to the contractor,
and from the contractor to Mr. Herbert. Mur.
Bourne was induced to put on additional men,
and that at increased prices ; because, as soon
as it was known that the work was to be done
in such a hurry, every laborer demanded an
increase of wages; and Mr. Bourne shewed,
by figures which he produced, that, for five
or six months before the commercial crisis
occurred, his expenditure in the matter of
wages increased very largely—that it was,
in fact, double or treble each month what it
was formerly. Well, the crisis came, and
the Government then felt itself in a difficulty
to carry on the contract, as they had not the
money; and the first resolve that they eame
to was to reduce the expenditure to £4,000
a month. That order was sent to the
Engineer-in-Chief, and was communicated by
him to Mr. Bourne. But what position did
Mr. Bourne then find himself in? He had
entered into large contracts with sub-con-
tractors for the supply of materials. He had
large masses of sleepers and ballast brought
together upon the line, the particulars of
which would be found in the papers that had
been laid upon the table of the House. Mr.
Bourne insisted that he had not been paid
for those—and he had not been paid for
them to the present day. At that very
critical moment it was that the resolution
was come to, ordering that the expenditure
should be reduced to £4,000 a month. At
that period Mr. Bourne insisted that he was
met in anything but a spirit of fair-play by
the Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Fitzgibbon, and
the other engineers who were working with
him. It was not his place in the House to
enter into the particulars of the matter; but
he thought that if it could be clearly shewn
that Mr. Bourne had made those complaints
—and he insisted such was the case—that he
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in-Chief, and if Mr. Fitzgibbon had not
shewn that accuracy in his returns that was
to have been expected,—

Mr. Doveras: He did not say that Mr.
Bourne had been guilty of inaccuracy. e
did not think that Mr. Fitzgibbon had said
that; but he said that, at the time Mr.
Bourne sent in his returns, they were for a
larger amount of work than had been per-
fornied at the time.

Dr. O'Donzrrry : The statement he would
use was, that while the Engineer-in-Chief
certified that during the time of the second
contract work to the amount of £415 had
been performed on the line, it was proved
that work to the amount of between £2,000
and £3,000 had actually been performed by
Mr. Bourne. The honorable member for the
Eastern Downs stated that that was not
the fault of Mr. Fitzgibbon in sending in
those returns ; but when honorable members
came to study the case of the Government as
against Mr. Bourne, he thought it would be
only fair that they should view it in the light
in which he now put it—that whilst abso-
lutely, according to the certificates sent in,
and by which the Government could alone be
guided, there seemed to be £415 worth of
work performed, Mr. Bourne had been put
to an expense of £2,500 odd up to the same
time. Now, a case of that kind alone shonld
convince honorable members that in a con-
tract of this kind, in whieh Mr. Bourne was
wholly at the mercy of the Government, and
of the Kngineer-in-Chief, or other engineers
employed by the Government, the House,
when appealed to by Mr. Bourne, and the
men who were employed under him, should
step forward and see that justice was done
to them. He was not anxious to detain the
House by entering into minute particulars of
the contract, but in reading over the corres-
pondence it occurred to him that a strong
case had been made out in favor of Mr.
Bourne. As it appeared to him, Mr. Bourne
had been treated unjustly throughout the
whole of the proceedings ; and as it appeared
there was no legal appeal by which he could
ask for justice, he thought it was but the
duty of the House, if there had been any
Injustice perpetrated, to see that justice
should be done to Mr. Bourne. IHe was
gratified to hear that the honorable the
Colonial Secretary, as Minister for Works,
was prepared to deal justly to those men who
had been employed, if it could be shewn to
him how he could pay them; but he must
say that, for his part, he did not see that the
case of the men could be separated from that
of Mr. Bourne. He believed they were tho-
roughly identified, and that the same law that
would grant justice to the men would grant
justice to Mr. Bourne. The only way they
could distinguish what was due to the men
was by granting what Mr. Bourne had
asked for—and that was a fair arbitration.
Mr. Bourne stated, that by measurements of

had not been fairly treated by the Engineer- i the work done he was prepared to shew
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that he had not been paid by the sum
of £14,000 of the sum due to him. If
that was true, or if it was near the fact, it
was clear the House should not be called
upon to pay any of the sums Mr. Bourne
owed to his sub-contractors or his laborers.
The only way the House could come toa
just determination in the matter was, instead
of doing justice to the men only, to do justice
to Mr. Bourne, and let him do justice to the
men whom he had employed.

The CoroNian SecrRETARY said he desired
most carefully to guard himself from being
understood as meaning in any way to
recognise the claims of Mr. Bourne against
the Government. He had only said that, as
a matter of equity or charity to the men,
who were sadly disappointed by Mr. Bourne,
and who must have had expectations raised
in their minds by the advertisement that
appeared in the paper, their claims would be
paid by the Government. If the House
could shew to him how justice could be done
to those men, he would be happy to listen to
any instruction in the matter, and to carry it
ount. He had not, in all that had been said,
heard any attempt to shew how the claims
could be paid; and no resolution of the
House would do it. He must again protect
himself against any attempt to drag into this
matter the claims of Mr. Bourne for
arbitration, or for payment of moneys that

.gentleman alleged to be due to him by the
Government.

Dr. Cuariixor said he felt confident that
Mr. Bourne had had more than justice dealt
out to him by the late Government. Cer-
tainly, there was a report abroad that some-
thing more than Mr. Bourne’s influence had
been brought to bear on the Government in
his favor as a contractor. Those who had
read the papers which had been laid on the
table, would see at once what reliance could
be placed on Mr. Bourne, because he had
distinetly stated that £2,800 would cover all
his liabllities; and yet, before any subse-
quent work was performed by him, mforma-
tion was received by the Government that
£2,800 would not do it.

