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Omission in the Journals.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Wednesday, 17 May, 1871.

Omission in the Journals.—Days for Despatch of Busi-
ness—Commission on Brisbane and Ipswich Rail-
way.—Land Orders Bill—Acting Chairman of Com-
mittees.

OMISSION IN THE JOURNALS.

The CrAIRMAN, referring to the discussion
on the second reading of the Kerosene Bill,
said that it did not appear on record, that,
after the House had resolved upon the
omission of the word “ now” frcm the original
motion, he had put the question, “ That the
words proposed to be added be so added’;
and ke wished to explain that he did put that
question, which, he was sorry to say, had not
been recorded. He thought this explanation
due to himself, and necessary, in order that
the record might be corrected.

The Hon. St. G. R. GorEr, in confirmation
of what had been stated by the Chairman, was
understood to say that though he had not
heard the words of the guestion put,in the con-
fusion resulting from the division, yet when he
returned to his place, the honorable gentle-
man asked him at the desk if he had put the
question too quick for him, then referring to
the second question.

The CuareMAN said he felt great pleasure
that the honorable gentleman, Mr. Gore, was
able to corroborate his statement, that the
question had been really put.

The Hon. St. G. R. Gore desired it to be
understood that Le did not wish that the
Clerk should have any aspersion cast upon
him in his position.

The Hon. G. Errorr moved—

That the entry be amended, and the Minute of
the 10th May printed accordingly.
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He said he thought that-whathad fallen from
the honorable the Chairman was perfectly
satisfactory to the House. It was very simple
now to have the business paper corrected to
that cxtent, for which purpose he made the
motion.

The Hon. G. Harris said he thought it
would be just to the Chairman to put the
motion of the Honorable Mr, Elliott. If that
was done, the matter would be made right at
once, and be in accordance with the sense of
the House.

Question put and passed.

DAYS FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS.

The Postyaster-GENERAL said he had
been informed since he had given notice of
motion to amend the Sessional Order appoint-
ing the days of meeting for despatch of busi-
ness, that several honorable members who
resided in the country desired that he should
alter his motion, so as to make the days of
meeting Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday,
instead of adding Tuesday to the present
sitting days.

The Hon. C. B. Warsa: Friday morning.

The PosTMasTER-GENERAL: He had no
objection to make an alteration ; buthe would
leave it to be decided by the House for their
own convenience. Meanwhile, he moved for-
mally—

That the Sessional Order of the 18th April be
rescinded, and that this House will, unless other-
wise ordered, meet for the despateh of business
at three o’clock on Tuesday, Wednesday, and
Thursday in each week,

The Hon. St. G. R. Gore said he should
move an amendment which would give the
House three sitting days, which appeared to
be the object of the motion ; but he desired
to substitute Friday for Tuesday, so that the
Couneil should meet on ‘Wednesday, Thurs-
day, and Friday, at the usual hour.” He had
been assured by honorable gentlemen who
lived in the country, and to whom it mat-
tered considerably—and he was one of those
affected—that, if the House should meet
on Tuesday, they would be obliged to leave
their Lomes on Monday morning in order to
reach town in time to attend to their Parlia-
mentary duties. Honorable members who
left town for their homes at the end of the
week, could rest themselves on Sunday, have
Monday untouched for business at home,
and leave on Tuesday morning so as to be in
time for the Couneil on Wednesday. Of
course, there were conflicting interests. It
did not so much matter to honorable mem-
bers who lived close to town, what days were
appointed for business ; they counld attend on
any days. There was, however, a considerable
number of country members in the Council
who attended to their duties at a greater
sacrifice than those living in the meighbor-
hood; and, as the Postmaster-General was
willing that the utmost convenience should
be extended to them, he hoped honorable
members would entertain his amendment in
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‘a cordial spirit. There was another advantage,
a collateral advantage, which might arise
from the Couneil sitting on Friday afternoon;
it was, that, as the Assembly generally sat on
Friday morning, any Bills which the other
House passed could be laid before the Coun-
cil on the same afternoon and advanced a
stage on that day, instead of waiting until the
next week. .

The Hon. I.. Hor moved that the hour of
meeting on Friday be ten in the morning.

After some deliberation, and by consent,
thé amendments were withdrawn, and the

motion was presented in this altered form by-

the PosTMASTER-GENERAL i—

“That the Sessional Order of the 13th April,
in reference to the days of meeting of this Coun-
cil, be rescinded, and that the following be the
Sessional Order for the remainder of the Session :
~—That, unless otherwise ordered, this Council
will meet for the despateh of business at half-past
two o’clock on Wednesday and Thursday, and at
ten o’clock a.amn., on Friday, in each week.

Question put and passed.

COMMISSION ON BRISBANE AND
IPSWICH RAILWAY.

The Hon. H. G- Srmrson said : Honorable
gentlemen—I may say I am sorry that the
Postmaster-General 1s leaving the House
after having postponed the orders of the day
of which he has charge in favor of the conside-
ration of the resolutions which I am about to
bring forward, and which I hold are second
in importance to nothing in the whole publie
business of the country. Perhaps honora-
ble members are right who bave suggested
that what has occurred in another place
renders our decision upon the report of
the Commission on the Brisbane and Ips-
wich Railway of no importance; but I do
not agree with them. More than that, T
have the opinion of honorable members in
another place, who entirely dissent from
the Postmaster-General, and, I believe,
that if we, in this House, after fair discus-
sion, come to a decision in favor of the
desirability of continuing the railway, we
shall materially strengthen the hands of those
gentlemen in another place, who are bent
upon the same object as I have in view now.
T'intend, first of all, with the permission of
the House—I will not take up much time—
to point out, as far as I can, the manner in
which the resolutions I have to move, are
borne out by the evidence taken before the
Commission. I will go to the gist of the
matter at once. In asking honorable mem-
bers to agree 1o the report, I am perfectly
prepared for it to be criticised outside, as
well as inside, the House ; and I am willing
to admit that it is luke-warm, milk-and-
watery, and everything else that is absurd;
no one i betber prepared to say that of it
than T am myself. But there is no question
whatever, that the minutes of the proceedings
of the Commission, with especial reference
to the proceedings of the Minister for Works
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and the Postmaster-Geeneral, explain to every
one what is the reason that such a report
was brought up; because it was only by
the ghost of a possibility, the barest chance,
that” we brought up a report at all. Tt
is my firm belief, that but for an accident,
we should never have had a report before
Parliament at all. A certain sort of a
report would have been agreed to by the
two members of the Government, and those
who voted with them, and that was—the
honorable gentleman who represented the
Government will not contradict me—that the
figures should be put down, and we should
report that at some future time, not now, the
railway should be continued from Ipswich—
somewhere !-but to no place named—neither
time nor place named, but leaving it entirely
to our imagination where the railway was to
go to. Now, my own opinion is—or, in the
exercise of my imagination, it appears to me
—that the intention was, that the railway
should go from Ipswich to Maryborough; so
that this wicked Brisbane should be cut off
altogether from the Darling Downs, and that
all the traffic should come down to that im-
maeculate town, which has the honor of being
represented by the Minister for Works.
That is the stamp of the report which the
members of the Government on the Commis-
sion, and those who voted with them, were
prepared to carry out. That is the report
which would not, in my opinion, do, and which
I, and those who agreed with me, were totally
opposed to. Look at the protests which are
recorded, here. Are they not sufficient to
shew, as I said before, the reason of the
report being such a luke-warm, milk-and-
water production, which I admit it is? Here
is one :—

«T disagree with the above report, because, like
too much of the evidence taken, it is drawn
mainly from one view of, and apparently but from
one desire on, the important question entrusted
to the Commission; and I accordingly ‘protest
against the adoption thereof.

“« Wipniay HENry Waiss.”

Now, it is rather difficult to understand that ;
but so far as I can understand it, the gist of
it is this, that the honorable gentleman was
not satisfied with the evidence brought for-
ward. Perhaps he had reason not to be
satisfied. But why? From the commence-
ment of the Commission, from the first
sitting, there was one system established—
that every member of the Commission should
call whatever evidence he thought proper,
and at any time he thought proper, after
giving notice thereof. Afber sitting for three
months, we were, at the last moment, after a
resolution had been passed by the Commis-
sion that they would close on a certain day,
in order to give me, as chairman, time to
bring up a proper report; after that, down
comes the Minister for Works, with a list of,
I think, eighteen witnesses; and that was
supplemented by the Postmaster-General
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with half-a-dozen more—making four-and-
twenty witnesses, as far as I can remember,
within a fortnight of the time we had to send
our report in to the Colonial Secretary.
They complained—or, rather, I cannot say
that the Postmaster-General complained, but
the Minister for Works did, and he most
decidedly made a great point of it—that those
witnesses were not examined. How did they
bring that about? He and his colleague evi-
dently agreed that they would allow 2ll the
other Commissioners to run the length of
their tether, and that they would then come
down at the last moment and upset them
altogether. And it would have been so, if
they could have carried their plan; but, for-
tunately,they could not do so. That was, I may
say, their little game. It was seen through a
long time before, by me, although I had no
communication with other members about it ;
I understood it myself, and for a long time
I thought, as I now think, that they were a
little too clever; and it reeoiled upon them-
selves. There was not one of the Commis-
sioners in favor of the railway who had the
slightest objection to hear the evidence, and
to have it taken down, as far as I know ; but
there were certainly, and I think properly,
several members who did absolutely object to
have those witnesses crowded in during the
last week, after every opportunity had been
given to the honorable gentlemen to have
chosen any number of witnesses during ths
three months before. There is another matter
which it may be as well for me to take notice
of. Itis a personal matter. My name has
been brought up in another place in connec-
tion with certain little affairs that have taken
place on the Commission ; and it has been
stated that the Minister for Works was
personally discourteous, and that he other-
wise misbehaved to me. This is a mistake.
I never received any mark of discourtesy
from that honorable gentleman. A% the
same time, there is no doubt that, by the
nnserupulous use of the voting power at
his command, on a certain occasion, he did, in
a most unceremonious manner, confute and
overrule my decision in such a way that, as
chairman, I was compelled fo resign my
position. It was not done discourteously,
but by the mere use of a certain voting power
which he had in his hands. I considered
myself bound, on thab oceasion, to hand in
my resignation on the Commission; and 1
should have insisted upon it, only that, after
the whole matter was thoroughly investi-
gated, it appeared that the Commission would
fall through if I withdrew, and upon that
ground, and that only, I resumed the chair.
Now, that is a mere personal thing. Had it
not been alluded to in another place, I should
not have said a word upon it. ~ Having made
these few remarks, I will just go into the
report itself. Tirst of all, it deals with the
i Present traffic between Ipswich and Bris-
bane.” With regard to that, T may state,
now, that this has been put down at the
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lowest estimate, as honorable gentlemen
will find, if they will look. Wool is put
down at one-and-sixpence a hale, and
tonnage is put down abt six shillings;
it was done to have everything at the lowest,
so as to try to disarm, if possible, the strong
opposition to the report. Again, this ten per
cent. added to the fraffic ascertained to exist
on the river is, I consider, very low indeed ;
but I put it down for the same reason,
although I consider that twenty per cent.
would have been justified. Now, we come to
the coal traffic. It has been stated that no
coal will come by rail. Very good. I will
turn to Mr. Moody’s evidence, page 44. He
reads a statement that he has prepared about
the Redbank establishment, and he therein
states :—

“The colliery turns out from 7,000 to 8,000
tons of coal per annum. It is capable of indefinite
extension, the district being all carboniferous,
and, in my opinion, the best seams of coal are
not yet developed. At present our coal is trans-
ported by water. We supply the Southern and
Western Railway, delivering the coal at the
railway wharf at Ipswich. Our coal has been
pronounced excellent for locomotive purposess It
is also much approved by the A. 8. N. Co’s
steamers, trading to Brisbane, which use consider-
able quantities. There is, likewise, a demand for
our coal in Brisbane, it being considered better
and cheaper than wood for domestic purposes.
It costs us about 8s. 6d. per ton for transporting
our coal from the pit to Brisbane, using our own
steamers and craft for that purpose.”

