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1896  Divisional Boards Bill.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBILY.
Thursday, 25 September, 1879.

Claim of Dr. Purcell.—Divisional Boards Bill—Couneil’s
amendments.—The Royal Assent.—Appropriation
Bill No. 2.—Dr. Purcell’s Claim.—Orphanages Bill—
committee.—Licensing Boards Bill.—Hansard.—
Appropriation Bill No. 2.—Adjowrnment.

The SpeaxER took the chair at half-past
3 o’clock.

CLAIM OF DR. PURCELL.

On the Order of the Day relating to this
claim being called on,

Mr. RuTrLepGE said that, in order to give
Government facilities for carrying on their
business, he wished to postpone the motion
until a later hour of the day.

Postponed accordingly.

DIVISIONAL BOARDS BILL—COUNCIL’S
AMENDMENTS.

The House having resolved itself into

Committee of the Whole to consider the

message of the Legislative Council insisting
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on their amendments in elauses 58, 59, and
74 of the Divisional Boards Bill,

The Premmr (Mr. MecIlwraith) said :
When the House disagreed with the
amendments in these clauses sent down by
the other Chamber, they gave as their
reason that they had the constitutional
right to have sole control of the taxation of
the colony. That was considered by the
Assembly a sufficient reason to send back
to the other Chamber. It hasraised a ques-
tion which has been long in dispute between
the two Chambers, and which has never
been brought to the point at which a final
decision can be arrived at. Itremains now
as unsettled as it was before. The position,
however, to which it is brought by the mes-
sage we have now received from the other
Chamber leaves it in this way--that the
Government are now forced to one of three
alternatives: either to send back another
message giving further opportunity for the
consideration of these amendments by the
other Chamber, or to withdraw the Bill
altogether, or to insist on our rights,
exactly in the forms we have sent up be-
fore. I think, myself, a course might have
been adopted by the other Chamber which
would have preserved all their rights, leav-
ing the question where it was, and nof
force upon us the otheralternative, if we pass
the Bill, of admitting at the same time the
principle that the other Chamber had a
right to interfere in any Bill concerning the
taxation of the colony. I cannot possibly
ask this House—for it is against all ifs
privileges, and which it must uphold in
its own behalf——to admit that the other
Chamber have the right to interfere with
Bills regulating the taxation of the colony.
To accept these amendments would be to
make that admission. To have given rea-
sons apart from the reasons we gave why
the Couneil should not make these amend-
ments would be admitting the principle
that they had the right to interfere. I did
expect and hope that the Council would
have adopted conciliatory measures, and
would have been content with letting things
remain as they are. There were many
reasons for doing so. At the present time
the session is drawing near a close, and it
is quite impossible that a great consti-
tutional question of this kind can be
fought out. If it is not something must
give way, and the only thing that can
give way is the Bill, which I consider
to be of great importance to the colony.
‘We have been at great trouble, and after
mature consideration, to secure the passing
of a Bill which, I again say, will conduce
to the welfare of the colony. We have
made it a necessity, by our collateral legis-
lation, that such a Bill should pass. We
have passed the Estimates through, the
Apvpropriation Bill is through most of its
stages, and no provision has been made for
carrying on the public works of the colony
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except those that are dependent upon this
Bill passing. It would be a misfortune,
therefore, for the colony, at the present
time, if the public works were stopped
until Parliament had time to meet again,
and initiate fresh legislation. That is an
effect T wish by all means to prevent. I
have no intention to, nor do I think the
House at this time could, do anything
aggressive towards the other Chamber.
‘We have no notion of being aggressive at
all. All we have to determine is to insist
upon what we have always considered to
be our own rights. We have, at the same
time, a right to expect that the Council
will not insist upon having more than their
own rights. 'We have always insisted that
we have the exclusive right of taxation,
and they have insisted upon their right to
alter any of the clauses of Bills sent to that
Chamber. That is the position at the present
time, and the Legislative Council have no
right to try and extort a stronger position.
If we accept their message and pass the
Bill with the amendments sent down, or if
we send a message which will let them
pass the Bill but at the same time concede
their right to amend these clauses, we
should be taking a step in legislation to
which I should be averse to be a party.
I had hoped the message that we re-
ceived would have asserted their rights,
while agreeing to the amendments. That
would have left the position exaectly as it
was before. They would have asserted
their position as we had asserted ours;
the course of legislation would go on, and
a useful Bill would come into operation.
I understand that there are no vital objec-
tions to the Bill, and but for this constitu-
tional point the amendments would easily
have passed. 1f wehad had a message that
agreed to our amendments, but dissented
altogether from the reasons given, it would
have left the other Chamber in the position
they were in before. I do not wish to
adopt the alternative of throwing this Bill
aside. I believe it would be more detri-
mental to the inferests of the eolony,
especially from the stage which legislation
has reached now; and I have gone as far as
I can, in the message I propose to send in
reply, to promote conciliation without in
any way departing from the privileges we
consider we are entitled to claim for this
Chamber. The message I propose to send
in reply is as follows :—

Mr. PrEsTDENT,—The Legislative Assembly
having taken into consideration the message
from the Legislative Council, insisting upon the
amendnients made in clauses 58, 59, and 74 of
the Divisional Boards Bill, on the ground that
the reasons assigned for the Legislative Assem-
bly’s disagreement are untenable, beg now to
reaffirm the undoubted right of this Assembly,
as the representative branch of the Legislature,
to control the taxation of the colony. Without
admitting the right of the Legislative Council
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to require further reasons from the Legislative
Assembly than thatb given above, it is the duty
of the Legislative Assembly to insist on dis-
agreeing with the amendments in clauses 58,
59, and 74, because—

In clause 58—

1. The value of minerals beneath the sur-
face is an unknown and unascertainable
quantity.

2. The liability of undeveloped mineral
properties to capricious taxation would
prejudicially affect one of the colony’s
most valuable industries.

In clause 59—

1. The amendment makes the incidence
of local taxzation inequitable.

2. The clause, as amended, is ambiguous,
the only statutory definition of “country
lands” being “all (Crown) lands not
being town or suburban lands.”

In clause 74—

The amendment makes an undesivable
variation in the conditions on which
loans are granted to local bodies.

In this message I do not considerthe House
departs from its privileges. We insist we
have the sole right of taxation, and deny
the right of altering any clause in taxing
Bills in the other House. We have in-
fringed none of our privileges in going so
far as to send the message I have just
read, and I beg to move that it be sent.
The Hon. S. W. Grrrrrre: If this
message is to be sent in its proposed form
it means plainly enough that this House,
while it reaffirms its right, does not insist
on the reason it previously alleged, but relies
upon the other reasons mentioned in the
message. 1t asserts the bare fact that we
insist upon our rights, but it gives quite
another reason for insisting upon the dis-
agreement to the amendments. I ecan
understand that the other branch of the
Legislature will be well satisfied indeed if
we make this idle assertion of our rights
and at the same time give the reasons we
here offer for our disagreement. If these
reasons had been given ab first it would
have been different. Now that there is
likely to be some entanglement, the Gov-
ernment practically recede from the reasons
they gave before. I should be ready to
agree to the motion before the Committee,
but I do trust we shall make some altera-
tion in the proposed message, in order that
it may not be supposed we have abandoned
our exclusive right to deal with taxation.
Talk about making a dangerous precedent,
this would be a dangerous one indeed! It
is our duty to insist on our disagreement,
but not to recede from those reasons which
we first gave. Perhaps, however, I have
misunderstood the hon. gentleman. His ob-
servations did not appear to point to such
a course as is proposed to be adopted in
sending this message ; but, considering the
form of the message as drafted, I cannot
come to any other conclusion than that
which I have stated—that the Government
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are willing, for the sake of peace, to give
up the rights of this House.

The PreMrer: , I know perfectly well
the hon. gentleman would like much better
that things should come to a dead-lock. I
do not wish anything of the sort. I wish
the position between the two Chambers to
remain in statw guo. We shall have to
fight the great constitutional question some
day, but because we cannot do it now I do
not wish to see the colony go to ruin in the
meantime ; and, therefore, I have framed
this message without making the slightest
concession on the part of the Assembly.
How did the hon. member for North
Brisbane, while Attorney-General, get
over this exaet difficulty in connection

with the Navigation Act? That Act
was returned from the other Cham-
ber, where they made certain altera-

tions in it which this House considercd to
be an infringement of the very principle
which we are upholding at the present
time. The then Government, while saying
that the Council had not the slightest right
to alter the Bill, withdrew it, and brought
in another embodying every one of the
objectionable amendments of the Counecil,
in which form the Bill was passed. DBut
the Council achieved their object, and
made an alteration in a money Bill. If the
present motion is accepted the gain will be
entirely for this Chamber ;—because, while
I have not sacrificed any of its rights, I
shall have gained the passing of my Bill in
the form in which I want it. There are no
concessions made in the words I have used.
‘Without admitting the right of the Legis-
lative Council to requirve further reasons
from the Assembly, I considered it my
duty to give them this additional informa-
tion ; and it is important for the country to
know that we have those additional reasons
to give.