Mr. Groou, as a matter of explanation,
desired to state that Mr. Bourne had given
the Government certain figures which repre-
sented the amount which he was liable for;
but the advertisement, as it appeared in the
Darling Downs Gazette, called for “all
claims,” and made no distinction whalever.
The consequence was, that persons who had
contracts for bridges, &e., and who had done
£30 worth of work, came in for claims in full
of their contracts, and got £300. Mr. Watts,
when such claims came in, was perfectly
astounded. If that advertisement had not
been put forward by an ignoramus, who,
having failed in his own business, must fail
in that of the Government; if it had been

_worded properly ; all the claims on Mr.
Bourne would have been £2,000, instead of
£6,000, which was paid for contracts entered

| into with Mr. Bourne, and not for work done
{ on his account.

Dr. CHALLINOR repeated, that Mr. Bourne
Lad stated positively that the amount of the
claims on him was only £2,800; and the evi-
dence was in his own writing :—

“Town Hall,
¢ Brishane, 7th May, 1867.

“8rr—In reply to your letter of this day’s date,
referring to the office of cashier being placed under
offer to Mr. Hassell, T have the honor to state
that I make no objection to Mr. Hassell’s appoint-
ment to the office of cashier. The position 1s one
of trust and responsibility ; and I leave to the
CGrovernment the question of whether Mr. Hassell
should or should not find sureties.

“The sum required to pay off all outstanding
claims will be two thousand eight hundred pounds
(£2,800).

“T have, &c.,
“ A. O. Herbert, Esquire.” “JoEN BoURNE.
And, that amount was given to Mr. Hassell
when he went up to Toowoomba. He met
Mr. Edwards, Mr. Bourne’s agent, where-
upon he wrote:

“T am requested by Mr. Edwards to state that
the sum of £2,800 will not be enough to satisfy
all the claims: He has only just got his measure-
ments down from Dalby, and says he will let
either Mr. Bourne or myself know the amount.
From what I can gather, I hardly think the
remittance of £2,800 will cover the Toowoomba
claims. Please advise me with regard to this,
also.”

And, further, Mr. Hassell wrote, under date
18th May :—

“T have just received a letter from Mr. Ed-
wards to the effect that it will now take the sum
of £3,400 to complete the pay ;—I have already
paid upwards of £1,400 out of the £2,800; so,
please advise me by telegram to Toowoomba
to-morrow (Monday), as I start by early train.”

Now, there was not the slightest ground for
saying that the Government repudiated
anything. The advertisement put in by Mr.
Hassell was as follows :—

“ Norice.— All parties having claims against
Mr. John Bourne, on account of work done and
materials delivered on the Dalby Extension of
the Southern and Western Railway, are requested
to render them in to the undersigned, at Mr.
Bourne’s office, at-once. Any claims sent in after
the 20th will not be allowed.”

‘What claims are called for P—Claims “ on
account of work done and materials de-
livered ”” on the line. To what date P—Prior
to the 14th May. No one, looking at that
advertisement, could have the slightest claim
on the Government for work done after the
20th May, for it is expressly stated that
no claims sent in after that date would be
allowed.

Mr. Groou: He was an Ipswich man ;—
you don’t forget that.

Dr. Crarzivor did not forget that he had
common-sense, and that he was bound to

use it in the House. He did not come in
- with a special plea, or to please anybody-
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Mr. Grooy : Except Mr. Fitzgibbon.

Dr. CHaLLINOR : Something had been said
about the disintegration of the ballast, and
the injury of the sleepers by exposure. What
was the cause? The sleepers had been
improperly stacked ; the honorable member
for Eastern Downs had said so, and the honor-
able member for Brisbane, Dr. O’Doherty,
had admitted they had been injured by the
weather. If the sleepers had been properly
stacked, they would not have been more
liable to be injured by the weather than if on
the railway ; and, if the ballast had been of
the right description, the weather it had bee;n
exposed to would never have disintegrated it.
Therefore, the assumption was, that neither
the sleepers nor the ballast were right mate-
rials to put on the railway. He wasvery much
pleased, indeed, with the manner in which the
facts had been brought out by the late Secre-
tary for Public Works, Mr. Doug1a§, who _had
placed them before the House in a light
which those might see who paid attention to
his arguments. They could be easily under-
stood, and they were irrefragable. The per-
sons on whose behalf claims were set up had
been in constant employment since, and they
were, consequently, now in a better position
than before they entered the Government
service. Certainly, there was less complaint
and less dissatisfaction amongst them. He
(Dr.Challinor) proposed to meetthe difficulty,
by moving, as an amendment on the motion,
the addition of the following words :—

« Provided that there remains a suflicient
balance for that purpose between the amounts {or
which the works were contracted to be completed,
and that for which they have actually been com-
pleted.”

Mr. O’Svrnnivay : How will it read, then ?

Mr. Groon : He will explain by-and-bye ;
—TFitzgibbon has given him a brief.

Dr. CuairivorR begged to inform the
honorable member that he took no brief for
anyone. What he took up in the House he
did con amore; and, although he might be
the ““tool” of others, if he got the committee
he had asked for, he would have been founda
dangerous sharp-edged tool, and that was the
reason certain honorable members were afraid
to have anything to do with him. The hon-
orable member for Maryborough, doubtless,
understood him. His object in bringing for-
ward the amendment was to let the whole
matter stand over ; for he did not see that
the persons had an equitable claim on the
House, unless there should be a balance after
the completion of the works. He should
really be very sorry if the men should not
be paid; but they had no claim under the
advertisement. If the honorable member for
Drayton and Toowoomba would read all the
papers, he would see that while Mr. Hassell
was provided with funds by the Government,
it was as cashier of My, Bourne; so that the
money should be given to those who had
workéd, and not fall into the hands of the
bank. The Government would not even be
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responsible for the money, in any degree,
that was paid over to Mr. Hassell. More-
over, he had been charged not to pay a
single claim except in presence of the con-
tractor and the resident engineer, so that the
claims should be approved as for work done.
He (Dr. Challinor) thought he had heard it
said that the contractor had been offered arbi-
tration, and had refused to abide by the award
of the arbitration.