He further goes on to say—as coal and timber
are, to a certain extent, put together, I will
put them together here :—

“The saw-mill at Redbank is very complete, it
being capable of cutting very large logs. At
present, we do not cut more than supplies our
own wants, and & small local demand; but our
plant is capable of cutting much more, if we had
facility for transportation. The district to the
back of Redbank contains abundance of excellent
hardwood, suitable for ship-building purposes,
railway sleepers, &c. Hitherto the want of means
of transportation has been the barrier to the
development of the timber trade in this district.
The cooperage is carried on only for the manufac-
ture of casks for our own use. We get our supply
of staves by water. If a railway were constructed
from Brisbane to Ipswich, and passed in the
neighborhood of our premises, so as to afford us
the opportunity of having sidings to the pit and
the works, it would very much facilitate our
operations ; and we should, doubtless, contribute
largely to the support of the line.”

As T have got so far about the timber—I
think I may be excused for mixing them—T
will refer to Mr. Pechey’s evidence, page
69 :—

“ By Mr. Joknston :—At what charge per ton
would you be placed in a position to forward your
stuff from Highfields, so as to compete successiully
with Brisbane, supposing the extension of the
railway was made? I think about 9s. a ton
from Murphy’s Creek to Brishane; it would be
about the rate now charged on the line, perhaps
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less. I may state that I had a special rate, but it
was a very small reduction, if any. If I was
allowed & similar reduction from Murphy’s Creek,
it would pay me to send certain classes of timber
to Brisbane, as I have a great variety round my
establishment.”

In another place he is asked, with regard to
timber :—

“Do you think it would pay you to go into the
market at Brishane? I do. I had an offer of a
contract to supply a large quantity of sleepers for
one section of the railway of New South Wales;
but T was not able to come to an agreement, owing
to the number of agents there would be between
me and the railway, and the severe expenses of
transhipment. .

“Then you think, if the line were direct to
Brisbane, it would pay you to send your timber
and compete with the Sydney market ? Yes; I
think so.

“It is solely the want of the connecting link
that prevents you from going into those matbers ?
Yes; from trying, at any rate.

“Do you think it would pay you to compete
with Pettigrew? I cannot say, until I knew to
what extent they would cut me down.”

So far as to timber. Mr. Moody, further, in
regard to coal, says, here :—

“ By Mr. Secoté: With regard to coal, you said,
a little time ago, that it cost you three shillings
and sixpence a ton to lake it down by water ; am
I to understand that that is from the pit to the
vessel, or to Brisbane? To Brisbane. o+

“ Bupposing you had a siding from the railway,
and trucks were Joaded at the mout® of the pit
and taken to the shoot at South Brisbane, and

supposing the railway charged reasonable fares, -

would it not pay you better to send it down by
rail than by water? Yes, if the railway kept
punts to send it to North Brisbane.

T understood you kept punts to keep the coal
afloat ; now, would it not answer your purpose
equally as well to send it down by railway and
keep it there? That depends upon the freight by
railway.

“Do you know the price obtained in Ipswich
for other goods per ton? No.

“What is the distance of your place from Bris-
bane by land? About sixteen miles.

“ Supposing you could land your goods at South
Brisbane for two shillings and sixpence per ton,
would it cost you one shilling from there to the
side of the vessel per ton ? It would.

“How much does it cost you usually? Three
shillings and sixpence, which includes everything.

“ What would be the cost to you from the shoot
at South Brisbane to where you wished to deliver
the coal? About sixpence a ton.

“So that that would in reality be a saving on
the present cost of about sixpence a ton? Yes.

“Do you think that if a railway was continued
to South Brisbane, that the freights by river
would not be brought down a little more than
that sizpence? Really, that is a question I have
not considered.

“I suppose there are other boats on the river
begides the A.8.N. Company and your boats,
which carry freight ? Yes.

“Do you not think that they would eut down
the freights ? No; I do not believe they would,
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as I think the people who are now employed are
making but)a very poor living at the present rates:”

If we go from that to the experience of the
Hunter River, we shall find that the greater
portion of the coal comes down by the railway,
But T will not
dwell upon that; I will go to the traffic by
the road :— :

¢ Messrs. Cobb and Company (average of three
years), 8,271 passengers per annum, at 7s. each,
£2,804 17s.

¢ Postal subsidy between Brishane and Ipswich,
£680

“ Bighty dray loads of produce per week from
Boggo, Oxley, and Cooper’s Plains, at half-a-ton
per dray (see evidence of Mr, T. Dowse) and bs.
per ton, £520.”

Mzr. Dowse is the late town clerk of Brishane
and now lessee of the Brisbane Market; I do
not think there is a man with better means
of forming an opinion.

‘ Present daily average of persons travelling
into Brishane between Boggo and the Seventeen-
mile Rocks, 80 per day, equal to 9,000 annually,
exclusive of draymen with produce (see Mr. G-
Harden’s evidence), at 2s. relurn tickets, 300 days
in the year, £900.”

That I do not think could be possibly upset.
In the whole of this, it must be borne in mind,
there is not one private carriage, not a single
buggy, taken into account. Between -this
and Ipswich, we know very well that nine-
tenths of the traffic outside Cobb’s coach is
in private vehicles and on Lorseback; and
that is all thrown on one side out of this cal-
culation. 'We have simply taken the present
traffic, as seb out, at £4,994 17s.; and a very
low amount it is, too. Added to the river
traffie, as Defore stated, it gives, in round
numbers, a total of £190,600. New, we come
to the ““Cost of construction.” The state- -
ments, here, may appear conflicting; but, when
honorable gentlemen have gone fairly into the
matter, I think there is very little .reason to
doubt that the evidence of Mr. Fountain and
Bbir. Cross is correct, that the line may be com-
pleted for £5,000 per mile. At allevents, Mr.
Fountain is a practical man, whowas employed
for very many years by Peto and Brassey, and
who carried out a contract for this Govern-
ment. He stated, the moment he looked at
the reports of the surveys of the line, without
seeing the sections, or plans, or anything else,
that the Government engineers had put down
the work at too high prices—they put down
the whole earthwork at three shillings a-yard.
Mr. Fountain said :—

“T can say, from what I know of the work,
that I would venture to take it at the prices men-
tioned by Mr. Stephens, and be glad to do if,
namely, 3s. a yard, as there is no earthwork worth
that.”

By Dr. O’Doherty, the following evidence
was elicited :—

“You stated just now, Mr. Fountain, that you
thought the line conld be constructed for less than
either of the sums mentioned in the reports ; may
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I ask on what grounds you form that opinion ?
Because I see that they ave calculated at 3s. a
cubic yard for earthwork, and that is thc basis
gone upon to get the total amount.

“Do you believe it could be done for less than
that? Yes; I do believe it could be done for con-
siderably less—that piece at Ipswich was done for
considerably less. ’

“Have you any ground for saying itscould be
made for less? Yes; the bridge-work could be
done for considerably less, wheveas, I presume,
they have been calculated at the same price as the
Warwick line. Then again, my tender for the
Ipswich work was two shillings per cubic yard,
and I am confident that this contract would not
have so mueh work in it, and therefore it could be
done for the same, I did someé bridge-work for
four shillings and sixpence ; whilst on the Range,
it cost seven shillings and sixpence a cubic foot.

“ Do you mean that youn did the same work for
four shiilings and sixpence a cubic foot? Yes;
and it paid me well.”

Now, honorable gentlemen, that is a very fair -

reason for taking the opinion of Mr. Fountain,
seeing that it comeides with that of Mr. Cross,
who shewed a letter from Mr., Wilcox to the
effect that he would be very happy to take
the extension at £5,000 per mile, but he
would not recommend us to go in for “anything
cheaper.” Of course, the more the better for
him. Mr. Fountain made further sugges-
tions, also, with which I will not take up the
time of the House now. There is, however,
one point that T wish to refer to, and that is
the report of Mr. Mais, the Engineer-in-Chief
of Railways in South Australia. There, the
main trunk railway cost £15,500 per mile;
and since that work was completed, two
extensions were carried out with a somewhat
lighter permanent way, but in every other
way exactly the same, at a cost of £5,050
per mile in one case, and of £5,247 in the
other. }

The Hon, St. G. R. Gore: Five feet three
inclhes gauge.

The Hon. H. G. Simeson: They have
carried out our gauge there at £3,300 per
mile, with very considerable earthworks. And
those figures, mind you, honorable gentle-
men, include rolling-stock, purchase of land,
building stations, and also part of the grand
general central workshop, which has been
charged to every mile of the line. If that
could be done in South Australia, why can
we not do it here?  According to Mr.
Fountain’s evidence, I believe we can do it.
I think he is a thoroughly praetical man,-and
that, at the price he puts down, and as
recommended in the wreport, the work
could be done. There is so much
corroborative evidence, too, that we lave
confidence in supporting his suggestions.
After receiving the plans and sections of
the surveys made by the Government
engineers, Mr. Fountain further says of the
proposed line, that the total cost, without
ncluding any alteration in the existing plans,
1s £5,819 per mile ; but he suggests that he
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could knock off the odd £819, and that a good
job, quite as strong as the other, but with
rougher work in the bridges and other parts,
could be made for £5,000 a mile. The con-
clusion the Commission have come to isin
favor of the caleulations of Mr. Fountain.
He told the Commission—If you want to have
your work planed down and struck smooth,
planks and stones, decidedly it will cost the
larger sum; but the work will be equally
strong and as good as it can be made, with-
out that, for £5,000 per mile. The putting
on of the £819 is according to the en-
gineers’ specification. We come now to the
annual cxpense, the *“ Probability of the work,
if undertaken, proving self-supporting.” . I
think I need not dwell long upon that. The
thing speaks for itself. We have the main-
tenance of the permanent way, according to
the estimate of Mr. Thorneloe Smith, who, I
think, put it down at £130 a mile, the present
cost of the Warwick line being £120; and the
cost of the traffic staff is put down according
to Mr. Herbert's evidence. INoman can have
a better opportunity of knowing what it is
likely to be.. Now we come to the question of
what portion of the present traffic is likely
to be carried by the railway. ~And here is
matter for conjecture—matter of mereopinion.
There are very few people who will fairly and
honestly econsider the matter. Some think
that the railway will get the whole traffic;
others that it will have the light trafiec. We
have the evidence of Mr. Baynes, who, I
believe, speaks the views of all the other
butehers, from what I have heard in the
place, that they send down but a trifling
amount of their stock by rail ; and, that if put
on board the steamers they cannot look after
it. He says—and from what I have heard
indirectly, all the other butchers are of the
same opinion—that if the railway were con-
tinued to Brisbane, he would send the whole
of his sheep down by rail. That is important.
Then, again, it must be remembered that we
have not taken into consideration in our cal-
culations the increased traffic along the exist-
ing lines, from the completion of the railway
to Brisbane. The cases that have been men-
tioned over and over again, until one is half
sick of hearing it, to shew that a railway can
hold its own alongside of navigable water, it
is nouse for me to enterinto ; there have been
many mentioned to shew that railways do sue-
ceed under such eircumstances; and it will
only be taking up the time of the House
unnecessarily to refer further to them. I will
call the attention of the Lionorable gentlemen
to a printer’s error that has crept in here, and
that has not been noticed before. The total
amount of traffic is put down at £19,600; and
two-thirds of that is stated as £12,733: it
ought to be £13,066. I will just explain to
the House how that crept in. When we were
looking into this matter, there wasa clause in
the draft report—if honorable gentlemen will
refer to it—which I may say was struck out
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to disarm opposition, in order to get a report
adopted by the Commission, if possible ; and
which would, in my opinion, justify our
taking credit for an increased amount in favor
of the railway :—

“That the sources from which the revenue has
to be drawn are as follow :—The present traffie,
exclusive of items mentioned as unascertained,
£19,600. As, on the completion of the railway,
the traflic on the coach road will probably be con-
siderably lessened, it is to be supposed that a
much less expenditure of public money on it will
be called for. The amount of this item, for the
ten years since Separation, has been £2,235 per
annum (Mr. A, O. Herbert), and we think that a
saving of £1,000 a year might be made were the
line open. This saving we consider ought to go
to the credit of the railway, and will make a
present total of £20,600 per annum.” :

It was contested by several members of the
Commission that, although £1,000 a-year
would thus be saved, we had no business to
take eredit for it, or to put it down to the
advantage of the railway. On the same
principle, we have no business to put down
the postal subsidy. I maintain that if any-
thing can be put down, that £1,000 should
be. I cannot understand any honorable
member objecting to that; and, holding this
opinion, whatever it might be, I say that
there is a clear surplus shewn in favor of the
railway, after paying interest on cost of con-
struction, expenses of working, and every-
thing else. But I do not rely upon that for
one minute. I look at the enormous increase
of traffic to be developed by this extension,
not only between its own termini, but all
along the existing lines. If we look at other
places where railways have been carried out,
they have always maintained the existing
traffie, and induced an increased trafic. Liook
at the other colonies! Between Sydney and
Parramatta, I guarantee that this will be
found to hold good to the fullest extent.
‘We have shewn, in this report, that, in all
probability, if there should be no increase
whatever, the line will still pay its own
expenses. I will not take up the time
of the Council any longer. I have stated
enough to shew the soundness of my case
without going into the minutie of the
evidence. Before moving thé resolutions
which I have to submit to the House, I shall
take the liberty of saying that I am very
sorry that we could not let this matter go
hand in hand with the proposed Northern
Railway extension. I should be only too glad
© if we could do so; but under the circum-
stances, and time being so limited, it is
impossible. If we should not bLe travelling
outside the record, which, I fear, I should
be very happy to shew what our opinion is
upon the Northern Railway, and, for one, to
goin forit. I should like to see it carried
out simultaneously with the Brisbane and
Tpswich Railway. The resolutions that I
have to move upon this report of the Com-
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mission are these, and I am prepared to have
them put én globo or seriatim :—

1. That, in the opinion of this Council, the
completion of the Railway from Ipswich to Bris-
bane will materially benefit the colony in general.