Mr. Grirrira: With respeet to the
Navigation Act, the Premier tries to infer
that in our action on that occasion we
sacrificed the rights of the House. We
did nothing of the kind. 'We simply fol-
lowed aprecedent which has been adopted
over and over again in England—it is
the usual form adopted whenever there
is a difference of this kind between the
Commons and the Lords. On that oc-
casion the House entirely concurred in
the amendments of the Council, and the
only difference was a constitutional one,
and we adopted the time-honoured prece-
dent of withdrawing the Bill and introdue-
ing it in a form which we knew would be
acceptable to both Houses. We gave up
nothing whatever. A precedent of that
kind, I admit, is hardly applicable on the

resent oceasion, althoughitwould certainly
ge an improvement if the Bill were gone
through again and clause 569 passed in the
form desired by the Legislative Council.
Tt this motion is to go, T am anxious that we
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should state plainly that our insistance is
founded on the old reasons, and not on the
new ones.

The CoLoNIAL SECRETARY: Itis plainly
stated in the motion that we do insist on
our undoubted rights. What could be
plainer than these words :—

“The Legislative Assembly * * #* ¥
beg now to reaffirm the undoubted right of
this Assembly, as the representative branch of
the Legislature, to control the taxation of the
colony.”

I can very easily see what the hon. mem-
ber is aiming at with his objections. Ifis
either to bring about a dead-lock, or have
the Bill laid aside—I don’t think he cares
much which. But the duty of the Govern-
ment is, while maintaining the rights of
this House inviolate, by any compromise
short of giving up that prineiple, fo pass a
Bill which they believe to be of the greatest
importance to the country. The eir-
cumstances are plain. The ZEstimates
are passed, making no provision what-
ever for the roads of the colony, ex-
cept in connection with the Divisional
Boards Bill, which has passed both Houses
with a few alterations with which hon.
members are well acquainted. 'We have
now come to a dead-lock on a constitu-
tional question; and believing as we do
that it 1s of the greatest importance that
this Bill should pass, it is the duty of the
Government to give the Upper House addi-
tional reasons showing that they are wrong
in their judgment. If the Bill does not
pass, the responsibility for the neglected
state of the roads of the colony and the other .
publie works must rest on the other branch
of the Legislature. It is the duty of the
House, as well as of the Ministry, to em-
ploy every means to prevent a dead-lock on
this very important question. The present
motion will not interfere with the constitu-
tional question ; in that respect we shall be
just as we were, and the House will have
msisted upon its rights. If in giving
additional reasons whichmaymove the other
House to re-consider their conclusion we
can succeed in passing a Bill which we be-
lieve to be of enormous importance to the
colony, we are bound to take that course,
without at the same time sacrificing, what
we all value highly, any of the privileges
of the House.

Mr. Doveras: I donot quite agree with
the Premier that if the Divisional Boards
Bill is not passed the colony will go to
ruin. Trom the Government point of view
it is certainly very desirable that that Bill
should pass, but I do not attach that im-
portance to it which the hon. gentleman
does, and I do not think that without it
the country will go to ruin. I am quite
willing, however, that it should be tried as
an cxperimental measure, and I have no
doubt that in our future legislation in this
direction we shall have to work upon its
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lines though putting it into a very dif-
ferent shape. I ean conceive that the
Government must stretch a point in order
to secure the passing of the Bill, for if not
passed it will materially interfere with
their policy. The form the motion assumes
now simply offers the Legislative Couneil
a sort of locus penitentie 1t they choose to
adopt it, and affords us a means of getting
out of the present predicament. I hardly
think the Upper House have taken up their
position on this Bill with the intention of
fighting it out on this issue. The small
majority—10 to 9—indicates that there
was a difference of opinion on the matter,
and possibly on reconsideration they may
be willing to recede from their position.
The hon. gentleman, il seems to me, is
taking the best steps, from his point of
view, to enable them to reeonsider their
decision, without any loss of respect on
their part. Itis extremely undesirable to
humiliate the Upper House, and what is
called a dead-lock should by all possible
means be prevented. I have not expressed
my opinion on the constitutional question,
but I suspeet it may be found that
the statutable powers of the Legislative
Council are very different from the con-
stitutional prescriptive powers of the House
of Tords. The comparison between the
two Chambers is not strictly analogous.
I do not think it desirable at present to
raise this constitutional question. We
are all desirous—I speak for myself—that
the Upper House should be a real power,
that it should exercise real and independent
legislative action; but we should preserve
intact our privileges while at the same
time paying every respect to the privileges
of the co-ordinate legislative body. Mx-
pressions that have lately fallen from some
hon. members have not been calculated to
foster that respect which I think we ought
to show to a co-ordinate branch of the
Legislature

Mr. Baywes: Shame!

Mr. Doveras: I do not know whether
the hon. member imputes shame to me ?

Mr. Bavywgs: I do.

Mr. Dovaras: I am verysorry. I have
always endeavoured to express my opinions
decidedly, and I shall not be deterred
from doing so by any amount of opposition
from the other side. I generally endeavour
to convey my opinions 1n terms which are
at least parliamentary, and, if I occasion-
ally exceed the bounds of propriety, I am
generally found to express my penitence on
being called to order by the proper autho-
rity—not without.

Mr. Bayxss said that as a representative
he had a perfect right to call the hon. gen-
tleman to order, and he would repeat that
it was a matter of shame that this House
should humiliate itself to the other Cham-
ber. In this colony there was not the
material for a House of Lords, as the hon,

gentleman termed the Upper House. ~He
did not know what the hon. gentleman’s
aspirations were, but if they were to gointo
the Upper House he wowld have the plea-
sure of sitting amongst men who had
not been allowed fto take their seats
here. That was a faet. The majority
of the members of the Upper House
were men who had failed to get ve-
turned under the representative system.
That was why he cried “shame,” and not
for any personal reason. He had heard
that in another place most derogatory. lan-
guage had been used towards the Speaker,
and that the Premier had been advised to
gag the Press. Such language was dis-
graceful. He hoped the hon. gentleman
did not aspire to a seat amongst those whe
could not become representatives of the
people, but would continue long to adorn
this branch of the Legislature. He (Mr.
Baynes) would be sorry to sit alongside him,
but would always be glad to sitopposite him.
He hoped the hon. gentleman would not
disgrace himself, as some others had done,
by taking his seat in another Chamber.
He would not hear anything derogatory
said of this House, and that was why he
cried “shame.”” He would repeat that in
a colony of only 200,000 inhabitants there
was not the material for a House of Lords,
and to call the Upper House a House of
Lords was nothing less than tomfoolery.
It was amere vestry, as the hon. gentleman
knew very well; and now, when the best
Bill ever brought forward by any Gov-
ernment was introduced into the other
House, they threw every obstacle they
could in the way to prevent its passing.
Had the Government not stuck to that
measure he would not have stuck to them,
and he trusted they would not be put off
by any bunkum from hon. members who
called the Upper House a House of Lords,
which was all rot and nonsense.

Mr. Doveras : I never made use of the
expression, “ House of Tords,” in connec-
tion with the Legislative Council. I was
endeavouring to show that there was a
great distinction between the House of
Lords and the Legislative Council. I
imagined the ejaculation of the hon. mem-
ber arose from my taking exception—as I
was justly entitled to do—to some deroga-
tory remarks made in this House with re-
ference to the Upper House—remarks
which, I hope, will not be repeated, and
which, if they are, shall certainly be
taken notice of, because they are not caleu-
lated to promote that harmony and good
feeling between the two Houses which
I have always endeavoured to do my
best to secure. As to my possible
aspirations, I can only tell the hon. mem-
ber that I have twice had the honour of a
seat in the Upper House, and that I have
never found that stand in my way in regard

| tothe trust which popular constituencies
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have subsequently reposed in me. I regret
extremely that an hon. member of the ex-
perience of the hon. member for Burnett
should endeavoux to cast obloquy on a
Chamber which has hitherto worked re-
markably well and inaccord with this Cham-
ber—in marked distinction to other Upper
Houses, as he is well aware of. I am
anxious not to disturb the happy harmony
that has prevailed ; and if the Upper House
does give expression to ifs opinion some-
times with a little vigour it will benefit us
rather than the reverse. We require the
expression of a different phase ot opinion
from that which we obtain from re-
presentatives of the people—from men of
large experience, and who have in many
instances filled positions of trust and
honour. They are chosen by the chosen of
the representatives of the people, and are
entitled to our confidence and trust as co-
legislators.

The PrEMIER : Whenever the hon. gen-
tleman attempts extreme courtesy he
always has an object outside his remarks;
and he has now taken advantage of a little
irritation between the two Chambers to
make it appear that the offensive expres-
sions emanated entirely from the Govern-
ment side. I have many a time heard
remarks made with regard to the other
Chamber which I considered in bad taste,
and T have always thought it best to laugh
at -them; but if the Speaker, who is the
custodian of the self-respect of the House,
does not interfere, T do not see what right
the hon. member (Mr. Douglas) has to get
into a state of indignation aboutit. Hx-
pressions of the kind referred to have
always been accompanied with an amount
of good humour which really condoned the
offence ;- and I have heard nothing said
which could justify any member of the
other Chamber in showing the irritation
that some have displayed on the subject.
There is no feeling of animosity on the part
of this House towards the other—certainly
not on the Government side—and the hon.
member has taken an unfair advantage of
the remark of thehon. member for Burnett
by trying to make out that there is such a
feeling, and that it has been brought about
by the language of hon. members on this
side.  Expressions have certainly been
used which I regretted to hear; but the
Upper House knows very well not to mind
them.

Mr. Doveras: My remarks arose from
the assault of the hon. member for Bur-
nett, and I think I was justified in saying
what I did.