Mr. Groox: No, no; there was no arbi-
tration clause.

Dr. Cravrivor: He did not deny that
but the contractor would not submit to, or
abide by, an arbitration.

DMMr. Grooam: The honorable member is
totally wrong——.

The Seraxrr: The honorable member
will have an opportunity of speaking in re-
ply, or on the amendment.

Mr. Grooym: The honorable member is
evidently speaking from a special brief, and
1s quite wrong.

Dr. Cuarnivor begged again to inform
the honorable member for Drayton and Too-
woomba that he did not hold a brief in the
House for any one, however many the hon-
orable member himself held.

Mr. Grooym : Hear, hear ; the cap fits.

Question.—That the words proposed to be
added, be so added.

Mr. O’Svruivax said he did not look on
the question before the House with the eye of
a special pleader, nor with the eye of a sharp-
edged tool—which the honorable member
who just sat down had told the House he
was. He looked at it broadly, and would
endeavor to take the same view of it as the
honorable Minister for Public Works. It
certainly appeared to him that the men who
claimed to have their wages paid by the
Government had been under the impression,
when they resumed work on theline under the
second contract, that they would have to look
to the Government for payment. That was the
impression conveyed to him by the several
public meetings the men had held at Too-
woomba, and by the papers which reported
the men who spoke to have asserted openly
that they were sure to be paid by Govern-
ment. Under that impression the navvies
and others had gone to work, and they were
unquestionably entitled to the wages they
claitmed. The Minister for Public Works
was himself under that impression; and
everybody who looked at all the facts must
come to the same eonclusion. The men had
regarded Mr. Hassell as the paymaster of the
Government, not as the cashier of Mr.
Bourne. Not only that, but the Govern-
ment had taken possession of thousands of
pounds worth of property on the line. He
(Mr. O’Sullivan) considered that, though it
might be according to law, the Government
had no right to that : it was the work of the
men, and ought to be paid for. He believed
that the Government had cancelled Mr.
Bouzne’s contract the first time, and they weze
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informed that if they did not reinstate the !
contractor in the position he held before
they would lose two votes. Tenders had
been called for finishing the line, and a cer-
tain pretty rich man, up his(Mr. O"Sullivan’s)
way, asked hin to become security if he
tendered for the completion of the cancelled
contract. He (Mr. O’Sullivan) said to him
that there was scarcely any possibility of
his getting it; that there was a bit of a poli-
tical move going on ;—he knew it, because he
had been told of it by one of the parties
concerned. The intending contractor said
he had no doubt he would get the contract;
that he was always a favorite with the
Government.

Mr. Grooym : Name ;—who is it ?

Mr., O’Svrrivan : Michael O'Sullivan—a
namesake of his own. That person said he
had worked very hard for the Government,
and worked well ; that he had made several
thousands, simply because when he applied
for a contract for cutting a line, he could get
three halfpence a yard more than anybody
else; that he was very free and on excellent
terms with Ministers ; and that e was sure
to get it. He (Mr. O’Sullivan) was not a
member of the House then, and he told him
to make use of his name, as a matter of form,
in applying for the contract, but he did not
bind himself. That person came down to
Brisbane, and he discovered that two mem-
bers of the Assembly at that time were
sureties for Mr. Bourne; and, the object of
his coming being discovered, a deputation
went to one of the then Ministry and told
him privately that if the contract was taken
out of Mr. Rourne’s hands there would be
two votes talken from the Government, which
would be equal to the want of four—two
taken away, and two the other side would
gain.

Mr. Pvem: Name, name.

Mr. O’Svrnivaw: He could mention the
names ; but there was no present reason why
he should do so. The honorable member
knew as well as he did: there was not a little
plot going on in Brisbane that the honorable
member did not know. At the time that the
little negotiation he (Mr. O’Sullivan) men-
tioned was going on, the ministerial crisis
was imminent, and his friend was told to go
up the country and canvass for votes; that
the contract must be given back to Mr.
Bourne, as a matter of form; but that,
when things got smooth, the Government
would take it out of Mr. Bourne’s hands
again, and give it to his namesake. Con-
sidering that everything had taken place as
it had been told, with the single exception
that his friend did not get the contract, the
story bore the stamp of truth: it was not
one he had made up out of his own head, for
he was not a novelist or 2 romancer. It had
been stated that an attorney at Toowoomba,
Mr. Stable, had trucked with a man, and
had managed to get £23 out of him for £5.

If that were a fact, that gentleman was a
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disgrace to his profession, and his profession
ought to take cognizance of it ; or, in justice
to himself, he ought to petition the House, to
be heard in his own defence. Some steps
should be taken by the Government, or the
legal profession, to put a stop to such traflick-
ing as that. Ie would support the motion,
with all his heart.

Mr. Puex said he, also, intended to support
the motion; and he should not, certainly,
support the amendment of the honorable
member for Ipswich. Ie supported the
mction, because be believed that the parties
concerned in the matter had been misled ; he
did not say intentionally, but there was no
doubt about it, they had been mislead. He
agreed with the Mumister for Public Works,
that the persons mentioned in the motion had
a kind of moral claim on the Government in
respect to the work they had performed.
The Government had the benefit of a great
deal of work under Mr. Bourne’s second
contract ; and he presumed it was on that
ground that the Minister for Public Works
based the very just conclusion he had arrived
at. He hoped the matter would be settled,
as much on Mr. Bourne’s account as that of
the laborers. It was a well-known fact, that
that unfortunate gentleman had been beseiged
in his own house, and did not dare to shew
his nose out of his door. He was likely to
be again placed in precisely similar circum-
gtances, if the House did not empower the
Government to accede to the terms of the
motion. Only on Saturday last he was
arrested upon a claim that arose after the
resumption of a contract under the fresh
arrangements made by the Government. As
a matter of common justice, if the Hcuse
would indemnify them,the Government ought
to make some terms by which they could
pay the persons alluded to in the motion.
He would suggest the desirability of adding
some such rider as the following to the
original motion :—

“Provided due proof be afforded to the Gov-
ment that such claims ave valid.”

