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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Wednesday, 13 August, 1879.

Bathurst Burr Destruction Bill.—Petition.—No-Confi-
dence Motion—resumption of dehate.

The SpeaxEr took the chair at half-past
8 o’clock.

BATHURST BURR DESTRUCTION BILL.

The necessary recommendation from the
Governor for the required appropriation
for this Bill having been received by Mes-
sage,

%{r. Groom presented the Bill, and it
was read a first time, ordered to be printed,
and the second reading fixed for to-morrow.

PETITION.

Mr. GarzIck presented a petition from
Residents of Sampson Vale, against the
Divisional Boards Bill.

Petition received.

NO-CONFIDENCE MOTION — RESUMP-
TION OF DEBATE.

Mr. Barney said that perhaps the most
satisfactory portion of the speech of the
Premier was when he stated that

“T cannot say too plainly that it is not the
intention of Government to launch their loan
all at once; it is not their intention that Gov-
ernment shall have any large sums of money at
any time in the possession of any bank, either
in this or in the other colonies. Their distinct
plans are to have nothing more than sufficient
money to carry on public works; and I do not
think, in spite of what the hon. gentleman had
said, that we shall have at any time such large
balances as the late Government has constantly
had in the banks for the last three or four
years.”

That announcement would relieve the
minds of many hon. members on his (Mr.
Bailey's) side of the House, and of the
public outside—for a great dread had taken
possession of a large portion of the inhabi-
"tants of the colony, and there was that
which might have been termed an unjustifi-
able suspicion that the sole policy of the
Government was to borrow money, not for
public works but for a very different
purpose. There was an unreality about
the Loan Estimates which supported that
assertion, and it was felt that they were
to be the pretence on which money was
to be borrowed for the purpose of in-
creasing the resources of a limited liability
bank, and to bolster it up. It was there-
fore a great relief to public opinion that
the Premier had made the statement he
had, that only such amounts would be
borrowed as were absolutely mneeded for
public works under construction. Bub
when the Government were defending their
policy they, during this session, generally

gid so by attacking the deeds of the
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late Government. He hoped to see an
end to this course of tactics. The late
Government, whatever their faults, had
been punished by the verdict of the
country, and it was an unmanly thing of
the party in power to be continually attack-
ing their predecessors for misdemeanours
they might have committed when in office.
That they had made blunders he was not
there to deny. The country had passed its
verdict on them, as it also would on the
present Government when their time came,
as come it would, and with a similar
result. Before a proper tribunal the pre-
sent Government would be tried in just
the same manner as their predecessors,
and, if found wanting, would come to
the same end. But to be continu-
ally harping on what the last Ministry
had or had not done was unmanly, and
these attacks should not be imported
into every-day debates. The Government
should remember they were on their de-
fence ;—it was not their position to take
up the »dle of attackers, that belonged to
the Opposition. It was the province of the
Government to defend their position in
every justifiable way, but it was also their
province to let bygones be bygones, and show
that they were capable of better things. The
policy of continually attacking the faults
of the late Government came with a bad
grace from them, for no later than the pre-
vious evening they boasted that they were
the authors of the extravagances of the
late Government. They said that was a
“ squeezable” Government; that they did
what they liked with them, and when they
plunged the country into debt the then
Opposition now boasted it was they who
made them do it. Who, then, was re-
sponsible for the condition of the eolony
and the people now P—was it the late Gov-
ernment, or was it the men who had made
this boast that they had forced a squeez-
able Government to do as they liked—that
they had sacrificed the country for the
sake of their party, and compelled the
Government into a career of extravagance
of which the country and the late Gov-
ernment repented now ? It would have
been better and more decent if they had
not been so ready to make themselves
responsible for that extravagance. In-
stead of making a boast, it was, in
reality, a miserable confession that the
unfortunate people of the colony were
ground between the two mill-stones of a
virulent Opposition and a squeezable Gov-
ernment, with the consequences of defi-
ciencies, liabilities, and debt at present.
The responsibility rested with those hon.
members equally with the late Government,
and the country would punish them as
soon as it got the chance of doing it. He
objected to view this subject with the eyes
of the ordinary politician. Politicians who
were accustomed to soar in the Treasury
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in ether over the heads of the taxpayers
.were a very nice class and very abstruse
in their theories; but he (Mr. Bailey)
would like to deal with the matter
in a more common-place, sober, every-
day manner. These politicians were
many of them drones in the busy
hive of the people; they made all the
buzzing, while the poor industrious bees
were hard at work, making honey for
themselves and for the drones as well.
He took the ordinary taxpayers’ view
of the Loan Kstimates, not that taken
by the professional politicians. It was the
people who placed hon. members there to
look after their interests, and not after
grand ideas and abstract questions. As
an instance, he remembered an hon. mem-
ber who mooted the abstract principle
that no colony was a first-class colony
unless its Governor had £10,000 a-year,
and that to make this a first-class colony
that sum should be voted, but he forgot
that the people would have to pay the
£10,000. The colony was the term for
a grand entity —the people were, in his
esteem, a nonentily. Ministers appeared
to be going on the same principle: they
forgot that they were mnot only the
guardians of the public purse but of the
public welfare; their duty was not only
that they should extract as many taxes as
possibly eould be extracted from the people.
They might perform great financial feats
in so doing; but their duty was as much to
look after the welfare of the people as
to show an ability to tax them, and the
Ministry which avoided that duty put
aside the first and paramount duty for which
they were placed in office. Ministers were
not merely representatives of tax-collectors.
It was not for them to consider how they
could make the man who worked pay as
much as the man who did not work, but
rather how they should develop the indus-
tries of the colony, how they should in-
crease its productiveness, and create a
prosperous and -happy people. That was
the last duty the present Government
seemed to have taken upon themselves.
‘With their policy the debt was to be enor-
mously increased ; and yet while that was
done—and the Government said that this
was a splendid counfry, of infinite re-
sources and possessing numerous mining
districts with gold, silver, copper—here
comes in the amazing paradox : they were
told by actions, as well as by words,
that it was a country where a white man
could mnot earn his living—that all the
country required was, that men of capital
should go out west with their kanakas to

make money; but that on the coasts of

this eolony, where the people were settled,
white men should not be allowed to make
a living. To carry out this wretched theory,
these men in the coast distriets, who had
made the colony what it was, were to be
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persecuted, and to be taxed with an extra-
ordinary taxation, in order to enable the
present Government to build up a bastard
western aristocracy. This was the paradox
presented to the Knglish money lenders—
that the colony really could not support
any more white men; that, therefore,
they had been compelled to stop immi-
gration, they had had to drive their skilled
mechanics from our shores, and now tell
the world that the coast districts were
worthless, but that sheep would thrive in
the far west. With this paradox, the
Government asked for loans on the pre-
tence that railway extension out west
would cause close settlement—he supposed
of kanakas and sheep; but the people of
the coast districts were to become securi-
ties for this loan. The farmers, too, were
to be driven out of the colony. Even their
roads, which had hitherto been made out
of revenue to which they had contributed,
were in the future to be made by them-
selves, so that their moneys should now go
towards paying the interest on the loans
for railways into the “never-never” country.
Could any other reason be given why these
men should be called upon to bear these
extra burdens from which no other classes
of the community would suffer? And
what did this Government say to the
miners ?—* So long as you pay your taxes
you are quite welecome to get gold, but as
to assisting you in any way, we want rail-
waysto the ‘never-never’ country. Goyou,
pay your taxes, and get your gold if you
can ; but we want railways into the western
country, and shall give them all the foster-
ing help we can before we can give you one
single pound towards assisting you to dis-
cover whatis below the surface of the earth.”
No ; what are really the very first interests
of the colony are not to be assisted and
developed in any way; bubt these gentle-
men out west must have their water
supply, and their 390 miles of extra rail-
way, in addition to the hundreds of miles
they had already. The miners were not
likely to thank the Government for this
kind of assistance. Wherever fifty or
sixty hard-working men were gathered
together mining, they were doing more
good to the country than half-a-dozen
stations ; but how were they treated? He
knew men in his own district who had been
slaving for months to develop a small gold-
field, but up to this time they had not a
road to help them. The Minister for
Works did give them £50, but afterwards
he reduced the wages of a poor widow gate-
keeper by 5s. a week, and the miners would
not thank him for exercising his policy
of retrenchment upon this poor woman.
Those men were still there in the heart
of a rough and rugged scrub, trying their
best to develop the reefs they had dis-
covered ; but there was as litile sign of
a road now as on the day they frst

'
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went there; and if they asked the Minister

for Works to give them a road, he would |

tell them there was no money: when the
Lon. gentleman, however, was asked for a

railway to the ““never-never” country, he -

had a far different answer. Of course,
there were times when men spoke what
they thought. On the Opposition side of
the House members generally spoke plainly,
but there were times on the Ministerial side
when members didnot say, perhaps couldnot
say, all they thought. He proposed to give
Tis reasons why he had verylittle confidence
in the Loan Estimates brought down by the
Government, and why he considered that
the explanation given by the Colonial
Treasurer, last evening, was eminently un-
satisfactory. The present Colonial Seere-
tary, in speaking upon this very question
in 1876, said—

“Sir, I look with abhorrence at the proposition
before us—a proposition which no sane man
can think will be carried out. I defy any man
to show how the construction of seven lines of
railway in a sparsely-populated country like
this can be carried on at the same time: the
idea is utterly absurd, and I am sure will lead
to ruin, or something very close to it. And
what comes to avert that ruin? Increased
taxation, as a matter of course. I would ask hon.
members opposite if they are prepared for that,
for they must look the thing fairly in the face ?”’
At the, present time, instead of seven,
there were about thirtcen lines of railway
proposed for construction —namely, seven
branch lines, three extensions of trunk
lines, and the railways in course of pro-
gress. If the hon. gentleman looked with
abhorrence in 1876 at a scheme for seven
railways, how was it that he looked with
gratification upon the present scheme for
building thirteen lines? The same hon.
gentleman said in another part of his speech
—and this might excuse the position he
now took up—

“1 do not believe one member of the Govern-
ment thinks of carrying these railways through
simultaneously ;—where is the labour to come
from ? Why, sir, all the immigration votes
they are likely to have for the next seven years
would not pay for bringing the navvies required
to make those lines.”

The hon. gentleman had, however, very
muech changed his opinion by this time.
‘Where was the labour to come from at the
present time, when the Government were
driving it away as fast as they could?
Where would they find it when they
wanted it? As the hon. gentleman said
in the specch referred to, the immigration
vote for the next seven years would not
suffice to bring out men enough for the
several lines. Later onin the same debate,
Mr. Macrossan, the present Minister for
Works, said he did not agree to the rail-
way scheme then proposed, and his special
objection was to Northern railways. The

hon. gentleman gave his reasons for ob- |
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jecting to those railways, and he (Mr.
Bailey) would ask the hon. gentleman
whether the same reasons did not apply
now? How could any Northern member
care to ask (the hon. gentleman said) for
financial separation after having accepted
this railway to Charters Towers, which the
late Grovernment, in a fit of extravagance,
caused to be made? That was a very
good objection, so far as it went; but why
did not the Minister for Works raise 1t
now? The hon. gentleman said—

“ow can any northern member, how can I
myself, dare to ask for financial separation,
after having accepted this railway, which would
be constructed upon a principle diametrically
opposed to financial separation? It would
deprive me or any future member for the
Kennedy, or any northern member, of the
opportunity of lifting up our heads to demand
justice for that portion of the country, because
we should be accepting a railway which would
entail an expense, not only upon the different
portions of the colony with which we had
nothing to do, but upon that portion of the
colony which has borne the largest amount of
injustice with regard to railway construction.
I should be voting for a great expense upon the
whole distriet of the North, which would not be
benefited by the construction of this railway,
and I, thercfore, stand here to say that if I con-
sidered this scheme a real one, which I do not—
for I regard it as a delusion—I would not he
prepared to accept it at the expense of finan-
cial separation.”

Did the hon. gentleman consider the rail-
way schemes now before the House in any
sense real? TIf that doubt were applied
to his own Loan Estimates the suspicion
would be agood one ; for the railways then
proposed were real and were carried out,
and those proposed now were notnor likely
to be. Then, again, said the hon. gentle-
man—

“ 1 would not be prepared to accept it at the
expense of financial separation.”

‘Was it not a singular thing that the House
heard nothing from the hon. gentleman
now about financial separation? A Bill
was brought in, but it had gone into a back
corner, out of the way. He might, therefore,
well ask, where was now the policy of finan-
cial separation which caused the hon. gen-
tleman, in 1876, to reject a railway rather
than do without his pet scheme? No one
was more anxious and earnest to see finan-
cial separation than he (Mr. Bailey) ; but he
had never said, whatever he might have
meant, that he would sacrifice the interest
of his distriet rather than his pet scheme
should be left out. The hon. gentleman,

! nevertheless, must have had his doubts

satisficd in some marvellons way—doubtless
by accepting a portfolio. The hon. gentle-
man further said, on that same occasion—

“Then, sir, I have not a word to say against
the making of other railways; but what I
insigt upon is this, that the people of the North
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—the people who have hitherto been called
upon to pay the cost of the construction of rail-
ways both in the North and in the South—should
inno way be asked to pay any portion of the
expense of making railways in the Wide Bay
and Burnett district or in the Stanthorpe
distriet. That they will be so called upon is
evident from the speeches on the other side of
the House. They will not stay till the land is
soll—no! The money is to be borrowed
first ; and where is the interest on that money
to come from ; or, where is the cost of con-
struction to come from ? 7

But he would ask the hon. gentleman how
had he got these doubts solved since that
time? Where was the interest of the pre-
sent loan to come from ; and where was
the cost of construction to come from?
On the same question of railway extension,
on the 8th November, 1876, he found the
present Colonial Secretary, then in oppo-
sition, saying—

« Before they voted away money in this
headlong manner, he thought it was the duty
of members of the House to satisfy themselves
that there was a reasonable prospect of the
lines being vemunerative. They had merely
been given a very rough ides of what the lines
were likely to cost ; and, from their experience
of the construction of lines in this colony, they
knew they invariably cost a very much larger
sum than they were expected to cost. Hon-
ourable members were now committing them-
selves to an expenditure he was sure they did
not know the end of.”

He (Mr. Bailey) would ask the House what
was the difference between then and now ?
What had changed the hon. gentleman’s
opinions ?  Were members not asked now
to vote money away in a headlong manner?
Had they had any opportunity of knowing
that these lines would be remunerative?
Had any information been given about the
surveys or actual cost?—not one jot or
tittle ; but there had been ten times less
information than was given by the then
Government to the House. The policy
they condemned then the present Govern-
ment were now carrying out with ten times
more faults ithan the policy they then
attacked. At that time, moreover, there
was a prophet in the House. Prophets
were very good things in their way, espe-
clally when they caused no loss. The
prophet, in that debate, prophecied—

“Tt should be the part of honourable mem-
bers on the Government side of the House to
consider that they were not always going to be
on the Government side, and the Government
should remember that they might have sue-
cessors, and that the example they were setting
that evening might be followed by some
other Minisfers, perhaps more unscrupulous
than they were.”

He (Mr. Bailey) had the honour to inform
the Fouse that the prophecy had at last
come true, and that the prophet was no
other than Mr. Macrossan himself. That
prophecy had been exactly verified by the
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conclusion of the prophecy and the facts
to be seen upon the TLoan Estimates.
He would like, also, to show what a very
strong supporter of the present Govern-
ment said upon the very moderate proposal
made by the Government of that day. Mr.
Walsh, who was then a fervent admirer
and staunch supporter of the present Colo-
nial Secretary, said that the House was
asked to sanction a great crime ;—a crime
which would plunge the colony into irre-
trievable disaster. Mr. Walsh said—

¢ No sance man, with resources at his com-
mand which this colony had, would think of
rushing into the construction of six or seven
railways at once. But, unfortunately, our
politics necessitated this great crime.”

And the very same reason might be urged
to-day. He now came to another prophecy,
and it was a curious thing that it was Mr.
Macrossan, again, who profitably played
the part of prophet. He said—

“He would ask hon. gentlemen to consider
for a moment the dangerous position they were
placing themselves and all future Parliaments
in. There might be other Ministries in ex-
istence in this colony at some future period who
would cling to office as tenaciously as the
present one, and who might have evena grander
scheme than this to flaunt before the publie.”

That was a very good word, indeed—
flaunting a scheme! The hon. gentle-
man had truly flaunted before the pub-
lic a grand scheme; but it had not
the merit of the scheme of 1876—namely,
the merit of reality. The other was a
plain workable scheme intended to he
carried out, and was now actually being
put into effect; but there was not a single
Minister on the Treasury bench of to-day
who would dare tell the House that these
thirteen railways would ever be carried
out by them, and there was not one of them
who would dare prophesy that they would
even commence them. Half of them had
not begun to be surveyed yet, and all that
could be seen of them was their names,
with a long array of figures at the end of
them, and that would be, probably, all that
the House would ever see of them. The
hon. gentleman indicated exactly the
course he now pursued in the following
words :—

“But that hon. gentleman might have gone
still further—he might havesaid that the Gov-
ernment were very seriously to blame for
having delayed giving them the necessary in-
formation with regard to these railways wmtil
the very last moment.” ¢

In these words the hon. gentleman had
exactly, when in Opposition, told the
House, as a crime in his opponents,
what he had actually done as a mem-
ber of the present Ministry. TLet the
House now consider the words of another
member of the present Ministry, a gentle-
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man then in Opposition (Mr. Buzacott),
who said—

“He maintained that any attempt to carry
otib a railway scheme of the dimensions of the
scheme now before the House must inevitably
lead to the entire suspension of railway con-
struction. If the Government wished to carry
on railways steadily, and the colony to progress

- safely, they would have taken up ome or two

lines and carried them on to such an extent
that they would have become fairly repro-
ductive.”

1t was possible these very estimates were
brought in according to Mr. Buzacott’s
idea, in order to suspend railway construc-
tion altogether by the very immensity of
the scheme. The hon. the Premier, in the
same debate to which he (Mr. Bailey) had
been referring, after mentioning that he
did not believe the Government intended
to goon with the whole of the loans pro-
posed at once, said—

“Such a power ought not to be thrown into the
hands of any Grovernment as to construct or not,
as they chose, lines sanctioned by the House,
and those lines only should be sanctioned which
they really intended to go on with. In short,
the whole of the railway policy had been devised
in order to keep a certain number of hon. mem-
bers on one side of the House.”