2. That, if judiciously and economicully car-
ried out, it will not entail any additional burden
on the finances.

3. That, for the above reasons, it should be
undertaken forthwith.

The Hon. H. B. Frrz said : Honorable
gentlemen—I did not intend to speak upon
this question at all, as I look upon it as a
purely financial question ; and, it having been
disposed of by the other branch of the Legis-
lature, I think it unnecessary for us to take it
into consideration. But, having been a mem-
ber of the Commission, and having taken a
prominent part in the examination of some of
the witnesses, I shall offer a few remarks in
reference to the action of the Commission.
Although this is a matter affecting communi-
cation with the interior, yet I shall also remark
upon it from the financial point of view. In
the first place, I may say, with regard to
what has fallen from the Honorable Captain
Simpson, that I fully endorse his statement
that the two Ministers of the Crown, who
were placed on the Commission, had the same
opportunities of bringing forward witnesses
and of eliciting evidence, to gain a point
they had in view, as the other members. But
there is no doubt whatever that one Minister
was placed on the Commission solely as an
obstructionist ; for, from the very moment he
took his seat, he commenced his obstructions.
It will be very clear from the publicly
expressed views of the individual members
of the Commission, that there were four of
them disposed to have the missing link
carried out, while the other four were opposed
to the extension of the railway from Ipswick.
1 believe that, privately, one or two members
were not disposed to oppose the railway. I
will tell the Honorable the Postmaster-
Greneral, that I believe if he was a private
member of this House, he would be favorable
to it; but, being a member of the Govern-
ment, and his Government Dbeing opposed to
the railway as a portion of their policy, he
votes with his eolleagues. I do not blame
the present Grovernment so much for the non-
completion of this line, as the late Govern-
ment. I believe that the citizens of Brisbane
would have had railway communication with
Ipswich, had the Lilley and Macalister Go-
vernment done their duty to their constituents
and the colony. There was no doubt
whatever that they got on the Treasury
benches from leading the citizens to
believe that they were in favor of this link
being completed. Bub, the moment they
got into office, they turned round and said
that the colony was not in a position to do
the work. However true that was, the
Treasurer might have found the finances to
do it. With regard to the evidence taken by
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the Commission, and their proceedings, I
must say that never in my life was I amongst
a party of gentlemen where I heard and saw
so much offensive conduet and language as,
on this Commission, I received and saw from
the Minister for Works, who was not only
offensive to me but to other members. I
think the Postmaster-General will bear me
out in this, that there was very much un-
necessarily offensive language used. Of the
Postmaster-General I must say that whatever
he did he always did it in a mild and gentle-
manly way, and in a manner that we could
not find fault with. I may state that on the
first day of the Commission assembling, we
found that there were four opposed to the
line and four in favor of it. There should
have been an odd member on the Commis-
sion. The question arose as to the appoint-
ment of a chairman. I suggested that the
chairman should have, as on select commit-
tees, under our Standing Rules and Orders,
not only a voice as a member of the Com-
mission, but a casting vote also. The ques-
tion was put, whether or not the chairman
should have a casting vote—and, in order to
decide this, the Commission gave the Chair-
man of the then meeting a casting vole that
he should not have had. We know from all
Parliamentary rules, that when a report is
brought up by the Chairman there can be no
division then upon it, that it must be put
%aragraph by paragraph for consideration.

When the Honorable Captain Simpson re-
marked just now that had it not been for an
accident which prevented the Secretary for
Works from attending the last meeting of the
Commission, appointed to consider the report
in detail, there would not have been a report
at all, he said what was a fact; because it
had been arranged. Tt was proposed by one
of the parties opposed to the line, that the
evidence should be closed on a certain day;
and yet on that day the Secretary for Works
and the Postmaster-General, when there was
scarcely time for the Chairman to prepare and
bring up his report, put a list of some twenty
or thirty witnesses into the hands of the
Chairman—a line of conduct shewing obstruc-
tion on the face of it; and, at the eleventh
hour, the decision was against hearing the
witnesses, and the evidence was closed ; and
the report, whatever it is, whatever credit
belongs to it, is due to the Chairman. I did
not see the report until it was brought up and
laid upon the table for the consideration of
the Commission ; nor was I consulted upon
it. As this is a matter of fact, I may refer to
the votes passed for this year of £120,000
for roads and bridges. Honorable members
of this House know well, and I will say it,
myself, that T have as much experience ot the
roads of this colony, and I know as much of
the bush roads, as any one ; and I will venture
to say that on those roadsnothing more is re-
quired than culverts and bridges. I believe
that the wants of the colony would have been
fully met by the vote of £30,000, on the Esti-

{17 Mav.]

and Ipswich Railwoy. 283
mates-in-Chief' ; but, there is £90,000 addi-
tional on the Tioan Estimates, besides that sum
voted. T look upon it in this light: that the
£30,000 was voted to meet our actual require-
ments, and the £90,000 was to purchase poli-
tical support, or, in other words, was voted as
political eapital. This amount would pay the
terest on the Brisbane and Ipswich Railway,
putting it down at a cost of £150,000, for
thirteen years and a-half. Now, no Govern-
ment is justified in taking such a step. Another
most mysterious part of this matter is, that
the whole of that £120,000 is actually placed
in the hands of one individual for expendi-
ture. He may give £500 to Mr. So-and-so,
who is an elector; and £500 to somebody else,
who may have interest in a certain district.
Executive sanction must be had for expendi-
ture, we know ; but, still, themoney is placed
in the hands of one Minister to dispose of it
as he thinks proper. Now, when we come to
look at the division which took place in the
other branch of the Parliament early this
morning, we see fifteen members on one side,
representing eighty-four thousand of the
people ; and, on the other side, sixteen mem-
bers representing thirty thousand only. Itis
very hard, indeed, that the citizens of Bris-
bane have not this link of the railway com-
leted ; they have a right to it, in common
Eonesby and justice. They should petition,
and agitate, and talk over every man they
can get, to foree the Government to complete
it. No Government has a right to keep its
position with so smell a majority as the pre-
sent Government has. I am very sorry to see
the members of the present Government
occupying the position they have taken of
opposition to the railway. There are, no
doubt, many gentlemen on the Downs who
have an objection to this line, and they, per-
haps, have goodreason for their objection. I
have no doubt whatever, if the line is com-
pleted, it will tend very much to shorten
their leases of the Crown lands on the Downs.
If, honorable gentlemen, you will refer to the
evidence taken before the Commission, you
will find that there is no land at the present
moment upon the resumed half of the runs
which is worth selecting. The only indivi-
duals now who would enjoy the advantages
of the line are those gentlemen holding the
ten years’ leases. Some six years ago,
moved that the vote which was granted by
the Assembly for the Warwick line should be
transferred to the Brisbane and Ipswich line,
which was to be completed instead of the
the other. The contractor for that line told
me, at the time, in the presence of Mr. James
Taylor, at Toowoomba, that if the Govern-
ment would pay him for the work so far as it
had gone on the Warwick line, he would
willingly transfer his plant, and commence
the Brisbane and Ipswich line at a fair price.
I saw very clearly, as the owner of a station on
the Downs, that if we did not give the people of
Brisbane this link, we should lose our runs.
It was said that I opposed the Warwick line,
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beeanse it would pass through my run; but
the railway does not go within seven miles of
it. The Brisbane people will have theirline ;
and, T think, the Government are very short-
sighted to resist it. When I spoke to gen-
tlemen on the Downs, I found them much
opposed to it. I called one before the Com-
mission, the representative of alarge company,
and his evidence is appended to the report.
Another said to me—it is not likely I am
going to give any evidence in favor of the
Brisbane and Ipswich line; we will not have
an acre of our runms, if it is made. The
Downs gentlemen are very short-sighted,
indeed, in opposing it. I will not further
take up the time of the Council on this, a
purely financial question. After what has
oceurred in another place, I do not know that
anything will come of our discussion of this
report, unless Captain Simpson can find some
way, besides, of helping the other House;
or, by moving a resolution that we will nof

ass the Appropriation Act unless the other
%ouse passes this railway ; otherwise, all our
time will be wagted.

The Hon. 8t. G. R. Gorzr said he had
read, with a great deal of pleasure, the report
brought up by the Commission. As far as
he had been able to go through the evidence,

_he considered it was a very fair report.
The only weak point in it, was as to what
proportion of the river traffic the railway
would secure. No doubt, the estimate of
two-thirds, which the Commission seemed to
think would be {ransferred to the railway,
was based upon sound grounds; but to him
the matter was problematical. He was very
much grieved, although not surprised, to hear
of the little dodges that had been practised
on the Commission. They seemed to him to
be entirely worthy of the perpetrator. The
greatest juggling feat was that performed this
morning, when the Minister for Works and
his colleagues defeated one railway and
adopted another by a bare majority. When
the Government came into office, their prin-
cipal argument was, that the country was in
such a position that they could not undertake

any additional public works. It wasupon that, -

that they went to the country; upon that
they were returned ; and upon that they held
power. What ““a change had come o’cr the
spirit of their dream!” They opposed the
most necessary and remunerative public work
that could be undertaken; and, to consult
some representatives of the North, whose
votes they required, they accepted a resolu-
tion initiating a series of public works far
more expensive. He had not the slightest
belief that those proposed works in the North
would ever be carried out. It had been
delegated to a committee to reportupon their
expediency. Nothing troubled those honor-
able gentlemen who formed the Government,
but to tide over this session and secure their
salaries for another year; that was their
principal and only object in their present
position, at the sacrifice of their wolitical
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prineiples. They appeared to be in a flourish-
ing position, when they could carry their
motions by a majority of one! It was manifest
that they had succeeded in muzzling the
voice of one honorable member; and they had
induced another to sacrifice all his political
antecedents, to do their work. He could
not congratulate those gentlemen, nor the
Ministry, although he admitted their ability,
and the suitableness of its exercise. They
opposed the Brisbane and Ipswich Railway,
in spite of the public voice. There was no
use 1n troubling the House at length on this
occasion. It would take hours to do full
justice to the evidence embodied in the report
of the Commission. Members of the Com-
mission, if so disposed, were better qualified
to gointo the evidence—they had had a better
opportunity of studying it—than he; and
those who were anxious about the matter’
would not interest themselves in what he
said. He should vote for the resolutions.