Mr. Rea said all the words derogatory of
the Legislative Council had come from the
other side of the House. The conduct of
the Upper House with regard to the Divi-
sional Boards Bill was fully justified, for
they must have seen that the Bill was an
effort of hon. members on the other side to
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over-tax the people of the colony in order
to keep taxation off their own shoulders.
If the Upﬁer House were technically
wrong on this occasion they were politi-
cally right, and the country would support
them. It was not very fair of the Premier
to attempt to mislead the public by giving
out that the condemnation came from the
Opposition side of the House when it came
altogether from his side.

Mr. Gerrrire said he wished to say a
word about the reasons assigned for the
disagreement to the Counecil’s amendments
on clause 59. The first reason given, that
the amendment made the incidence of local
taxation inequitable, was a very bold asser-
tion—the fact being that the amendment
made local taxation equitable, which it was
not before, by taxing pastoral properties at
their real value. 'With regard to the taxa-
tion of country lands, also, which had been
frequently fully discussed, the amendment
made taxation more equitable. The second
reason stated that the clause as amended
was ambiguous ; the only statutory defini-
tion of “country lands” being all (Crown)
lands not being town and suburban lands.
Seeing that the terms “town lands” and
¢ suburban lands” were defined in the sta-
tute, he failed to see how a provision affect-
ing all lands, not town or suburban, could be
ambiguous. If they could not find any
better additional reasons they might have
left them out ;—the one was a bold asser-
tion, and the other seemed simply foolish.

The PREMIER said the ambiguity arose
from the fact that the term ¢ country
lands” meant by the statutes in force
Crown lands only.

Question—That the Committee insist
upon their disagreement to the amendments
of the Legislative Couneil in clauses 58, 59,
and 74—put and passed.

On the motion of the PrREMIER, the Chair-
man reported the resolution to the House;
and the following message was ordered to
bfi transmitted to the Legislative Coun-
cil :—

Mr. PresipENT,—The Legislative Assembly
having taken into consideration the message
from the Legislative Council, insisting upon the
amendments made in clauses 58, 59, and 74 of
the Divisional Boards Bill, on the ground that
the reasons assigned for the Legislative Assem-
bly’s disagreement are untenable, beg now to
reafivm the undoubted right of this Assembly,
as the representative branch of the Legislature,
to control the taxation of the colony. Without
admitting the right of the Legislative Council
to require any reasons from the Legislative
Assembly than that given above, it is the duty
of the Legislative Assembly to insist further on
disagreeing with the amendments in clauses 58,
5Y, and 74, because—

In clause 58—

1. The value of minerals beneath the sur-
face is an unknown and unascertainable
quantity.
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2. The liability of undeveloped mineral
properties to capricious taxation would
prejudicially affect one of the colony’s
most valuable industries.

In clause 59—

1. The amendment makes the incidence of
local taxation inequitable.

2. The clause, as amended, is ambiguous,
the only statutory definition of ©“ country
lands” being “all (Crown) lands not
being town or suburban lands.”

In clause 74~

The amendment makes an undesirable
variation in the conditions on which
loans are granted to local bodies.

THE ROYAL ASSENT.

Mr. Grrrrire said he begged to move
the adjournment of the House for the pur-
pose of calling attention to a matter for
which the Government were, of course, re-
sponsible. About an hour ago three Bills
were returned from the Legislative Council
without amendment. In the ordinary
course they would have remained in the
custody of the Clerk until there was an op-
portunity of conveying them to the proper
officer, to be submitted by him to His
Excellency, yet the Royal assent had
already been notified. The Attorney-Gen-
eral, as legal adviser of the Government,
was required to advise His Ixcellency
before any Bill was assented to or become
law ; but how the Attorney-General could
have performed his duties with such ex-
pedition as was evinced on this oceasion
passed his comprehension.

The Premier said he was doubtful
whether the hon. gentleman intended to
congratulate the Government on the expe-
dition with which the business had been
carried on or not. The Council had sent
down the Bills, and they had received
the Royal assent, but how the transaction
was managed in so short a time was not
necessary for him to inquire into. It was
not his duty to present Bills to His Excel-
lency. There was an undoubted proof
that they had been sent to His Excellency,
because they had received the Royal
assent.

Question put and negatived.

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 2.

On the motion of the PrEmiEr, the Bill
was read a third time.

The Premier moved that the Bill do
now pass.

Mr. Grrrrira said before that ques-
tion was put he wished to say that some
important returns, for which orders had
been made, were not yet produced. He re-
ferred especially to the returns of corves-
pondence between the Auditor-General and
the Government, and a return of fees paid
to members of the House, about the latter
of which he had inquired yesterday. It
was also not unusual on the last day of the

segsion to ask the Government when they
F’oposed to call Parliament together again.

f they could not fix the date to a week or
so, they might give some approximation.
The meeting took place unusually late
this year because there was a new Gov-
ernment in office, but the same reason
would not apply next year. He would ex-
press a hope that the meeting would not
be later than April—the present Govern-
ment when in opposition insisted that that
should be the latest date.

The Premigr said he had ascertained
this morning that the returns having
reference to fees to members would be
very difficult to make up, as the Under
Secretary would have to write to all the
different departments to get information.
The correspondence between the Auditor-
General and himself was not finished yet,
and he had this morning received a letter
from the Auditor-General about it. Al-
though he (Mr. Mcllwraith) did not object
in the slightest degree to anything in the
correspondence, he did not think 1t was of
such vital importance as to demand publi-
cation just now. With regard to the meet-
ing of Parliament, he thought it was un-
usual for a Government to fix any date.
The hon. gentleman might have heard the
question asked often, but he had never
heard it answered. He could not say
when Parliament would meet, but the
date would probably be not much earlier
than usual.

Mr. O’Sursivan asked if he understood
rightly that the House would not meet
before the 15th May next? He hadheard
the question asked before nmow and pro-
perly answered. Considering the state in
which the Government had left the pro-
posed branch lines of the colony, the
country would probably be glad to see
Parliament assembled very soon after the
commencement of the year. There was an
impression abroad-—perhaps not altogether
unfounded—that the trunk lines of the
colony were to be gone on with, and that
when the Premier got them he had not the
slightest notion of making the branch
ones. He did not join in that ery, be-
cause he did not believe it was a fact.
So far as the Mount Esk line was con-
cerned, he would rather see it put back
for a year, or even two or three years, than
carried out according to the present survey.
Still the surveys might have been prose-
cuted during the sitting of the House, so
that by a hard struggle the Fassifern, if not
the Mount Esk line, might have been started
atonce. He mustbe candid, and say he did
not expeet the Mount Esk line to be gone
on with during this session, but prepara-
tions might have been made for starting it
at the beginning of next session. His con-
stituents were in a nice temper aboutit and
he should be the sufferer, but he would
take the opportunity of saying that he had
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done everything in his power to have both
the lines he had referred to carried out.
Had he his way the Government would go
in for more branch lines than they had.
He had said what he could in favour of
Yines to the Upper Logan and to South
Brisbane. In the ecoal resources of the
colony there were millions of money within
their reach, and by making a branch line
they would open up a fine coal trade.
‘Whilst they were squandering money in
every direction wealth was staring them in
the face, if they would only go the right
way about it. He hoped the Minister
for Works would give a better explana-
tion of the mneglect of those branch
lines than he had given last night.
He believed the statement made outside to
be untrue, and that it was the intention of
the Government to do something in the
matter of the Dbranch lines. He now
simply rose to ask the Minister for Works
to give some more satisfactory explanation
than he did last night.

Mr. Brariie said he was in hope that
the return he had moved for would have
been laid on the table ere this. He was
asked by the Attorney-General whetlier he
would be satisfied with a part return
during this session, and replhied that he
would, and that he did not care to make
the return an expensive one. He under-
stood that it would be furnished in part,
and that the rest would be supplied at
some future time. He saw no difliculty in
making the return from January 1, 1879,
to June 30, as originally asked for.

Mr. Dicxson said he had been rather sur-
prised to hear the Premier say that the cor-
responderce between him and the Auditor-
General was not so forward as to induce
him to consider it proper to be laid hefore
the House. The matter solely referred
to was that of exchange, and he would
now ask whether the correspondence con-
nected with that question was not suffi-
ciently complete to be laid upon the table?
Before he moved for the papers he
understood from the Treasurer that he
was quite prepared to produce them, and
that he had been only waiting for him to
make the necessary motion. Of course, if
the correspondence was not complete he
would not press that it should be laid upon

the table, though he thought it unsatisfac- |

tory that the session should close without
its production. As to the subject referred

to by the hon. member for Stanley, he !
should be glad to hear from the Minister :
for Works some further and more satis- !

factory explanation as to the action of the
Government regarding branch lines than
had yet been given. The hon. member
seemed to think that the public were
labouring under a mistaken impression
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equally with the trunk ones. He did not
participate in the confidence of the hon.
member, and only judged the Ministry
by their actions. He regretted that the
session was to elose without some deecided
action being taken by the Government in
the matter, and was convineced that the
public would have derived much more
satisfaction at witnessing an attempt made
to proceed with the construction of branch
lines than to hear elaborate professions
from Ministers regarding their future in-
tentions.