‘Would the Premier repeat those remarks
to-day ? He might do so, and very justly.
But if he would not repeat them, he (Mr.
Bailey) would use his words and say, that
power should not be putin the hands of
the Government to deal with a lot of rail-
ways which they did not intend to con-
struct and had not the power of construct-
ing for many years to come, and that to be
able to do so was to have a very improper
power placed in their hands. He had only
one more quotation, and that was from the
speech of the present Colonial "Secretary.
On the 7th of August, in the same year,
the hon. gentleman said—

“If we are to be expected, in the short space
of five minutes, to make ourselves acquainted
with engineers’ reports which might have been
put into our hands several days ago, I say it is
too much for any Government to expect of us,
and that it is evident that the Government do
not intend to let honourable members make
themselves acquainted with what the opinions
of their engineers really are. I charge the
Government with wilfully and deliberately
keeping members of this House as much as
possible in the dark upon this subject. We
have been favoured by the Minister for Works
with his opinions as to how these lines will
pay ; but L can only say that I would not give
three farthings of the very worst copper ever
coined for that gentleman’s opinion. It was
his clear duty to have shown the House how he
arrived at the conclusion that these lines will
pay interest on the cost of construetion.”

He (Mr. Bailey) would now ask the House,
had any one of these conditions been com-
plied with? IHad there been any engineers’
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reports? The House had been told that
there were engineers’ reports sent in, but
that the Premier had put them aside be-
cause he was goiug to be his own engineer-
in-chief, and alter the reports as he
pleased. Where the Engineer-in-Chief
reported that £5,000 or £6,000 a-mile
would be the cost, the Premier promised to
make the line for £3,000; but he did not
tell the House how he would do this—not
the least information was given, and there
was no other authority but his own which,
it could not be expected, members on
the opposite side of the House would
take without hesitation. There was no
information, not only as to the cost of
construction, but as to the paying quali-
ties of these lines. Members were merely
shown a sheet of paper with a number
of names of places and large sums of
money opposite them. Could it be ex-
pected that, under these circumstances,
they would be prepared blindly to vote
that the country should be saddled with
this new loan of three millions of money,
and that the taxpayers should be forced to
pay for the interest, though it was apparent
they would get no return for the outlay ?
And then came the question —who was
borrowing the money P—was it the Gorv-
ernment ¥ No. The money was to be
borrowed by the taxpayers, not by that
House nor by the Government. Every
man who worked for his bread with his
hands, and had property in the colony,
would be mortgaged 1n order to furnish the
funds to carry on these works. There was
no place in Queensland where they could
coin money out of nothing. Every shilling
spent had to be worked for and earncd;
and, in considering this question, it was
a very important fact to bear in mind
that it was not the kanakas and squat-
ters out west who would have to pay
the interest, but the hard-living and hard-
working people in the coast districts.
The money was to be expended, not where
the people were, but as far away from them
as possible. The people were not to have
the benefit of even common roads, whilst
these immense sums of money were to be
lavished where the people were not, and
where they were not likely to be. Well
might the present Government merrily
ery—
J *Aongst the plundered middle class
Vain ire may kindle :
Load the mnresisting ass—
Up goes the swindle.

The duty of a Clovernment taking office
under the present circumstances was to
have looked carefully over the colony to
see where the resources were being de-
veloped, and to have done all they could to
assist in developing those resources. They
should not tell the miners, farmers, and
traders that there was no hope for this
country but in sheep; that they had de-
termined to put all their eggs into one
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baskel, and if sheep failed the country
would be ruined. It was a shameful dis-
grace for the Government to say that there
was no industry worth assisting, or even
worth speaking of, away from the sheep
country -—that country which, boundless
and fertile as it might be now, they wounld
make a descrt of in less than twenty years.

Mr. Simpson said the hon. member who
had just sat down had made a speech occu-
pying nearly an hour, and consisting almost
entirely of quotations from Hansard ; but
he had not said one word really condemna-
tory of the policy of the present Govern-
ment. He began by saying that the Gov-
ernment wished to borrow three millions of
money practically to bolster up a limited
Liability bank in Brisbane—a most shame-
ful perversion of the truth. The leader of
the Government had told the House over
and over again that the Government did
not propose to borrow this money and place
it in the bank; and the hon. member’'s
statement was therefore a perversion of
the truth. Hon. members on both sides
of the House confessed that if this money
was not borrowed at once the country would
be brought to the verge of bankruptey, and
the statement that the Government wanted
the money to bolster up a bank and assist
their supporters was worthy of those hon.
membors who made it. The hon. member
said that the late Administration had been
guilty of gross blunders, but that was
known to everybody; and that was the
reason why the present Ministry was re-
turned for the purpose of turning them out.
The principle of forgive and forget, which
the hon. member advocated, was very geod
as a schoolboy’s maxim; but it was ab-
surd when applied to the Government of a
country. The hon. member said, also, that
the present Government, when in Opposi-
tion, squeezed the late Government and
forced them into extravagant railway
schemes ; but if the late Government sub-
mitted to be squeezed, and under pressure
did what they should not have done, and
what was dishonest to the country, they
ought to have resigned.

Mr. Batwey, in explanation, said he did
not say that the late Government were
squeezed by the Opposition in the matter
of railway construction—far from it, the
then Opposition opposed railway construc-
tion as long as they could; but that the
Opposition of the day compelled the Gov-
ernment of the day to enter upon various
other extravagances to the amount of many
thousands of pounds.

The Premick said the statement of
the hon. member was not an explanation.

Mr. Stmpsox said the hon. member dis-
tinetly said that the members of the Oppo-
sition squeezed the late Grovernment to get
things which the Government ought not to
have granted ; and if the Government sub-
witted to that they were not worthy of
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their position. He was quite sure the
present Government would not submit to
any such squeezing. The hon. member
said that he objected to viewing the affairs
of the colony with the eyes of ordinary

‘politicians ; but, judging from his speech,

he must view them with the eyes of a most
extraordinary politician. Then he tried to
make a witty remark about the office of
prophet being a profitable employment,
which the hon. member might have spared
himself the trouble of making. INo doubt
the hon. member was speaking—after a
manner a good deal adopted this session—
to his constituents, and not attempting to
argue the question under discussion. The
question for the House to consider, now,
was not the construetion of this railway or
that railway, or any such thing. The pre-
sent Assembly had been elected by the
country to carry out a decided policy in
two particulars—first, an attempt to give
good government in place of corrupt gov-
ernment ; and, secondly, retrenchment and
economy. The late Government accepted
office when there was a surplus of consider-
ably over a quarter of a mullion ; they re-
mained in office five years; and left De-
hind them a debt of £180,000. They were
in office during five of the most prosperous
years ever known in Australia; butinstead
of being able to carry on the Government
successtully during that period they overran
the constable to the amount of something
over £450,000, and the knowledge of that
fact made the country return such a de-
cided majority to turn them out. There
was no real difference in the policy of the
two parties in the House as to the railway
or the general policy. The Government
which, after five most prosperous - years
and a buoyant revenue, could not manage
to live vwithin their income and ran into
debt as soon as bad times came, now threw
mud at hon. members on the Ministerial
side, and tried to injure the country still
further by impeding the Government
which their blunders had made necessary.
They started railways that ought never to
have been started—it was notorious that
some of them would not pay, and ought
never to have been commenced. Whether
the whole of the lines proposed by the
present Government would pay, or would
be immediately started, was outside the
question—he presumed they did not
propose to start them all at once.
The loan was intended to extend over
three years, and at any time during
the lines could be
started and the Government could act up
to the policy laid before the House. The
Government found the colony fearfully
overloaded with Civil Servants, put into
places at random ; and because, in doing
their duty by administering the resources
of the colony to the best of their ability,
they reduced the Civil Service, a great
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outery had been raised against them. The
Opposition were now pursuing the un-
patriotic policy of trying to put difficulties
1n the way of the Government which their
actions had made necessary tq, the country.
The leader of the Opposition, in his speech
last night, said—

“Tf I am defeated on this motion, it will be
because a sufficient number of the House prefer
to keep the present occupants of the Treasury
benches in their places rather than condemn a
policy which in their hearts they do not ap-
prove of, * % % % % [The present time
1s not one in which anyone need be eager to
have the responsibilibty of conducting the affairs
of the colony.”

If those were the opinions the hon. gentle-
man really held, why did he bring forward
this motion? Did not he and every other
hon. member know that, if Le succeeded
in carrying it, the Ministry would resign—
or did he mean that he moved it with the
deliberate hope of being defeated? The
Opposition ought to confine their efforts
to assisting the Ministry to carry on the
government of the colony until they did
mean to defeat them if they could. If
the leader of the Opposition knew he could
not defeat the Government he ought not to
have brought the motion forward; but,
having done so, he was bound to do his
utmost to defeat them. He said—

“T shall be told, no doubt, that this policy
is the same as that of the last Government in
substance. That is a matter, again, I do not
care to discuss. I shall not say whether it is
or whether it is not; but I may say that the
policy proposed now is, to a great extent, the
policy proposed by the late Government with
one exception—that the late CGovernment
never made it their policy simply to borrow
money.”

The only real objection made by the hon.
gentleman was that the Government in-
tended to borrow money ;—all other matters
were skipped over. Butif he objected to
borrowing money he should say how all the
railways and public works in the colony
were to be carried on. Were they to wait
until the capital of the colony increased, or
did he expect to get it from the managers
of those banks whom they had heard
wanted to conduct the business of the
colony? The only source from which the
money could be got was the English mar-
ket, and to that the hon. gentleman seemed
to object. He did not say the scheme was
bad, but admitted that the policy of the
late Grovernment was to construect the main
lines and certain branch lines: his only
objection was that the Government were
gomng to borrow money. If the Govern-
ment were not to do so it would be better
to stop all railway construction in the
colony at once. Perhaps the Opposition
thought they could be carried out by the
saleof land, in the same way as the Western
Railway was attempted to be carried out;
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but surely that bubble had burst. The
sale of land might go towards paying in-
terest on money borrowed for construction,
but it was perfectly absurd to suppose that
a suflicient amount could be raised in that
way to pay the whole cost of construction.
Some hon. members had made great capital
out of the immigration question: on one
hand they cried out against stopping immi-
gration, and on the other that all the
men were being driven out of the colony.
The arguments were most inconsistent.
If immense nuinbers of working men were
leaving the colony because they could not
get work to do in it—though he (Mr.
Simpson) was convineed that very few
were leaving on that account—what was
the good of bringing in more immigrants
to inerease that exodus? The Government
were wise in stopping immigration for a
short time, but he hoped the necessity for
stopping it would soon cease. The leader
of the Opposition showed that he had been
very little into the interior when he said
that the extension of the trunk lines 130
miles into the western country would not
in the slightest degree increase the traffic
or revenue. There was no doubt that the
extension of the lines 130 miles would
greatly increase the traffic; but, if he
objected that 130 miles was foo short a
distance, let him advoeate an extension of
500 miles if that would suithim any better.
One curious circumstance in the debate
was the unanimity of certain hon. members
on the Opposition side in considering that
the works on the harbours and rivers
at DBrisbane and Rockhampton, which
had hitherto had the lion’s share of the
expenditure, should be continued, whilst
they objected to a slight expenditure on
other ports. It happened that most of the
members representing Brisbane and the
distriet roundabout, and both the members
for Rockhampton, sat on that side. That
was the Brisbane and Queen street influ-
ence over again, and the people in the up-
country districts knew perfectly well what
it meant. The hon. member for Enoggera
strongly objected to the borrowing of the
three millions at one time. What would a
bank manager say if a private individual
wanted to borrow a lot of money? His
first question would be, “What do you
owe ?” and the next, “How much do you
want?” I the borrower said £10,000,
and at the end of twelve months went and
asked for another £10,000, Le would very
likely be refused and pulled up with a
round turn;—and what was wise in the
administration of a private estate was wise
in the administration of the affairs of a
colony. A Treasurer going to borrow in
the London market should be as clear and
straightforward as possible as to thé pro-
bable requirements and the exact position
of monetary matters. It was not wise
policy to try to hide the amount already
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borrowed or the amount that would pro-
bably be required. Considering the enor-
mous security the colony could offer in the
shape of land, and gold, copper, and coal
mines, it was perfectly ridiculous to suﬁ-
pose that the fast of borrowing three m

lions would frighten the people at home.
They might, want to know where it was
going to be expended, but they would
not be frightencd by the amount. He
did not profess to be very conversant
with the mode in which railway surveys
were put before the House, but it had been
asserted that the late Government always
put the working plans on the table before
the mrney was authorised to be borrowed,
and that the present Government ought to
follow the same practice.  That might or
might not be the case. They knew, how-
ever, thatin something like ten months the
present loan balance would be expended,
and that 1if there was no authority to
borrow before the new lines had been
surveyed and the plans approved, the result
would be that a long period would elapse
during which there could be no loan ex-
penditurs at all. It was scarcely neces-
sary for him to say that he was satisfied
the extensions of the main lines would
pay, but he was very doubtful indeed
whether the branch lines would do so—
for a very long time, at all events. To
the west they had an enormous terri-
tory of fine country awaiting occupation.
New South Wales was a colony which was
frequently held up for their imitation, but
how was 1t that that colony was extending
its railway system into the western interior ?
Seven millions of money had been voted
there, part of which was to be applied to
running railways to Menindie and Bourke,
for the purpose of ““ tapping ” country the
traffic of which was carried on by fine
rivers. A great deal of the traffic, also, on
these rivers was created by Queensland,
and he could tell the people of Southern
Queensland that the extension of the
Southern and Western line out west would
obtain a large amount of traffic that New
South Wales had lately authorised two
lines to compete for. Whether the policy
of that colony was wise or not he would
not pretend to say; but of one thing
he wasg satisfied, that if the extension of
the Southern and Western Railway would
not pay, the New South Wales lines would
not—and he could speak from personal
knowledge of the quality of the coun-
try that that extension would tap, and
the probable amount of tratlic that it
would produce. Of the northern exten-
sion lhe had no knowledge, but he felt
bound to believe what other people of ex-
perience told him—that the traffic which
would be created by that line would pay.
The present House were bound to give the
Government a thorough trial. The Gov-
ernment had scarcely been able to do any
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work owing to the obstructive conduet of the
Opposition. The House had been sitting
for several months, and no work had been
done owing to the factious opposition of
hon. members opposite. He was certainly
prepared to give the Government a good
and fair trial. If they could not carry out
the policy they had enunciated, and eould
not administer the affairs of the colony in
an economical manner, then it would be
time for him to speak out and vote against
them. He came to the House to support
the Government, and should continue to
do so as long as he believed their policy
was good for the colony.

The Hon. J. Dovaras: Ishall endeavour
to open out new ground in what I have
to say, and I hope that I shall not, at any
rate, indulge in any strain of recrimination.
I propose to deal as much as possible with
things as they are at the present time.
The motion which we have to deal with
has two aspects—one being that of a direet
vote of want of confidence, and the other
that of a criticism upon the works policy
of the Government, and especially upon
this loan estimate. In the first place, I
¢hall say a few words upon the former
aspect. Of course, it can hardly be ex-
pected from me that I should vote other-
wise than in the manner I shall to-night, I
hope. Placed as we are on the Opposition
benches, it is only natural that when we
see fit to choose an opportunity of ex-
pressing our opinions we should resort
to a mode of procedure which is com-
mon in Opposition tactics. Exception
has been taken by the Premier to the
mode of procedure now adopted by my
hon. friend the leader of the Opposition;
but I do not see why he should do so, for,
whatever happens, my hon. friend is doing
no harm by endeavouring to express our
opinions in the form that has been chosen.
It is possible, it is even probable, that my
houn. friend’s motion will not be carried;
and, if it is not, a vote of want of confi-
dence, in my experience, rather strengthens
the position of the Government when not
carried ; so thatin this respect, if the Oppo-
sition do not succeed, the Premier will
have nothing to complain of. On the other
hand, if the Opposition do succeed, he
would be happily relieved of a serious
responsibility which, he says himself,
he is not anxious to assume at the
present time. For myself, T need hardly
add that I have no great confidence
in the present Government and their pro-
ceeding during the present session; and
their policy, as disclosed in these Loan
Estimates especially, does not justify me
in eontinuing any confidence which I may
temporarily have had in them. It was
once said by an eminent leader of party—
Lord Beaconsfield—when speaking of a
distinguished opponent, that he did not so
much respect as he greatly regarded him.
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My feelings towards the present Ministry
are those of great regard and of watchful-
ness—an intense feeling that every step
which they have taken since in office, and
every step they are now taking, deserves
and demands my most careful watchful-
ness. In this sense, then, I may be amply
excused for expressing my intention to
vote with my hon. friend. I observe,
by the way, that in to-day’s paper
there is an account of a possible Minis-
try which may De created with great
advantage in the old country. Ifindeed
the result of this motion were such as to
leave the Premier in doubt as to whether
he could carry on the Ministry with satis-
faction to himself, if he learnt that he was
placed there simply by a narrow majority,
it is quite possible that he might be dis-
satisfied with that position and throw up
the reins of power. Under such circum-
stances, I will admit that the clements of a
strong Government do not exist on the
Opposition side of the House, and I do not
think my hon. friend would cheerfully
undertake the task of forming a Govern-
ment ; but I feel convinced of this: if the
House could see its way to dispense with
the present Government it would cheerfully
do so, and that there is a majority in the
House who would cheerfully have another
Ministry substituted for the present if it
conld see its way. And in connection with
this subject T am reminded of the criticism
upon the Earlof Beaconsfield’s Government,
to which I have already referred. The Spec-
tator newspaper, one of the ablest oppo-
nents of the Beaconsfield Ministry, refers
to an Administration which might be
formed by a Mr. Smith, and the pattern of
Administration which the Spectator points
out is a very desirable one, and is thus
described—

“ What we would fain see for atime—so long
as the languid mood lasts in the country—is a
Smith Administration ; an Administration, that
is, of mere good sense and good feeling, by pro-
fession modest and elderly, by habit judicious,
by principle upright, dreading levity, and
abhorring brag.”