Mr. ArcHER said he was hardly prepared
to spealkk very decidedly on the question
before the House, because it was one of
which honorable members, living in town,
knew more then he. Thename of a person,
who had suffered very much already, had
been again brought up in the House. He
referred to what had been stated by the
honorable member for Drayton and Too-
woomba, and his comments upon it; and he
felt bound to deprecate the circumstance that
every opportunity should be availed of in the
House to impute evil motives to persons.
The honorable member had stated that a
solicitor had paid a man £5 for a claim of
£23 which that man had against Mr. Bourne.
He (Mr. Archer) did not know the person
referred to, but it was possible that he might
have known the claim was a bad one, and
that he had advanced the money from motives
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of genevosity. It had been insisted that
those who lad trafficked in claims against
Mr. Bourne should not be paid.  Such per-
sons might have advanced money upon those
claims, knowing them to be worthless, from
charitable motives.

Mr. Grooy said he could produce an
affidavit that the attorney implicated had
bought the elaim on misrepresentation, that
in three days Mr. Bourne would be in the
Tnsolvent Court, and that it would be five
months before the man would get a dividend.
The man parted with his claim of £23 to the
attorney for £5, and forthwith the atgorney
sent down to town and had Mr. Bourne
arrested and lodged in the watchhouse, and
the £23 and all the costs incurred had to be
paid before Mr. Bourne was let out. The
honorable the Colonial Secretary had said
he would not recognise thgt claim, and the
House would support him in that course.

Mr. G- Trorx said he would support the
amendment of the honorable member for
TIpswich, Dr. Challinor. He could not conceal
from himself the fact that the honorable
member for Drayton and Toowoomba did
not bring forward his motion from phil-
anthropic motives, but at the instance of
certain magnates in the city. He would
advise the honorable member to stick to his
own constituency for the future. He should
be very glad for the men to get their wages;
but if the House admitted that the money
was due to the men, they would be stulti-
fying themselves. If the resolution was
passed without the addition proposed by the
honorable member for Ipswich, there would
be a nice little medley. The sub-contractors
would come down to get what they could
out of the Government, and there would be
considerable imposition practised. He had
been struck with the speech delivered by the
honorable member for North Brisbane, Dr.
O’Doherty, which he regarded as an attempt
at special pleading in the interests of the
contractor, Mr. Bourne—an attempt to l.ead
the honorable the Minister for Works into
an admission that Mr. Bourne was entitled
to some consideration from the Government.
Notice of action had been given by Mr.
Bourne, and until the action was decided,
the House had no right to go into the
question as between him and the Govern-
ment. He (Mr. Thorn) had not heard how
the money could be paid, if it was due.

Mr. H. Trory: It is due.

Mr. G. Trorn : He had been surprised at
the speech of the honorable member for
Drayton and Toowoomba, and at his inter-
rupfions of other honorable members when
speaking. With relation to the ease of Mr.
Stable, he supposed that gentleman was as
much justified as any one else could be in
buying bad debts, if he thought fit to do so.
He supposed he had bought the particular
claim mentioned as much for charity as any-
thing else. As to the question before the
House, it might have been bettel", atb first, to
have referred it to a select committee.
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Mr. H. Trory considered that the honor-
able member for Drayton and Toowoomba

. deserved great credit for bringing the motion

forward. Hemaintained, that if Mr. Hassell
had not been empowered to authorise the
men to proceed with the work, on condition
that the Government should pay them, it was
the duty of the late Government, when they
heard of Mr. Hassell having done so, to
dismiss him and to undeceive the men. He
did not see how the men could be expected to
work for six or eight weeks for nothing.
Ag had been stated by the hounorable member
for West Moreton, Mr. O’Sullivan, he con-
sidered 1t a political dodge to put the men to
work, in order to keep him (Mr. Thorn) out of
the House. He should support the motion.
Mr. Doveras said he never knew the
honorable member who spoke last before he
came into the House, and he never knew

i that he was about to represent the constitu-

ency of Northern Downs—which he hoped
the honorable member would long continue
to rvepresent—and he was veally quite
innocent of the charge the honorable member
had brought against him. He (Mr. Douglas)
had had no political views of the matter at
all.  He would just point out how he had
been situated :— He had had to enter on the
administration of an agreement made and
entered into by his predecessor; he had,
therefore, no choice, but merely to consider
the wvalidity of that agreement, and to carry
it out. He was not called upon to pass
judgmenton it. The large amount of £2,800
having been paid, in the first insfance, he
anticipated that Mr. Bourne had truly
represented his circumstances to the Govern-
ment, and that he would be in a position to
go on under his resumed contract. He did
not anticipate that, at the last moment, the
contract would lapse again. Ie anticipated
that he should receive certificates of work
done, as before; yet, when the time came,
and when he had rveceived pay-sheets for
£2,000 or £3,000, but no certificates, he was
in the position that he had to refuse the pay-
sheets—he had no authority to pay. He
could only say to the contractor that he
was very sorry—that, though the work
seemed to have been done, the gentle-
man who had to assure him (Mr. Douglas)
that it had been done, had not assured him
of the fact, Now, he felt that he was correct
in stating that he believed the whole amount
of work done in that period, between the
acceptance of the contract and the final
cancellation of it, was not more than about
£600 worth—if the certificates were correct.
He spoke of work done on the line. There
might have been work done in the bush, in
the way of getting timber, for bridges, &ec.,
but that was not on the line. Mr. Stiles,
the sub-contractor, whom the honorable
member, Mr. H. Thorn, knew, had told him
that he had worked with a large gang of
men, and that that was the estimated amount
of work. He believed the engineers were
correct. So that, after all, the amount in
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dispute could not possibly exceed £600.
The work that was done in the bush, he
(Mr. Douglas) was quite convinced had been,
or would be, paid for. by the present engineer
on the line. It must be measured on the
line. He thought he was correct in saying
that Mr. Brady had measured all the timber
put into the bridges since he had gone on to
the ground ; and, consequently, that all that
work under the contract would be, if it had
not been, paid for.