Mr. HenpreN said when the Loan Esti-
mates were brought forward members were
led to believe by the Ministry that the
branch and trunk lines were to go on in
equal proportions. In the Southern dis-
triets they imagined they were to get branch
lines —his constituency and that of the
member for Stanley were equally interested
in the maftter. The other day a survey of
the Fassifern line, and one of the most ob-
jectionable ones that had been made, was
laid upon the table as a “decoy duck” to
induce them to vote for the trunk lines, for
as soon as the first sections of the trunk-
line extensions were passed, the Premier,
in answer to a question from him as to
whether it was intended to ask for the ap-
proval of the plans for the Fassifern line
this session, said it was not, because they
could not afford to make it unless the
people gave up the land for nothing.
Subsequently it was stated, as a further
reason for not taking action, that the line
should run along the main road, and yet
the Government had withdrawn the Bill
which would have enabled them to do that.
His belief was that it was never intended
to make that branch line this session. He
did not know whether the real reason was
because he happened to represent a district
through which it ran and sat with the
Opposition. It had been said that hon.
members on the Government side had got
the branch lines in the West Moreton
distriet, but where did the eredit claimed
for them now eome in? They were left
out in the cold just as much as he had
been. As to the excuse that the people
should give the land for nothing, it must
be borne in mind that they had had to pay
for it, and that they had fenced and culti-
vated it. He would be bound that
they were prepared to give what land
was requived at first cost, but it was
unreasonable to expect that poor strug-
gling agrienlturists should give way
by allowing their land to Dbe taken for
nothing. He felt very sore upon the
question of the Fassifern Railway. Tt had
been his particular hobby during the weeks
that the House had sat; he had tried his
level best to find facilities for the people of

as to the real intentions of the Govern- | the Southern district to get to market, and

ment, and credited the Government with
a sincere desire to extend branch lines

to find employment for the unemployed.
They had gone through hard times ; men
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could not get their produce to market; and
yet, at the tail end of the session, when it
was too late to take other steps, the Tram-
ways Bill was allowed to go, and no promise
would be made that the line would be
undertaken. It was never intended by the
Government to make a single inch of branch
lines in the Southern district. Let the
Government turn to the country now and
hear what the country wounld say, or let
any of their supporters appeal to their con-
stituents. When he was speaking of the
TFassifern line, he wished it to be under-
stood that he was speaking also of all the
branch lines in the Loan Estimate. In
all fair play they ought to have branch
railways provided for equally with trunk
ones, but the Government had passed the
first sections of the latter and thrown a
wet blanket on the former. They had also
said there was a difficulty in the branch
lines being undertaken before the loan was
got; if so, the settled distriets would be
content to wait for the branch lines pro-
vided the trunk lines also had to stand
over, and that when action was taken each
should be made mile for mile.

Mr. KerrLerT was very sorry that he was
not present when the matter more particu-
larly under discussion came before the
House on Tuesday evening. It was very
seldom that he was not in his place when
anything affecting his constituents was
going on.  When he read in IHunsard the
statement made by the Minister for Works
he hardly believed it—in fact, had he not
known that Hansard was very correct in
its reports he would have disoredited it;
and his reason was, because he had be-
lieved that a promise made by a gentleman
oceupying the responsible position of a
Minister of the Crown, and accepted by
the person to whom it was made, was as
good as a bond duly signed. A distinct
promise was made to him by the Minister
for Works that the approval of Parliament
would be asked for the Fassifern line this
session, and that the work would be started
at onee. That was the promise made to
him by the Minister for Works.'

The Mi~xisTER FOR WoORKS: No.

Mr. Kerrerr said the Minister for
‘Works might say ““No;"” but, though the
hon. gentleman had been a member of the
House for many years, he (Mr. Kellett)
dared say that his word would be taken
by those who knew him to be worth
just as much as the hon. gentleman’s.
During his twenty-five years in the colo-
nies very few men had ever disbelieved a
statement that he had made; and, with
regard to the denial just given, he could
bring other men to prove that his statement
was correct. It was well known to the
House and country that when the Minis-
terial programme was put before the House
there was, as regarded branch lines, nothing |

but a line for the Darling Downs promised. |

Many supporters of the Government came
into the House for the purpose of ousting
the late Ministry, in erder to see whether
other men could not steer the ship of
State better; and they were dissatis-
fied when they saw no branch lines
in the programme of the present Minis-
try. Instead of kicking against the pricks,
they tried Dby their influence to show
the Ministry their mistake. He and others
told them that the people in the settled
districts eried out for railways, and that
it would be a great injustice not to give
them facilities for bringing their produce
to market—to do everything for the Far
‘West and nothing for the hard-working
people in the settled distriets. They told
them that they would find their mistake if
they pushed on nothing but trunk lines.
1t was evident that the advice given them
was considered by the Government, for
when the Loan Estimates came before the
House branch lines formed an important
part of the programme. The Government
would not have lasted this session if they
had not done so;—as he had stated lately,
he would not have voted for one of the
trunk lines only that he was satisfied that
the branch lines would also be carried
on. One of the chief reasons besides the
one just given by him why the Fassifern
line should be started was that there was a
greatdearthof workin the settled districts;
hard times had been experienced, andin
consequence many men weve out of work,
and the preseni was a time when the line
could bemade at a much cheaper rate than
at any other time hereafter—for he trusted
that prosperity would return in the future,
and that they were not likely to have such
bad times as at present. He had a solemn
promise that the Fassifern line, which
would run through a large agricultural
district, would be started at once; and
when he came down yesterday he went to
the Minister for Works and asked whether
it was a fact he had stated, on Tuesday,
that it was decided not to go on with the
line this session. He replied that it was,
and that it would put the country to too
much expense, as it would have to go
through much purchased land. Did the
hon. gentleman not know by the four
surveys that were made, and when the
plans were laid upon the table, that. it
would go through purchasedland? If the
hon. gentleman said he did not know he
was not doing his dubty as a respon-
sible Minister. The hon. gentleman, how-
ever, lmew the locality, for he had
been there before. He would acknow-
ledge that he had been an active Minister
since he had been in office—few Minis-
ters had travelled round the settled dis-
triets more than he had done already. The
other excuse was, that the Tramways Bill
was blocked by the leader of the Opposi-
tion ;—but when was the measure brought
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in? There had bheen plenty of time to
introduce it earlier, and the Ministry had
been strong enough to pass it at any time,
but they left the Bill to the last minute
“when there was no chance, no expectation—
he might even say, no wish—to passit. Any
Minister that would break a promise such
as had been given to him was a man not
to be depended upon. The Minister for
‘Works said the other evening that the plan
for the Fassifern line had been laid upon
the table and he had intended to move its
adoption. The time that he got rid of
these good intentions was apparently two or
three days before when he paid a visif to
the district with the Engineer-in-Chief. It
was nob intentions but actions that were
wanted. It was well said the road to hell
was paved with good intentions. It was
proper action that they expected to have
from Ministers of the Crown. The country
and his constituents might well say that
they had been “ sold.” He had never sold
his constituents by any vote, but he had
been sold, and well sold, and he had
discovered it when it was too late to
do more than tell the House and the
country the way thatithad been done. If
he had been only as wise at the beginning
as he was now, he and those who thought
with him might have acted in a different
manner, and the present occupants of the
Treasury benches might have found them-
selves sitting opposite. Being a young
member he did not try to take a prominent
part in the debates, but he worked ashard as
any member in taking the trouble to find
out what the requirements of his district
and of the other settled districts were. He
might be pardoned for stating that there
were many matters upon which he had
made suggestions to Ministers. He had
been one of the means of having a great
many clauses of Bills altered. He did not
move the alterations himself, but he advised
and left it to Ministers to do so. He had
worked his best for his constituents and
the country generally, but was sorry to
think that he had been egregiously sold
with some of his friends who sat on the
same benches with him. He was glad the
House had not risen to-day for good. There
was nothing to prevent them sitting for
another month or so; let them do so, and do
some business for the good of the counntry.
There was nothing to prevent the Tramways
Bill being passed, if it was necessary be-
fore the branch railways could be started.
And touching this Tramways Bill, he would
ask were there any surveys made along
the roads? Ifif was intended to pass the
Bill this session, as it might have been,
would they not have made railway surveys
along the roads and had them ready to
be passed by the House? But they did
nothing of the kind, and had the Tram-
ways Bill passed they would have Dbeen
just in the same position as regards

the branch railways as they were now.
He was satisfied that this was not
only a disgraceful transaction on the
part of the Minister for Works in the
way he had treated good supporters,
but nothing that had been done in the
House would be the means of getting him
more into detestation in the eyes of the
country than this present matter. He was
told as another reason why it could not be
gone on with, that there was no money to
go on with it, if it was passed. He
was not in a position to know what
money was in the Treasury—it was
not his business—but he was satisfied
with the promise that was made to him.
He believed that there was nearly a
million of money in the Treasury for
public works that could be expended for
that work, but where was it to be ex-
pended—on Northern works? Every
Gazette that came out showed some new
Northern work about to be carried out—in
fact, the Northern element in the House at
the present time was too strong, and that
was the reason why they got so much and
the South so little. Money could be found
for the Northern Railway, for buildings
at Townsville, Bowen and other Northern
places, but they could get nothing done
down here. That was a fact, and he
was sorry that he had lhad to make
use of such strong language as that he
had used on this occasion.

The MinisTER FoR WoRrks: I desire
to say something in answer io the hon.
member for Stanley; but it seems to
me that, no matter what is said after
what has fallen from the hon. member
for Enoggera, it will not be believed. He
says that it is impossible for the people to
believe what the Ministry say, because
they have not carried out what they pro-
mised in the early portion of the session.