I wish we could have such a Ministry here,
and I believe that such a one could be
. formed. I believe the good scnse exists
which might lead to the formation of such
o Ministry, free from the entanglements
of the past. I speak from my position
as an independent member, connected by
no other ties than of old friendship and
party relationships with my old colleagues;
but, as was stated by me at the com-
mencement of the session, not bound to
absolute adherence to any party in the
House, should the occasion arise for a
reconstruction of our whole position. I
do not suppose that this motion would lead
to such a reconmstruction, but I believe
there are the possibilities of forming a
party not connected with the old parties,
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perhaps not altogether composed of new
men, but, by the intervention of new blood,
able to dispense with the bad recollections
of the past, and to start again afresh with
new hopes and new views of the future.
That is a possibility which may arise ere
long. I will not, however, refer further to
it. I will abide by the lessons of the past,
and look forward hopefully to the future ;
but this possible Smith Administration of
the future in the various exigencies which
are here described would be in marked
contrast to the present Ministry. The
Administration of this Mr. Smith, whoever
he might be, would not, at any rate, par-
take of the qualities which are illustrated
in the present Government. To commence
with, he would not, as the Colonial Secre-
tary, who sits at the head of the Treasury
benches so often is, be so insolent in office.
'ﬁf would not, when we expect something
ike

Mr. Awmuzst rose to'a point of order.
The hon. gentleman, who was the first man
to object to personal reflections, had ap-
plied the term “insolent in office” to the
Colonial Secretary.

The Speixer: If the hon. gentleman
means the words to have a personal appli-
cation he is bound to recal them.

Mr. Doveras: Under your ruling, Mr.
Speaker, T am willing to withdraw the
word ““insolent,” and to substitute *“ auda-
cious,” which has very much the same
meaning. The hon. gentleman frequently
exhibits an audacity of expression whichis
unparalleled and unnecessary, and I often
regret that his good sense should lead him
to adopt the forms of phraseology so common
tohim. With respeet to the head of the Gov-
ernment, I regard him as a man of very great
ability and force of will; but I wish he
were a little less speculative in politics,
and in that sense, also, he is audacious.
As to the gentleman who sits next to him,
the Minister for Works, I wish, also, that
he were also a little less suspicious. He
has indicated frequently, during his short
tenure of office, that he is saturated with
suspicion. I wish, also, we could substitute
for him someone else who was less sub-
ject to this political vice. I am not quite
sure what fault I can find with the Minis-
ter for Lands. When not in office, he
used to be somewhat truculent in speech ;
but since he has been in office he
has been less' so, and, probably, all
that I can immediately find fault with
is the communication of his opinion on
a matter of policy as expressed by him
yesterday. He is very anxious that the
money which he and his eolleagues now
ask the House to vote should be put out
at interest—that it might earn interest, not
necessarily that it should make railways,
but that it should be judiciously invested,
and thereby earn interest. That seems to
me to be a serious fault of the Minister for
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Lands—giving us a little light into the
motives which have actuated him in giving
his adherence to the policy which the Gov-
vernment have propounded. These are
sufficient reasons why we could very well
dispense with the present occupants of the
Treasury Benches, and substitute for them
less prominent men, but men more honest in
purpose, more amenable to reason, and more
characterised by common-sense. I shall en-
deavour to express my opinion of the present
works policy of the Government as found
in the Loan Estimates. The hon. gentle-
man at the head of the Government took
great exception to my hon. friend (Mr.
Griffith) impugning, at the close of his
remarks, the honesty of the members of
the present Government. No doubt the
hon. gentleman did impugn the honesty of
the Government, and, as I believe, rightly.
However, the incident reminded me some-
what of an interchange of compliments
which took place a long time ago between
two eminent politicians—so long ago that
hion. members may be startled for an
instant at my taking them back to it. I
think it was Cassius who took exception
to Brutus as a bad general. They had
between them disposed of the gentleman
at the head of affairs in a very summary
manner ; they afterwards differed, and we
find that in a conversation which passed
between them, Brutus said to Cassius—
* There is no terror, Cassiug, in your threats,

Tor I am armed so strong in honesty

That they pass by me as the idie wind

‘Which I respect not.”
That is what the Premier said, in effect, of
the hon. member for Brishane. I hope to
prove that the statements of the Premier,
as contained in the Loan Istimates, are
characterised by the greatest political dis-
honesty. I hope no exception can be taken
to those terms. I feel so strongly that
they are penetrated throughout with the
grossest political dishonesty that I am
bound to attempt to show on what ground
I have arrived at that conviction. I shall
refer, first, to the Railway Hstimates as
here set forth. I find that it is pro-
posed to extend 390 miles of railways
into the interior at £3,000 per mile, giving
a total of £1,170,000. I find that in
addition to this there are branch railways.
I will not go over the details, for I do not
think there is much difference between
these and the other lines; they must be
constructed on the same lines. I find that
the total amount of mileage of railways is
595, and that the total amount of money
to be raised for their construction is
£1,586,000, which gives an average all
round of about £2,700 per mile. That is
what the Premier proposes to do,and heis a
man of experience. Those proposals will
never be carried out for anything like that
amount of money, and I intend to give
some reasons which I hope will convinee
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hon. gentlemen before they take this irre-
parable step—before they take a plunge
in the dark—which must lead to disaster;
and, if the hon. gentleman succeeds in
persuading them to do so, that he has
done so upon defective estimates, and
that De has knowingly induced them
to adopt a policy in this respect which all
experience contradiets, and which I cannot
help thinking his own experience must
most emphatically contradict, What then
are we doing at the present time;—what
lines are we building, and what are they
costing us? T find, taking the Dalby and
Roma line, that when completed it will cost
us £732,744 : it may cost a little less, but
not much. The Maryborough line is to
cost £320,474, and the Stanthorpe line
£349,411. T cannot speak positively as to
what the Bundaberg line will cost, but it is
estimated at something like £3,500 a-mile.
However, for the 270 miles of railway
which we are now construeting, the average
mileage rate is £5,191. Probably, in this
respect, it will be only fair to deduct
the Stanthorpe line as a  specially
expensive one. It will be admitted that
it goes through wvery difficult coun-
try; and therefore, taking the estimate
of the Roma and Maryborough lines,
both of which are being econstructed
under exceptionally favourable ecircum-
stances, the average mileage cost of these
lines, as calculated upon the best advice,
is £4,592, and we know from our experience
that after a railway has been completed the
cost for maintenanee for some time must
necessarily be very comsiderable. I do
not now propose to go into the mileage cost
of all our railways; but if if were necessary
to go into thatit will be found that the cost
covers a very much larger outlay than any
stated by the hon. gentleman at the head
of the Government. Going to the neigh-
bouring colonies, I find that the latest rail-
ways constructed in Vietoria have cost an
average rate of £5,170 per mile, without
estimating the cost of rolling-stock. I take
this information from the Commissioner’s
report of the 31st December, 1877, which
will befoundinthe*Votesand Proceedings”
of the Vietorian Legislature. I find that
the Castlemaine and Dunolly line, 47%
miles, cost £281,021, an average of £5,916
per mile; the Ballarat and Maryborough
line, 42§ miles, £250,888, or an average of
£5,903 per mile; the Maryborough and
Avoca line, 15 miles, £58,969, an aver-
age of £3,931; the Sandhurst and Ingle-
wood line, 30 miles, £161,551, or an average
of £5,051; the Ballarat and Ararat line,
distance 57 miles, £306,428, an average of
£5,375; Ararat and Stawell, 182 miles,
£109,156, average £5,821 per mile; Ara-
rat and Hamilton, 663 miles, £279,582,
average £4,204 per mile; Geelong and
Colae, 52% miles, £280,141, average £5,361 ;
Portland and Hamilton, 54 miles,
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£223,508, average £4,139; Wangaratta and
Beechworth, 23 miles, £152,332, average
£6,623; and Gippsland (in progress), 1183
miles, £619,804, average £5,241. The total
amount spent upon railways in Victoria is
£2,713,380, being an average of £5,170 per
mile on a distance of 5242 miles. These
lines are as economically built as the latest
information upon railway engineering en-
ables engineers to construct railways. At
any rate, I take these figures as the result
of experience in that eolony. Coming
next to New South Wales, I find the
cost of the light lines lately constructed,
independent altogether of  the expensive
lines originally constructed in that colony,
has amounted to a rate of £7,676 per
mile. This will be found in the report
of the 12th June, 1878, and it includes
land ecompensation, but not rolling-stock.
That is the experience of New South Wales
during the last few years. In regard to
South Australia, I find in a publication on
“the best methodsofrailway construction for
the development of new countries’’ by Mr.
Patterson, being a paper read at the Insti-
tute of Civil Engineers on the 14th January,
1879, reference made to railway construc-
tion in that colony, with which I believe
Mr. Patterson is in some way connected.
At any rate, here are the figures showing
their experience. In South Australia there
are two gauges—5 feet 3 and 3 feet
6 inches—and I shall state the figures in
conneetion with both. The number of
miles of the 5 feet 3 inches gauge is 156,
eonstructed at a total cost of £867,163, or
an average of £5,541 per mile. Of the
narrow gauge there are 191 miles con-
structed, costing £935,762, or an average
of £4,887 per mile. Of railways now
under construction on the broad gauge
there are 20% miles, at an average cost of
£6,083 per mile; and of the narrow gauge
there are 420 miles, at an estimated cost of
£2.129,026, or an average mileage cost
of £5,071. That is the experience of South
Australia. The paper I refer tois a very
interesting one on many matters. It led
to discussion amongst the members of the

Tnstitute, and I see amongst them some-

who are not unknown to us—Mr. Jetter
and Mr. Fitzgibbon. However, this state-
ment, which I would ecall hon. members’
attention to, is the testimony of a man of
very large experience, the late President of
the Institute, Mr. Charles Hutton Gregory,
who, in comparing the cost of railways
in England and in the colonies, speaks
thus :—

“ There were a number of items more costly
in the colonies than in England; and if an
engineer could keep down the cost of a colonial
railway to the amount it would costin England
under ordinary circumstances, with equal re-
quirements, he and his clients would have
reason to feel satisfied. To meet the cry for
railroads of impossible cheapness there were
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inventors who, a little deceived perhapsin their
administration for their own children, asserted
that if their plans were adopted the colonies
would be served by the cheapest possible rail-
ways, which would do the largest amount of
duty.”

That is the very dispassionate statement of
a man of very large experience, and I
think it is worthy of consideration here.
At any rate, I hold that we are justified in
accepting these results of experience in
preference to the mere bald statement,
unjustified by any previous calculalion,
unjustified by any previous information,
unjustified by any plans or sections, and
unjustified by any estimates of the possible
cost of these railways—1I say that we, as a
body of reasonable men, are bound, looking
at this in the light of experience, to prefer
this testimony to the loose, the unjusti-
fiable, and the altogether unprecedented
statement we find made in this Loan Esti-
mate, that these railways can be made for
definite amounts calculated at £3,000 per
mile. If we are reasonable men I say we
are bound to ecriticise those estimates,
which I believe there are no grounds for.
Take the matter of permanent-way alone,
I find in a paper lately addressed by Mr.
Stanley to the Minister for Works, on the
cheapest mode of constructing railways, he
states that in the chieapest line of railway
we are now constructing, and I believe the
cheapest line that can with reason and
safety be constructed, the costof permanent
way alone is something like £1,300 per mile;
that is, with rails at 40 lbs., and ballast, if
T recollect aright, only 4 inches, and the
construction-way about 10 feet. These
figures, I take 1t, are about the minimum
that could be applied to the construction of
a permanent-way. When, therefore, we
hear from the authority of this gentleman,
whom we have placed in a position to advise
us, and who is entitled to do so both from
his experience and professional attainments,
that on the cheapest form of railway the
cost of permanent-way alone is £1,300 per
mile, and that the permanent-way we are now
laying costs about £1,700 per mile, I say
we are bound to pause before we accept the
statement made in the Tioan Estimate.
‘With regard to the Western extensions, I
have expressed my adhesion to that policy—
I intend to say nothing againstit; 1 believe
that those lines must be carried out, and
that they will be carried out when the
proper time arrives, when proper plans
and estimates are provided, and when the
proper details connected with so great a
work are really before us. But, till that
time comes, Mr. Speaker, I shall refuse
to vote for any one of them. I have
unhesitatingly identified myself with that
policy ; and the hon. gentleman at the
head of the Government has prided
himself that in that respect there can be
no difference between us. But, sir, I pride
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myself in the belief that thereis a very
decided difference beiween us, and that
until we know really what we are doing
we should be wrong to accept this estimate,
which I believe is a most fallacious one.
With regard to the Central Railway, we
have Liad some experience, and what has
been the cost of that line? I find, on re-
ferring to Mr. Ballard’s report of the 18th
July, 1878, that the cost of that line from
‘Westwood to the Comet is named at
£5,900 per mile. I find, also, that Mr.
Ballard’s estimate for the construction of
the railway from the Comet to Emerald
Dowus is, in the report of the Commissioner
of Railways for this year, named at £4,600
per mile. These are facts which cannot be
disputed, and respecting which any hon.
member can satisfy himself by referring to
the originals. The hon. gentleman at the
head of the Government told us that he
had received an offer from Mr. Ballard
to coustruet the extension of the Cen-
tral Railway at a cost of £3,000 per
mile. Is Mr. Ballard going to be a con-
tractor P—I merely put this question for
the purposes of argument. Are we to
accepb this as an expression of opinion on
the part of Mr. Ballard that lie is pre-
pared to accept this contract and to hand
us over this railway for £3,000 per mile,
including land and rolling-stock—that, in
fact, we are to have the railway completed
and handed over to us for that sum?
The hon. gentleman has told us that
Mr. Bullard has offered to construct
the line at that rate, and as against that I
have simply to put the cost of the railway
from Westwood to the Comet, and the
estimated cost by Mr. Ballard himself for
the extension from the Comet to Emerald
Downs. 'That seems to me a sufficient
answer to any statement which would
justify us in expecting that the fotal cost
of further extensions will not be more
than £3,000 per mile. The extension from
Retreat must mnecessarily be difficult,
crossing as it must the Drummond Range.
Though I do not speak trom personal
knowledge of that country, I am satisfied
that the passage of the railway over
that range cannot certainly be executed
at a less cost than £5,000 a mile, and even
that would be good value. 1 am not here
to dispute the propriety of spending this
money on main lines of railway for the
purpose of condueting traffic through that
country, and in order to make available
the vast and fertile district which exists
beyond ; but I am arguing against the fal-
lacious estimates made by the Government,
which I believe will not be borne out, and
which we should not be justified inassenting
to if we believe they are not substantial
and real in themseives. Passing to the
construetion of the extension from Roma, I
would really have considered that there
would have been something like an honest
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demand made. If the hon. gentlemanhad
taken the responsibility which ought to
have devolved upon him, he would have
said where this line was to go. I should
have no hesitation in saying where it should
go. I have already expressed my opinion
on that—it is merely bﬁat of one member
of this House—but I have arrived at the
conclusion that it ought to go direct west,
towards Charleville. In that way we should
tap a larger extent of country than we
should in any other direction. My hon.
friend, the late Minister for Works, has
expressed an opinion in favour of St.
George.

The Hon. G. Taorx: I did not express
an opinion with regard to the extension
out west. I said I wasin favour of a branch
line to St. George from Yulebah.

Mr. Doveras: I am glad the hon.
gentleman has corrected me. I presume
he does not take exception to the western
extension towards Charleville; but, in the
meantime, he considers that a branch rail-
way to St. George would be preferable.
‘We must, in dealing with these railways,
rise a little above the level of mere local
prejudices. Wehave already heard through
the public Press the expression of opinion
of the people of Roma and Charleville and
St. George; but in this respect we can
hardl}kr) expect to be guided by them. We
must be guided by some wider and broader
principles than a mere desire for a locality
to be benefited by the construction of a
railway. Wemust go further, and see what
in the future will give the best results for
the largest number of people, in what
direction the lines should go, and how the
best profitwill berealised. I think, therefore,
it would have been more becoming and a
more statesmanlike course if, instead of
merely asking us for 130 miles of railway,
the hon. gentleman had told us where this
line was to go. At present we do not know
where it is to go—whether north, or south,
or west. If he had told us that he intended
to take it, at any rate, in a known direction,
I think I would have been willing to aceord
him my support. If he had said that the
railway was intended to go direct west, to
Charleville, I should not have hesitated,
under proper conditions which I have
described, to have voted with him. With
regard to the extension of the Central
Railway from Emerald Downs, what is
known of that at the present time? Why,
even the Drummond Ranges have not been
surveyed. Mr. Ballard has told us that
the surveys of that line are in .arrear
beeause the Drummond Ranges have not
been sufficiently examined. ~If the hon.
member at the head of the Government
had any real earnestness in this matter,
surely he might have devoted some little
attention to this, and at anyrate have em-
ployed surveyors there to asceriain the
best route through these ranges. So far
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as I am informed at the present time, from
the papers we have recourse to in Parlia-
ment, the Drummond Ranges have not
as yet been sufficiently explored to de-
termine what route the line should take.
I find that there have been obser-
vations taken through the Drummond
Ranges, and that it 1s said a pass has
been discovered which might be made
applicable for this purpose ; but no definite
and final conclusion has been arrived at,
and the extension of the Central Rail-
way is just as much in the clouds as the
extension of the Western Railway. With
regard to the Northern Railway, we are
told, also, that there is to be an extension
of 130 miles. We have already practi-
cally authorised the extemsion to Charters
Towers—for, although the plans and sec-
tions have not been approved of for the
whole of that distance, there can be no
doubt that will be done; but beyond
Charters Towers nothing whatever is
known. Isitthe intention of the Govern-
ment that this railway should be extended
in the direction of Muttaburra or in the
direction of our Northern goldfields? Is
this extension to proceed to the north-west
or the south-west? Of this we are told
nothing, and yet we are asked to vote
money for the extension of this line 130
miles to a place of which we absolutely
know nothing. T now come to the branch
lines. The first is from Brisbane {o Sand-
gate, thirteen miles, at £4,000 per mile—
£52,000. The hon. gentleman at the head
of the Government has very ingenuously
told us that he differed in opinion from the
Engineer-in-Chief, and the fact that £4,000
per mile is put down in his estimate indi-
cates that he believes it will be con-
structed for that amount. As against that
we have simply to look at Mr. Stanley’s
estimate based upon preliminary surveys
and estimates, and he tells us that it will
cost at least £6,000 per mile without
rolling-stock and without the purchase of
land. I should consider that upon that
estimate the line would more likely cost
£8,000 or £9,000 per mile. If it is to be
constructed, let us look the thing in the
face—let us see what we are going to do—
let us not play with the question like
children. 'We are men of experience with
heads upon our shoulders, and are capable
of reasoning and being guided by experi-
ence; and whatever may have been the
experience of the hon gentleman at the
head of the Government in his professional
capacity—and I wish to do all honour to

him in that respect—I say we are not justi-,

fied in accepting his mere statement, in
the face of all experience in railway con-
struction, “I believe that this line can be
made for £4,000 per mile.” We know that
a large amount of land would have to be
purchased, and that, being in the vieinity
of the town, very expensive erossings would

[ASSEMBLY.]