Mr. Groodi : Nonsense, nonsense.

Mr. Doveras: He must beg the honorable
member not to interrupt him by such excla-
mations.

The Seeaxer: The honorable member must
not go on so: he must not interrupt an
henorable member addressing the House.

Mr. Doveras: After all, the amount of
the claims was not much. Many of the men
would not bring their claims forward at all,
probably; many had left the district; and
the claims would be confined, as he had
already stated. The claims could not, alto-
gether, be more than £600, and that amount
would probably be materially reduced. He
should wish, therefore, to stretch a point in
favor of the claimants. The Government or
the House were not to blame for the men’s
ignorance. The fact was, they had been
ander contract with Mr. Bourne, and not with
the Government, and they must take their
chance. Those men worked in such a way
that they were constantly subjected to loss
through sub-contractors. They knew their
chances depended on the solvency of the sub-
contractors and Mr. Bourne. They doubtless
had believed that Mr. Bourne would have been
backed up by the Government; bub then,
Mr. Bourne’s circumstances had been such,
thattheGovernment had had no power to sup-
port him. With reference to_the statement
of the honorahle member for West Licreton,
Ar. O’Sullivan, he had no doubt but that
Michael O’Sullivan was a very enterprising
contractor. He (Mr. Douglas) did know
bim, but he. hoped the honorable member
would not listen to everything that had been
stated by that confidential friend of the late
Ministry ! He did know him, and he had
some recollection of his proposals, bubt he
wras sure he had given a very guarded reply to
them. Inreply to a remark which fell from the
honorable member for West Moreton, who
had attributed some blame to him, he could
inform that honorable member that it was
during his term of office that Mr. Michael
O’Sullivan made a proposition to the Govern-
ment—a proposition to which he had given a
very guarded reply. He certainly knew Mr.
Michael O’Sullivan, as a somewhat daring
and enterprising contractor, but he was cer-
tainly not—nor did he believe the honorable
member for West Moreton was—disposed to
belicve everything which that gentleman
might have told him as confidential adviser
to the Government.

Mr. O’Svnirivay begged to assure the
honorable member that he did not identify
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him with any jobbery in connection with the
late Ministry.

The ArTorNEY-GENERAL sald he had
listened with a great deal of attention to the
various remarks which had been made by
honorable members, and, in his opinion, all
this confusion had been brought about by
the acts of the late Ministry. He did not
wish to bring more imputations against
them, but he must say that a more ill-advised
document than the one he held in his hand
could not have been proposed by any
Government. It appeared that Mr. Bourne
had entered into a contract to construet the
Ine from Toowoomba to Dalby under certain
conditions, and that previous to the 3rd
May, 1867, he had so misconducted himself
in the performance of that work as to cause
the Engineer-in-Chief on the 2nd April, by
a notice under one of the conditions, to
annul that contract. After that notice had
been served, he gathered from the paper
before him, that Mr. Bourne was not only
paid the money due on his contract, but also
the whole of the retention money, which
amounted to £7,697 10s. 6d. He was not
thought a fit person to carry out his contract,
and it must, therefore, be assumed that he
was an incompetent contractor, and it there-
fore appeared very extraordinary that the
retention money should have been handed
over to him, because that was quite contrary
to the very principle of all contracts. Well,
Mr. Bourne then appeared to have been
relieved of his contract until the 3rd May
at all cvents, a new contract was entered
into on that date, and, he believed, the then
Secretary for Works resigned his office on
the 1st May, having been one of the Minis-
ters who consented to the payment of the
retention money, for he could not conceive
that any one Minister could have authorised
the payment of such a large sum without
consulting his colleagues. Then came the
most extraordinary part of the business.
Mr. Bourne having been paid the whole
of the retention money, which he ought
not to have been paid, because in July
he was surcharged with the amount, and
allowed to have his contract revived—upon
what grounds? Would the late Ministry
tell the House that Mr. Fitzgibbon ought to
have advised the Government to annul a
contract on the 18th April, and revive it
again on the 3rd May? And how was it
revived? By one of the most curious docu-
ments that ever came out of the Works
Office, or any other office. First of all, it was
revived in the terms of the old contract, but
the Government took care to shew that they
did not trust the contractor at all ; because,
although he was to do the work, he was not
to receive one farthing. A cashier was
appointed, who was to receive the moneys
due to Mr. Bourne on his contract, and to
pay all the claims of the laborers for wages
as a preferent claim, and then to pay all
parties to whom money was due under the
old contract or revived contract. The Gov-
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ernment allowed their cashier to do what he
liked with Mr. Bourne’s money; but theytook
care not to be responsible for any appropria-
tion or misappropriation of the funds. Then
Mr. Bourne entered upon the work; and
performed, he supposed, a certain amount of
it, until he received his congé on the 1st July
—-a period of about seven weeks. Now, he
quite coincided with the opinion that a more
equitable claim had never come before the
House; for it could not be supposed that the
men émployed on the line were cognizant of
this scheme. Butif the Government employed
an agent or cashier, and made certain stipu-
Iations through that agent, 1t was a question
whether they were not legally liable through
him. At all events, the Government having
received the value of the work, the men had
an equitable elaim upon them for the money
they had earned. ~Mr. Bourne was not
allowed to continue his contract longer than
six and a half weeks, for good or bad reasons.
If he had not earned more than enough
money to pay the £2,800 earned by the men,
it must be recollected that he was only paid
by certificate of the engineer. But Mr.
Bourne might have a very good claim against
the Government, and might be able to shew
that the certificates should not have been
withheld, and that he was entitled to the
money, although he had not paid the men,
because he might be sued for it; and if
judgments were obtained against him he
would be liable, although the Government
had appropriated the money. For a man
might assign his right of action to another
for a consideration, and that person might
sue for the whole amount of the claim. In
that way the payment of the money by the
Government, in an equitable point of view,
would not relieve Mr. Bourne. He pointed
this out, as he was anxious that, whatever
resolution the House might come to, the
Governments might be protected from paying
the money twice over; and that was the
great difficalty which occurred to him in
dealing with the question. IHe did see a way
by which it might be got over. If the House
chose to recommend the payment of this
money to the men, and there was a fund
which could be appropriated to the purpose,
and Mr. Bourne’s guarantee were given that
he would not surcharge the Government
then the claims might be satisfied. Then
came the question—where was the money lo
come from ? It was doubtful whether there
was any sum available out of the loan for the
Toowoomba and Dalby line. If there were
a balance of the loan available, it might be
appropriated by a resolution of the House,
because the money would be applied to a
portion of the work for which it was voted ;
but if there was no balance out of the loan
vote, a resolution would be useless. The only
way he could see by which a sum of money
could be appropriated for the purpose out
of the general revenue would be by an