Mzr. Dickson: What I stated was, that
the country had a right to doubt the sin-
cerity of the Government, judging from
their actions.

The MinisTER For Works: The hon,
gentleman said that any man who believed
in the Government, or in the intentions ex-
pressed by the Government, must have a
large amount of credibility, which is just
as much as to say that the Government
have no intention of doing what they pro-
mised to do—no other meaning can be put
upon the words. Now, in regard to the
branch railways spoken of by the hon.
member for Stanley — to Fassifern and
Mount Esk—and the Sandgate line, which
has not been mentioned, I believe it is well
known to every member of the House that
the only branch lines that could possibly
have been gone on with, had the Govern-
ment the money at their disposal at the
present moment, are the lines to Fassifern
as far as Harrigville, and the Sandgate
line as far as German Station. But the
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hon. members seem to forget that even if
the surveys were in the most forward state,
and the line was ready to be construeted
at the present moment—that the parlia~
mentary plans and sections had been
approved of—the money is not in the
Treasury for making these lines. The
hon. member for Stanley has spoken
of a million of money being in the
Treasury; I do not know how much
is in the Treasury, but if there were
two millions of money there every penny
of that money has been voted for a
speeific purpose and could not he applied
to make a railway to Fassifern, or Sand-
gate, or anywhere else. The hon. member
has also spoken about the Northern rail-
way ; but he does not know, being a young
member of the House—but although he is
a young member he can use language as
strong as the oldest member—that the
money that is being spent on the Northern
railway was voted two years ago, and was
allowed fo remain two years unspent—until
the present Government came into office.
He wants to know why that money was not
used to make the Fassifern line—simply
beeause no Ministry dare do so; it would
be illegal even if the plans and sections
were approved of at the present moment.
As far as these branch lines are concerned,
I say, as I said the other evening, that
I will not be a party to making lines
through an extent of country every inch
of which must be purchased by the Gov-
ernment. I have a strong recollection
of the very large amount that had to be
paid by the State for the purchase of land
on the line between Brisbane and Ipswich
—#£63,000 for a line twenty-three miles
long—and I am not going to repeat that;
but if the Fassifern line, or the Sandgate
line, or any other of the branch lines can
possibly be made along the main line of
road I shall do so with the approval of the
House. It is quite true that I laid the
plans and section of the Fassifern line on
the table of this Iouse thinking that I
would be able to pass them; it is also
equally true that I proposed the Tramways
Bill believing that 1 would be able to pass
that; but from the arguments used by the
hon. member for North Brisbane I felt
convinced that that Bill would have to be
considerably modified, so as to protect the
rights of people holding property having
frontage to the main roads. But it was
only last Saturday that I was able to con-
vince myself that I could carry the line of
railway along the Fassifern road for the
greater part of the distance from Ipswich.
I was in that portion of the country before,
but only once, and I did not at that time
examine the road for the purpose of seeing
whether the line of railway could be car-
ried along it or not; but on Saturday last
1 found that the line could be carried along
the road without much detriment, or, in
fact, any detriment to the people living
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along the line, and I immediately gave
orders to the engineer to survey the line,
and to-day he has received written orders
to do so. But I would point out that while
some people would be satisfied with the
Government carrying out a certain branch
line by a particular route, others would be
equally dissatisfied because that route was
adopted, and some of them would be just
as much displeased if the Fassifern line
was carried out according to the plans and
sections laid upon the table as if it had
not been passed at all. The people in the
distriet of Fassifern wish other lines of
route to be adopted besides that I laid
upon the table, but it is not beeause of .
giving satisfaction or dissatisfaction that
we have not passed it. It is simply
because I wish to do my duty to the
country, and to expend as little money as
possible in the making of that line. By
the Loan Bill we are confined to making
these lines for a certain sum of money—
for £2,500 and £3,000 per mile; £3,000 is
the highest amount we will be prepared to
spend upon them, and T shall try as far as
it is possible within me not to expend one
single penny more than is set down in the
Loan Bill. But if we were compelled to
purchase the land through which these
lines will go nearly every penny of the
money would be absorbed, and that I am
not prepared to do. As regards the main
lines, I said distinetly in the House, and
the Premier also said the other evening,
that no new work will be commenced on
the main lines; but the men now at work
must not be allowed to be unemployed if
the sections already wunder construction
should be finished before the loan is
floated. It is very probable that the men
employed on the Roma section will be
finished about March next, and then the
Government will be compelled, probably, to
go on with thatline for a certain distance so
as to keep the men employed ; but beyond
that we have no intention of carrying any
of the main lines until the loan is floated.
I say that we should not be justified in
commenecing any new work until we have
the means of doing it. The hon. member
for Stanley (Mr. Kellett) has stated that I
promised him that the Fassifern line would
be gone on with immediately : that I deny.
I could not make a promise that that, or
any other line, would be proceeded with
until the money was obtained for the con-
struction of it; and, however much the
hon. member may appeal to his colonial
experience of twenty-five years, I think
that my word is equally as good as his.
Even as a member of the House T could
not be ignorant of the fact, much less as a
Minister, that I would be compelled to
have the money before I eould make the
line. Money that is voted for one specifie
purpose must not, and cannot be, applied to
any other purpose. Ministers of the Crown
dare not do such a thing as that—even the
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worst Minister that ever existed would not
do it ; and if money has been voted for the
Northern railway it must be spent on that
railway. We have proof of that in the
fact that two years’ money was voted for
the Northern railway, and yet not one penny
of it was spent upon that railway, and that
money is st1ll available for that work. Inthe
same way I could male no distinet promise
that the Fassifern line would be gone on
with immediately, knowing that the money
must be first obtained; but what T said
was, that the TFassifern line would be
amongst the first lines to be gone on with,
and that it would be gone on with as soon
as possible; and I sayso now. Imay also
state that when the Government proceed to
purchase the material for the making of
the railways which have been authorised
by the House, every mile of branch-line
material will be obtained at the same time
as the material for the mainlines. Ithink
that ought to be sufficient to induce hon.
members to believe in the intentions of the
Government with regard to the construc-
tion of these branch lines. The hon. mem-
ber for Stanley (Mr. O'Sullivan) said
something about the Mount Esk line; but
he has good sense enough to know that,
although there has been one survey made
of that line, it is not the survey that will
be most advantageous to the people of the
district. I may be compelled, in doing
my duty to the House and to the country,
to have perhaps three or four surveys, and
1 shall adopt the best, and if I can make
the line for any distance along the main
road I shall do so, if the House sanetions
it, for the purpose of saving money that
would otherwise have to be expended in
the purchase of land. I do not think I
need go any further, except to say that the
Government intend to go on with every
branch line of railway that has been men-
tioned in the Lioan Bill, but that they can-
not be gone on with at once. That is
impossible, but no line mentioned in that
Bill will be held back simply for the pur-
pose of being held back; and I am quite
certain that before the end of two years all
of the lines will have been started, and
that many of them will have been finished.
1 think it very unfair that the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Kellett), one of the youngest
members of the House, who has only had
the experience of one session, should stand
up and place himself in the position of
Mentor to the Ministry. He actually
stood up and said that he advised the
Ministry—men who have grown grey in
the service of the country as Minis-
ters and as members of this House—
as to what they should do and what
they should not. It is ridiculous. 1t is
absurd to think that the hon. member for
Stanley should be the confidential adviser
and Mentor of the present Ministry.
The Ministry are willing to take advice
from any person ; they have always been
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willing to do so, even from members of the
Opposition, when it agreed with their own
opinions—when they found it was to the
advantage of the colonytodo so. But this
much I will say, that, as far as having any
one individual member of the House to
advise them—to be their Mentor, as the hon.
member (Mr. Kellett) appears to assume
himself this evening, I do not think even
the youngest member of the Ministry
would accept advice from him unless he
felt it was for the benefit of the country,
and that his own opinion went in that
direction as well.

Mr. Res said it would almost appear
from the speeches of the hon. member that
new members should not be allowed to
speak in the House at all, and as to their
giving an opinjon it*was out of the ques-
tion. They were now told that the Gov-
ernment would only take advice where it
suited their own views ; and what did they
hear the other night when the leader of the
Opposition tendered advice to the Minis-
try—thatthat gentleman had gothis preach-
ing boots on—so that it made no difference
how long a member had been in the House
so long as he held anindependent opinion, it
was scouted by the present Ministry. That
was the doetrine that was now laid down,
and he was quite sure that it would require
an hon. member with at least five times
the experience of the Minister for Lands
to qualify him to offer an opinion as
to what the Ministry would consent to if it
did not suit their own pockets. He thought
the hon. member for Stanley deserved very
great honour for having detected the sub-
terfuge of the Ministry, and having had
the manliness to speak out and tell them
that their statements were not founded on
fact; because that hon. member was quite
as capable of understanding what was said
to him as the Minister for Works was to
remember what he said. The hon. mem-
ber for Stanley was led to believe that the
railway referred to would be proceeded
with immediately, and it now required a
further explanation from the Minister to
show that he never meant anything of the
sort. He was surprised that the hon.
member for Stanley should ever have been
deluded into believing any statement made
by the Ministry. He was now beginning
to find out that they neverintended to keep
their promises. Take their programme
when they first met the House, and not one
promise had been kept except that which
put money in their own pockets.