No-Confidence Motion.

have to be made, and therefore it must
necessarily be a more than usunally expen-
sive railway. No doubt we will have a
railway to Sandgate in due time; but,
surely, we are not called upon to authorise
this expenditure when we know that
the work cannot be done for the amount.
The hon. gentleman—referring, I suppose,
to the habit of the ostrich-—talked about our
burying our heads in the sand; but it
would be exceedinglylike burying our heads
m the sand if we were to authorise the
construction of a line for £4,000 a-mile,
knowing that when the bill was sent in we
should have to pay at least £8,000 a-mile
for it. With regard to the Ipswich to
Fassifern line, 30 miles at £2,500 a-mile,
that may be a very useful line, but, being
disconnected from the ties which formerly
associated me with the hon. gentleman
who now leads the Opposition, and with-
out wishing to say anything which will
embarrass him and his policy, I am free
to express my individual opinion that
this line may be one which, under cerfain
circumstances, we should be justified in
making., It is not what is called in the
slang term a ‘mnational” undertaking—
it is a convenience for a disirict, and a
district not very populous; and however
beneficial it might be to the inhabitants,
and however much I should like to see it
carried out some day, it is not certainly an
urgent work, and I doubt very much
whether it can be coustructed for the
amount put against it. If it eould, it
would be a very primitive undertaking ;
and if it 1s to be constructed, I should
much prefer to see that a line of this kind
was associated in some way with the dis-
trict, and that some, at any rate, of the
liabilities connected with it should be
attached to the distriet itself. T refer now
to the system adopted in New Zealand,
and which is said to work very well.
Quoting from the same pamphlet to which
I have previously referred, I find that,
at the discussion which took place, Mr.
Tanered, a well-known New Zealand engi-
neer, spoke as follows :—

“ Within the last twelve months an Aet had
come into operation for the purpose of encou-
raging the construction of branch lines by
private enterprise. This Act enabled any dis-
triet, by a resolution of the majority of the
ratepayers, to take lands for railway purposes,
and to construet the same, upon their under-
taking to make up out of tle rates any defi-
ciency to the amount of 5 per cent. on the net
profit on capital expended. To this amount
the Government added 2 per cent., thus prac-
tically making a 7 per cent. gnarantee. The
Government worked these lines if the con-
structors so wislied. About 150 miles of rail-
way were now being built under this enact-
ment.” ‘

That is a prineiple which it seems to me
might, with qualifications, he applied to g
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line of this kind ; and I would point to the
fact that there are still in the district of
‘West Moreton some valuable lands which
have not yet been sold or selected, and, if
we could not afford to adopt such a policy
at present, we could at any rate induce
persons who are willing to build such a
railway by giving them a portion of the
land that is still available. I have viewed
with some dissatisfaction the present mode
of selling land on conditions; and if we
can introduce some such mode as this to
utilise land in the outside distriets—and
that are not on the main lines of traffic--
it may be very reasonable and justifiable
to do so. This rule will apply to some
extent to the Mount Esk railway. I can
point to some very suitable land in the
vicinity of that econtemplated railway on
the Brisbane, suited to the purpose; and,
until we have something lilljie a guaran-
tee that a line of this kind will really
pay, I should much prefer, myself, to
carry out the principle to which I have
referred, and which is just now being
adopted in New Zealand—because I do not
think that short distances of railway like
this, through a very sparscly-popnlated
distriet, would be a justifiable undertaking
at the present time. I think these remarks
may also be applied to the other lines that
have been pui down as branch railways.
In the case of the Maryborough and Bur-
rum line, in which my own constituents are
interested, I do not think thereis any great
claim for the amount the hon. gentleman
has put down upon his estimates, for the
coal-owners on the Burrum are willing, on
certain terms, to provide themselves with a
railway on something like the conditions T
have described as being applicable to these
minor lines of railway. I doubt verymuch
whether the railway to the Burrum alone,
as proposed by the Government, would be
justifiable. The railway to the Burrum,
in my opinion, could only be justified as
one step towards the connection between
Maryborough and Bundaberg, which would
complete the system of railways in the
Wide Bay and Burnett distriets, and
would obviate the nceessity for any large
expenditure upon the defective navigation
of the Burnett. I look forward, at no very
distant time, to see these two towns con-
nected by railway, and the railway sys-
tem in that district will not be completed
until they are connected. On that ground,
I look upon the proposed railway from
Maryborough to the Burrum as a step in
that direction. In the meantime, the justi-
fication forit would be the opening-up of
the coal traffic ; and in that sense we are
very likely to find that those interested in
that traffic will be able to please them-
selves on terms which the Government
are willing to accept. As to the lines from
‘Warwick to Killarney, and from Too-
woomba to Highfields, I must candidly
1879—4 1
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| confess that, until the details are before
me with regard to these lines, I shall de-
cline to vote for them. In themselves they
may be desirable, but there have been no
good reasons given to show why we should
build them. We have not been furnished
with either details or estimates or plans of
them, and in this respect they come under
the same category as the whole of the
railways which are now proposed for our
assent. After full consideration, there-
fore, of these estimates, I have made up
my mind that the hon. gentleman at the
head of the Government must be a man of
very sanguine temperanent indeed if he
supposes that he can justify them. Some
poet has deseribed a similar person as—
“ A man of cheerful yesterdays
And eonfident to-morrows.’’

The hon. member may be a “man of cheer-
ful yesterdays.” I do not think I am,
but I am happy to think that heis. He
is a man of large experience—a man of
the world in every sense, and he is un-
doubtedly a man of ““ cheerful yesterdays,”
but I think he is also in this respeet a man
of too “confident to-morrows.” I judge
this from the estimate which he has placed
in our hands, under the belief that we
will accept it as a dond fide one. 1
know he is desirous to carry out the
lines already entered upon, for no one
has done more than himself to force this
colony into the van of railway enterprise.
‘We are at present standing at the head of
all the colonies in the proportion of mileage
of railway under construction. It may be
that this is a boast; but it is one which
is accompanied by some alleviating con-
siderations in the form of a pretty heavy
liability at the present time. When the
hon. member bandies his accusations
that we have rushed the country into an
undue expenditure in this respect, I must
do him the justice to admit that he has
materially contributed to the present posi-
tion of affairs, whatever that may be—
although that position is, I think, one
which, in the long run, will justify usin
what we have done. OQur railway con-
struction has been characterised by very
remarkable enterprise up to the present
time ; but I must say that the works which
we are now asked to sanction do not seem
justified by the circumstances of the times.
‘We have not yet arrived at that period
when we shall be asked to reconsider
the policy of our Railway Reserves Bill.
The hon. gentleman made it a part of his
accusation against me last night, that we
had not provided the means of meeting our
liabilities. Did we not P—T affirm that we
did. What is the hon. gentleman himself
now going to do? e proposes, as part of
his policy, to make up the deficit of the
present year by the application of those
very funds which are derived under our
Railway Reserves Act. This is a cardinal
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point of his poliey, and yet he now accuses
us of having noplans to meet the liabilities
ineurred in the formation of our railways;
and grounds on that assumed fact that for
his railways he is not going to make any
provision atall. "We, at any rate, provided
the Railway Reserves Act, the results of
which he is now going to make available
for the purposes of this deficit.

The Premizr: The hon. member is
misquoting me when he says that I am
going to make use of that money to supple-
ment the deficit of the present year. I
never said anything of the sort. What I
said was, that we should devote the pro-
ceeds in hand from the operation of the
Railway Reserves Act to make good the
deficit that has accrued last year under
the last Government,.

Mr. Dovenas: No doubt the defieit is
the result of the operations of last year.
I commenced my remarks by stating that
the hon. gentleman fairly threw himself
‘open to the imputation made by the leader
of the Opposition—that his policy was not
an honest one in this respect. I do not
think his statement the other night was
quite an honest one, when he said we made
no provision for the payment of interest.
I Delieve we made ample provision, and
that we satisfied the capitalists who
loaned us the money that there was nof
only sufficient security in a direct form
provided by the Railway Reserves Act, but
that the security of the public honour and
the public credit was amply sufficient to
justify them advancing that money to wus.
It was hardly fair for the hon. gentleman
‘to state that, in this respect, we had made
no provision, and that he likewise intended
to make no provision; really taking the
funds which we have provided to make up
the deficit which has accrued in this year.
He says there is a necessity for us to bor-
row largely at the present time. Necessity
has been said by some great authority to be
the argument of tyrants and the creed of
slaves. I don’timpute to the hon. gentle-
man that he is a tyrant. He is certainly
a little dictatorial, and very fond of
having his own way by means of the
peremptory arguments of a majority, and
this same necessity is the creed—I will
not say of his slaves, but—of hisfollowers.
I believe it is necessary to complete the
works we have at presentin hand. Having
no responsibility now except what attaches
to myself, I will tell the hon. gentleman
what I believe will be good for the country
to do at the present time. The aspect of
affairs is certainly not a very encouraging
one. It has been used as a party ery
against us that we are responsible for the
deficit whieh has acerued ; but, as honour-
able members well know, it is an insensate
and unreasonable cry, and unjustified by
facts. The deficits that have accrued in
the neighbouring colonies, and the serious
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monetary condition of the whole world,
justify us in coming to the conclusion that
the present position of our monetary and
commercial affairs must be ascribed to
other causes than that which has been
attributed. I admit that in some respects
the late Government were faulty, and
the hon. member for Wide Bay has
expressed himself with admirable force
to-night as to what he considered the faults
of the late Government. Every Govern-
ment has faults, has within it the inherent
seeds of decay. The Government with
which I was connected had been in
office for some time, and they had accu-
mulated, during their years of office,
the objections which nvariably arise
in the constitution of any Ministry. In
this one respect the Ministry were not
strong enough to carry out what I believe
to have been a sounder policy. We could
without difficulty have eonducted the sales
of land more effectually than we did to
meet the payments that had to be made
without injury to public eredit or publie
enterprise under the Railway Reserves Act.
‘We did not obtain all that we might have
obtained, and all which, under the circum-
stances, the country ought to have ob-
tained. We have, at all events, been shown
how not to do it; we have been shown
how in the presence of defective estimates,
of no plans, and ¢f no information of any
kind, of the baldest possible explanation
of the largest expenditure the Parlia-
ment has cver been asked to authorise
—we have been shown how mnot to do
it. I will tell the hon. gentleman what we
ought to do. We ought to make pro-
vision to resume immigration as soon as if
can be done advantageously. My objection
to the precipitate way in which our action
was taken is that we have entirely dis-
connected ourselves by one sudden wrench
with our immigration agency in England.
That connection might have been main-
tained. 'We might have received a very
much diminished number of immigrants
during the present year, but still our
connection might have been maintained
advantageously. As soon as possible, I
should like to see immigration revived. I
understand from the hon. gentleman’s state-
ment that he has some £90,000 still avail-
able for immigration purposes, and hLe asks
the House for an additional £100,000
for the same purpose—a demand of which
I cordially approve. “With regard to the
‘Western Railway extensions, whatever
policy may be adopted in the future, when
the proper plans, estimates. and specifi-
cations are prepared, and when the cir-
cumstances of the country justify, I am
prepared to support thems but I am not
prepared to do so at the present time, and
I shall offer every opposition I can to the
passage of any one of those proposed votes.
With regard to the branch lines, I have
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expressed my opinion in such a way that
hon. members cannot be in doubt as to my
conclusions in that respect. Instead of a
line from Brisbane to Sandgate, I would
much rather have seen a line connecting
the coalfields of Ipswich with deep-water,
if a junction could have been made with
the railway at some convenient point. It
would have been productive of the greatest
good to the greatest number, and would
have done much to develop our important
mineral resources. All the other projects
are not suficiently urgent, and I cannot
afford my support to any one of them
at the present time. We ought, therefore,
to be contenl with simply carrying out
those works now in course of construction.
I am quite prepared to authorise a sum for
the extension to Charters Towers, which
comes within the railway reserves, and
which ought to be carried out; but to
take it beyond Charters Towers seems to
me to be most improper and unjustifiable.
I have said what I consider ought to he
done wunder present circumstances, and
have given my opinion as to the branch
lines; and, in regard to this, I made some
reference to the policy pursued in New
Zealand in connection with subsidiary
lines of railway. I have since been
informed by the Minister for Works that
the Act I referred to has been [repealed
and some other provision made. Some
provision, however, ought to be made
for the additional liabilities incurred by
the proposed construction—whether for land
in the distriet where land can be obtained,
or from direct concession in some form, I
cannot say; but it is, at any rate, certain
that some definite provision is necessary
before we are ourselves launched in the
increased expenditure for the subsidiary or
main lines to which Government have re-
ferred. Reference has been made by the
hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern-
ment, and by other speakers, to the policy
propounded by the late Government in this
respect, and a reference was also made to
my address to my constituents, ip which T
proposed we should go on borrowing money
for the construetion of such public works
as these. I have nothingto withdraw from
what I then said, and I distinetly stated
that we must look for the construction of
these additional lines to some form of the
public landed estate which ought to be
made productive of more fruitful results
than it is. That was the leading principle
in connection with all proposals of the
kind, and I submit, again, most distinetly,
that that must be the leading principle
here. If we must incur these liabilities,
we must from the public estate and from
landed property obtain the means of paying
the interest on the increased expenditure
which they involve. Much more will this
be the case when we consider our financial
g)ositicm -—and the hon., gentleman at the
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head of the Government knows, perhaps,
better than I do what thatis. I know that
we have a large deficit in the past year; I
know, according to the light thrown on it
by the hon. member for Enoggera, we may
—nay, we must—contemplate something
very similar in the year before us; and in
the light of these facts it cannot be dis-
puted that we should fairly look it in the
face, and see whether we are justified in in-
curring largely increased liabilities unless
we are prepared with sure means of finding
the interest. In this respect the hon,
gentleman was much at fault: if he pro-
poses such an heroic cure for evils as he
believes, he was bound to have induced
people in this colony to make some sacri-
fice to obtain the results he seeks; and I
believe the people were, and are, prepared to
go into some sacrifice in order to carry these
works out when it is attempted to carry
them out in any practical business-like
shape, and which it may be said has not
yet been attempted. In reference to the
preliminary examination of the country to
the westward, of which we have heard so
much and of which we know so little, T
wish now to refer to a paper laid before
Parliament at the close of last session, and
which refers to this very question of open-
ing out our vast inland country by rail-
ways. It is not a light matter if we
decide on a policy which will affect the
whole of the future of this colony, and such
a question ought not to be rashly decided,
and we ought to know the conditions on
which wefound ourfuturerailway extension.
I may here say that T had some correspon-
dence with the Government of South Aus--
tralia in connection with the junctions
which might be secured between our rail-
way system and theirs. In that corres-
pondence there is an important letter from
Mr. Stanley, the Engineer-in-Chief of the
Southern and Western Railway, and I
refer now to a letter of his addressed to
me, dated August 24, 1878. I had invited
an expression from him in respect to this
matter, and he forwarded with this letter
maps—which had been prepared at my
request—to illustrate a general system of
trunk lines of railway throughout this
colony, and their probable future connec-
tion with the railway system of other colo-
nies. I shall not, however, trouble the
House with the whole of the letter, but
refer only to the concluding paragraph,
which contains very valuable suggestions,
and which T should be glad to see adopted
as soon as possible, and which might very
well have been adopted before now. I
think that some preliminary steps towards
an examination of the western country
should have been taken in accordance
with these recommendations. Mr. Stanley
says—

“ With this end in view I would suggest the
advisability of initiating some plan of explora-
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tion surveys, with the object of furnishing the
Government with definite and relinble informa-
tion as to the physical characteristies of the
country which these probable lines would tra-
verse, as a guide in determining the particular
route to be followed by any projected line.
Such surveys might be effected to a great ex-
tent by means of barometrical observations and
the fixing of certain pointsof latitude and longi-
tude ; and whilst the cost would be trifling, as
compared with ordinary trislsurveys, the infor-
mation obtained would, I believe, prove of very
great value in any future consideration of the
subject now mooted.”

Now, we have not even made these pre-
liminary surveys as far as Charleville,
and there are mone as far as the Alice,
where it is contemplated the Central
line will be extended to. There are no
surveys of any kind introduced, even
with regard to the extension from Char-
ters Towers;—it is not even mooted in
the Press. There is no public feeling
formulated at all on this point as to
where the extension of this line shall be—
whether in the north-west or the south-
west direction, and therefore I say that
until the whole question is put before us
we cannot definitely give a final decision.
In connection with this, I have already
stated in a debate which took place earlier
in the session that it seems to be necessary
to revise the whole question of our land
policy in the western country with a view
to obtain an increased revenue for the pur-
pose of carrying on these great works.
The occupiers of runs in these great dis-
tricts will derive immense benefits from
the extension of these lines, and therefore
they are in favour of them. The hon.
gentleman opposite tells us that they are
not, but that he himself is in favour
of them, and that the run-holders them-
selves are not. But I believe that if
railway extension is made as proposed
it must greatly increase the value of their
property, and, therefore, I think they
should be willing to pay their share
towards that construction. I wunderstand
that they are willing to submit to a very
considerable addition to theirrents, if only
their modes of communication are improved,
and this is only fair. If we understand that
they are willing to accept this part of the
contract, we shall be ina position to consider
this proposal much better and on much more
favourable grounds than we are at the
present time. I believe that a similar
proposal must be considered in connection
with our subsidiary lines. A great deal of
our land hasbeen sold through which lines
will have to pass,and I do not conceive
that there could be any source of objection
to a proposal to raise a land-tax on these
lands, when it is considered how greatly
they will be benefited. 1 believe myself
that the landowners of the country will
be willing to pay that tax, and that it is
sound policy to secure some additional
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revenue for such a purpose. T have now
said nearlv all I wish to say in respect to
this matter. Inmy closing remarks I wish
to refer to something that fell from the
Premier in reference to some statement
made by the leader of the Opposition.
The Premier remarked that, up to the
present time, the leader of the Opposition
had been a fair-weather sailor; but if the
hon. gentleman was a sailor worth his salt,
he was bound to avail himself of those
opportunities of fair weather and to turn
them to the best purpose. I believe he
did so, and there is no reason to suppose
that because he was a good fair-weather
sailor he would not be u good sailor in
more troublous times. That is the fault of
the hon. gentlemen opposite. e now pro-
poses—rough sailor as he would have us
to believe he is—in troublous times tu
streteh his sails more than ever in this
troubled season, and to set his studding-
sails. But that is not the pilot to whom
we should entrust our safety. The sky is
threatening, and the waters themselves are
dark and drumly. The prospects of the
present time are not very favourable, and
the hon. gentleman ought to know that this
is the time when he has to set things to
rights, and to put his ship in order to mect
the worst that may possibly befall him.
However willing I am to look forward to a
better state of things in future, I am not
willing to look with indifference to the
dangers we may have to confront. I feel
confidence in the future; I do not feel
much confidence in the immediate future
of to-morrow. I may say that however
willing we may be to accept this policy
ab_some future time, it is not the right
policy at the present time. Let us make
the best of our fair weather when we
have it; but now the storm signals are
flying about, and it is not the time to put
on full sail. I, for one, will not encourage
the hon. gentleman to pass this Leaa
Estimate. It must be cut down. The hon.
gentleman has made a profession in these
Loan Estimates which I believe he is not
sincere in wishing to carry out. Whenever
we have to carry out such a poliey as this,
if weare worth the responsibility cast upon
us, we should first know something of ‘the
real cost which we propose to take upon
ourselves before we commit ourselves in
the manner which the hon. gentleman at the
head of the Government proposes we shall
now do.