+ Act of Parliament enabling the House to
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vote the sum required. The amendment
made by the honorable member for Ipswich,
Dr. Challinor, was scarcelynecessary; because
if there were a balance, the Government
could take the money by a resolution of the
House. The main difficulty was to decide
whether there was any balance of the loan
at all. However, he must condemn the
agresment in fofo. How Mr. Bourne eculd
be considered wholly incompetent, and then
be paid the retention money, and then be
allowed a fresh agreement, and that this
agreement, in a few weeks, should be again
annulled, and the men not get paid, was a
marvel. It would have shewn Dbetter judg-
ment on the part of the Government if they
had allowed Mr. Bourne to continue the
contract a little longer, if only to work up the
material on the ground.

Mr. Tavror said, no doubt, they were all
clever engineers, and the contractors knew
nothing at all about the matter. The honor-
able member who had just sat down had
informed the House that the Government
had paid the whole of the retention money
over to Mr. Bourne. They had done nothing
of the sort. It was pald in this way: there
was a loan upon the retention money by the
Union Bank : half of the money was paid to
them, and the rest was paid to the laborers.

Mr. Groox: The return does not shew
it.

Myr. Tavror: Well, he had it from one of
the Ministers of the day. Now, a great deal
of blame had been attached to the late
Government for all these arrangements. No
doubt, in the first place, they should have
taken ample security from Mr. Bourne for
the carrying out of his contract. It should
never have been given back to him ; and when
it was given back, ample security should
have been made that it did not fall through.
Well, the Government failed in this; and
although, as usual, the whole of the blame
had heen thrown on the late Premier, he
believed Mr. Watts had a good deal to do
with it. -

An HovxoraBre MrMBER: He was out of
office.

My. Tavror: Well, he might have been;
but he believed the agreement was drawn
up during his term of office. He recollected
arguing the point with Mr. Watts, and he
believed that gentleman was cognizant of
the whole arrangement, and was at the bot-
tom of'it, so far as Mr. Bourne was concerned.

e was quite willing that the House should
pay those men ; in fact, he knew that they
were all of them under the impression that
the Government was responsible for their
wages. But he wanted to know where the
money was to come from P The honorable
Attorney-General had suggested that they
should wait and see whether there was a
balance of the loan fund ; but how was the
line to be proceeded with? The most
straightforward way, in his opinion, would
be to place the requisite sum on the Esti-
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mates. Then,again, it was said that some of
these claims had been sold, and those who
had bought them could sue the Government
for the whole amount. No doubt, the rail-
ways in Queensland had been unfortunate
throughout. He understood there were no
less than four actions pending against the
Government at the present time: it was a
most deplorable state of things. But if the
House assented to this c¢laim, how many
more claims of the same sort would be
brought forward by the contractors P And,
again, what sum were they to place on the
Tstimates? Was there any information as
to the actual amount that would be required
to pay the whole of these claims? He
could see no way of arriving at it, as most of
the men were scattered over the country, and
he thought it would be much better to
postpone the motion until the actual som
had been ascertained. He understood that
the Minister for Works had advertised for
them ; and when he had received an answer,
the House would be in a position to vote a
specific sum. Until then, he thought it would
be better to wait. )

Mr. Warsa said he quite concurred in the
opinion that they were embarking in an
undertaking of which they knew very little,
and they could not tell where it would lead
to, which was the most serious part of the
question. The Government appeared to be
in possession of no reliable data; they did
not know the particulars of the eclaims
against them, or how to reach the parties
who preferred them. If it were known that
the Government intended to satisfy those
claims, there could be mno doubt that a
pumber of other dissatisfied persons, having
claims against Mr. Bourne, would make

imilar applications.

smMr. GI;{IZ)OM pointed out that the resolu-
tion had reference only to the period between
the frst cancellation and the second aceept-

f the contract.

anl(i(?r(.) Warsm said he quite understood the
object of the motion, but he wished to call
the attention of the Government to the con-
sequences which might ensue. He knew
that it was not intended to apply to all
clasms, from the beginning to the end of the
contract ; but he feared it would have that
effect, for as soon as it was known that
certain claimants had an opportunity of
obtaining redress from the Government,
others would naturally apply. But, to go
back to Mr. Bourne’s contract, Yvhat means
bad the Government of ascertaining the real
claimants ? They would have to apply to
the officers and engineers lately employed by
Mr. Bourne, who, of course, were very
friendly towards the men; and how would
the Government guard themselves as to the
correctness of their statements? It had been
stated that several actions were pending
against the Government, and if they recog-
nised Mr. Bourne’s claim—for it was really
his claim—in what position would they be
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before a jury. That was a very serious
question to consider, and he thought that
the Government, knowing that they were
subjected to an action from Mr. Bourne, for
the recovery of wages which they disputed,
ought to abide by the decision which would
be given in this action, before coming down
and asking the House to decide on the
question. The Government appeared to have
no idea of the amount of the claims against
them, and therefore he did not see how the
House would proceed in the matter.