The Hon. J. F. McDoveart said he had
gone carefully through the report, which, as
the Honorable Mr. Fitz had shewn, was
favored by four and opposed by four of the .
Commissioners; and he was confirmed in
what he had made up his mind to regard as
the real state of things. In reference to the
remark of the Honorable Captain Simpson,
that he had met with a great deal of obstrue-
tion from the other side, he could only say
that such did not appear from the report;
indeed, it appeared that all the witnesses
summoned, were on one side, and that the
greater part of the examination was conducted
by those who were in favor of the report.
The whole matter seemed to have been left
to them by the four gentlemen who stood ont
unfavorably to therailway. He could scarcely
think that the report was borne out by the
evidence. The evidence was conflicting in
the extreme. There were all kinds of opinions
expressed upon every point, as to the probable
cost of the line, and as to the traflic likely to
be secured. Honorable members knew what
such opinions were generally worth. To give
them an idea, he would state what it was
supposed, at their commencement, our present
lines would cost, as contrasted with their
actual cost. The total cost of the Southern
and Western Railway, to Toowomba, was
£1,105,763; or, at the rate of £14,176 per
mile. Now, it was understood, when the
railway question was first brought before the
House, that the line could be constructed
for £5,000 a mile.

An Howorasre MemzeR : No.

The Hon. J. F. McDovearr: He said it
was understood. He understood it so, and
he thought many of the honorable members
so understood the matter—that it would be
constructed for £5,000 a mile.

The Hon. 8St. G. R. Gore: £9,000 to
Toowoomba.
The Hon. J. F. McDovearr: What did

they find it had cost? £14,176 per mile.
'That onlv shewed him how utterlv unworthv
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of any belief were those vague opinions
which were advanced under such circum-
stances as the Commission were placed in; and
so he valued the opinions put forward, thab
the line between Brisbane and Ipswich would
cost only £5,000 per mile. He believed it
would cost £10,000, and that the colony
would get remarkably well out of the
job, at that price. ~ He should oppose
the resolutions, and upon purely finanical
grounds, The Honorable Mr. Fitz had re-
ferred to gentlemen on the Darling Downs
being opposed to the construction of the rail-
way, because it would eventually lead to the
resumption of the other half of their runs.
He (Mr. McDougall) did not agree with him ;
he did not think the railway would have that
effect at all. He had said it in the House,
and he was always in favor of that line being
carried out, when the colony was in a position
to do it 5 but, he contended, the time had not
yet arrived. The colony was not in a posi-
tion to undertake the work. No doubt, the
borrowing capacities of the colony were large.
People would lend money; but, still, there
was the interest to pay, and posterity would
have to re-pay if we did not. If the colony
could afford to make any railway, now, 1t
should be the northern line. As a matter of
justice and right, the people of that part of
the colony were entitled to it. But the colony
was not in a position to make that or any
other line. He should not make any further
remarks on the subject, because he did not
think they would have any good effect. The
question was settled, beyond doubt, in another
place, for this session.

. The PosTMASTER-GENERAL: Perhaps, hon-
Orable gentlemen, it would appear advisable
that I should not address the House so early
as I do now—not till after having heard what
other honorable gentlemen will have to say ;
but, as I do not intend to malke a long speech,
or to go fully into the report, but merely to
answer certain observations made by the hon-
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Simpson, the chairman of this Commission,
was, we know, in favor of the railway; but
he had previously told me that unless this
railway should be proved to him to be
self-supporting, he would certainly mnot vote
for it.

The Hon. H. G. Sixpsow : Hear, hear.

The Postmasrer-GeneraL : The honorable
gentleman opposite, Mr. Fitz, when he does
take anything into his head, whatever argu-
ments are brought forward, he will not give
in to them. I think honorable members will
allow that L.am right in saying so. Some
honorable gentlemen have said that the Com-
mission was a packed Commission. I deny
that altogether ; and I now say, in answer to
what the Honorable Mr. Fitz said~—the charge
he brought against me was, that I was voting
and taking action as a member of the Govern-
ment in a way that as an individual member
of this Council I would not vote——

The Hon. H. B. Frrz: Hear, hear.

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL : Is it to be
supposed that I, as a member of the Govern-
ment of the day, vote against: what I believe,
as a private member, to be right ? There is
no other interpretation but that to be put
upon his charge. Now, the vote I shall give
will be exactly what I believe to be right and
best for the colony. I believe that this colony
is not at present in the position to enter into .
any great works, or to spend any large
amount of money. 'We are now taxed quite
sufficiently.

The Hon. C. B. Waisz: Hear, hear.

The PosTmasTER-GENERAL : But, unfor-
tunately all those persons who support the
railway—perhaps, my honorable frignds, also,
who wish for this railway—in the face of
those facts, think that they themselves will
benefit greatly by the expenditure of money,
but that the community generally, and not

| themselves only, will be called upon to pay

orable gentlemen opposite to me, I may pro- !

ceed. And, first, I take exception to some
portions of the speech of the Honorable
Captain Simpson. It may be as well that I
speak at present, not thinking that what I
will say-will alter the intention of any honor-
able gentleman, as every one has made up his

mind how he will vote ; and, as the honorable |

Mr. MeDougall remarked, as the question is,
80 to say, settled in another place, where
most of us heard what was done in regard to
it. In the first place, T will explain to hon-
orable gentlemen as to the Commission, about
" which remarks have been made and allowed
to pass by, When I was appoeinted one of
the Commission, I supposed that it was prin-
cipally to ascertain, to the best of our power
and ability, the amount of trafic which would
be likely to be carried by a railway, if a rail-
way was made ; the cost of the construction of
such railway, and the return that it would be
likely to make—whether it would be self-
supporting or not. The honorable Captain

the interest of the capital which must be
borrowed to carry out the work. The people
who now oppose the borrowing of money

- for the immediate carrying on of public works

are those who will have to pay the taxes;
for they are, as a rule, men representing the
property of the colony. Those who have no
property can lose nothing; it matters very
little to them what debt we go into; but'it
does matter very greatly whether certain
large sums of money are expended or not
expended, for them to scramble for. In the

expenditure they are sure to benefit, in some

way or other. Now,itis purely from finanecial
reasons, and as a man who has worked his
way in this country, and, having a store for
my old age which I do not wish to see
dissipated—I do not want to be taxed, or to
see my children a burden—that T oppose this
question. The Honorable Mr. Fitz has said
that my honorable colleague, the Minister for
Works, came in as a member of the Com-
mission, and in every way opposed the rail-
way. Mg honorable colleague did feel that
he should oppose the position taken up by
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some members of the Commission, and he
was quite right in doing so ; but I flatly deny
what my honorable friend says, that my
honorable colleague insulted him or any other
gentleman on the Commission; and I believe
that the honorable member who was the
chairman of the Commission will bear me
out in that. Instead of that being the case,
the honorable gentleman opposite was the
very one, or was one, of those who spoke in
a way that might have been considered by
myself, if I had chosen to take it up, and by
my honorable colleague, all:that the honora-
able gentleman himself has described. The
honorable gentleman tried to have his own
way, but he found he could not succeed.
The Minister for Works having so much
to do, was not often present, and: I therefore
had to take his place. The honorable gentle-
man opposite has said that I, in my position,
was gentlemanly, that my language was mild,
that L could not be found fault with. Iam
very much obliged to thehonorable member!

I trust I did my duty, and that I know ib.

Now, I have something to say, as this has been
brought up. * In some instances, I had to
command my temper very much; in one or
two instances, it was as much as I could do
to be quiet. I can only say that in former
years 1t would have come to something more.
However, I knew what the object was. T
only bring this matter forward to shew that
1, in my capacity of a member of the Govern-
ment on that Commission, was the one thaf
those honorable gentlemen on the opposite
side tried in every way to bring round, or to
put out;, first of all they tried to bring me
round to their side, and when they found
that they could not do that, they opposed me.
Now, honorable gentlemen, what happened ?
My honorable friend has given you an idea
of what happened, in his own way ; but whaf
did happen when the Commission first met
was as follows :—The Commission was sent to
me. I considered it my duty to act as chair-
man until the chairman was appointed. T
called the gentlemen of the Uommission
together, to appoint a chairman. The hon-
orable gentleman proposed to me that T
should be chairman; he also proposed that
the Minister for Works should be chair-
man.

The Hon. H. B. Frrz: Hear, hear.

The PosTaasTER-GENERAL: And, shortly
after that, it was mooted, that before a
chairman was appointed, a decision should
be arrived at, whether, as the Commission
were composed. of eight gentlemen, the chair-
man should have his own vote as a member,
and the casting vote also. 'When Tasked the
honorable gentleman what he thought—which
way he would vote—he said to me, “ Wait till
I see whois chairman’ ;—a very good answer,
because the honorable gentleman had so far
canvassed the Commission, that he knew if
the chairman had a casting vote, he would
carry the day for whichever side he was on.
Ag I was the chairman when this was mooted,
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and found that we were equally balanced,
I took it on myself to give a casting vote.
The honorable gentleman has forgotten it. I
did it to shew him that if the chairman had a
casting vote, it would be carried his way, and
no other.

The Hon. H. B. Firz: The honorable gen-
tleman is wrong. You gave yourself a cast-
ing vote, in order to decide the question.

The PostmasTER-GENERAL: I took the
honorable gentleman at his word, and gave a
casting vote as chairman, and allowed the
question to be decided, which was, that the
chairman should not have a casting vote ; and
the honorable gentleman was rather taken
aback. However, this was decided, and
another chairman went into the chair which
T left. The Honorable Captain Simpson was
apgointed chairman, without a casting vote ;
and, for two months, we carried on without
anything occurring; and everything was
settled in the way it should be done. When
the time came for a report to be brought up,
the honorable gentleman opposite and his
friends were aware that Mr. Scott was likely
to be absent in Sydney; and they then
brought in a motion to rescind the resolution
which had been acted upon for two months ;
and not' only that, when I disagreed and
entered my protest against anything of
the sort, the honorable gentleman said it
was a motion that ought to be passed
and that could not wait. He cannot deny
these things; and I think honorable gen-
tlemen will see that I had no very pleasant

task. However, as soon as Mr. Scott
returned, we rescinded his motion. Now,
who were the witnesses summoned? They

were all summoned by those members of the
Commission who were in favor of the railwag;
they were persons who, themselves, are inter-
ested in the raillway. Nearly all of them
were ; buf, in some cases, they were very
much interested. I am not going into the
whole matter; it will make no difference to
honorable gentlemen. This may come on at
a future period. Let honorable gentlemen
examine the evidence for themselves, and sce

( what the witnesses have said. Let them read

Captain O’Reilly’s examination. I think he
says very little in favor of the iraffic, which
now is carried by water, being hereafter
carried by the railway. Then there is the
evidence of Mr, Mellor. The traffic which
Lie carries, and which forms a very consider-
able item, is not likely to be removed to the
railway. In fact, thereis hardly a witness of
any prominence here, who, to an “impartial
reader, gives an opinion which would lead
him to think that more than a very little of
the present {raflic in goods would be removed
from the river to the railway. The opiniop
that an impartial person must come to is, that
even what is stated in the Report cannot be
carried out. The best has been made of
everything. Witnesses have been summoned
in some instances, I believe, after having been
scen by some members of the Commission—
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I am not sure of this, but it struck me very
forcibly that that was the case.

The Hon. H. B. Frrz : Hear, hear.

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL: Words were
pub into the mouths of witnesses called for
examination. For instance, my honorable
friend opposite, when examining one of the
witnesses, put a question in words to this
effect :—

“I am of opinion that the £60,000 expended
on the roads is money thrown away: what do
you think #”

The Hon. H. B. Frrz : That is so.

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL : My honorable
friend—1I think it is in the evidence—will not
deny it. Whether it is in the evidence or
not, that occurred. Every witness that
came forward had words put into his mouth,
or nearly so, by my honorable friend. It was
almost’ impossible for me to get the evi-
dence.

The Hon. H. B. Frrz: Why did not you
object to it P .

The PosTMasTER-GENERAL: And, in the
examination, questions were so framed, to
serve the purpose of that honorable gentle-
man, that it would be very difficult to elicit
the truth. My belief is, that the £5,000 per
mile set down as the price of the railway, is
far below the price that it will eventually
cost. For instance, there is one of the
engineers, who has been very little quoted,
who set the cost down at £200,000.

The Hon. H. B. Firz: Heis a Govern-
ment engineer.