The MixtstER For Works (Mr. Mac-
rossan) : The hon. member for Mary-
borough, with his usual inconsistency of
eharacter, began his speech this evening in
what, I may say, was a very concilintory
tone, as he began by assuring us that it
was not his intention to indulge in any
personalities ; but in a following paragraph
he assailed the members of the Ministry in
the most personal manner. I shall not
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follow the hon. gentleman’s example, but T
will remind him that “those who live in
glass houses should not throw stones;” and
that if he examines his own case for the last
twenty vears, he will, if he can examine him-
self conscientiously and fairly, confess
that he has been the most ill-advised
politician that ever had anything to do
with the administration of public affairs in
this colony. What is the hon. gentleman’s
position at the present time, after twenty
years’ service P He has been a member of
various Administrations, and has been &
member both of this House and of the
other branch of the Legislature, and yet he
stands lhere to-night isolated in polities
from all around him. That is very
different from the high position the hon.
gentleman held last session; and yet this
1s the gentleman who dares to impugn in a
most malicious way the honesty of the
policy of the present Government. If the
hon. gentleman had confined himself to a
eriticism of the Loan Estimates of the
Government it would have been nothing ;
but he went beyond that, and in-
dulged in personal attacks upon the mem-
bers of the Ministry. T shall not say
more about the hon. gentleman. T can
afford to pass over what he said about
myself, and I believe that the other mem-
bers of the Ministry can afford to pass
unnoticed the remarks he made about them.
To come to the matter under discussion.
The hon. member for North Brisbane has
moved by way of amendment—* That the
proposals of the Government in relation to
the construction of public works are un-
satisfactory to this House.” Ihave waited
most patiently, and have waited in vain, to
hear upon what particular point the public
works policy of the Government is unsatis-
factory. No doubt, as a general proposi-
tion I am willing to admit that the pro-
posals of the Government with regard to
public works are unsatisfactory to this
House; and I will go further, and say
that I do not belicve that there ever
was a scheme submitted by any Gov-
ernment in any colony that they were
wholly #satisfied with themselves. Why,
the whole conduet of human life is unsatis-
factory, and why should we professto be
able to produce a scheme that will be
satisfactory to all I am mysclf dissatis-
fied with the scheme, but not on the
grounds put forward by hon. members
opposite.  Tam dissatisfied with it because
it does not go far enough: but as the hon.
member for North Brisbane has often said
in regard to his own Government, we have
been compelled to cut our coats according
to our cloth. T should have liked to have
seen a much larger sum proposed for public
works without causing people to put their
hands into their poekets to pay one shilling
more taxation. Now, what was the burden
of the song of the leader of the Opposition P |
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It was that the Ministry wanted to get
money, no matter what they intended to do
with it : only give them the money and that
would be enough. But such has not been
the policy of the present Government, as
every item on which they propose to ex-
pend money has been accounted for in the
Loan Estimates; and every item they are
bound in all sincerity to carry out. I
shall just quote one or two remarks the
hon. gentleman made use of last night
before I undertake to defend the Govern-
raent in their public works policy—a task
which I believe I am well able to perform
to-night, notwithstanding the threat of
the hon. member for Maryborough, and
in spite of the threat of obstruction
used by the leader of the Opposition.
The hon. gentleman did not use the word
“ obstruetion,” but both he and the hon.
member for Maryborough threatened that
those estimates shall not pass without being
cut down. How can they be cut down by
the hon. gentleman if he has not a majority
in the House to-night to sanection his pro-
position ? They ean only be cut down in
that way or by a system of obstruction.
The hon. member for North Brisbane, in
his speech last night, quoted from the
Colonial Treasurer’s Financial Statement,
as follows—

“ While the working-man is free to earry his
labour to the best market, taxation solely for
the improvement of property should not he
allowed to encroach upon his means. The ap-
plication of Customs revenue to public works
would therefore be unjust to a large body of
the taxpayers. IHow, then, is a property-tax
to be raised ? *’

And the hon. member (Mr. Griffith) con-
tinued—

“ And the answer is—by the mode provided
by the Divisional Boards Bill.”

Now we have been told time after time—
last night, and again to-night—that the
people are not prepared to put their hands
into their pockets and pay for the making
of their own roads and bridges, and we are
now told by the hon. member for Mary- *
borough that they can put their hands
into their pockets to pay for making rail-
ways. If the people are not prepared to
discharge the lower duty imposed 1n every
civilized country in the world, with the
exception of this and a neighbouring colony,
how are they able to undertake the higher
duty of paying for the construetion of
railways ¥ But the hon. member, with his
usual inconsisteney, forgets the proposition
I made in 1876, when he brought for-
ward his bunch scheme of railways.
While referring to the bunch scheme, I
take the opportunity of correcting the hon.
member for Wide Bay in his quotation
from my speech, in which he designated
me a prophet. He read portions of my
speech simply to suit himself. He shr)?
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have informed the House that when I men-
tioned the possibility of a Ministry more
unscrupulous than that which then occu-
pied the Treasury benches, I was alluding
to the fact of the six railways being bunched
together and laid on the table to be swal-
lowed whole or none at all. I never op-
posed a policy of railway making. We
were always in favour of such a policy,
but we were opposed to voting for six rail-
ways in a bunch—preferring taking each
one on its merits, as those should have been
taken, and as these will be voted for, I be-
lieve. The hon. member forgets that on
thatoceasion Iintroduced a motion which he
and his party banded themselves together
to oppose ; and he now comes forward with
a proposition to bring about the same result
as I asked them to endeavour to effect.
He has read an extract from a work relat-
ing to New Zealand, which I take the
liberty of saying is not quite correct. The
extract is right as far as it goes, but the
hon. gentleman is not aware that a portion
of it relates to a New Zealand statute
which has been repealed, unfortunately for
that colony. In 1876, I introduced an
amendment to the effect that in the event
of any of those railways then going through
the House not paying the interest on cost
of construction after paying working ex-
penses, and the sales of land within the
railway reserves being also deficient, a tax
should be imposed upon all property within
the railway reserve—that is to say, within
the district benefited by those railways.
‘What was the action of the hon. member
for Maryborough? He and his party
threw that amendment out; but to-night
he wants something similar to be effected
because he is no longer in office. He
offers advice which is not worth the paper
I hold, because he has plainly convicted
himself of giving advice that is worthless.
He told the Colonial Secretary on a former
occasion that he could give him advice in
his position of Minister for Publiec Instruc-
tion which he had not the candour to give
to his own colleagues sitting by his side
when he was a member of the late Govern-
ment. I never heard anything more un-
worthy from any Minister or ex-Minister.
Are Ministers not supposed to understand
one another thoroughly P—are they not as
brothers P—and why should the hon. mem-
ber be afraid to enforce his opinions on his
colleagues? Simplybecause he was toofond
of office—becausehe was prepared tosacrifice
the principles he professes to hold rather
than resignoffice. 1may just stateinrelation
to the Railway Reserves Act that the hon.
member for Northern Downs, who was then
head of the Government of which the
hon. member for Maryborough afterwards
. became head, brought in a Bill to make
certain railways from the sale of Crown
lands; and the hon. member for Mary-
borough has told ns to-night that he could
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have carried his sale of land within the re-
serves under that Act to a much greater
extent than he did; and yet in the very
same breath he denies to us the power of
obtaining interest for railways we now pro-
pose, although not confined to any narrow
limit, but having the whole wide colony of
Queensland to range through for the pur-
pose of selling Crown land. Did everany-
one hear anything more absurd? They
proposed to raise sufficient money to con-
struet, and they deny us the power of raising
sufficient to pay the interest on construc-
tion. He also accuses the Government of
being politically dishonest, and of framing
cstimates grossly and politically dishonest,
and the accusation is based on the fact that
we propose fo construct railways at £3,000
per mile. If we are politically dishonest
in making that proposition, what can he
say to his leader and late colleague having
proposed to construet them for £2,000 per
mile ? Surely if he can construct them for
£2,000 per mileswe must be able to con-
struet them for £1,000 per mile more. I
can see no political dishonesty, because we
are prepared, in spite of all the quotations
read by the hon. member, to carry out our
estimates to construet lines at £3,000 per
mile. The hon. gentleman has quoted a
great number of figures about railways
constructed in different parts of a neigh-
bouring colony, and' he has proved that
railways there have cost various sums from
£4,592 per mile upwards. No doubt the
quotations are correet, but they arve too
old. 1f he had quoted the latest contracts
let in Victoria he would have found that a
railway was to be made, with rolling-stock
added, for a sum under £3,000 per mile.
The quotations he read applied to contracts
three or four years ago, and does the hon.
gentleman imagine that railway-making is
at a stand still—that engineers are not
finding new modes of construction and
improvements to make the cost of con-
struction much less? We have an instance
in this colony. We know that lines can
be constructed more cheaply now than
three years ago, and could be constructed
more cheaply three years ago than three
years previously. I have proofs of that
handy, which I will put before the House
by-and-bye. The hon. gentleman in quot-
ing from the report of the Chief Engineer,
M. Stanley, says the permanent way will
cost at least £1,300 per mile, but he for-
gets that Mr. Stanley is not considering the
same kind of construction as Mr. Ballard
proposes for the Central Railway. The hon.
member is also making his estimates on the
cost of rail and iron and steel work for lines
at prices which prevailed five or six years
ago. Did he not hear me read the other
day to the House, in answer to the hon.
member for South Brisbane, to the effect
that a contract has been let—not one of the
imagination—on the Central Railway for



No-Confidence Motion.

£1,950 per mile, and at the present prices
of railway material, and with one station

at the end of twenty-seven miles, the whole *

cost will only be £2,449 per mile, and the
permanent-way material will cost £466 per
mile? Knowing this, and having other
facts in his possession, the hon. member
accuses our estimates of being grossly dis-
honest, because we propose to construct
lines at £3,000 per mile. At the present
moment I have in my possession an offer
from the Chief Engineer of the Northern
and Central Railways to construct a line
from the 200-mile peg westward to the Alice
River fora cost of £3,000 per mile including
everything ; and that line has to surmount
the Drummond Ranges, so thata portion of
the line will cost from £8,000 to £10,000
per mile. Knowing that that line can be
constructed at such a price, are we not
justified in concluding that the Western
Railway can be made equally cheap, and
the Northern from Charters Towers also
equally cheap, being through the same
kind of country? The cost of railway-
making has been reduced very much in this
colony, and the engineers are prepared to
reduce it still more. When Mr. Ballard
undertook the construction of the Central
line from Westwood westward, the lowest
cost of any line then constructed in the
colony had been £10,000 per mile.

Mr. Ggzrrrire : Including the Main
Range.

The MixisteR For WoRrks: The Bris-
bane extension was not over the Main
Range, or through the Main Range, or near
it. And owing to some unexplained
blunders, which it is impossible to fix
upon the responsible parties, that line cost
"£16,518 per mile; but is that any eriterion
for railway making at the present time ?
Because the engineers or the Minister for
‘Works made blunders, then, are we to con-
timue making blunders ? Are we never to
reform our system of railway making? I
appeel to the hon. member (Mr. Mackay)
whether he does not think we can make
railways for £3,000 per mile? He will
not, I am sure, say that this estimate is
grossly dishonest. He believes that rail-
ways can be made for a less sum; and he
is quite correct. When Mr. Ballard under-
took the construction of the Central line
the portion which had been built cost
£9,5681; but he carried the line over the
Goganjo Range and onwards to the
Comet, a great portion being more difficult
than the country between Rockhampton
and Westwood, at a cost of £5,923 per mile.
Having reduced the cost of construction
nearly £4,000 per mile, he now proposes to
reduce it nearly £3,000 per mile more, and
1 believe he will be thoroughly able to do
so. These facts remove the accusation of
dishonesty, and show that we were justified
in putting down the estimate for railways
at £3,000 per mile. The ecountry beyond
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Roma is easier, I believe, than the country
beyond the contract on the Central line,
and the country beyond Charters Towers
is equally as easy for railway making as
any in Queensland, and I have not the
slightest hesitation in saying that'I believe
that every mile of the Charters Towers line,
from the commencement at Townsville to
the extension of 130 miles, including bridges
over the Burdekin, Reid, and other rivers,
will not cost more than £38,000 per mile;
and in putting down this estimate the Gov-
ernment, so far from being guilty of gross
dishonesty, are doing their duty to the
country 1n making railways as cheap as
they can be made consistent with stability
and suitability. But what does the hon.
member (Mr. Griffith) say concerning the
Northernline? I have often acecused him
and the hon. member (Mr. Douglas) with
a want of sincerity in the construction of
this line, and I have never been able to
disabuse my mind of that idea, and their
conduct last night and to-night confirms
my belief in their insincerity. The hon.
member (Mr. Griffith) says that the making
of a line to the moon would be no more
absurd than making a line to Charters
Towers. )

Mr. GrrrrirE: I said nothing of the
kind. What I did say was, that making
Eroposals for a railway to the moon would

ardly be more absurd than to ask for a
loan of £400,000 to make a railway from
Charters Towers to nowhere in particular,
as proposed by the Government.

The MinisTER FOR WogrKs : The hon.
gentleman said nothing about “nowhere in
particular ”—that objection applies to all
lines—and the hon. member (Mr. Douglas)
said it would be madness to carry the line
beyond Charters Towers. I have long
known that hon. member’s opinion regard-
ing that line. It would not have heen
proposed in this House had it not been for
political purposes. It was proposed with
others to enable him to hold his seat for
Maryborough. And talking of political dis-
honesty, I recollect four years ago when
that hon. member, sitting upon these cross
benches, held himself up for sale to either
side of the House which would give him a
railway from Maryborough, and he has
since by his speeches in this House
justified his action on that ocecasion.
When you, Mr. Speaker, brought in
the Continental Railway Bill the hon.
gentleman was then in the same posi-
tion that he occupied to-night. He was
then dangling himself with his well-
known Parliamentary skill and ability
before this or that side of the House to see
which would take him. Here is what he
said on that occasion about the Bill, rail-
ways, and log-rolling. I will take the
liberty of inflicting it upon the House, and
in connection with the hon. gentleman’s
proposition to-night, that we should begin
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afresh and have a new party in which all
old blood would be eliminated, I could
not help thinking when the Colonial Secre-
tary - interjected, “and burn Hansard,”
that no one would gain more than the hon.
member for Maryborough by the burning
of Hansard and the forgetting of past
times. The hon. member said—

“When a railway was under consideration
there was a great deal to justifylog-rolling with
all its objections.”

According to that doectrine log-rolling is
justifiable, and Ministers would be com-
pelled to do what they did not believe in
in order to keep their position. The hon.
member went on to say—

“The different distrvicts of the colony were
all interested in the expenditure of public
money ; it was their life-blood. If public
money raised by loan was spent in one district,
that district was handicapped; capital was in-
vited to that district, and enterprise and
industry advanced. That expenditure in one
district subtracted from other districts. Rail-
ways had hithertofore been entered upon as
speculations ; the caleulation of what they
would pay in the future was advanced in favour
of their construction. The interests of other
districts must be considered in the same way
as the interests of the Southern district and of
the Rockhampton district were considered
when the existing railways were entered upon.
His district was now as important as was
Rockhampton when the Great Northern Railway
was started. He did not impugn the policy of
the Government ; but he said it contained no
justification for the railway westward as a
speculation that should not be applied alike to
all districts of the colony. In New South Wales
three lines were carried on simultaneously.
Many persons thought that one might have
been more advantageously carried out to com-
pletion ; and perhaps it would have been, for
Sydney and Melbourne. But the Western and
the Northern districts came forward with their
claims, and they had their railwavs as well as
the Southern distriets. A great deal could be
said in favour of such a policy, whatever the
exceptions that might be urged against it. He
took this opportunity to express a hope that,
as the Government had committed themselves
to the policy of the Western Railway, a simiilar
policy would be applied to districts that were
to be similarly affected. If he was supported
by honourable members who represented those
distriets, he should feel it his duty, most cer-
tainly, when the Loan Bill came under con-
gideration, to oppose grants of money for one
distriet unless something like an equivalent pro-
vision was made for the others.”

This is log-rolling to all intents and pur-
poses, and it is justified by the subsequent
action of the hon. gentleman, who pro-
ceeded— R

“He did not presume, as a supporter of the
Ministry, to interfere with their policy; but his
feeling was, that it would have been wiser for
them to have taken mature counsel as to what
was required in a railway policy as applied to
the districts of the colory generally. He should
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not be afraid of a larger loan, but he should
couple it with the condition that it should
spread over a number of years.”

Is he afraid now to spread a loan overa
number of years? —and the loan which
he was then not afraid to enlarge was
£1,700,000. )

Mr. Doveras: I am notafraid of a big
loan now under proper conditions.

The MixisTer ror Worgs: With re-
gard to what has been sald of New Zea-
land, and to one district requiring an ex-
penditure of money when it saw that
another got it, I will read an extractfrom
the public works statement made last
year by the Hon. James Macandrew, the
New Zealand Minister for Public Works.
He said—

“ Assuming these proposals to be approved
by the Legislature, it becomes an important
question—what is to be our procedure with
regard to the works not already sanctioned ?
The House will, of course, recognise the impos-
sibility of coming to any conclusion on such a
matter which can be satisfactory to all. Each
district in the colony believes that its claim to
be provided with railways at the cost of the
State ranks af least as high as the claim of any
other district; and none, probably, will admit
that any such claim ought to be met before its
own. This, iu truth, is a great difficulty which
the House, by its past legislation, has brought
upon itself. That difficulty commenced from
the moment when the Legislature repealed that
cardinal condition of the public works policy
that, in the event of the proceeds of any rail-
way failing to meet interest and sinking fund on
the cost of its construction, property in the
district should be rated to make up the defi-
ciency. The difficulty is one which 1 confess
I cannot solve.”