The Coroniarn Secrutary: The Govern-
ment had no idea of what the sum ought to
be; he believed the proper claim against the
Government by Mr.Bourne, for work actually
done, was about £2,500.

Mr. Warsa: If the House received a
pledge from the Government that the claims
would not exceed that amount, he thought
the House would be justified in meeting
them, otherwise, if the resolution were passed,
it would not be known what they might
amount to. This change was one of the
penalties of the system under which the
railways had been initiated, and the Iax
manner in which the Government of the
colony had been carried on. The fact was,
that an influential member of that House
had had a great deal to do with the contract ;
if he had not, it was probable that it would
have terminated long ago. Well, the Govern-
ment, knowing he was a party to the con-
tract, and deeply interested in it, that he
had advanced money himself as security,
connived at this state of things and neglected
the ordinary and necessary precautions, to
ensure its being faithfully fulfilled. Then,
when they found the contractor was unable
to go on with it, they annulled the contract.
He was in a position to prove that they
annulled it entirely in cousequence of the
pressure brought upon them by a member of
that House. After that they resumed the
contract, and again failed in obtaining proper
sureties from the contractor. Well, what
followed. When this unfortunate contractor
got further and further into difficulties—atb
the instance, he did not hesitate to say, of his
solicitor, who was a member of the Govern-
ment—they paid him his retention money—
money which the Government of the day
had no more business to pay than they had
to walk into the Treasury and help them-
selves to the money there. They were bound
to keep back a certain per centage until the
work was finished, instead of which they
paid it all, and the country was left in the
lureh with an unfinished raliway. They had
overpaid the contractor, and his laborers now
appealed to the House for their charitable
commiseration. Could any stronger proof
be afforded of the dire evils which must
ensue from such a mode of carrying on the
Government as then existed? He did not
hesitate to say that this atrocious railway
was entirely owing to the necessity which
| the Government found of entering into an
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arrangement with the representatives of the
people in that House.

Mr. Frrzsimons said it was not the first
time that the toy railway had caused a great
deal of confusion in the House. It had been
the ruin of the country, and it would be
years before the colony would be extricated
from the difficulties into which that railway
had plunged it. It would be seen, from the
debates which had taken place on the sub-
ject, that Mr. Bourne had contracted to do a
certain amount of work for the Government,
and had placed in the hands of the Govern-
ment, as security for the due performance
of the work, the sum of £8,000. It appeared
to him very strange that the Government
should have considered themselves authorised
to draw that money ; and, in his_opinion, it
was # comsequence of the Government
allowing Mr. Bourne to withdraw that sum
that the whole difficulty had arisen. How-
ever, the question to be dealt with now
was the claim of the men who had
been working on the line. It would
appear from the debate, that some time
ago the Government had relieved M.
Bourne from some difficulty, by causing the
laborers on the line to be paid their wages,
and it was, therefore, reasonable to conclude
that the men who now sought payment had
gone to work in the full belief that the Gov-
ernment would be responsible for the amount
of their earnings. It did not appear that they
were made aware of any new contract with
Mr. Bourne, and they looked entirely to the
Government for their wages. That they had
a moral claim upon the Glovernment, though,
perhaps, not a legal one—at all events, a just
claim for work performed—he had not the
most remote doubt. He certainly should be
glad to see the amount paid, but then the
difficulty arose—{rom what fund was it to be
paid? He did not think it would be right
for the House to vote a sum towards the con-
struction of a railway, when the railways
were being constructed out of a loan fund;
and it did not appear that there was any vote
from which the sum could be taken for any
other unfinished railway. But ifany portion
of the £8,000 placed in the hands of the Gov-
ernment as security for the due performance
of the work still remained, he thought it
should be devoted to the liguidation of these
claims. There was a rumor in eirculation—
he could not vouch for the truth of it—that
certaingentlemenhadbeen allowed to go to the
Treasury, and draw money on aceount of Mr.
Bourne. The great mistake was, no doubt,
in allowing Mr. Bourne to withdraw one six-
pence of the £8,000 retained as security for
the fulfilment of his contract.

Dr. O’Doxnzrrry said there appeared to be
such a strong feeling in favor of paying the
sum in question, that he thought it would be
a great pity if some means could not be
devised to accomplish the object, without
entailing upon the country any of the diffis

2e
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culties which had been prophesied. It
seemed to him, from the wording of the reso-
lution, that the case of the men it referred to
could not be separated from that of Mr.
Bourne. However, he should be happy to
give his vote in favor of any amendment
which might obviate that difficulty, or he
should be happy to move a further amend-
ment himself, 1f the rules of the House per-
mitted him.

The SpEARER : It is not competent for the
honorable member, having spoken, to move a
further amendment.

Mr. Garricx said he did not desire to take
any action in the matter, as he was solicitor
to Mr. Bourne. He only wished to point out
formally to the honorable member for Mary-
borough, that the resolution, in its present
shape, was indefinite, as it bound the Govern-
ment to the payment of almost any sum of
money that might be named. If the amend-
ment were negatived, he would propose—as
the honorable member for North Brisbane
was prohibited from moving a further amend-
ment—the insertion of the words in the last
line but ome, “for work done during the
resumption of the contract by Mr. Bourne.”
Irrespective of that amendment, he would
observe that the honorable Colonial Secre-
tary had pointed out that, since the resump-
tion of the contract, work had been done to
the extent of £2,500, £450 only of which had
been certified to by Mr. Fitzgibbon. Itwas,
therefore, elear that the difference had been
received while the men were working for
the Government, and the claim was only, he
thought, an equitable one.