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL : He is more
likely to be correct than a contractor. There
is another small asset. I am only referring
to this to shew the various bearings of the
question. We ave, it is said, likely to sell
our debentures at £107, or more; and credit
ig taken for that price in the report. In
fact, the whole of this report is one-sided.
It is not borne out by the evidence. The
cost of the railway will, if carried out, be
greater than is put down in the report; the
amount of trafic will be less than what is
stated ; the coal and timber traffic, which has
been estimated at some value, is not likely to
be diverted from the river; and we are not
in a financial position to enter upon any
public works. If we go on with any railway
svorks, there is ome which this country 1s
pledged to ; one which I myself heard pro-
mised several times in another place ; and that
is the extension of the northern line.. That
ought to be the first work which we should
enter upon. For my own part, I think it is
too soon yet. 'We are not in a position, now,
to enter into any expenditure for public works
if we can possibly avoid it. Butif any works
are undertaken, 1 decidedly go for the northern
extension before any other. There has been
no good evidence as to where this extension
from Ipswich ought to terminate—whether at
South Brisbane or at North Brisbane. If it
terminate at South Brisbane, very expensive
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buildings, and extensive buildings, must be

put up. I have no doubt the railway is con-

sidered desirable by a certain small section of
the community; but it will be a burden to

the greater portion of the population. T will,

whatever my honorable friend, Mr. Fitz, may

say, conseientiously record my vote against its

belng gone into at present. When the country

arrives ab a different stage, when our finances

are in a proper condition, then will be the

time to go into this. Now we require to go
differently : time for the country to recover
her losses, to get: into better condition than

Queensland is in now, must be given.

The Hon. E. I. C. BrowrsE said he was
not a member of the Commission ; therefore
he could not waste time in discussing the
difficulties and entering into the details of all
those quarrels which the Commissioners
seemed to have had together. He hoped
that if there was. another member of the
Commission to address.the House, he would
avoid those particulars’ of which honorable
gentlemen had already heard too much. He
should vote for the resolutions, He was
always strongly opposed to rash expendi-
ture; but the vote which was come to, this
morning, in another place, had very great
influence on his mind. When he came to
analyse the division, looking down the list
of Ministerialists, he found that it was com-
posed in a large proportion of one particular
clique, representing a small portion of the
colony; and he found that the members who
voted on the Opposition side were represen-
tatives of districts scattered far and wide
over the colony, and that they represented
far larger interests, and far more widely
diversified interests, than the majority in that
division. The Opposition represented two-
thirds of the country, as against one-
third represented by the Ministerialists. He
thought that the country itself spoke out
very strongly on this railway question; and,
although the Ministry had carried the vote,
they did not carry the voice of the country with
them. He had ecome to the conclusion that,
as far as the House could ascertain it, the
voice of the country was in favor of the
railway between Ipswich and Brisbane ; and
he would, therefore, vote for the resolutions.
In reading the report and the evidence he
felt very satisfied with the evidence of one
gentleman, who scemed to be a thoroughly
practical man, and who seemed to know what
be was about. He referred to Mz, Fountain,
the contractor, who stated that the railway
could be done for £5,819 a mile, and that the
cost could be reduced to £5,000. Now, this
railway was generally spoken of as one in-
volving the country in an expenditure of a
guarter of a million. Taking Mr. Fountain’s
estimate, the cost would be very muech re-
duced ; and it would be so small that he
{Mr. Browne) did not think the credit of the
colony would be much affected—it would not
be seriously injured, as some said, by going
on with the work; not even if the Go-
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vernment had to raise the large amount
named. ’

The Hon. J. C. Hevssner said, on such an
occasion, he could hardly give a silent vote.
o lad been requested by his honorable
friend, Captain Simpson, to move an amend-
ment upon his motion, which honorable
members would have an opportunity of
remarking upon afterwards. A great deal
- had Dbeen said about the extension of the
railivay from Ipswich to Brisbane. As far
as he was concerned, he wondered at the
ry beginning of the railway works of the
e colony, and ever sinece, why the line
commenced at Ipswich; and on all ocea-
sions, before he had the honor of being a
member of the Counecil, and since, he
had expressed hLis opinion in disapproval
of such a manifest mistake. Omne reason
would shew this. Half the cost of the rail-
way plant had been spent in freight or
lighterage, in transporting it and the rolling-
stock from the Bay to:Ipswich. It wouldbe
inconsistent of him at the last hour to express
any other opinion than that the railway
should be brought now to Brisbane, as the
most populous place in the colony was the
metropolis. In Brisbane was a fifth part of
the whole of the inhabitants of Queensland.
He would not trouble the House by travelling
over the samé ground that had been occupied
by other honorable members in this House and
in another place. One argument had been
advanced with regard to the evidence taken
before the Commission, thatit was one-sided ;
and it was admitted that the evidence was
one-sided. He did not see what other facts
could be laid before the Commission, on the
other side. A great many opivions could
have been advanced against as well as for
the railway, and perhaps some argunients
could have been adduced against it ; but, as
to faets, hie really did not see that more could
be got than were now before the House.
They- were in possession of all about the
passenger traffic and the freights on the linc;
and as for everything else, it was only
surmise, or dependent upon whether a person
was favorably or unfavorably inclined towards
- the railway. He had seen Captain O'Reilly’s
evidence amongst that of other persons, and
he admitted that it was very fair evidence,
and, he thought, very favorable to the railway.
In this he differed from his honorable friend
the Postmaster-General. It struck him that
one item was not taken cognizance of in that
evidence, namely, the wool in transit between
Ipswich and Brisbane for direct shipment to
England. In his humble opinion, if that were
taken into account, something like £2,000
might be added to the amount of traffic
calculated upon by the Commission.
the charges on wool and other produce
shipped for England, the carriage from Ips-
wich to Brisbane was included, and, if this
were counted serparately, the result would be
as he stated. There had been a great deal
said aboub railways not paying alongside a
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navigable river. If was an argument which
was hardly worth referring to, in the face of
the existence of railways all over the world
alongside navigable rivers. Indeed, where-
ever he had journeyed in his native country,
Germany, which was by no means over-
populated, and where the towns were by no
means large, on each side of the rivers rail-
ways were to be found. He could make no
comparison of his country with any other,
except, perhaps, America, where the popula-
tion was not dense. Hec had found, on his
lastwisit to Europe, that small towns, from
ten thousand of a population downwards,
were connected by railways which paid very
well indeed. Traffic was created where there
was never any before. Therefore, he had no
hesitation in coineiding with the report of the
Commission, that the Ipswich and Brisbane
railway would pay its expenses. But even
if it did not altogether pay ifs expenses, he
maintained that the policy of such expendi-
ture, in a new country like this, was wise.
It was necessary to have the line. It would
be found, eventually, that the best policy was
to prosecute national works which would
develop the resources of this vast colony.
There could be no two opinions about that,
nor that railways would effect that desidera-
tum in the highest possible degree. There
were no large rivers in this colony, nor in
Australia, with a single exception, and rail-
ways were needful to-open up the country
in the best possible way. With regard to
onc commodity, coal, much had been said
which he must supplementwith a fewremarks.
On his last visit to Europe he was variously
and extensively questioned, whether, in this
colony, there was coal suitable for gas manu-
facture. He had been informed, rightly or

" wrongly he did not know, and he did not
| wish to say, that on the Darling Downs most

In

excellent coal of that deseription existed.
The present director of the gas company at
Rotterdam was a personal friend of his, and
he had stated that he could put much business
in his hands if he could cxecute orders for
such coal. Of course, that was impossible,
because there was no railway to bring the
coal to sea-going ships. He (Mr. Heussler)
did not wish to trouble the House with any
remarks as to how the Commission had been
carried on, after what they had heard from
those honorable gentlemen who were members
of the Commission ;—of their little squabbles;
he thought it was better to say nothing. The
Honorable Captain Simpson had remarked

¢ that itwas an idea of the¢ Minister for

Works, rather than to bring up this report of
the Commission, to recommend a railway to
Maryborough or to Gympie. The idea was
quite worthy of attention; and it should
really have hissupport. Nothing would more
coineide with his i1deas of what was fitting
than a connection with the gold fields by
railway. He might remark that in past
times he had been blamed as one of those
people who, on financial questions, was some-
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what behind-hand—that he was one of the
cautious-going people, who would not advance
with the times:. That was on the very memo-
rable occasion “‘when the Colonial Treasurer
proposed his inconvertible note scheme. The
colony +was, at that time, as honorable
gentlemen were aware, in a peeuliar state of
financial difficulty ; and the Ministers of the
Crown did not know exactly how to get out of
it. A question arose which, though new to the
colony, was a very deep one. The Ministers
thought of introducing a system of paper
money with no metallic basis. Although in
his own country such a system did exist, and
although it existed in the country which he
thought the best governed country in' the
word, Prussia, where there was an issue of
inconvertible notes; yet British feeling was
so averse to innovation, and the ecircum-
stances of this new colony were so peculiar,
that he had no hesitation in saying what he
thought, that the introduction of such a
system here would prove most injurious to the
credit of Queensland, and would interfere
with her material prosperity. At that time, as
he said, he was strongly opposed to it; and
he was opposed, to this day, to any measure
which would injure the credit of this colony.
But, he could not say that the little bit of a
railway that was proposed between Ipswich
and Brisbane, and which would require, at
the utmost, £200,000, would, in any way,
affect her credit at home. Indeed, he would
not say too much when he asserted that we
had millions of credit at home, if we only
judiciously spent the money we should borrow;
and the most judicious way of spending it,
would be by laying out, every year, some-
what upon railway extension. He should like
to see, simultaneously with the Ipswich and
Brisbane line, the railwsy to the north-
ward and westward, to Expedition Range,

carried out, in order to develop the North as

well as the South ; and to remove any cause
for a grievance which the northern eolonists
might entertain. IHowever, he supposed the
Council had only to deal with the report on
the present occasion; and he supposed he
should not be allowed to make any amend-
ment on the motion, so far as the railway,
therein referred to, was concerned. The
Postmaster-Greneral had said, that the colony
was not in a financial position, at present, to
carry out the line between Ipswich and Bris-
bane. He (Mr. Heussler) denied that in fofo.
The colony was in the most flourishing position
to enter upon such an undertaking, even at
the present time. With all the bad legislation
that had taken place, and with all the draw-
backs, the colony had progressed most won-
derfully, The deposits in the banks were
never anything approaching to what they
were nOw. .

The Hon. J. F. McDovearr: The money
was withdrawn from circulation : it would be
far better in cirenlation.

The Hon. J. C. Heussier: He recom-
mended the honorable gentleman to study a
little more of political economy. He begged

X
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to observe to his honorable friend that, from
the fact of its being in the banks, most of the
money was in circulation. The general de-
posits were infinitely greater now than ever
they were before in the history of the colony.
Although he was obliged to admit, and he
was sorry to say so, that a great many old
colonists were suffering from over-speculation
at some time or another—and he felt very
keenly on that point himself—and might be .-
embarrassed, yet that did not shew that the
colony was not in a prosperous condition.
One class of colonists might suffer, but for
all that he maintained that he was rightin hig
statement ; and therefore he did not agree
with his honorable friend who represented the
Government, that the colony was not in such
a financial position that the railway could not
be carried out. As a further proof, he might
state that Queensland debentures never stood
so high as at the present moment. The last
mail had brought news that Queensland de-
bentures stood at 109, and Victorian deben-
tures at 110. Surely we ought to be proud
of our colony and of our credit at home! and
that credit ought to be made use of by the
Legislature and the Government in the de-
velopment of the colony’s resources. His
honorable friends, Mr. McDougall and the
Postmaster-General, had both alluded to the
cost of the railway as at variance with the
evidence. Well, it struck him (Mr. Heussler)
that South Australia had—like this colony
and New South Wales, in the first instance—
gained dear experience, having spent £15,000
a-mile on her railway; and she had profited
by her experience to bring the cost down now
to £5,000 per mile for similar works to the
first. He had the most implicit confidence in
the evidence on that score; and especially in
that of Mr. Fountain, a thoroughly practical
man, whose acquaintance he had had the
opportunity of cultivating on various occa-
sions. Not for the whole of Queensland
would that man tell an untruth, or say any
thing that he would not carry out. He be-
lieved that Mr. Fountain was perfectly able
and willing to carry out the whole work as
he had said he could do; he relied upon his
staunch honesty and on his great practical
knowledge. Consequently it struck him that
the Government and honorable members need
not be at all afraid of the greater expense of
the line than what was stated in the report as
the amount for which it could be carried out.
Another remark which had been made b
the Postmaster-General, and which, indeed,
was the one which brought him (Mr. Heuss-
ler) to his legs, was that a great many people
here would benefit by the expenditure
upon the railway, such people having no
property or interest in the colony. He might
have been a little in doubt upon the point till
lately ; but, when hie saw the public meetings
that had been held, and only a few days ago
the largest ever held in Brisbane; when he
saw the representatives of some of the
largest firms in the ecity openly ecoming
forward and giving their opinions upon the
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question of railway extension; when he saw
tradesmen of the best standing, without
exception, in the colony, speaking their
minds publicly; he thought it was. time for
any Government to retract from a path
which wag unsafe for them in the future.
He was quite sure that in the Council, as
well as in the Assembly, there was no ill-
feeling against the Government. He believed
that there was rather a feeling in the whole
Parliament that the present Government
should be supported if they would go into
this question favorably. The Government
had a duty to perform to the community by
going on 1n the path of progress; they had a
right to do so because, in the Speech from the
Throne, they had promised to develop the
resources of this country, and, if his memory
served him, they were pledged even to make
this railway when the time had come. The
time had come—mow was the time!—and
the Government were bound to make the
railway,

The Hon. J. F. McDoveaLs:
had not come yet.