That is the very proposition that I made to
the hon. member in 1876, and which he
rejected with scorn. I am gratified to find
that in another colony the very proposition
which T made was law, unknown to me,
and I think the hon. member for Mary-
borough can have no pleasure in know-
ing that he and his party, but he
particularly, are responsible for the re-
jection of the amendment that I pro-
posed in 1876. Before I go on to justify
the proposals of the Government, I shall
say a word or two about the Divisional
Boards Bill, and the opposition it has met
here up to.the present. Kvery member
who speaks in this House expresses himself
strongly in favour of local government,
and at the same time, also, every member
who speaks from the Opposition benches
indicates his determination not to permit
the Bill to become law. I can scarcely
understand the position which hon. mem-
bers take up when they say that they
are in favour of it and yet they are op-
posed to it. Hon. members must admit
that local government prevails in all coun-
tries possessing similar, or nearly similar,
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forms of government to ours—with the
exception, I believe, of New Sou@h Wales,
and possibly Tasmania. I believe these
are the only exceptions in which local
government does not exist: it exists in
Great Britain, the local revenue there being
nearly two-thirds of the Imperial revenue,
and it is disbursed by local authorities.
It is the same in France, in Belgium,
and in every other country in Europe. It
also prevails in a similar way in America,
where they have parish government, county
government, state governinent, up to ’ghe
federal government; each authority is in-
dependent of the other, and in the county
and township governments the roads and
bridges and other local public works are
provided by taxation upon the district. It
is only in this colony and New South
‘Wales that we have a different system to
the rest of the civilised world, and it comes
to us from very unfortunate circumstances
indeed. It is very like what the hon.
member for Maryborough described the
other day when speaking of the old Court-
house in Queen street—a relic or remnant of
the barbarous old times. It comes down
to us frow the time when men were com-
pelled to work upon the roads of New
South Wales; and so little difference is
there between the system that was then
established and the syslem that now exists
that even the very nomenclature has been
retuined—road parties, gangers and over-
seers—there they are, the very same asin
the old times. And further north the
difference is even less than in the south-
ern portion of the colony. In the south
the supplying of rations has been abolished,
but in the northern distriets road parties
receive a certain amounyt of pay and rations;
while in the olden times similar road-
sarties existed, but they were bondmen
instead of freemen, and they received no
pay but rations. Why should such a
system—a relic of the barbarous old times
~~bhe allowed to existin this colony amongst
free men ? Those hon. gentlemen who are
continually professing liberal opinions
ought, I ‘think, to be the last to keep
up a syslem of that kind. I think
we should revert to the system which
prevails in every other couniry which
boasts of the same form of Government;
and I ask, who is it who should pay for
the making of roads and bridges? The
people whose properties are improved by
the expenditure upon their roads and
bridges—but, at present, it is a tax upon
the general revenue, and, consequentily,
working men who are not owners of pro-
perty are compelled to pay for the im-
provement of the properties of individuals
with whom they have no connection in the
districts in which they live. I believe
every hon. member opposite fully endorses
my opinion in his heart—orinhis “ heatrt of
Learts,” as the late Treasurer repeatedly
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said last night—but they are afraid of
oﬁending the prejudices of their constitu-
ents. That is the real objection to the
Divisional Boards Bill; and I may say
further that T have positive information
that a great deal of the agitation got up
against the Divisional Boards Bill is actu-
ally worked up by these very road-parties
themselves. I have been written to on the
subjeet and told the same thing by indivi-
duals from different parts of the country,
who say that the chief agitators who
work up the farmers are the members
of road parties, assisted by certain members
who sit on that side of the House. I now
come to the question of railways. A great
deal has been said by hon. members oppo-
site about these railways going nowhere.
Well, I have repcatedly heard in this
House, America set down as an example
for railway making, and do those members
not know that a great many American
railways not only go nowhere but actually
go in advance of settlement, and are the
only roads in the whole district? Yet we
are accused of taking railways nowhere,
when we are taking them into couniry not
only settled, but that has been settled for
years; but, because we have no large
towns as the termini at the western ends,
we are told we are taking them nowhere.
We were asked by the hon. member for
Maryborough, and also the hon. member
for North Brisbane-—and I believe that is
the chief objection to making these lines
at present—to show how these railways
could be made to pay without imposin
additional taxation upon the people. O%
course, we know that our scheme is exactly
the same as those hon. gentlemen them-
selves adopted last session. 'We were told
distinetly by one of them that the scheme
was the same in figures, and the other said
if he knew it was not so absurd he would
almost say we had access to the documents
belonging to the Cabinet. Therefore, our
scheme must have come very near in its
size and pumber of lines to the scheme
which those hon. gentlemen themselves
adopted at the end of last session. lam
quite prepared to prove that we shall not
require any additional taxation for the ex-
tension of these lines westward. I do not
know that I can say as much for the
branch lines, but I am certain that the ex-
tension of the lines westward will not im-
pose one single penny of additional tax-
ation upon the working men of this colony.
In speaking of the branch lines, the
question arises — which was mentioned
by the hon. member for Maryborough—
of the value of the land to be resumed
for the construction of those lines. That
is certainly a very important part of
the question; but I believe that in a
great many instances, if not in all, the
people through whose land the lines will
be made will give it to the Geovernment,
&
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for the  construction of these railways,
for nothing. I know that the hon. mem-
ber for Enoggera, and other gentlemen,
are now negotiating with the owners of
property upon the Sandgate line, and I
myself have received offers from the
owners of property on the line to Mount
Fsk and the Fassifern line, and also on a
line which is not down upon this list—the
line to the Upper Logan—stating they will
give the land for nothing for the construe-
tion of those lines. I think that takesa
good deal of the sting out of what
the hon. member for Maryborough suid
as to the cost of the land to De re-
sumed for the construction of these lines,
and I feel quite certain—although if we
were to take the cost of the land upon the
Brisbane extension as a criterion to go by
we would certainly be frightened—that,
taking the propositions which have been
made publicly and privately, we have no
cause to fear the cost of land to be re-
sumed upon any of these branch lines.
As to the payable nature of the lines when
made, I have not so much faith in them as
I have in the lines which will go west-
ward ; but I believe they will conduce to
settlement, and that by increasing the
population they will have the effect ulti-
mately of paying for their own construe-
tion, more especially when they are made
for £3,000 per mile and under. But the
lines to go westward having no land to be
resumed, and going through country where
there is not the slightest doubt settlement
will be increased to a very great extent,
will certainly pay more than the interest
upon the cost of construction. I think I
have figures in my possession which will
prove that.

Mr. Geirrite : Produce them.

The Mi~isTER FOR WoORKs: I will pro-
duce them at my own time. I shall not
produce them at the demand of the hon.
member for North Brisbane; I shall do so
when I please, and before I sit down to-
night. We have been told by the hon.
member for Maryborough that we should
make provision for the payment of the
interest upon these lands going westward.
The hon. member mentioned a land-tax to-
night ; but I donot see how he could apply
a [and-tax to the pastoral lessees through
or near whose runs these lines would go,
because it would be impossible to impose
a land-tax upon land which is not owned
in fee-simple. Of course, we can impose a
land-tax in settled distriets, if this House
would agree to it; but I don’t see how you
can impose such a tax upon men who have
no right or title to the land beyond six
months.

Mr. Doveras: I referred to a revision
of the leasehold tenure.

The Misistee vor Works I am pre-

ared to deal with what the hon. member
Eas stated in regard to the revision of the
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leasehold tenure. I did not say or imply
that I was prepared to propose it. The
hon. gentleman was in office for four
years, and why did he not propose it¥
Well, the cost of the land from Ipswich
to Toowoomba and the Dalby and War-
wick extensions was ten thousand and
some odd hundred pounds per mile,
and the Brisbane was sixteen thousand
and some hundred pounds per mile.
The cost of construction of the Southern
and Western Railway up to the 31st De-
cember last was £4,135 per mile; of
the line from Rockhampton to Westwood,
£9,581 per mile; and of the line from
‘Westwood to the Comet, £5,923 per mile
—making a total cost up to that date of
£3,541,494, or an average cost of £9,078 per
mile. Let us see now what were the net
earnings of those lines. The working ex-
penses of the Southern and Western Rail-
way during that period amounted to
£859,205, and the receipts to £1,251,129,
leaving a balance of net earnings 0of£391,923.
On the Central Railway the working ex-
penses during the same period amounted to
£154,060, and the gross receipts to £167,463,
the net earnings being £13,404. The total
net earnings of the two lines thus amounted
to £405,327. 'The first section of the
Southern and Western Railway was opened
in 1865, and of the Central Railway in
1867, and during last year the net earn-
ings of those two lines amounted to nearly
one-fourth of the total amount earned dur-
ing the whole of that period of fourteen
years. We will now see what was the
percentage of those net earnings towards
the cost of construction. Last year the
Southern and Western Railway paid £3
12s. 9d. towards the interest upon its cost
of construction, and the Central Railway
paid £3 0s. 9d. towards the interest upon
its cost of construction—that cost being
an average of £9,000 per mile. Taking
the returns of last year, what would have
been the amount payable towards interest if
those lines had cost only £4,000 per mile ?
The Southern and Western line would have
paid £9 3s. 2d. per cent., or £4 10s. more
than we can borrow money at; and the
Central line would have paid £5 6s. 9d. per
cent. But if those lines had been made at
a cost of £3,000 per mile, as we now pro-
pose to make them, the Southern and
‘Western line would have paid £13 5s. 11d.
per cent., and the Central line £7 2s. 3d.
per cent. It has only been within the last
four years that the Central Railway has
paid, and the Southern and Western Rail-
way was open three or four years before it
paid anything, the working expenses being
borne partly out of loan. Can anyone
doubt that if we make railways at the
cost we propose we shall not have far
more returns than will sufice to pay the
interest on the cost of construction? This

return iz conclusive enough. Every mile
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of railway we make westward—and I am
not prepared to say that the same will not
happen to branch lines—will not only pay
more than the interest upon its eost of con-
struction. but will tend to reduce the
interest we are paying on the more costly
lines already built.
the question of revision of tenure. We
are continually being told that these lines
arve to be run out westward solely for the
benefit of the pastoral lessees. I confessl
once held similar opinions, and I believe
that people who hold those opinions hold
them in ignorance of the real facts of the
case. A majority, I believe, of those who
are able to free themselves from antiquated
prejudices, to which all were more or less
subject, would, if they took the trouble to
inquire into the real facts of the case,
come to the same conclusion that I have
come to myself. I challenge any man in
the House to doubt the sincerity of my
belief in the opinions I express here to-
night. Neither the hon. member for
North Brisbane nor the hon. member for
Northern Downs has any right to say that
we are not sincere in this Lioan Estimate,
or that T am not sincere in bringing down
an Estimate of this kind as Minister for
Works. The pastoral lessees, like every
other class of men in the country, pay
their share towards the general revenue of
the colony. They pay as much in_the
shape of taxation as any other indi-
viduals, so do their employés, and the
carriers, dam-makers, and workers on
stations generally. In addition to this
they pay, for the use of the country
which they have the privilege of grazing
upon, a certain amount per annum in what
are called pastoral rents. Let us see what
this pastoral rent has amounted to in
Queensland since Separation took place,
and also the amount of interest that has
been paid upon the cost of railway con-
struction during the same period, and we
shall find that in addition to the general
taxation imposed upon the pastoral lessees,
the pastoral rents would have not only
paid the whole of that interest, butwould ac-
tually go £280,000 beyond it. The total re-
ceiptsforpastoral rents uptothe 31st Decem-
ber, 1878, were £2,165,397, and uptothesame
period the total amount paid by way of inte-
rest on railway construction was £1,885,000;
leaving a balance in favour of pastoral
rents, as I said before, of £280,000. Will
any hon. member dare to stand up and say
that the inferest on the construction of
these railways isborne by any individual
taxpayers in the ecolony? I say it;is the
grass of the colony that pays the interest
upon railway making. It is not paid from
Clustoms, nor from land revenue;—the
source from which it is paid is the natural
grasses of the colony, which belong to the

eople of the colony. I say further, that
gy extending these lines westward we shall
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not only double the receipts from the
general charges upon railways, but we
shall also be in a position, if need be—if
the hon. wembers for North Brisbane thinks
fit to do so when he recovers power—to
obtain a much larger rent from the pastoral
leases, on account of the increased benefit
they derive from these railways. I will
point out to the hon. members for Mary-
borough and North Brisbane how they can
increase the revenue—namely, by giving
seeurity of tenure to the pastoral lessees.
‘With security of tenure and increased rail-
way accommodation they will be able to
double the pastoral rents and double the
number of miles of railway running info
the interior.

Mr, GrirritE: Why don’t you propose
1t yourselves P

The Mix1sTER For Works: When we
think fit to propose it; when we have
made up our minds to do so; when we
have given the western country the privi-
lege of railway communication ; and when
we think we can bring in a measure to
give security of tenure, we shall have the
courage of our opinions, and that is what
neither the hon. member, nor his colleague
the hon. member for Maryborough, ever
had when they sat on these benches.
There is another point which the hon.
member for North Brisbane was very
oblivious about, last night. He asked
what would be the good of carrying the
railway 130 miles further westward.
It would be so mueh nearer to the good
country ; any child could tell you that it
would be 130 miles nearer, and it does not
require the legal acumen of a lawyer to
discover that. But we are all very well
aware that it is simply the cost of the
carriage both seaward and into the interior
that prevents a good deal of land being
taken up. I have not seen the land in the
west, but I have every reason to believe
it is good pastoral land. I kmow itis the
cost of the carriage which prevents land
being occupied as sheep country whieh is
now occupied by catfle, and much isnot
occupied at all. If we carry a line west-
ward, even 130 miles, it will have the effect
of turning a good deal of the country at
present occupied by ecattle into sheep
country. If wenext take into account the
number of sheep which at present exisf
in the country west of present extension,
such as the country westward of Roma,
and 130 miles westward of the terminus of
the Central Railway, and of the Northern
line reaching towards the Mitchell and the
Gregory and in that country—if we take into
account that there are only 3,000,000 sheep
there, and as we know what the country
is, and that it will feed sheep, it does not
need any stretch of the imagination to be-
lieve that, with a natural increase of only
a third, year by year in five years the
3,000,000 will become 12,000,000, Then
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what will be the result if, instead of hav-
ing 3,000,000 sheep—and there are not
quite that number—in that country, we
have 12,000,000 at the end of five years
when we have carried these lines 130 mileés
to the west, and I hope even further ? The
increase of the carriage alone, independent
of all the sources of revenue derived from
carriage, would be 15,000 tons, and at present
rates that would probably amount to
£45,000 or £50,000. Take, in addition to
that carriage, the supplies sent inward
from the coast, and which may be taken
at a moderate estimate at half the outward
carriage to the coast, if we add these two
together they will produce an amount
more than sufficient t> pay the interest on
the cost of the construction of the western
extensions. In addition to that, we must
recollect that every pound weight of this
wool and every pound weight of these
supplies will not only be carried over
this 130 miles of extension, but will also
e carried over and will pay carriage
on the portions of the lines already
made from Roma, and on the other lines
right down to the coast. When we see the
prospect before us in constructing those
western lines, it is annoying o find men of
even ordinary intelligence using arguments
against their construction. There was a
time when the gentlemen who represent the
party which now sit on the other side of
the House sat here, and then we were ac-
cused of being the opponents of railway
construction. But the times have changed.
The men who then claimed to be the
Liberals and the advocates of railways
opposers and obstructionists.
They see the same thing happening now
which happened fourteen years ago ;—they
know what was said in those days of the
Darling Downs by members who were
opposed to settlement —they said that
a cabbage would not grow on that
land. These gentlemen opposite are
the successors of those. They say, “ You
should not carry railways westward be-
cause you will not increase settlement;
you are doing it ouly for the benefit of the
pastoral lessees; you are imposing taxation
on the working man.” I deny in fofo an
assertion of that kind. The real friends of
the working-man are those who propose to
give employment to him, and these pro-
posals mean employment and the extension
of settlement  When railways were com-
menced to the Darling Downs, were not the
Darling Downs in just the same position
as the western country is in now?  What
has been the effect of the construction of
railways to the Downs? Has not settle-
ment been indueced there, and have not the

settlement? Have not towns sprung up in
all directions? I appeal to the hon. mem-
ber for Toowoomba to statc what was the
position of the Darling Downs before rail-
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ways were constructed out there, and T ask
him, with the knowledge of the district
which he possesses, whether it was possible
to have brought about settlement there
unless the railway had been constructed ¥
I say the making of railways here, as in
other colonies, will be a great civiliser of
the country, and it is no use for these
gentlemen 1o stand up under the pretence
of protecting the working man, hecause he
will not suffer one single penny of ad-
ditional taxation upon his beer, bread, or
tobacco. As I have said before, every
mile of railway we make towards the
setting sun—as my hon. friend terms it—
will not only pay for its own construction,
but assist to pay for the progress made in
railway construction already. The hon.
member for North Brisbane, in introducing
this motion last night, told us he is not
instigated by a desire of turning out the
Governmentupon this motion ;—then, I ask,
what has been his motive ® Why has he
introduced a motion of this kind, having
no better plea to bring forward than the
one which he brought forward last night—-
the accusation which has been repelled
time after time this session—that we
wanted to Dorrow money to leave it in
the banks to earn interest? The inter-
jection of my hon. friend the Minister
for Lands, last night, was construed into an
expression of approval of this course.
But I have shown to-night that the manner
in which the interest was to be earned was
in the legitimate work of making railways,
and which would produce a larger amount
of interest than any bank would give. The
amount of interest earned by railways
made at £3,000 per mile is, as I have said,
3 or 4 per cent. more than any bank will
pay. The Treasurer has frequently said
that he has no intention of depositing
meoney in banks, and the member for North
Brisbane did what was unworthy of him-
self last night when he brought forward
the accusation again after it has been re-
pelled and denied repeatedly. A good deal
might have been said by hon. gentlemen on
the other side, if they had chosen to spealk,
about the general depression and falling-
off in the railway receipts during the pre-
sent year; but when it is remembered
that a few years ago, when the price of
cattle was so high in the western coun-
try that men who reared stock and had
fat cattle could sell for from £5 to £8

. per head in the western country—com-

pare the price now paid even in Bris-
bane, after undergoing the expense and
danger and loss of travelling, only from
£4 to £4 10s. per head is received for the

- same class of cattle that three years ago
pastoral lessees receded before agricultural !