The MinNisTER ForR Worxks: I askthe
ruling of the Speaker if it is parliamentary
for an hon. member to accuse the Ministry
of having put money in their own pockets
by their measures? It is time this kind of
thing from the member for Rockhampton
was put a stop to.

The Sepraxer: The hon. member has
used language personally offensive to mem-
bers of the House, and he must withdraw it.
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Mr. Rra said he had pleasure in with-
drawing it, and was glad to find that those
words were unparliamentary, as he had
heard the very same words used by the
Minister for Lands in reference to.members
on that side of the House, and no notice
was taken of them.

The Spraxer said the hon. member
should not impute that a privilege was
allowed to one side of the House which
was denied to the other. If the Minister
for Lands used the alleged words, his
attention was not called to them.

Mr. Res said the Government at the
opening of Parliament promised retrench-
ment, and a telegram had been sent to Lon-
don speaking of the marked retrenchment
that was to take place; but where did they
find it? He had taken the trouble to go care-
fully into the matter, and found that the
whole retrenchment of the session amounted
to £115 10s.—not more than the cost of the
telegrams to London. The Government
advocated personal economy and promised
public retrenchment ; but in place of giving
an example of economy they werce most ex-
travagant in their publie display of private
expenditure, and experience had shown
that both of these things as mentioned
in the Governor’s Speech amounted to a
mere sham. They found the same with
regard to the other projects promised Ly
the Government. They had failed in
their promise of Dbringing in a Bill re-
garding the runs in the coast districts,
and their great object was to get money
into a limited lability bank. He found,
as stated yesterday, that the opinions
of the Crown law officers had to
be taken with regard to the contract
with the Government bank, and when it
required the opinion of the Attorney-
General, at the very outset, to explain one
of the clauses of that contract, did it give
them any confidence as to any bargain that
might be made by the Premier when he
went to London? Were they sure that
clearer contracts would be made there?
He said they would have the same blunders,
the same mystification, and the same
reference to the Crown lawyers as they
now found in connection with this bank
contract. He held that the whole history
of the session was that of breaches of faith
on the part of the Government, except that
of putting extra taxation upon the country,
and he was sorry that hon. members oppo-
site had not sooner discovered those
breaches of faith, and that no reliance
could be placed in the promises of the Gov-
ernment. e hoped the country would
see that the whole action of the Govern-
ment this session had resulted in nothing
short of doubling the taxes of the people
and easing the Crown tenants of their
taxes.

Question put and passed; and the Bill
was ordered to be transmitted to the Legis-
lative Council with the usual message.
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Dr. PURCELL’S CLAIM.

Mr. RuttEpGE, on rising to move that
the House resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of an Address to
the Governor, praying that His Excellency
will be pleased to ecause to be placed on
the Supplementary Estimates a sum not
exceeding £115 10s., in satisfaction of the
claim of Dr. Herbert Churchill Purcell,
for services rendered to the Government
in the capacity of medical officer of the
quarantine station, Fitzroy Island, said he
should not occupy the time of hon. mem-
bers by making many remarks. It ap-
peared tohim thatthe questionresolveditself
wto this—as to whose testimony was to be
accepted. And when he said that he did
not wish to say anything that was likely to be
interpreted as impeaching the credibility of
a gentleman like Mr. St. George. But
it was quite possible that a gentleman who
had his mind charged with a number of
things might not recollect so distinetly
what transpired as another gentleman
would who was deeply interested in the
transaction. In order that they might
arrive at a fair appraisement of the state-
ments made by Dr. Pureell, it must be
borne in mind that that gentleman’s state-
ments were confirmed by Mr. Smart, the
manager of a bank at Cairns, by Captain
Brooks, and by another gentleman who was
present. He wished to draw the attention
of hon. members to the letter sent down by
Mr. St. George to the Colonial Secretary.
When he was called upon to give an
explanation of Dr. Purcell’s letter, Mr.
St. George said—

“I have thehonour, in conformity with in-
structions received by wire from you, to furnish
you with certified copies, under scparate cover,
of my press copies of all correspondence
carried on by me with Dr. Purcell, relative to
the quarantine station at Fitzroy Island. I
further furnish correspondence which I had
with other gentlemen, which may, perhaps,
throw light upon this question; and I further
furnish certified copies of my press copies of all
correspondence held by me with the captain
and agent of the s.s. ¢ Galley of Lorne,’ as
more remotely bearing on the same subject. I
have lcarned from Myr. Reid that inquirtes have
been made from him by the sub-collector, Mr.
Fahey, acting under instructions, as to any
correspondence, private or otherwise, which he
held with me, and particularly as to a private
note which I wrofe to Mr. Reid while on the
Island, and a portion of which he read to Dr.
Purcell, and upon which I believe Dr. Purcell
grounds lhis claim for compensation, on the
plea that I appointed him medical officer of the
Island.”

But now came a most significant para-
graph—

“Mr. Reid has, most unfortunately, lost or
mislaid this note, or left it on the Island—at all
events it cannot be found; to the best of my
knowledge and vecollection, what I wrote to
Mzr. Reid was to the following effect, and M.
Reid’s recollection agrees with mine ;=1 hear
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a Dr. Purcell has been appointed medica
officer at Fitzroy Island; if so, you will, of
course, have to give up charge to him."”

He (Mr. Rutledge) might state that it
was quite clear that this reference to Dr.
Purcell was contained in the letter of
general instruetions sent to Mr. Reid when
Le was appointed to take charge of Fitzroy
Island, as he had before him another letter
written by Mr. St. George to Mr. Reid
before going to the quarantine station. He
said in that letter—

«Qn arriving at Fitzroy Island you will take
measures to cstablish yourself and pavty of
constables on shore in the tents which will be
furnished to you. I have no doubt butthat a
medical man from Cairns will be appointed to
take the medical charge of the ship and crew.”

This was a clause contained in the letter
written to Mr. Reid before he went to take
charge of Fitzroy Island, and it was re-
ceived by him some considerable time be-
fore Mr. Reid had any communication with
Dr. Purcell. It was proved, also, that Mr.
Reid was in charge of the quarantine
station, and was coming down on board of
the launch belonging to the s.s. “ Galley
of Lorne” when the s.s. “Egmont” cast
anchor in Trinity Bay. Dr. Purcell ap-
peared on board, and Mr. Reid communi-
cated to him the fact that he (Dr. Purcell)
was appointed, and that he (Mr. Reid) was
to take his instructions from him. The affi-
davit of Mr. Smart was accessible to any
hon. members who might wish to see if, re-
ferring to what took place. That gentleman
stated that he was on board the s.s.
“ Bgmont” in Trinity Bay with Dr.
Purcell, and he saw a steam-launch coming
towards them, and he observed the yellow
flag flying. Mr. Reid, who was on board
the launch, received some letters, and
immediately after reading them asked if
Dr. Purcell was on board. He was answered
in the affirmative. On Mr. Reid seeing
Dr. Purcell, he told him he had to go to
Fitzroy Island and take charge of the
quarantine station as medical officer. Dr.
Purcell then asked by whose instructions
he was acting? Mr. Reid replied, “Mr. St.
George’s”; and the doctor left that evening
by the s.s. “Dugong” for Fitzroy Island.
That was the sworn testimony of Mr.
Smart, and he (Mr. Rutledge) thought he
was justified in saying that against that
all the little stories that had been raked up
about Dr. Purcell went for nothing. If
there was nothing else than that testimony
it was quite suflicient to show that Dr.
Purcell’s story was not a concocted one,
but one deserving of belief. There was
another letter written by Mr. St. George,
in which he said—

“T much regret to learn that a misunder-
standing has taken place between Dr, Purcell
and yourself.”

That referred to a letter written by Dr.
Purcell complaining that Mz, Reid was
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not doing his duty fo the Chinamen and
constables in the matter of food. Mr. St.
George went on to say—

“ Upon referring to your instructions, you
will find that you are directed to put yourself

under the orders of arty duly appointed medical
officer.”

That was before Mr. Reid received the
letter informing him that Dr. Purcell was
the officer duly appointed. In a letter to
Dr. Purcell on the same day, Mr. St
George said—

“TIn reply, I have the houour to state that T

have no knowledge of your appointment by the
Grovernment to that or any office, and I cer-
tainly have no authority either to discharge
Mr. Reid or to accept your resignation.”
Hon. members would see that Mr. St
George was aware that there was trouble
brewing and difficulty arising, and that was
the way he got out of it—viz., by merely
stating that he knew of no appointment by
the Government—only a portion of the
truth. Mr. St. George’s letter further went
on to say—

I cannot conceive how Mr. Reid could have
given you the message from me you say he did,
to take medical charge of the island.”

It was very strange that after the letter
which had been read to Dr. Purcell in the
presence of many persons Mr. St. George
should write a letter repudiating all know-
ledge of Dr. Purcell’s appointment after
Dr. Purcell had got clear away from the
island and could not reply to it. He (Mr.
Rutledge) had received a letter from Dr.
Purcell that day, in which he stated that
he had never received that letter from Mer.
St. George. He (Mr. Rutledge) submitted
that a letter written under those circum-
stances, after Dr. Purcell had withdrawn
from the island, amounted actually to no-
thing. Taking the fact into consideration
that Mr. St. George signed the vouchers
declaring certain work had been done, and
also the declaration by the hon. member
for Cook (Mr. Walsh)—who would have
given his hearty support to the motion had
he been present—and taking into consider-
ation that Dr. Purcell did the work and
gave satisfaction to all concerned, he con-
sidered that, although brought forward at
that late period of the session, there would
not be a disposition on the part of hon.
members to deprive a gentleman of remu-
neration for services for which he had never
yet been paid. He believed that Mr. Hart,
of Bright Brothers and Co., had stated
that if the accounts connected with the
quarantining of the “Bowen” and *“ Nor-
manby ” had been rendered accurately,
there would have been no objection on
their part to have paid their share of the
money.