The Hon. J. C, Hevsszer: The people
in Drayton, in Toowoomba, in Rockhampton,
in Warwick, in Brisbane, thought it had
come, and they called on the Government to
make the railway from Ipswich to Brisbane.

Noj; it

There might be half-a-dozen squatters on the
Darling Downs who objected to it, but surely !

they were nob the representatives of .the
people of Queensland. There was no doubt
that three-fourths of the population of the
colony were in favor of the railway, according
to the voices and votes of their representa-
tives in the other House ; and only one-fourth
was against it ; and those who were against
it were standing in their own light. It was
impossible that this question could be put off
much longer even by the present Government;

-and it was quite necessary that those squat-:

ters on the Darling Downs who were opposed
tothe railway, should make up their minds
upon that point. It would come to passina
certain time. ‘When their leases were falling
in, other land laws would be made; there
could be no question about it. He did not
think he could throw more light upon the
subject, and he would conclude by moving,
as an addition to the original motion :—

“That the foregoing resolutions be transmitted
to the Legislative Assembly, by message in the
unsual way.”

The Hon, H. G. Simpsox said that, with
the permission of the House, he should be
most happy to adopt the amendment of the
honorable gentleman who had just spoken, as
an addition to his resolutions.

There being no objection, the question was
put as amended and affirmed, on a division,
as follows :—

Contents, 7. ! Not-Contents, 5.
Hon. 8t. G. BR. Gore ! Hon, J. F. McDougall
» d.C. Heussler I » G. Eliott
» d.J. Galloway ‘ » C.B. Whish
5 E.1, C. Browne [ » L. Iope
» H.G. 8impson { »  T. L. M. Prior.
» G Harvis !
H, B, Fitz,
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Land Qrders Bill.

TL,AND ORDERS BILL.

The PostmasTEr-GENERAL moved thata
Bill for the Cancellation and other Disposal
of Non-transferable Land Orders be now read
the second time. He remarked that honor-
able gentlemen were aware of the reasons
why this Bill was brought forward by the
Government. It proceeded from a very early
date. ~The first land orders, issued under
the Crown Lands Act of 1860, were made
transferable for the purchase of land from
one person to another. In the year 1864, it
was deemed advisable that the land orders,
instead of being transferable, should be non-
transferable ; namely, that the person hold-
ing the land order, and he only, should in-
vest it'in land, with the condition of two years’
residence before he could claim the deed of
grant. Tt was necdless to say that the object
of that provision in the Immigration Act of
1864, was to put a stop to the practice that
was carried on of trading in the land- orders
granted to immigrants who did not settle
in the country. But, even now, in the local
newspapers: there were advertisements for
non-transferable land orders.. It might puzzle
astranger to understand how non-transferable
land orders could be used ; but it was known
that they were used, and that to a very con-
siderable extent: In the eighth clause of the
Act of 1864, a proviso was inserted making it
imperativethat the person using the land order
should, within two years from the date of
the land order, sign a certificate or declaration
of residence in the colony for two years; but
it appeared an anomaly that a person should
Dbe obliged to sign such a document before he
could have been in the country the time spe-
cified. He*(the Postmaster-General) could
hardly understand this, because, in the first
instance, a person might have been in the
colony two or three months before receiving
his land order ; and he had to make a declara-
tion of residence only when applying for the
deed of grant of the lands purchased with his
land order, which grant could not be issued
until he had resided in the colony two years;
and he might very easily sign such a declara-
tion. However, some objection was made to
it, and, in the first instance, a notice was pub-
lished in the Government Gazefte by the
Minister for Lands, extending the time for
which the land orders were available three
months, The land orders appeared to have
got into the hands of agents, and he believed
that many persons eonsiderably interested in
the.government of the country had employed
those agents in the transfer to them of a bene-
ficial interest in those land orders. How far
they were right in doing so must be left to
themselves; but he and other honorable
members could easily see that a very great
amount of pressure must have been brought
to bear on the Minister for the time being fo
recall his notice ; for he found that the land
orders, which were only intended to last a
short time, that was for two years—somewhat
in the same way as the remission tickets that
were given to naval and military officers in
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former years, who had toremain two years'in
the colony before being entitled to land grants
—were,in the first instance, extended three
months, “and,  after that, again extended
for two years, making the time, in all,
“four years, instead of two. There was
other action taken in this matter, and the
third notice appeared in the Government
Glazette, on the 3rd December, 1868, by which |
the Minister for Lands deemed it: necessary
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that the land orders should be presented by
the persons in whose favor they were drawn.
It was easy to see that those orders having,
to a very great extent, come into the pos-
session of traders in them, that notice in.the

Gazette prevented them from employing the |

orders, as, unless they could be presented by
the persons in whose favor they were drawn,
they were of no use. In many cases, the per-
sons in whose favor they were dvawn had sold
them ; many had gone either baeck to Eng-
land or to the other colonies, and their orders
were, therefore, not to be entertained by the
Government. The nextrevelationwas an action
brought by a certain well-known land agent
in this city against the Government, and their
Honors the Judges ruled that the Government
had acted ulfra vires in making any regula-
tions whatever under the. Act of 1864 ; and
the action was decided ‘agdinst the Govern-
ment, This being the case, -those notifica-
tions in the Gazeffe—which had not been
made by the present Government, though, of
course, the present Government worked upon
them—went for nothing, and the Government
found themselves in this difficult position : if
they accepted, or allowed those land orders to
be accepted in payment of land, they would
be doing an illegal thing.

The Hon. H. B. Firz: No. no.

The Posrmaster-GENEraL: The Judges
having ruled that it was not competent for the
Government to make the regulations of De-
cember, 1868, consequently, any previous regu-
lations made by the Government were illegal
also. Under those circumstances the Govern-
ment would be doing an illegal act to take,
now, those land orders in payment for land,
as had been done before. This Bill, which
was brought under -consideration of the
House, was a necessity imposed upon the
Government to legalise the taking of those
land orders in payment for land. No hard-
ship could possibly accrue to anyone by it.
The circumstances of the extension of the
currency of the land orders from two to
four years were pretty clear. There must
be some finality for those land orders.” A
large amount of them was in the Treasury—
something like £53,000 worth, at the present
time; and it was very difficult for the
Treasurer to make up his budget or to know
in what position he was on account of them.
And it was known that very many of the
persons who had deposited those land orders,
and taken the advance of £6 from the Go-
vernment on their deposit, were not actually
in- the country. In committee, honorable |
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gentlemen would be able to go over the
clauses of ‘the Bill seriatim. Some might
wish to make amendments in the Bill, and
they could. be made at the proper time after
discussion. He hoped he had explained to
the Council the position in which the Govern-
ment found themselves, and the necessity
which they were under to bring in this Bill.

The Hon. H. B. F1rz said he looked upon
the land-order question as one of the most
important questions that the Council had had
to deal with for some years. There was no
doubt whatever that the Bill, and the action
of the Government with reference to. land
orders, savored very much of repudiation.
He had thought the matter over a good deal,
and he knew, perhaps, as much of the land-
order system as, if not more than, any honor-
able member of the Council ; and if the House
would bear with him a little, he would refer
to the question, to shew clearly that the action
of the Government at this moment was
nothing more nor less than repudiation, or an
attempt at it. If they looked at the question
carefully and dispassionately, they would
agree with him. In the first instance, under
the Crown Lands Alienation Aet of 1860, Mr.
Jordan was sent home as Emigration Agent,
and the Government were empowered to issue
land orders to immigrants coming direct to
this colony and paying their own passages.
That was under the twentieth.clause, which
he would read :—

“Tt shall be lawful for the Governor with the
advice of the Executive Counecil to issue to any
adult immigrant who shall have come direct from
Europe to the colony of Queensland but not ab
the expense of the said colony or to the person
who shall have paid for the passage of such immi-
grant a land order for the amount of eighteen
pounds and after such immigrant shall have
resided not less than two years continuously

' within the said colony and if not-previously a

British subject shall have been naturalized then
to issue to such immigrant a further land order
for the amount of twelve pounds Provided that
two children over the age of four and under the
age of fourteen respectively shall be reckoned as
one statute adult under this Act Provided also
that every sueh immigrant shall have complied
with and shall be of the class comprised within
the immigration regulations for the time being in
force in the said colony.”

In that clause there was nothing whatever
against the transferring of land orders. There
was 1o doubt that a better system than the
land-order system could not possibly have
been introduced; and had it not been tam-
pered with and tinkered by the Government,
1t would have proved most suceessful in
maintaining the most desirable immigration
for the colony. Many of the immigrants
who had arrived under it from the mother
country, had sold everything they possessed
in the world in order to come to the colony,
anticipating that, on their arrival, they would
be reimbursed by the land orders which they
were entitled to receive, until they should
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find means of employment. There was no
doubt that, at the time, we were importing a
great number of immigrants for the benefit
of the sister colonies ; but that wasthe fault
of the laxity with which the system was
worked, not the fault of the system itself.
Had the Government made those first land
orders non-transferable for a time, those
people would not have left the colony ; they
might have realised upon their lana.y orders,
and left afterwards., But the Government
must, in the first instance, have put a stop to
the system of importing immigrants. They
made the land orders non-transferable, and
that, of course, induced the immigrant to sell
his land order, and to appoint an attorney,
authorising him to keep possession of it, and
to select land under it; and henee sprang
the system of trafficing in land orders. The
Government then passed another Aet, in
1864 ; and the eighth clause, which referred
to non-transferable land orders, was :—

“The deeds of grant from the Crown of lands
purchased either wholly or in part with the said
non-transferable land orders shall not be issued
to the purchaser until he shall have resided for
two years in the colony but in case of death it
shall be lawful for the Governor in Council to
issue the said deed of grant after the expiration
of the said two years to the representative of the
person who would otherwise have been entitled
thereto Provided -that application for the said
deeds of grant accompanied by a declaration of
residence shall in all cases be made within two
years from the date of the land order.”

As the Postmaster-General had very pro-
perly remarked, that was an absurdity on
the face of it, because the latter part of the
clause made it almost an impossibility to
comply with the conditions stated. The
ninth clause said :—

“Upon deposit of a non-transferable land order
it shall be lawful for the Government to advance
to the owner thereof a sum equal to one-fifth of
the nominal value thereof and upon re-payment
ab any time within two years of the sum so ad-
vanced together with the additional sum of one
pound the said land order shall be returned to
the owner thereof.”’

But the land order, which was a copy of
schedule four of the Aect, perfectly ignored
the ninth clause; and, of course, the land
order must be according to the Act. There
was no limit to its currency :—

“SCHEDULE TIV.

“ Queensland.
“£ Non-transferable Land Order. £
“No. Number No.

‘It having been duly certified that
a passenger per ship from Europe to
has defrayed the cost of passage of the
said is hereby authorised to purchase
saburban or country lands or lands within any
agricultural reserve to the amount of
subject to the condition that the title deeds
thereof be not issued to the said uptil
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after two years’ continual residence within the
colony.
“Given under my hand ‘at Government
House Brisbane this day of
186 .