Mr. Groowm, in reply to a remark made
by the honorable member for Ipswich, Dr.
Challinor, said he must deny that in bringing
this motion forward he held a brief for any
one.

Dy. Crszrivor denied he had charged the
honorable member with doing so.

Mr. Groom: He had been actuated
by purely disinterested motives. It was
perfectly true that some of those who were
interested in the question were his consti-
tuents, and the letters he had read to the
House from them would, he thought, justify
him in the action he had taken. It had been
admitted in the course of the debate that
the working men and sub-contractors had a
moral and equitable claim upon the Govern-
ment for the payment of their wages. Asto
the objection taken by the honorable member
for West Moreton, Mr. G. Thorn, he con-
sidered it unworthy of notice. 'With regard
to the principal case which he had brought
under the notice of the House, in which one
of the claims had been sold or mortgaged, he
distinctlystated thatthemoneyin that casehad
been obtained by a gross and wilful mis-state-
ment of facts on the part of the attorney, Mr.
‘Wickey Stable, whose conduct he considered
utterly unworthy of any professional man,
in fact, he could hardly find words sufficiently



602

strong to denounce it. Coming back to the
question more immediately before the House,
he would observe that, within a very recent
date, the House had affirmed a resolution
brought forward by the honorable member
for Kennedy in consequence of the uncertain
state of the law affecting masters and ser-
vants, which was supposed to free the mort-
gagee on taking possession of a line or a
station from all claims for wages and goods
supplied. The arguments used on that occa-
sion were considered good and he contended
that the Government in this case werein the
position of mortgagees and were bound to pay
these men their wages, and to pay for
the material lodged on the ground. It was
well known that the line to Dalby was par-
ticularly devoid of timber, and the sub-con-
tractors had been at great expense in carting
material from a distance of between thirty
and fifty miles. He would also call the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that M.
Fitzgibbon was in Toowoomba at the time
that Mr. Bourne’s agent received notice of
the second cancellation of the contraect,
and had stated in Toowoomba, in an-
swer to Mr. Edwards, who asked him if
he should post the notice, that he had signed
jt in Brisbane before it was filled up. Mr.
Edwards had then asked him if he should
post it outside the door, and state upon it
{hat it had been signed in blank; and Mr.
Fitzgibbon said, “ No; I am going down to
Ipswich this afternoon, and shall probably
put everything right.” When Mr. Fitz-
gibbon signed that document, he was told by
the Government that it would not be used
unless it was actually necessary.  He (Mr.
Groom) was surprised that the Government
shounld be afraid to enter upon the considera-
tion of the question ; but that appeared to be
the case, since every member of the Ministry,
except one, had left the House. He was
fully confirmed in his opinion that they were
entitled to pay the claims of these men, and,
further, that the letter signed by Mr. Fitz-
gibbon, on the Sth December, 1865, suffi-
ciently justified Mr. Bourne in the course he
bad taken. He was anxious that the line
should be open from Ipswich to Toowoomba,
and to Warwick and Dalby, on the same
date. It was for that reason that the letter
from Mr. Fitzgibbon to Mr. Bourne was
written ; and, upon the faith of that letter,
Mr. Bourne went into an expenditure of
gsome £15,000 or £20,000, which he would
not otherwise have incurred. The honorable
member for Ipswich, Dr. Challinor, talked
about the depreciation of material; bat he
must surely understand that, if Mr. Bourne
was using 1,200 or 1,500 sleepers per month,
and suddenly received notice to increase the
number to 12,000 or 15,000, and to employ
additional labor in the same proportion, he
must have been put to much greater expense.
Then, again, the House had not been
informed, in the course of the debate, who
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Mr. Hassell was, what position he occupied,
or what salary he received. All that was
known about him was, that he had put an
advertisement in the Darling Downs Gazette,
calling upon all present to send in their
claims against Mr. Bourne, and stating that
if they were not sent in by a certain time
the Government would not recognise them.
‘What had been the effect of that advertise-
ment? Why, that the whole of the claims
under the contract had been sent in, amount-
ing to something like £10,000 or £12,000—
not for work actually performed, but work
that was to be performed, for which contracts
had been entered into. He was surprised to
hear the argument advanced that it would be
necessary toreferthe questiontoacourtoflaw.
He looked upon that House as superior to
any court of law in a matter of this kind.
It was a mere subterfuge to talk in this ease
about a court of law. That House was the
highest tribunal to which the men could
apply, and he believed they would receive
good and substantial justice from the House.
For his own part, he would much rather that
the claims were decided by the House than
subjected to the capricious decision of a
court of law, and made to depend upon the
verdict of a jury. The men, he maintained,
had a strong claim upon the House and upon
the country. They were induced by a gentle-
man who was sent up the country by the
Government to enter upon the work. They
were told by that gentleman that he came up
there, not as the agent of Mr. Bourne, but as
the representative of the Government, and
that every precaution had been taken by the
Government to secure to them the payment
of their wages; and it was upon that under-
standing that they entered upon the different
contrac:s. Under those circumstances, he
hoped the House would assent to the motion.
He had seen the amendment suggested by
the honorable member for East Moreton,
Mr. Garrick. It was one that met with his
coneurrence, and if the honorable member
for Ipswich would consent to withdraw his
amendment and allow the other to be
substituted, the views of honorable members
on both sides of the House on the subject
would, he thought, be fully met.

Dr. Crarrinor declined to accede to the
proposition.

The amendment was then put, and nega-
tived, on a division, by a majority of 15
to 5.

Mr. GaRrICK rose to propose the amend-
ment he had suggested.

The Srraxer informed the honorable
member that his amendment could not now
be allowed, as the House had come to a
decision on an amendment farther on in the
motion than where the honorable member
proposed to insert his amendment.

The original motion was then put, and
carried, on a division, by a majority of 18
to 2,