feteched £2 or £3 more. That is quite
suflicient to account for the depression ex-

. isting, and for the falling-off in the railway

recelpts, because when men's incomes are
reduced through the want of sale of that
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which is produced, they cannot enter into
improvements as they have been in the
habit of doing, such as dam-making, well-
sinking, fencing, and building of houses—
things that have been done, and will, I hope,
be done again when times improve. All this
is sufficient to account for the falling off in
the revenue, without stating that there will
be a permanent depression in the receipts.
‘'he present depression is merely tem-
porary. We are suffering from it in com-
mon with all the rest of the world ; butin
addition to that we are suffering from the
over-production of fat stock and the effects
of the drought, which killed so many
hundreds of thousands of sheep. The
only safety-valve we have at the present is
to extend the railways westward, open up
country to the occupation of the sheep
farmor, and extend and support that oceu-
pation; and by so doing we shall increase
the capabilities of paying the interest upon
the great debt which we have already in-
curred—a mueh larger one, I admit, than
should have been incurred for the work
which there is to show for it. It cannot be
denied that the great portion of the money
that has been expended has been on unpro-
duetive works. With every penny that
has been spent on railways—cven upon the
blundering railways that have been made,
and which were projected by hon. gentle-
men opposite and left unfinished ; unpro-
ductive as these railways may prove to
be for many years—I say it is better than
expending money upon many items of ex-
penditure that have been done inthe colony.
Some few weeks ago I had a conversation
with a gentleman who is well skilled in
railway matters, and he stated to me his
belief that a company could be formed
which should take the management of these
railways entirely out of the hands of the
Government, and pay the whole interest
upon the cost of comstruction; and he
believed that such a company—properly
managed, as it would be, no doubt—away
from the influence of polities, which inter-
fere too much with railway management
and construction—would be able to recoup
itself, even at the present time, although
the Government managing the railways
cannot make them pay the interest. I
thoronghly Delieve, not only that that
would be the case, but that if the public
ereditor was compelled at the present
moment to take possession of the railways
and public estate and work them, they
would make enough to pay the whole of
the interest upon the public debt. That
is a bold assertion, but I believe it
would pay any eompany who could get the
Government to hanl over to them these
railways to work, and also to take any ex-
tensions as they were made. I believe the
money they would produce would pay the
whole of the interest on the public debt.
Holding that belief, which may perhaps be
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thought an exaggerated one, I do not see
how any man can rise up in this House as
the hon. member for Northern Downs (Mr.
Thorn) did last night, and accuse the
Government of insincerity in bringing for-
ward these Loan Estimates. I believe T
have never said anything more sincerely
than when I say this—that I believe
that these Loan Estimates will not, if
carried, impose one penny more addi-
tional taxation on the people. I believe
that many hon. members opposite, who will
vote against the Government on this ques-
tion from party feeling, hold the same
opinion that I do—that additional taxation
will not be required, but that the railways
will pay for the cost of construction and
will pay a great deal more than is in this
Loan Estimate. Before I sit down I must
advert to a remark made by the hon. mem-
ber for Northern Downs (Mr. Thorn) last
night. I did not contradict the hon. mem-
ber at the time, as I knew I should have
an opportunity of doing so, although a day
after. The hon. member said the survey
of the line to Fassifern was different from
that made by him when he was in office as
Minister for Works, and that it had
been altered to please men who had voted
for the present Government. It is true
the hon. member said that that was
only a rumour, but he repeated it, and it
has been recorded in Hansard as an asser-
tion. I now, however, contradict it this
night, and I say that the fresh survey
which is being made is’in order to give
additional carriage to that railway, and
that the engineer in charge is quite willing
to accept the whole of the responsibility of
the change now being made. I do not
know any electors in the distriet, nor have
they mentioned the matter to me, and
therefore I say that it is not fair of the
hon. member to make a statement which is
not true; and I now give it my most un-
gualified contradiction, and trust the hon.
member will not repeat it. I say that if
we can make railways for £3,000 or even
£4,000 a mile, additional taxation will not
be required, and I think if the hon. mem-
ber for Maryborough and the leader of the
Opposition believe these figures, which
have been carefully prepared by officers in
the Works Department, they have no right
to say that they will cut down the Loan
Estimates, and stop the progress of them,
through fear of additional taxation being
imposed on the people by their being passed
in their present form.

Mr. Rurzepee said he had listened
with great attention to the speeches which
had been delivered by the leaders on both
sides, and he had been unable to discover
from those made by members of the
Government who had addressed the House
that they had in any respect satisfactorily
answered the accusations so powerfully
made by the leader of the Opposition.
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The first accusation was that the Govern-
ment had changed their policy entirely,
and the arguments adduced by the hon.
gentleman were amply sufficient to carry
conviction to the minds of hon. members
that what he said was perfectly true. What-
ever might have been the vacillation of the
late Government, he believed that those
who had been accustomed to hear the
denunciations hurled forth against them by
the hon. members now on the Treasury
benches would say that the present Gov-
ernment should be the last to show any
signs of vacillation. The charge made
against the Government was that when
they first met the House they stated that
a loan would be asked for the purpose of
rosecuting public works with vigour.
%hey did not go beyond that then, but there
was a change when the Treasurer came down
to make his Financial Statement. The
hon. gentleman saw that that vague policy
would not do, and in order to satisfy a
clamour for branch lines he went so far as
to say that he would make an experiment
by constructing branch lines to some {a-
voured Iands on the Darling Downs. Then,
finding that that was not acceptable to
members on both sides, the hon. gentleman
made a further concession and put nearly
half-a-million on the Loan Estimates for
branch lines. If thesethings did notindicate
a change of policy on the part of a Govern-
ment, which had always prided itself on its
firmness, he did not know what did. There
were hon. members on his side of the
House who, whenever they put forward
advanced ideas had been treated with
scorn by hon. members on the Govern-
ment side of the House and on the Gov-
ernment benches; and only a few weeks
ago the hon. member for South Brisbane
(Mr. Mackay) was stigmatised in every
conceivable way when he spoke about its
being possible to construet good railways
at acost of £3,000 a mile ; yet now they
had that hon. member’s statements quoted
by the Government as an authority on cheap
railways, and a proof afforded that, notwith-
standing all the stolidity of the present Gov-
ernment, they found that a change of front
was advantageous, and that, after all, they
must accommodate themselves to the times.
Another accusation made by the leader of
the Opposition against the Government
was, that the Government had come down
with a proposal to borrow money without
saying how that money was to be raised,
or how it was to be expended when it was
raised. And what plea did the Govern-
ment put in to such an accusation P  The
first plea was that of compulsion. They
said they were bound to borrow money,
as they had been placed in such a posi-
tion by the preceding Government that
they must go on with railway construction.
They said that there were four or five
thousand adult population dependent on
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Government employment for their subsist-
ence; and, therefore, they must carry on,
not only the public works now in existence,
but others, in order that those four or five
thousand persons should live. That wonder-
fully benevolent carefor the people who were
dependent on the Government for their
daily bread perfectly astonished him, and
he could only attribute it to the plastic cha-
racterofthe Government. This wasthe Gov-
ernment that not long ago dismissed a num-
ber of men from their employment, and the
Premier of which said that he would put the
knife of retrenchment in still deeper. Now,
forsooth, when they wished to obtain the as-
sent of the House to a loan to carry on public
works with what they called vigour, their
plea was that those poor men whom they
dismissed only a few months ago wanted
work, and that they must be supplied with
the means of obtaining bread. When the
Government talked in that strain did they
even calculate that there must be a time
when the borrowing powers of the colony
would be exhausted, and that then other
means must be found for supplying these
working-men with bread ? Such a plea
was unworthy of a Government of such
high pretensions. It would be far better
if they were to come down with a proposi-
tion to borrow three millions of money, so
that they might at once distribute it in the
shape of coin among these men in whom
they had suddenly taken such a paternal
interest. Another plea put forth by the
Government, was that of justification,
and the hon. Minister for Works ‘had
dealt almost exclusively with that part
of the subject, and had reiterated the
arguments used by his colleagues, that
the Government were only following
the example of their predecessors. 1t
was simply a repetition of the “You're
another” argument, which was a very
poor argument after all. TFor instance,
a couple of urchins might dispute as to the
manner in which they ought to dispose of
a number of apples they had abstracted
from a neighbouring orchard, and they
might call each other liars, but it would
matter very little whether or not those par-
ticular aceusations were deserved, as the
owner of the orchard from which the fruit
was abstracted would come at once to the
conclusion that they were both thieves.
The Government were accused of playing
fast and loose with the best interests of the
country in their plan for borrowing money
and employing money, and all they had to
say was—*“You did the same, and therefore
we are justified.” 'Was that an argument
worthy of reasonable men? Did those
hon. gentlemen take into consideration that
there were twenty-seven new members in
the House—that nearly half the entire
number of the representatives of the peo-
ple were new to the House? It was no-
thing to them what the last Government
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did. The actions of the last Government
did not indicate to them whatline of policy
they should pursue. The interests of the
colony were dearer to them than a mere
question of who should occupy the Trea-
sury benches. It was no argument to him
—and he spoke the sentiments of many
other hon. members—to say that because
the last Government did certain things the
present Government were not to be con-
demned for doing likewise. In his first
speech in the Assembly, he had stated that
tﬁe action of the Thorn Government, in
coming down to the House with a bunch of
railways, was an action which he could not
approve ; and had he been a member of the
House then, he should not have allowed
any party considerations to prevent him
from voting against them. Had the painful
alternative been presented, he should not
have serupled to give his vote for turn-
ing out the Thorn Ministry, just as he
should give his vote to-night to turn out,
if possible, the MeIlwraith Ministry. In
replying to the hon. member for Enoggera,
the Treasurer gave as a reason for asking
for three millions of money all at once,
that the capitalists in Kngland were
getting tired of everlastingly dealing out
single millions of money. Thosewere not his
exact words, but the substance was, that
English capitalists were tired of ad-
vancing loans in driblets. In support
of his position he went on to say that the
hon. member for Enoggera, when he held
office, made application year by year. It
was a wonder so acute a logician as the
Treasurer did not see that his own words
provided the most effectual answer to his
argument. He said the publie creditor
got tired of advancing moderate sums, yet
just before he had admitted that every time
the English capitalists had been applied to
they had always subseribed every penny
asked for. Surely, until the Tnglish eapi-
talist said he was tired of advancing a
million and a million and a-half at a time,
it was too soon for the Treasurver to jump
to the conclusion that in order to meet his
demands it was necessary to enlarge the
requirements of the colony to £3,000,000.
In what way did the Treasurer propose to
meet the interest upon this outlay? He gave
an answer to that question, and the Colonial
Secretary gave a very characteristic answer.
The latter gentleman said he did not like the
matter of interest being talked about, and
he gave his candid opinion that he was per-
fectly sick of hearing about it. No doubt
he was, but people were generally sick of
listening to unpalatable truths, and the
more wholesome the truths were the more
rebellious did the subject to whom they
were addressed become. That was no
argument against harping upon and dealing
very critically with the subject. With many
persons suffering from temporary disorders
the very thought of castor-cil had a ten-

[13 Avaust.]

Yo-Confidence Motion. 1263

deney to make them sick, but that did not
prove that castor-oil was not the very best
specific to apply to the disorder of which
the subject of so much nansea was the
vietim. The Colonial Secretary did not
like to hear about interest, but that was
all the more reason why he should De
literally dosed with it; and, until the
matler of interest was swallowed holus-
bolus, the body politic would not recover
from the very serious disorder to which it
was subject at the present moment. The
Treasurer went further—and the Min-
ister for Works followed in the same strain—
he proposed to deal with this matter by
permitting the normal sales of land to
meet the requirements. He (Mr. Raut-
ledge) did not profess to be a very old and
experienced politician, and perhaps his
ideas of political economy and statecraft
might be crude and immature, but it
seemed to him to be a very bad policy in-
deed to alienate the public estate per-
manently, whether valuable or otherwise, to
meet a liability which would be of annual
recurrence. He was aware that the same
prineiple was laid down in the Railway
Reserves Act; but, if he remembered
correctly, that Act was very broad, and did
not merely confine alienation to providingfor
the interest on the cost of construetion of
lines. Thespirit of the Actwasthe payingfor
the actual cost of the line by the alienation
of the public estate, and the provision for
payment of interest only was for emergen-
cies. He would favour the conversion of
public estate into railway material, or he
would favour the principle promulgated by
private capitalists of constructing lines in
exchange for liberal land grants. That
was the true principle ; but to permanently
alienate land in all parts of the country,
without distinection, to pay interest on a
three-million loan, was bad policy—be-
cause, though it might be very desirable to
alienate land to pay interest upon the con-
struction of a certain line, if a wholesale
scheme were adopted, interest might have
to be paid on railways which would he a
dead loss to the country. On the principle
of the Railway Reserves Act a place
was selected in which to make a line.
There would naturally be a choice asto
route, and the Government would take
care that the line should travel through
country the alienation of which would
return the cost of construction. That was
a very different thing from a wholesale
making of railways to the setting sun.
The hon. member for North Brisbane was
twitted with having made an observation
about a railway to the moon ; but making a
railway to the moon would be an infinitely
less insane proceeding than making a rail-
way to the setting sun. The Minister for
Works attempted to justify the incur-
ring of this debt by the deliberate asser-
tion that the further the lines went the



1264 No-Confidence Motion.

more the fares would increase. The Trea-
surer used the same argument, and said
that lines already constructed paid 3%
per cent., and there was every reason
to believe that the lines yet to be
constructed on the truly economical prin-
ciple enunciated by the Minister for Works
would result in vastly larger returns.
But the hon. members who had committed
themselves to those statements lost sight of
the fact that the lines alveady constructed
had been constructed through the settled
parts of the colony where the traffic was,
and were not to be compared with lines pro-
posed to be carried out in places where
there was no settlement and where there
was likely to be no traffic for many years,
if ever. How could it be proved that, be-
cause up to a certain distance a line paid
8% per cent., if projected further into the
wilderness it would pay more than 3% per
cent.? How did the Minister for Works
reconcile his statement with the policy he
adopted in administering the affairs of the
railways? He said that the further the
lines were projected into the interior the
larger would be the percentage of rcturns.
‘Was that the reason why, on the opening of
the Southern and Western line to Dulacca
and beyond, the inhabitants of Toowong,
Indooroopilly, and Oxley, were obliged to
pay an advance of 150 per cent. in
their railway fares? The inhabitants
of those suburbs would have reason to
deplore the fact that those railways
ever paid at all, if that fact were to seduce
the Government into carrying them further
into the interior. If it were to be argued
that the further the railways were extended
into the interior the more must be paid for
the privilege of travelling by them, the

eople would be forced to wish the lines
ﬁad never been constructed. The facts in
this case were stronger than the arguments.
The Minister for Works, in order to make
the Southern and Western Railway pay
a percentage, had increased the suburban
fares 150 per cent., and that fact com-
pletely upset his statement that the
further lines were projected into the in-
terior the greater would be the returns
from them. A great deal had been
said about the manner in which this
borrowed money was to be dealt with,
and several versions had been given.
He should be the last to suggest that the
Minister for Works had perverted facts.
He had a higher opinion of him than the
hon. member had of the hon. member for
. Maryborough, and he was exceedingly
sorry to hear him speak of that hon. mem-
ber in the terms that he did, for the hon.
member for Maryborough could claim
credit for all the essential qualities which
went to constitute the true gentleman. He
was never guilty of a breach of propriety,
and therefore to make the attack upon him
with the acerbity which the M‘inister for
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‘Works displayed not only grated upon his
(Mr. Rutledge’s) feelings, but had caused
him not to think as favourably of the
Minister for Works as he should have
wished. The hon. gentleman had given
them his version about the three-million
loan, and he was surprised that the hon.
gentleman should have out-Heroded Herod
in the way that he had advocated the
interests of the squatters. Surely the
Colonial Secretary might have been allowed
to speak upon behalf of the squatters.
The sentiments that the Minister for
‘Works had uttered would have been per-
fectly becoming from him, or from the hon.
member for Gregory; but, coming from the
Minister for Works, he (Mr. Rutledge)
could scarcely understand 1t. He thought
that, as the hon. gentleman was the Mer-
cury of the Ministry, he was selected to ex-
press sentiments which gentlemen opposite,
dependent upon pastoral pursuits, were not
so capable of uttering themselves. What
was to be done with this three-million
loan ? The Colonial Treasurer, the Colonial
Secretary, and the Minister for Lands had
each given them a version, and Opposition
members could not be charged with in-
sincerity when they formed their conelu-
sions from the different theories propounded
by the gentlemen sitting on the Treasury
benches. The Treasurer said, “ We do not
intend to get the whole of the money at
once.” The Colonial Secretary said, “ We
don’t want to pay interest from the jump.”
The Minister for Lands gave the House
another version, saying, inferentially, that
the money was to be brought into the
colony.

The MrxisTER FOR LaNDs : I never said
any such thing.

Mr. RutLEDGE said that when the leader
of the Opposition said the money would be
lying idle in the colony the hon. gentleman
did not contradict the statement, although
he contradicted one which was connected
with it ;—the fair inference, therefore, was
that he assented to what he did not con-
tradict.

The MinisTER ¥oR Lanps: I made no
such statement as the hon. member asserts.
If he has any credit balance lying idle in
the banks he would know the value of the
statement.

Mr. Ruriepee said there were some
hon. members whose capital was repre-
sented by their bank balances, and there
were others whose capital was a different
but more precious commodity. Whether
the hon. gentleman was a millionare or not
he did not care. His bank balance was
reckoned at precious little with him (Mr.
Rutledge), as he had found that the men
who boasted about their bank balances
were generally men who had very little
else to boast about.