“ By His Excellency’s Command

“ Entd.”

‘Was not that very clear P—That if 2 man
resided in the colony for two years and did
not choose to avail himself of a selection of
land, he might avail himself of it in four
years? All that he had to do was to shew,
at any time, that he had resided for two
years in the colony. The Government next
issued a departmental regulation, on 19th
October, 1869, which ran thus :—

“1. Holders of non-transferable land orders
who have nct availed themselves of the right of .
purchase within the four years, as required by
the notice hereinbefore mentioned, shall be
allowed a further extension of time, up to the
1st October, 1870, during which their land orders
shall be available for the purchase of land as
prescribed in'the aforesaid Act; provided that, in
the event of the holder of .a land order not
having obtained the indorsement thereon by the
Surveyor-General, on production to that officer of
the required declaration of continuous residence
of two years in“the colony of Queensland, he
shall farnish to the Surveyor-General, or to the
land agent of the district.wherein he proposes to
purchase land, and previous to such purchase, a
declaration, in the annexed form, that he has
continuously resided as aforesaid.”

In the second clause of that departmental
notice the time was extended further—

“ Making in all five years from the original
date of each land order; during which it shall be
available for the purchase of land as prescribed in
the aforesaid Act; provided that during any time
between the expiration of two years from date of
arrival in the colony and that of the five years as
aforesaid, and previous to making use of such
land order, the holder thereof shall furnish to
the Surveyor-General, or land agent of the
distriet wherein he proposes to purchase land, a
declaration, in the annexed form, of continuous
residence of two years in the colony of Queens-
land, and such further proof, if demanded, as
prescribed in the first clause of this notice.”

But here was where the hardship came :—

“3. In all cases, the holders of non-transferable
land ordérs must present them personally to the
land agent when used for the purchase of land,
and cach holder will require to satisfy that officer
as to his identity, if proof is demanded.”

Now, he: would call the attention of honor-
able members to a case of repudiation. He
produced a land order, which, according to
the regulation, was certified to by the person
appointed by the Government, the Surveyor-
General. It was endorsed upon the back :—

“This is to certify, that in accordance with the
Regulation of the 19th October, 1869, this Land
Order continues available until [ five

ears from date of issue. ]
Y 7 4 “ A, C. GrEGORY,
“ Surveyor-General.”
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The land order was dated 19th September,
1868; comsequently the two years expired
on the 19th September, 1870. That land order
was presented for the purchase of Crown
land, to Mr. Martin, and was refused in con-
sequence of instructions from the Secre-
tary of Lands, that he was not to receive any
non-transferable land orders if they were over
two years current. Whichever way the
matter was looked at, that was downright re-
pudiation. He might mention a case of hard-
ship which had happened:—A man in War-
wick had some land orders upon which he
had taken the advance from the Government
of £6 for each order. He came down at
great expense, to Brisbane, and he released
his land orders from the Treasury; aund, in
order to realise his land orders he attended
a land sale, but upon shewing them he was
told by Mr. Martin that they could not be
received—that the man in whose favor they
were issued could not purchase land with
them. That, after the Government had made
an advance on the land orders, and after their
advance had beenre-paid! He (Mr. Fitz)
thought that the Government had placed
themselves, upon their own shewing, in a
very improper position. It was seen in the
action that had taken place and that had been
referred to. His idea was that this was a
very difficult question, and that a great deal
of evidence was required to be taken upon it
before honorable members could come to a
decision. He should move that the Bill be
read a second time that day six months, and
that a select committee of both Houses
shonld be appointed-—perhaps, it would be
best to have a committee of the Council—to
inquire into and report uwpon the subject, so
that they could see which was the most just
and equitable way of dealing with the land
orders. If there was £50,000 of land orders
deposited in the Treasury, no doubt it was
troublesome to the Treasurer to have them
mixed up in his accounts. DBut they ought
to be placed to suspense account, for a time,
at least, and publicity should be given to
them throughout the country ; as there might
be hundreds of persons who would release
them. It was a very serious matter indeed
for the Government to tamper with the credit
of the colony. It was not so much on account
of the injury that would be done to the per-
sons who owned the land orders, but of the
reports that they would send home to their
friends, that apprehension need be felt from
the proposed interference of the Government;
no more dangerous reports to this young

colony could go home than that the Govern- -

ment repudiated the land orders. Nothing
could be so serious as to imperil the credit of
the country. The Government might as well,
in his opinion, attempt to repudiate the colo-
nial debentures as to repudiate the land
orders. The way he had suggested was, he
thought, the best in which to deal with the
question at present. Honorable members
could thus shew the public that the Counecil

[17 Mav.]
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would not recognise, on the part of the present
or any other Government, any attempt at re-
pudiation. He moved—

That the word “now” be omitted from the
original question, with the view to insert at the
end thereof the words ¢ this day six months.”

The Hon. H. G. SimresoN observed that
the Bill before the House was a very im-
portant measure, and he should be very sorry
to see it thrown out on the motion of his
honorable friend, Mr. Fitz. He thought
that it required & little more consideration
than honorable members could give it now ;
and he was inclined to suggest to the honor-
able gentleman who represented the Govern-
ment, that it would be worth while to refer
the Bill to a select committee, so as to give
the Council a long day to consider its pro-
visions. It appeared to him to bhe a very
intricate and complicated measure; and so
many interests were involved in it, that there
was great difficulty in comprehending them,
fairly, in all their relations—although honor-
able members had been put in possession of
a certain handbill, bearing upon the subject,
which had been circulated by a gentleman in
Brisbane. He was far from agreeing with
all that had been advanced against the Bill;
but there seemed to be something in it which
requivred careful consideration. He should
not throw any impediment or obstruction in
the way of its progress; but he asked the
Postmaster-General to refer it to a committee,
or to give the Council a week or ten days
moré before they were called upon to go into
the details of the T3ill.

The Hon. J. C. HrusstER said it was jusb
as the Honorable Captain Simpson had sug-
gested—there were a great many honorable
members who did not wish to put any ob-
stacle in the way of the Government, in
regard to the Bill ; and he was struck foreibly
with the idea that, if they did not want to
throw the Bill out, but to refer it to a select
committee, the proposition of the honorable
Mr. Fitz required to be amended, with a view
to the appointment of the committee.

The Hon. H. B. Frrz: He would move
that afterwards.

The Hon. J. C. Heusster : As it was, the
Bill was no good ; but, if they threw it out,
they would have to begin afresh. He fully
agreed with what had fallen from the Honor-
able Mr. Fitz, that the land-order system
which was in existence at first was one of the
best ways of bringing out immigrants that
could be devised; and it did not plunge the
colony into difficulties on account of their
cost. He durst say that if we had a
million of land orders floating about, it
would not do the colony any harm. Instead
of paying heavily for immigration, as at
the present time, immigrants were broughb
out, of the most desirable class, on the
strength of the land orders, and without being
burdensome on the revenue. He had been
instrumental in time past, as German Emigra-
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tion Agent, in bringing out a very good class
of people under that system. He had
brought out nearly two thousand persons,
and the Government had not been at the
slightest expense on their account. In regard
to those land orders upon which the Govern-
ment had advanced £6 each, and which were
now deposited to a large amount in the
Treasury, there was a regulation that, a
certain rate of interest on the advance was
to be paid. If the interest accumulated to
the value of the land order, as it would in
time, then the land order cancelled itself.
But the Government had no right to take
the step of cancelling the land orders. In
course of time, they would be cancelled by
the accumulated interest unpaid; and they
could not be otherwise wiped out. This led
him to another remark :—It was a great pity
that the legislation of the time went in direct
opposition to the law of the land; it was
most unfortunate that legislation was so con-
ducted. When any case came before the
Judges, this was found to be so. Why not
ascertain beforehand what the Supreme
Court thought of such legislation as was
proposed, from time to time? The At-
torney-General ought to have made sure of
all points when he brought his Bills before
the Parliament. Honorable members were
not all lawyers, and they could not possibly
find out or provide for difficulties which after-
wards arose. The Attorney-General of the
time should eommunicate with the Judges of
the Supreme Court, so as to anticipate con-
flicts in legislation. A greater man than
the Attorney-General of this country had said
he could “drive a coach-and-four through
any Act of Parliament” ; and it seemed to be
no vain boast.

The PosrarasTER-GENERAL said he would
allow that the Bill was rather peculiar, and
he agreed with a good deal that had fallen
from his honorable friend, Captain Simpson.
He should be very sorry to see the Bill
thrown out, and he thought that such a course
would do a great deal of harm. The Govern-

ment had been put into their present position, -

not by any act of their own; they were
merely carrying out regulations which they
had not framed, but which had been promul-
gated by previous Governments. If it was
illegal, at present, for the Government to
take the land orders, it would be equally so
if the Bill was thrown out. The Judges had
said it was. But, whether illegal or not, there
eould be no harm in following out the sugges-
tion of the Honorable Captain Simpson. If
the Bill was read a second time, to-night, he
proposed delaying its committal i1l this-day-
~ fortnight, which would, he thought, meet the
wishes of the House. - ’

An HowvorasLe MemBER: The prineiple

of the Bill would then be recognised.

The PostmasTErR-GENERAL: The principle
of the Bill was recognised by its being
brought in, but all the principles of the Bill
were certainly not affirmed, and it was per-
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fectly competent for the honorable member
or any other honorable member to move any
amendments, ;

The Hon. H. B. F1rz said he must decline
to withdraw his amendment. He must ex-
press his surprise, and he had heard many
others express surprise, that the Government
should have taken such arbitrary measures
in dealing with the land orders; that they
should have brought in the Bill without
taking evidence upon the question. Why
should the Government deal in this sammary
manner with the subject ?

The Hon. J. F. McDoveaLL rose to order.
The honorable member had spoken.

The Hon. H. B. Frrz: He was simply re-
plying on the amendment.

The Cmairman: Of course, the House
can exercise a discretion and allow the
honorable member to speak; but I think
that he cannot do it.

The Hon. C. B. WaisE said he fully agreed
with the idea of the Honorable Mr. ¥itz; he
did not think the present Bill was one which
could possibly be treated by the Council
without taking the evidence of parties who
considered themselves, whether rightly or
wrongly, aggrieved by any action which the
Government might take in reference to the
subject. It so happened that he had had
a diminutive land order thrown back upon
his hands. That was nothing, however; he
did not know where it was. Fortunately for
himself he was not a legal man. The present
question was a legal one from first to last.
He could only bring common sense to bear
upon its consideration. It appeared to him
that a land order was a land order ; butthere
were circumstances, it appeared, when a land
order was not a land order. Those little
inconsistencies might be explained away by
taking the evidence of those who felt an
interest in the matter. If his honorable
friend, Mr. Fitz, pressed his motion to a
division, he would support it.

The Hon. G. Harris observed that it
would be a pity if the Bill should be so sum-
marily dealt with as had been proposed. He
suggested to his honorable friend, Mr. Fitz,
and also to the Postmaster-General, whether
it would not be most advisable to postpone
the further consideration of the Bill until
after a select committee had taken evidence
and reported upon it. His opinion was, that
a committee of five should be appointed to
inquire into the subject of the cancellation
and other disposal of non-transferable land
orders. He could hardly bring Lis mind to
admit that any Government was justified in
legislating on a question of this kind, and
cancelling what they had issued as the repre-
sentative of a certain quantity of land. Al-
ready, in the case which had been referred to
by the Honorable Mr. Fitz, land orders pre-
sented in payment for the purchase of land
at Government sales had been refused. That
certainly appeared, ab first sight, harsh treat-
ment. The House had heard from other
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quarters that such was the acticn of the Go-
vernment, The Honorable Captain Whish had
spoken of his own case. There were many
interests connected with a matter of this
kind ; and honorable members ought to eon-
sider it carefully before they attempted to
legislate upon it. They must not proceed too
hastily upon a question like this. It might
probably suit the Government, and other
parties. At all events, a committee would
enable the Couneil to fortify themselves with
the best evidence upon the Bill and all that
it involved ; and they would then be in the
best position to assist in passing such a mea-
sure as was now beforethem. Atthe present
moment, as in all previous Acts passed for the
issue of land orders, the land orders were
issued without any limit of time; and to any
person leaving Kngland, under the Aet of
1864, it must be perfectly clear that he came
out to this colony on the distinct understand-
ing that he was to receive aland order, which
he could keep in his pocket as long as he
liked. Ie (Mr. Harris) did not wish to place
any obstruction in the way of the Postmaster-
General, to whom and to the Honorable Mr.
Fitz, he recommended the adoption of the
course he had suggested. The amendment
should be withdrawn, with the consent of the
House, and then he would move :—

That the consideration of this Bill be post-
poned until after the appointment of a select
committee, to consist of five members, to inquire
into and report upon the whole question of the
cancellation and other disposal of non-transferable
land orders; and until the committee have brought
up their report.