Mr. Tvuney-Hirt said he took exception
to the manner in which the question had
been brought before the House, as he did
not consider it was a proper matter to bring
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before them, more especially since certain
matters in connection with it had come
under his knowledge. Through the cour-
tesy of the hon. member for Enoggera (Mr.
Rutledge) he had seen some affidavits in
the case, and one made by Mr. Smart had
been read to the House that evening, but
from the way in which it had been read
out on a previous occasion he did not
think hon. members had had a sufficient
opportunity of forming an opinion on it.
He himself believed that the best way
to have dealt with the question would
have been to refer it to a select committee,
as, notwithstanding the hon. member for
Stanley (Mr. O’Sullivan) said that it was
useless to refer matters to select committees
if their recommendations were not attended
to, when a committee was appointed the
evidence taken before it was printed, and
the House had an opportunity of saying
whether the report of such a committee
was justified by the evidence or not. For
that reason he considered it would have
been better if this matter had been referred
to a select committee. In the previous
diseussion in that House one very striking
matter presented itself to him which needed
explanation, and he should have been glad
if Dr. Pureell could have been examined
on his oath in rveference to it. In the
printed correspondence there appeared this
telegram from the Acting Under Colonial
Secretary to Dr. Purcell, Cooktown :—

“Who employed you as medical officer at
Fitzroy Island ?

The reply to that was—

“Received your telegram Cairns. Shall arrive
Brisbane per Florence Irving.”

He (Mr. Hill) would like to know why,
when a direct categorical question like that
was put to Dr. Purcell, that gentleman
could not give a direct answer. He could
have said it was Mr. St. George who
appointed him-—if that gentleman had
appointed him—and that he would explain
all on his arrival in Brishane. Instead
of that Dr. Purcell avoided saying who
made the appointment; and he seemed to
vacillate betweenthe Acting Under Colonial
Secretary and Mr. St. George. But now it
appeared from the speech of the hon. mem-
ber for Enoggera (Mr. Rutledge) that Mr.
St. George was the man. With regard to
Mr. St. George having signed Dr. Purcell’s
vouchers, it appeared, according to Mr. St.
George’s statement, that he was induced to
do so by Dr. Purcell, on what seemed to
be very much like improper pretences, and
he was reprimanded by the Acting Under
Colonial Secretary for having done so in
these terms—

“ Your explanation is considered satisfactory,
but at the sane time it is considered desirable
that you should exercise a little more caution in
future.”
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No doubt it would have been well had Mer.
St. George exercised a little more caution.
If the money was to be voted by the House
it should be in the form suggested by the
hon. member for North Brisbane (Mr. Grif-
fith)—namely, as a present to Dr. Purcell,
and not as something that was due to him.
He (Mr. Hill) did not believe that Dr.
Purcell could recover 5s. in any court of
law, and it was admitted by the strongest
advocates of his case that he had no legal
claim, but only an equitable one. But the
House, as legislators, must look at the
question as one of equity between the tax-
payers and themselves. They had been
told that Bright Brothers would have paid
their share of Dr. Purcell’s claim had the
accounts of the steamer “ Galley of Lorne”
been rendered accurately; but it was no
reason that because that statement was
made the country should be asked to pay
Dr. Purcell. It was beyond all common
decency that they should be asked to do
such a thing. He believed the hon. mem-
ber for Enoggera would do well if he looked -
a little more to what was due to the people
of the colony, and gave more attention to
the protection of their interests, instead of
constituting himself the champion of any-
one who had a case to bring forward
against the Government, at a time like this
especially, when the session was so near its
close and hon. members were anxious to
get through their business in any sort of
way. He would move, as an amendment,
that the question be referred to a sclect
committee. '

Mr. Brarrie was surprised to see this
subject come up again, as it had been gone
into fully two years ago, and the House
then decided that Dr. Purcell had no claim.
The hon. member (Mr. Rutledge) laid great
stress onthe appointment of Dr. Pureell, but
if he were appointed by Mr. St. George it
was very strange he did not receive a letter
notifying the appointment at the same time
and by the same conveyance that Mr.
Reid did. Muyx. St. George was not so un-
businesslike as simply to write a letter to
the officer in charge of the quarantine
station, intimating that a medical officer
had been appointed when by the same
conveyance he could have mnotified the
appointment of Dr. Purcell. Dr. Pur-
cell had never said he had received a
letter from Mr. St. George—the impres-
sion at first was that Mr. Rawlins bhad;
when that would not answer it was Mr.
St. Greorge; and when he denied it, it was
said the letter to Reid mentioned the
matter. If they were to adopt the hon.
member for Enoggera’s motion, they would
be charging Mr. St. George with an act he
declared he had no hand in. Until the ap-
pointment was proved to his satisfaction, he
should oppose the payment of the money.

Mpr. Scorr said that none of the published
papers threw much light on the appoint-
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ment. Before the House came to any con-
clusion further information ought to be
afforded them, and he therefore concurred
in the- suggestion of the hon. member for
Burke that the claim should be referred to
a select committee for investigation. They
would then ascertain the facts of the case,
and the House would be in a position to
judge whether the money was due or
not.

Mr. HenDREN said that considering that
over two years had elapsed since the claim
was made it was strange Government had
not got at the facts of the case before now.
He could not get over the fact that Dr.
Pureell rendered the services he claimed to
be paid for; neither could he reconcile
Mr. St. George signing the vouchers for
payment with his statement he had not
appointed Dr. Purcell, who had gone with
bis life in his hands among the Chinese
and rendered valuable services to the
colony, had prevented the spread of dis-
ease, and had saved the lives of many.
"Whether Dr. Purcell was appointed by the
Government or not, he had a claim upon
them for his professional services; and the
House should not ignore such services even
if they were volunteered. He should sup-
port the motion, on the ground that the
country derived benefit from Dr. Purcell’s
professional serviees, and that the labourer
was worthy of his hire.

Mr. AvuEURsT said the elaimant in this
case had no legal right ; but, judging from
the evidence, he had a very strong cquit-
able right. There was no doubt that Dr.
Purcell believed he had been appointed
by the Government, and everything went
smoothly until the time for payment came.
Dr. Purcell’s expenses were apportioned
between the owners of the quarantined ves-
sel ; objections were taken by the owners;
and on account of the late Government,
the vessels were allowed to leave without
payment being enforced. It was entirely
the fault of the late Government, and in all
justice Dr. Purcell was entitled to the
money. Considering that Mr. St. George
signed the vouchers and requested payment
from the owners of the vessels, there was
no doubt -he considered Dr. Purcell en-
titled to the money.

Mr. Norron said that before voting in
favour of the claim he should like to see
some of the evidence in support of it.
Some hon. members talked about having
seen affidavits in connection with the claim,
but they had never been brought before
his notice, and he had no means of judging
whether the c¢laim was a sound one or not.
He would not oppose Dr. Purcell’s claim
if he was sure he was entitled to the money,
and until he was so satisfied he should
most decidedly vote against it. He had
heard that evidence could be collected in
Brisbane ; if so, it ought to be laid before
the House.
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Mzr. Baynss said he should vote for the
amendment of the lLon. member for Gre-
gory, simply in order to be satisfied that
Dr. Purcell had a claim on the country for
the money. There was no doubt Dr. Pur-
cell had done the colony good service, but
whether his claim against the colony for
recompense was good he was not lawyer
enough to say. He should like to see
the matter inquired into by a select
committee; but the seleet committee, if
appointed, would, he trusted, be treated by
the Government with more courtesy than
they usually accorded to those bodies. It
was evident that this professional man had
gone among a lot of lepers, or fever
patients, and he should be treated with
proper vespeet. Whether he made the
visit as a private speculation or not, and
what was due to him, would be for a select
committee to decide.

Mr. Hayrrrox said they all knew that
Dr. Purcell Lbad done certain mneccssary
work, and that the gentleman who was
said to have appointed him had been
authorised to appoint a medical officer for
a ship previously in quarantine. Against
the assertion that Mr. St. George distinetly
denied having made the appomtment was
the sworn evidenece to the contrary. The
hon. member for North Brisbane endea-
voured to meet the statement in Mr. Si.
George's letter that hie had heard that Dr.
Purcell had been appointed medical officer
by saying he had heard it, because Dr.
Purcell himself had circulated the rumour.
But the manager of the Queensland
National Bank and the Collector of Cus-
toms both stated that they heard Mr. Reid
tell Dr. Purcell that he (Dr. Purcell) was
appointed to take charge of the quarantine
station. It was very singular that that
letter should have been lost after Mr.
Reid had a row with Dr. Purcell. He had
recently seen in the B. and A. Company’s
office a letter from Mr. Walsh, the Com-
pany’s agent at Cooktown, stating that
Mr. St. George had applied to him for
payment of a certain sum, and that he had
refused payment because the amount was
exorbitant. Dr. Purcell had done the
work, and the cvidence was suflicient to
show that Le was entitled to the sum asked
for.