The Mixistee For Laxps: Hear, hear.
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Mr. Rutnence said that, so long as he
could go on paying his way—as he was
Lappy to say he was able to do—he should
be contented; and among the many cus-
tomers which the hon. gentleman might
have he would never reckon him. The
lion. gentleman’s bank balance would not
be augmented, he could promise him, by

The "hon. gentleman had told them last

night that this loan would be earning

inferest. How could it do so if it was not
brought into the colony? Why should
there be this talk about the Opposition
twisting or construing statements? They
must construe the statements they heard,
and when such a statement was made as
came from the Minister for Lands last
night, they must put the natural interpre-
tation wupon it. Was it Dbecausc the
Minister for Lands had got himself info a
scrape with his colleagues—was it because
he had received a gentle reminder from
them that he had been a little too free in
the exposition of the Cabinet’s views, that
he was now so eager to retract his words of
the previous evening? The natural in-
terpretation to be placed upon his words
was that the money would be carn-
ing interest in the colony, and he (Mr.
Rutledge) would venture to say it would
do so to a great extent by assisting to
develop propertics which 1n some cases
represented very little freehold. He wished
to say a few words upon the Loan Esti-
mates in the light that the Premier threw
upon them in his statement last week. He
had no interest in the trunk lines, but he
was concerned in the branch lines, and he
very narrowly watched the mode in which
the hon. gentteman dealt with them. In
referring to the Sandgate line the hon.
gentleman dealt with a line which a large
number of his (Mr. Rutledge’s) constitu-
enbs were anxious to see constructed, and
they were rather sanguine, after the inter-
view that a deputation had with the Min-
tor for Works, that it was among the things
likely to be accomplished at an early date;
but when the Treasurer dealt with the
question he said—

¢ The Engineer’s estimate is:£6,000, but mine
is £4,000 ; and if the line can be made for that
sum the colony might be justified in making it,
but it would not be justified at the extravagant
estimate of the Engineer-in-Chief.”
‘What conclusion was he to form from that
statement ? To whom were they to look
for accurate estimates of the cost of con-
structing railways if not to civil engineers
—ito men. who had devoted their lives to
the study and practice of their profession ?
Did the Colonial Treasurer mean to say
that he was a more likely authority, and
more to be depended upon, than the En-
gineer-in-Chief for Railways ? Could there
be a plainer way of indirectly saying, I
wish you joy of your Sandgate Railway,”
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than was contained in the hon. gentleman’s
statement regarding 1t? He sheltered him-
self under so many conditions that he had
a very easy way of beating a retreat if the
loan was granted, and he was required to
proceed with the first line as it stood on
the list of branch railways. He (Mr.

. by | Rutledge) did not intend to analyse the
the proceeds of his business with him. |

character of the various branch railways,
but he had only to look at another line to .
convince him that there was a transparent
stamp of insincerity upon theése estimates.
There was so much in them that was but
mere gloss and veneering over an elegantly
constructed piece of workmanship to make
it attractive. In justification of these ob-
servations, he had to draw attention to theé
Burrum line. Here they had a line of
railway, which the Government had no
more anticipation of being called upon:to
construct than he had, included in a list of
branch lines in order to swell up the total
and to make it appear that the Government
were liberal in the construction of branch
lines. Wly should the Government under-
take the construction of the Burrum
line when it was known that it was in-
tended to be built by private capitalists®
—a principle the propriety and advisability
of which he (Mr. Rutledge) had already
advocated. He should eonclude his obser-
vation with the general remark that he was
not actuated by any feeling of personal
hostility to hon. members on the Treasury
benches. He was not going to draw invi-
dious distinctions between them and other
hon. members. Take them as a whole they
were as good a set of men as could have
been selected from that side of the House;
neither was he actuated by an undue or pre-
cipitate desire to see the gentlemen from
the Opposition benches transferred to the
comfortable quarters opposite. The mem-
bers of ‘the Liberal party enjoyed a long
tenure of oflice ; and, although he was a con-
sistent supporter of the party, he should
tell them to their faces that they did
not always improve the opportutunity
as they might have done; that they did
not always wuse their advantages pro-
perly ; and that perhaps a little sojourn in
the cold shades of the Opposition benches
would have a good effect upon them. It
was no disadvantage to the country that
they sat in Opposition; they would have
time for reflection, and to resolve to do
better in the future when the opportunity
arose, as it would do. He was opposed to
any Government that would come down
to the House and say— “We intend
making railways here, there, and every-
where ;—give us threec millions. We will
make railways even to the setting sun,
only let us have a grip of the money.”
He would oppose any Government that
would come down to the House with a
policy like that. He did not wish to hold
himself upras a model of patriotism or
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self-abnegation, but he would say this—as
he told an influential member of his con-
stituency, who was very much interested
in the Sandgate Railway—that he was pre-
pared to resign his seat before he would
give his vote for the construction of any
Iine to please even the mest influential of
his constituents, when he believed that that
vote would help to perpetuate a state of
things in the colony which would tell with
disastrous effect upon it through all its
future history. R

Mr. Bror moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Question put and negatived.

Mr. Beor said the hon. member who had
just sat down certainly possessed a very
happy and trenchant and effective method
of addressing the House; and if the argu-
ments he used were as effective and as
sound, he would be a most formidable
member in debate. But when his argu-
ments, which had every appearance of
being effective and sound, came to be sub-
jected to the slightest examination, they
would be found not to be possessed of any
great strength or depth ;—in point of fact,
they were arguments of that style which
were calculated to attract for the moment,
but which would not bear examination, and
soon passed away from the minds of those
to whom they were addressed. The hon.
member had followed in a great degree the
arguments which had been addressed to
the House by other members on that
side before him, and had commented on
the fact that the direction in which the
three main lines of railway enumerated in
the Loan Estimates was not speeified.
That was a strong argument by hon. mem-
bers opposite; it had been dwelt upon
by the leader of the Opposition, the late
Treasurer, and the Lon. member for
Maryborough; and it was to his mind
exceedingly amusing to wateh the way in
which those hon. members attempted to
wriggle out of the fact that the policy with
regard to these railways which was now
before the House was a continuation and
neecessary corollary of the policy submitted
two or three years ago by the Ministry
which then occupied the Treasury benches.
And it was remarkable that throughout all
those addresses there was such a vein that
it was impossible not to come to the con-
clusion that every member who spoke in
opposition to those Loan Estimates ap-
peared to speak more in the style of people
who came there prepared to attack—not
from any sense of duty, not because those
Estimates were really and truly open to
attack or were not for the good of the
country, but simply because they felt
bound to attack. That characteristic was
particularly remarkable in the speech of the
hon. member for Wide Bay—in fact, he
had never listened to a speceh which was

more full of sound than the speech of that !
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hon. member. What was the peroration
which the hon. member treated the House
to? That the policy of the Government
as laid down in these three main
lines of railway would make the western
country a desert. He (Mr. Beor) did not
suppose that a single candid member of
the House would venture to make such an
assertion as that, and such a statement
showed the sincerity which ran through the
hon. member’s speceh, which was just as
great as the sincerity of the specehes of
members on that (the Opposition) side of
the House who spoke before him. As he
had previously said, the specches of Lon.
members opposite were marked DLy vain
efforts to wriggle out of the position in
which they were inevitably placed by the
cireumstances in which the country now
stood—circumstances which obliged the
present Ministry to incur vast responsi-
bility and a large debt for the purpose of
carrying into effect what had Deen com-
menced by the Opposition when in power—
and their efforts would have been amusing
if they had not been lamentable. What, for
instance, was the position the late Treasurer
took up? Thal no doubt these railways
were good when they were projected by ths
late Government; he did not deny that
they would pay, but he said this was
not the time to make them. And why
was not this the time to make them?
The hon. member did not deny that in all
probability the colony would, before long,
recover from its present depression, but
yet le said they should not undertake
those works because it was a season of
depression. If looking forward. to the
future there was no prospect of the colony
ever recovering from its present position
and being restored to the prosperity it en-
joyed a short time ago, then the hon. mem-
ber would have a right to say these works
should not be undertaken, with no hope
before them in the future; but he ad-
mitted that there was a prospect of even
greater prosperity than they had ever en-
joyed before, and yet he said this was not
the time to make them. He had no doubt
what was really present in the hon. mem-
ber’s mind was this objection—* You have
to carry them out, and not we.” He (Mr.
Beor) maintained that the present was the
proper time to undertake such works, in
order to assist the country to tide over this
season of depression and to provide work
for men who were not able to obtain it at
private hands. The hon. member for
Enoggera (Mr. Rutledge) accused the Pre-
mier of having said at one time that they
should find work for the working-men of
the colony, although at a previous time he
thoroughly endorsed the action of his eol-
leages in dismissing men from the Public
Service and throwing them, as the hon.
member said, destitute upon the world.
ThLe Lon. member was correct in staling
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that the Premier endorsed that policy, but
the men dismissed were men who were
kept in the Serviee to do work that was not
wanted in the colony at the time, and
which they might never want; and the
Government were now employing, or pro-
posing to employ, men on the continuation
of works which the colony had already
sanctioned and declared to be good and
beneficial, and which had Dbeen approved
of by hon. members opposite themselves.
The hon. member came forward and said
he was a new member, and that there were
twenty-six new members with him, and they
were not going to take the declaration of
cither one side of the House or the other
as to the proper policy for the Government
to pursue; but he did not think the hon,
member took up a position that was fair.
They could only judge of the opinions of
hon. members on that side of the House by
the conduct of the leaders whom they sup-
ported. What, judged by that eriterion,
was their policy ? It was simply one of
opposition and obstruction to what that
side when in office approved of, and which
this side now proposed to continue. The
hon, member for Wide Bay had shown
that when the Railway Reserves Bill was
brought forward some hon. members ob-
jeeled to the scheme of policy then intro-
duced. ‘He (Mr. Beor) fully agreed with
those who opposed it, and Delieved it
would have been far better for the country
if it had never been launched upon that
expensive system of railway making, but
had pursued the even tenour of its way
in simply continuing the lines that had
Deen already commenced. He disapproved
at the time of the line from Townsville
to Charters Towers, still more that from
Maryborough to Gympie, and most of all
that from Bundaberg to Mount Perry.
But the present Government had received
those railways from its predecessors, and
were bound to make the best of them and
finish them. The worlss had proceeded so
far that it would be more disastrous to the
country to stop them than to continue
them ; although, as he had said before, it
would have been far better 1f they had
never been commenced. Another result of
the rash scheme of railway making forced
upon the country by the late Government
was the present demand for braneh rail-
ways. But for that the country would not
have been called upon to make branch rail-
ways to the extent now demanded. Such
lines must be made now, but it-would have
been far better if that policy had never been
entered upon which had made them neces-
sary. Seeing that brauch railways were to
be made, he was sorry the Government had
not put one down for the distriet he repre-
sented. Many hon. members pretended to
laugh at the claims of that constituency,
but that was because they knew nothing
about it. If a railway were made from
Bowen to about seventy miles on the
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Bowen River, it would be far more likely
to pay than most of those which had been
mentioned. There was agricultural land
there as good as any on the Darling Downs,
to say nothing of first-rate coal, and the Gov-
ernment which undertook such a railway
would benefit, not the district merely, but
the whole eolony; for the line itself would
become at once highly remunerative. It
had been said by hon. members on the other
side that there was no policy at all, because
the Government had not specified the par-
ticular point towards which the railways
were torun. But the policy of the Govern-
ment had nothing to do with the termini
of the several railways; their poliey was
to open the way to the vast tracts of
splendid land in the region of the *setting
sun "—land as good as any in the world
for almost any purpose to which it could
be put—land which would not only pay
for the means of making it accessible, but
which would contribute enormously when
opened up to the general prosperity of the
colony. An hon. member had laughed at
the expression, a railway to the setting sun,
as if 1t had Dbeen an equivalent for a rail-
way to the moon. But this was not the
first time that expression had Dbeen used.
Centuries ago, in a Parliament far more
illustrious than this, the expression was
used for new homes far away where
wealth and comfort could be realised,
and where they were realised, and where,
he believed they would be realised in
this colony. The Government had also
been accused of undertaking the line from
Maryborough to the Burrum, although
the Premier had shown the House quite
clearly: why that line should have Deen
put upon the Estimates, notwithstand-
g that certain private speculators had
wished to construet it. It was necessary
to put it down, because that private scheme
was not perfected and might never come to
anything ; whereas the making of the rail-
way was almost a necessity for the de-
veloping of our coal resources in that part
of the colony. He did not think the linc
from Brisbane to deep-water was at all to
be compared with it in importance, and ib
could not only be made cheaper, but the
coal was of a first-class character, and
the line would be only about seventeen
miles in length—thus affording every pros-
pect that the line would be a paying concern.
Thehon.member (Mr. Rutledge) had looked
upon it as strange that the Minister for
Works should advocate the cause of the
squatters, and intimated that it would have
seemed far more natural if that duty had
been undertaken by the Colonial Secretary
or the Premier. Did he mean that he was
surprised to find anyone else prepared t>
do justice to squatters besides squatters
themselves? Members on the other side
certainly gave some grounds for that sur-
prise; and if the hon. member and his
friends were astonished that the Minister
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for Works, not being a squatter himself,
should advoeate the squatters’ cause justly,
he would leave the House to find the eorol-
lary to such a proposition. With regard to
what had been said by the Minister for
‘Works as to the hon. member for Mary-
borough, he (Mr. Beor) did not approve of
those attacks by one side upon the other;
but the hon. member (Mr. Rutledge) must
allow him to remind him that it was not
the Minister for Works who commenced
that style of attack. It was not begun
by his side of the House. These per-
sonal attacks had better be put aside
altogether, for they did not do much
honour or credit to the other side, while
in thig particular instance the Minister for
‘Works was not at fault. The late Trea-
surer had used a strange argument in re-
gard to the placing of loans when he said it
would be bettertogo from time to time to the
money marketand notlet our creditorsknow
exactly what we were going to borrow, and
he instanced one case in which he had kept
the intentions of the Government quiet, in
order that the lenders at home might be
tempted to lend on advantageous terms, be-
cause if they found we were going to place
another loan shortly afterwards they might
not have been prepared to lend on such
advantageous terms. That was a course of
conduet and policy which he (Mr. Beor)
would be very sorry to see carried out
by the present Government. The hon.
member said that it would be better, in-
stead of expressing the solicitude which
the Premier had for the lenders about to

lend, to show a little more for ourselves
as the unfortunate debtors. But the
Premier could not show more considera-
tion for the debtors than by showing, also,
consideration for the creditors in deter-
mining to go into the money market only
on honest, straightforward terms. Because
if the Government fell into a deeeitful
policy of borrowing money it would recoil
on their own heads very shortly, and, the
lenders seeing the system, it would be diffi-
cult to get the money at all. But if the
Government went into the market and bor-
rowed openly and straightforwardly, then
the lenders knew exactly our position,
and what we intended to do—that the
colony wished to borrow £3,000,000 to be
extended over the next three years. That
was the proper course to take, for, although
under the other system they might get a
better price once or twice, yet, if the system
became habitual, it would militate against
the colony’s credit and we could mnot
borrow on any terms whatever. The hon.
member had also referred to the Divisional
Boards Bill, and said Government were
not going to pass that Bill because they
had not got the sanction of the country for
it, and there were so many petitions pre-
sented against it and not one in favour of
it. That would not prevent the Bill pass-
ing; it was not an evidence the country
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was against the Bill. The fact was, these
petitions were the result of agitations which
had been fomented by hon. members on the
other side.

Hox. MemsERs of the Opposition: No,
no.
Mr. Bror said it was not the true
and honest outeome of the opinion of the
country at all, but simply the result of
agitation induced by constant meetings
which were got up by hon. members
opposite. Those Lon. members had not
the candour to treat the Government now
in power with the same generosity and
straightforwardness the Government had
displayed when in Opposition. The late
Government brought in their Local Gov-
ernment Bill and expressed a desire for
local Government to be adopted all over
the colony, not only in the municipalities
and towns. The then Opposition acquiesced,
but they did not approve of the Bill because
it was not suitable to the purpose the
Government professed it was meant for;
but since then the present Government
came into office, and had embodied the
real principle of Local Governmentin a Bill
which they believed, and which the other
side had not ventured to deny, was
in a form caleulated to produce the effect
the other side of the House had said
it was their desire to procure. He would
not say that members of the other side
had personally, but tools and instruments
had, by every kind of misrepresentation,
tried to lead the country to believe that
the Bill was not caleulated to benefit the
country, although the late Government
declared such a Bill was necessary, and
had expressed a desire to bring about
such results as would be here obtained,
but which could be brought about in no
other manner.

Mr. MoreHEAD moved the adjournment
of the House.

The PrEaer said that motion would
have to go, in order to allow that for the
adjournment of the debate to be moved,
which was the wish of the leader of the
Opposition as well as his own wish it
should be. There was no chance of coming
to a decision at present. If the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Morehead) understood that this
motion was to be negatived, it could be
allowed to go. The motion for the ad-
journment of the debate could then be put
and carried.

Question put negatived.

Mr. Aumuurst moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Mr. Grirrita was quite aware that this
was not the time to settle when the debate
should be adjourned to, but he took the
opportunity of asking now, as he wished
to say something further on the motion
for the resumption of the debate. The
proper practice, which was usually fol-
lowed, was to carry on a debate of this
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sort until it was disposed of, and there
was no reason why that practice should
not be carried out here. He understood
that the head of the Government wished
not to come to a conclusion to-morrow.
If not concluded to-morrow, it could be
adjourned till Tuesday, as it was not ad-
visable to take a division in a thin House.
He could not see any inconvenience would
follow from proceeding to-morrow ; and,
although he could not answer for all pri-
vate members, he could for those of his
side, being willing to give up the private
day, and both sides of the House on an
oceasion of this kind would probably
allow the question before them to take prece-
dence. He conceived that the proper course
would be to adjourn the debate until to-
morrow ; and if not then finished, to fur-
ther adjourn it until next Monday or Tues-
day.

Mr. MoremEAD, as a point of order,
asked whether the hon. member could in-
terfere with the Sessional Order?

The Srear®r said that the Sessional
Order was that Government business should
take precederce on Tuesdays and Wednes-
days of each week, but there was nothing
to say that Government business should
not be proceeded with on other days.

The Prrumizr said that when the leader
of the Opposition talked about it being the
practice to continue a want of confidence
debate from day to day-—taking precedence
of all other business—he forgot that, since
he had given notice of the motion, the
House had met on Monday, on which day
a great deal of business had been done.
There was no reason whatever why they
should depart from their usual custom to
proceed with private business on Thursday.
The first he had heard of the want of con-
fidence motion was on last Thursday, at
half-past ten o’clock in the evening. A
number of his supporters were out of town,
and it was not at all probable that the
Government would consent to come to a
division until they had their force together.

The CornoxianL SEcBETARY said that if
would be far more satisfactory if the
leaders on both sides of the House would
arrange when the debate should be re-
sumed. It could not possibly be con-
cluded to-morrow, as several hon. members
had gone out of town with that under-
standing. The leader of the Opposition
was too old a. politician to think that he
could steal a march. As to going on with
the debate to-morrow, he (Mr. Palmer) was
determined that it should not be done.

After some further discussion,

The question was put and passed ; and
it was resolved that the resumption of the
debate should be made an Order of the
Day for Tuesday next.

The House adjourned at twenty-six
minutes past 10 o’clock, '

Motion for Adjournment.
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