That merely dealt with the Bill. He thought
the House had an oppertunity of collecting
evidence on thewhole subject. %fery probably
the Under-Secretary of the Treasury would
give very important evidemce. He (Mr.
Harris) would like to assist the Postmaster-
General in passing his Bill through the
House in proper form. When he locked at
the Immigration Aet of 1867, he maintained
that the land orders were issued without any
limit as to time, and that they should not be
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interfered with, Itappearedto be the feeling |

of the House that some delay, at all events,
should take place before the Bill was pro-
ceeded with. Meantime, he left it to honor-
able members to decide whether it would not
be better to withdraw the amendment. He
should sit down, merely to allow the Post-
master-General to speak.

The Posraaster-GENERAL said he under-
stood that there was a difference between the
clause in the Actof 1864 and the Act of 1867.
The former provided that the deed of grant

of land purchased should not issue until two |
years from the date of the land order; and !

the schedule must mean the same, as it was
ruled by the Act. He relied upon what he

called his old military knowledge, that to be 1
. that he had belter get the Standing @rders

entitled to the remission, a military or naval
settler must have resided two years in the
country.
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The Hon. H. B. Frrz: No. There was
nothing of the sort in the clause.

The PostmasTER-GENERAL: He did not
think any objection could be raised to the
course proposed. He should like very much
that honorable gentlemen would allow the
Bill to be read the second time, now. It
would be sometime before the committee
could inquire into the question, and he would
consent to a postponement of the further
progress of the Bill until after the committee
had reported. .

The Hon. G. Harzris said he should com-
plete his proposed amendment, by adding to
l et

That such committee consist of the following
Members :—Mr, Fitz, Mr. Prior, Captain Whish,
Mr. Galloway, and Mr. Heussler.

With the leave of the House, the amend-
ment of the Hon. H. B. Frrz was with-
drawn.

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL said he found
that unless a day was fixed for the second
reading of the Bill, the course proposed
could not be earried out. He moved, with
the leave of the House—

That the second reading of this Bill be post-
poned until Wednesday, 14th June.

That was a month.

This last motion was substituted for the
original question and was put and passed;
and the Hon. H. B. Firz gave notice of a
niotion for the appointment of a select com-
nmittee for a future day, after some verbal
alterations and the substitution of the name
of “Captain Simpson” for that of * M.
Galloway.”

ACTING CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES.

The report from the Standing Orders Com-
mittee, with referénce to this subject, having
been considered in committee of the whole
House, and the report of the committee of
the whole having been brought up and
adopted,

The Hon. C. B. Wa1sH said : Honorable
gentlemen—As the Council has just confirmed
the report of the Standing Orders Committee,
I beg, in pursuance.thereof, to move :—

That the Honorable E. I. C. Browne be
appointed Acting Chairman of Committees of this
Council during the absence of the Honorable The
President, and whilst the present Chairman of
Committees occupies the Chair.

The question has béen pretty thoroughly
ventilated ; and: I will justleave the motion
in the hands of the House. _

The Hon. H. B, Firz said : Now, honorable
gentlemen, comes the full object of the Stand-
ing Orders Committee, which the Postmaster-
Geeneral has given himself such an immensity
of trouble about. In the first instance, he
intended taking this action himself; but, after-
wards, he thought that he had better not—

Committee to assist him to what he wished
in this matter, so that he could carry out his
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object of appointing the Honorable Mr.
Browne Acting Chairman of Committees.
I do certainly think that the Postmaster-
General has put himself to an unnecessary
amount of trouble; and I think he has
plunged this House into a fog. I feel con-
vinced that, from the way he has placed the
Standing Orders, now, we shall not be
able to carry on our business as well as we
might have done, had the suggestion been
adopted which I put forward in the first
instance, of placing the Honorable Mr. Eliott
in the chair, and leaving the Chairman of
Committees where he was. He would have
saved this House a great deal of trouble,
and have prevented a great deal of acrimo-
nious feeling. I think the House is not
indebted to the Postmaster-General for the
action he has taken in this matter. I speak of
him as the representative of the Government ;
and I repeat, that his action does not
accord with that respeet which is due
from him to this Council. I should he
very sorry, indeed, to argue for one
moment that the Honorable Mr. Browne is not
well gualified for the position Le aspires to,
which is one he has taken a great deal of
pains to get supported in, I believe. I do
not think I am misinformed, when I state
that action was taken with reference to this
subject within twenty-four hours after the
late Governor died: one gentleman was
written to, I am told, with reference to it, at
that early period. It has not come to the
House suddenly. I certainly think we might
have avoided all this trouble and left the
Standing Orders where they were, and we
might have been saved all this acrimonious
feeling in consequence. Mr. Browne is
pre-eminently fitted for the position he aspires
to, and is so anxious to obtain; because there
is no doubt we do require a gentleman in the
chair to preside over the deliberations of this
House—more particularly in Committee,
where there is a great deal of angry feeling
sometimes, arising, perhaps, {rom honorable
members being able to address the IHouse as
often as they think proper; as we are all
perfectly aware, we require a gentleman of
genial and kindly manners, with an open and
Liberal expression of countenance, and one per-
fectly free from any biliousness of tempera-
ment, one who can throw oil upon the troubled
waters of our proceedings; and I admit that
he possesses many qualities for the position.
But for all that I will not support him. I
wish to propose for the office of Chairman of
Committees the Honorable William Yaldwyn.
I should be very sorry to draw invidious
comparisons, but T think he has greater
claims upon this House than any lawyer. It
is said that in the other House there are too
many lawyers. 'We have two, here ;—indeed,
we have very mnearly three. However,
I think that there ave a great deal too
mang in the other House, where there
are seven; and we have enocugh in this
House. T certainly think that the Honorable
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My. Yaldwyn has claims, if there arc claims
to any position of emolument in this House ;
and 1 do not see that claims to such position
should be exclusively with the legal mem-
bers of this Council. He is the son of one
of the oldest members of this Council; he
is the son of one of our oldest colonists; he
is the son of one of our pioneers, who brought
a fortune to this colony; but, owing to re-
verses in the colony, when his father died,
though he succeeded to a handsome patri-
mony, yeb it was not what it might have
been but for the depreciation in the value
of squatting property which has taken place.
Mr. Yaldwyn is & gentleman, T may say ; not
one of those individuals who came to this
colony as adventurers, and who have been
living on the vitals of the unfortunate colo-
nists for years., If he was one of those
individuals I should be the very last to
support him ; I should say that he had no
claims on the country or this House. Al-
though T have no doubt whatever, from the
great concerted action which has been taken

in this matter, he will not be placed in'this -

position, I think that honorable members of
this House ought to vote for him in prefer-
ence to Mr. Browne. I therefore move, by
way of amendment on the original motion—

That the words “E. 1. C. Browne” be omitted,
with a view to the insertion of the words “W.
Yaldwyn.”

The PostmasTER - GENERAL: Honorable
gentlemen—As usual, my honorable friend
opposite has attacked me, and has put on my
shoulders all the onus of the acrimony which
has been displayed in this House. Honor-
able gentlemen are fully aware upon whose
shoulders the blame ought to rest. I am
not going to discuss the qualities of the two
gentlemen roferred to; but the honorable
member, Mr. Fitz, in the first instance, never
spoke to me of any amendment he proposed
to make when the Chairman of Committees,
by the Standing Orders, took the chair of
the House.

The Hon. H. B. Firz: It was illegal.

The PostaasTER-GENERAL : He says that
he knew this some months before. T had no
knowledge of it whatever. I thought that
the Honorable Mr. Browne was a very fit

erson to take the chair, as usual. I asked
]Piim only a short time before the House sat,
as I was in duty bound to make provision,
whether he would take the chair. That is
all T knew of the matter. I then told him
that I would propose him. When T came to
the House, and the honorable member oppo-
site me took the action which he did, I had
1o interest whatever in placing any honorable
gentleman in the chair. I was perfectly
willing that this House should appoint any
one they thought fit to appoint. My only
object was that matters should go on straight
in the House. T had no necessity to make a
roposition myself. The Honorable Captain
hish was speaking to me on the matter,
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and I said, if a certain question should arise,
it would leave me in a more independent
position to act if he would move it; and he
has done it. I think it is a very great pity,
indeed, that any honorable gentleman should
rise to pit one honorable member against
another as the honorable Mr. Fitz has done.
I wish to pour oil upon the troubled waters.
He has not done so. I only act as the House
thinks fit to support me. The honorable
gentleman can oppose me.

The Hon. Sr. G. R. Gorr: I object
to the doctrines put forth by the Postmaster-
General. The several offices of distinction
in this House are as open to one member as
to another; they are open to every indivi-
dual member of the Council who 1s fit for
them. It comes very ill from the honorable
gentleman representing the Government to
cast reflections upon another honorable mem-
ber, for bringing forward such a gentleman
ag is named in the amendment. T shall sup-
port the Honorable Mr. Yaldwyn. That gen-
tleman is a very young man whom I respect
- very much; and I think that after a short
time,Mr. Yaldwyn will fill the chair quite as
well as the Council are accustomed to have
it filled.

The Hon. H. G. SimpsoN said: As the
question appears to have been decided by the
House, that we are tohave a second Chairman
of Committees, I am very much inclined to
support the amendment of my honorable
friend, Mr. Fitz. It may, perhaps, appear a
rather curious ground to go upon; but I
shall tell the Couneil my reasons. On more
than one oceasion, after the assembling of a
new Parliament, I have been requested to
vote for superseding the Chairman of Com-
mittees and to put another honorable mem-
ber in the place of our Chairman. On two
occasions, if I am not mistaken, it has been
suggested to me that the honorable gentleman
now proposed as Acling Chairman should be
put in ag Chairman of Committees to the ex-
clusion of our old Chairman. Iasked, “ Why;
why do you want to turn out our Chairman of
Committees and to put the Honorable Mr.
Browne in?” The reason given to me was
thigis “ We have two lawyers in the House;
one of them has had the seat of the Chairman
of Committees for so long a time; it is time
that the other should have a furn.” T made
up my mind at that moment—I will maintain
it to the end—that I will vote as far as I can
to retain our present Chairman of Committees
so long as he cares to fill the office; but I will
never vote for a lawyer again so long as there
is anothermemberinthe House equally capable
of filling the chair. Itis not fair to the House,
that, because there are two lawyers, when one
is out, the other should be put in the chair.
There are several other honorable members
capable of taking the chair. I do not see that
the profession has anything to do with it.
Ordinary common sense and tact, and a
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certain amount of ability to deal equitably

between honorable members, is all that a
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gentleman requires to fill the chair. T do not
see why it should be supposed to be ncces-
sary that we should put another lawyer into
the chair. It is three years since I made up
my mind upon this point. The chair may be
considered a distinction ; its possession is a
mark of eonfidence of the House in the pos-
gessors. There is very little to choose
between the two honorable members nomi-
nated, but I shall vote for the honorable Mr.
Yaldwyn.

The Hon. J. C. IIrusster: This question
has been before the House some time. 'When
it was first raised, I remarked that my honor-
able friend, Mr. Fitz, had muddled the thing
with his honorable friend, Captain Simpson ;
and that, if they had not done so, I should
have had extreme pleasurc in supporting the
amendment. I will do so in this instance ;
will vote for the Henorable Mr. Yaldwyn.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted be so omitted—put; and the House
divided :—

Contents, 4. i Not-Contents, 7,
Hon. H. B. Fitz ! Hon. G. Ifarris
,» St G. R. Gore . ,  J. 1. XeDougall
» 1L G, Simpson ,» J.d. Galloway
» J.C Teussler. | » C.DB. Whish
‘ » G. Eliott

» w.Hobbs
4, P ML Prior

Original question put and passed.
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