Mr. GrirriTH said the course the debate
had taken this evening went to show that
some hon. members had private informa-
tion not available to other members of the
House. They had seen documents and
been told this, that, and the other, whilst
hon. members generally had only parlia-
mentary records to go upon.

Mr. Mrstox said the claim was one that
should have been settled by the Colonial
Secretary, and it would be a very unsound
course for the House to recognise a claim
which the Colonial Secretary believed was
unfounded. Whatever might be the pri-
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vate opinions of hon. members, they had a
duty to the country which should in all
cases be preferred before friendship or
sentimentalities. The matter should be
referred to a select committee, and if they
brought up a report in favour of the claim
he should be quite willing to vote for it.
At present there was no tangible evidence
before the House to justify them in assent-
ing to the motion. He should support the
amendment of the hon. member for Gregory
to refer the matter o a select committee.

Mr. O’Svrrivay said the reference of
the matter to a select committee would
mean putting the claim off for another
session, when the amount would be three
years overdue. His experience in dealing
with the Government was that they were
the greatest robbers in the colony. No-
body got anything from them, no claim
was recognised, and if you went to law and
got & verdiet they would not pay you. Not
Iong since the Government had robbed him
of £6 in the same way, and the money was
now lying in the Treasury, as he could not
afford to go to law about such a small
matter. Dr. Purcell had done the work,
and it was not likely that he would
undertalke such a dangerous work without
authority. If the matter were referred to
a select committee the expense would be
such that very little would be left out of
the £115, and the Government would have
the satisfaction of cheating a private citizen
out of his earnings for three years.

The CoroxialL SECRETARY said he was
very glad the hon. member had confined
himself to abusing the Ministry, because
they could stand it; but had he said as
much about the Upper House there would
have been a row. He agreed with the hon.
member that referencé to a select com-
mittee would shelve the motion for the
session—and he hoped for ever. He would
rather the motion were met with a direct
negative, because the more the case was
gone into the more convinced was he that
no appointment was made. The evidence
showed that Dr. Purcell appointed himself,
and went on ““ spee,”’ and he maintained that
the Government were not bound to pay for
such services. If the amendment was not
carried he should meet the motion with a
direct negative. ;

Mr. Rurnepee said there had been no
disposition on the part of either Dr. Pur-
cell or himself to avoid the regular process
of a select committee. There were two
reasons why he had objected to the matter
being referred to a select committee : first,
because it was late in the session and there
was no chance of a decision being arrived
at before Parliament adjourned ; and,
second, because he apprehended that if the
committee brought up a report next year
they might be told by the powers that be
that they had made up their minds from
the commencement that there was no claim.
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He was very glad to hear some hon. mem-
bers say that they were anxious to have
more information, and for that reason he
should be willing to accept the suggestion
that the matter be referred to a select com-
mittee. He might state that the letters
referred to were among the records of the
House, and the evidence in support of
Dr. Purcell’s claim had been read out to
the House by him. That was therefore
not private information, as the hon. mem-
ber for North Brisbane had suggested.
He was exceedingly sorry that there was
any anxiety displayed to avoid giving Dr.
Purcell the credit, at all events, for some
amount of honesty in making the claim.
Nothing was further from his intention
than to get the money in any other way
than by the regular routine. Two years
ago, when his claim was first brought for-
ward, he suggested, in a communication to
the Government, that if they were not
satisfied with his statement they ought
to order a sworn inquiry into the whole
matter, and that, having adopted and reaped
the advantage of his services, they should
certainly pay for them. In a court of law
the certificate to Dr. Purcell’s voucher,
signed by.Mzr. St. George, would go against
the latter’s denial of the appointment. If
Mr. St. George did not appoint Dr. Purcell,
then he would say, without wishing to in-
jure him, that he was guilty of a gross
misconception of his duty in signing
vouchers that he had no authority to sign.
Believing that the House would give due
consideration to the matter next session,
he would withdraw his motion in favour of
the amendment of the member for Gregory.
Amendment put and passed.

ORPHANAGES BILL—COMMITTEE.

On the motion of the CoroNian SECRE-
TARY, the House went into Committee to
consider the Legislative Council’s message
relative to the amendments in this Bill.

The CorowiaL SrcRETARY said the
amendment the Council insisted upon in
clause 8 he did not think of great con-
sequence, and he would move that the
Committee do not insist upon their dis-
agreement to the amendment.

Question put and passed.

The CoronNian SEcrETARY said that
when the Bill was last before the Commit-
tee he moved that the words * Not being
the holder of a publican’s license, or the
keeper of a common lodging or boarding
house,” in clauses 22 and 23, should be left
out as conveying a slur upon a very worthy
class of people in many instances. The
Council insisted upon retaining the words,
and, although he objected to doing so, he
could not afford to lose a good Bill, and
would move that the Committee do not
insist upon their disagreement to the Coun-
cil’s amendment in those clauses.
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Mr. GrirriTH said he regretted that the
Council insisted upon their amendment.
He could conceive many instances where
the Minister should be allowed to let
orphans lodge in boarding-houses. Where
the orphanage was over-crowded, the only
practical velief might be to send some of
the children to boarding-houses. He did
not see any veason for that part of the
amendment, and as to the other the discre-
tion of the Minister might safely be
trusted. If the hon. gentleman, however,
thought the Bill would otherwise be im-
perilled, he would agree with him that the
Committee had better not insist upon their
disagreement. .

The CornonTar SECRETARY agreed with
every word that the hon. gentleman had
said. He objected to the Council’s amend-
ment, but ecould not afford to lose a good
useful Bill for the sake of it. The only
person that it would affect was_the holder
of a publican’s license, because it would be
impossible to describe * a common lodging-
house ;”’ there was no such term in any
Aect that they had.

Question put and passed.

On the motion of the CoroNIAL SECRE-
TaRY, the Chairman left the chair, reported
the resolutions arrived at, and the Bill was
returned to the Legislative Council with
the usual message.

LICENSING BOARDS BILL.

On the motion of the CoroN1sn SECRE-
TarY, the House went into Committee to
consider the Legislative Council’s amend-
ments in this Bill.

The CoroNTAL SECRETARY said the Coun-
cil insisted on their amendment in sub-
section 2 of clause 2, because it was desir-
able that ratepayers should be represented
on every board, and no practical inconveni-
ence would arise from the creation of ad-
ditional munieipalities. When the Bill was
last before the House this amendment was
disagreed to because it was considered that
some inconvenience might arise from a
number of municipalities being in the same
police district; but it was not a matter of
very great importance, and he moved that
the House do not insist on their disagree-
ment to the Council’s amendment.

Mr. Grirrrre pointed out that the
amendment was inconsistent with clause
3, and of a very objectionable character.

Question put and passed.

The CoroniAL SEORETARY said the Legis-
lative Council also insisted on their amend-
ment in clause 6, which required that

‘- every license should he granted by a
majority of the members of the board.
The amendment was not an improvement,
but quite the reverse. In the outside dis-
triets, where there was great difficulty in
getting magistrates together for any pur-
pose, it would lead to great inconvenience,
and the practical result would be that in
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sparsely-populated places they would not
be able to have a licensing board at all, and
everything would be left, as now, in the
hands of the police magistrate. However,
the Bill was a very useful one and might
be worked in many districts, notwithstand-
ing the Council’s amendment—which he
thoroughly disapproved of, and which
would probably necessitate the amendment
of the Bill next session—and he therefore
moved that the Assembly did not insist on
their disagreement to the Council’s amend-
ment in this clause.

Mr. GriFriTE entively concurred with
the Colonial Secretary. Another practical
result of the amendment would be, that if
it happened that a majority of the board
did not approve of the granting of licenses,
all they would have to do was to stop
away and no licenses could be granted.
It was introducing the permissive pro-
hibitory system to a certain extent. It
would also render the Bill useless in many
parts of the colony. He did not know
whether it was not worth while insisting
on their disagreement with it.

The CoroNtaL SECRETARY said he would
rather accept it than imperil the Bill.

Question put and passed. -

The CoLONIAT SECRETARY said that the
Council had jumped back to clause 2 in a
way they could not have done in the
Assembly. However, he would move that
the Committee do not insist oh their dis-
agreement with the Council’s amendment.

Question put and passed.

The House resumed, and the CHAIRMAN
reported that the Committee did not insist
upon their disagreements to the amend-
ments made in the Bill by the Legislative
Couneil.

The report was adopted, and a message
embodying the report was ordered to be
sent to the Legslative Council in the
usual form. ‘

: HANSARD.

On the Order of the Day for the consi-
deration of the Legislative Council’s mes-
sage of date the 23rd inst., relative to the
“issue of Hansard,” being read—

The PrEMIER said the report of the
Select Committee of the ~Legislative
Council on the *issue of Hansard” had
come too late into the hands of hon. mem-
bers to enable them to do it anything like
justice. He had not read all the evidence
that was taken by the committee, but
what he had read did not, in his opinion,
justify the report the committee had
brought up. The recommendation of the
committee was, that a daily Hansard for
the Legislative Council should be amalga-
mated with the Assembly’s Hansard.
There might be something to say in favour
of that proposition, certainly; but the
further recommendation that the Short-
hand Writer of the Council should be
appointed to take charge of the select
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eommittee work of Dboth Houses would
put a different face on the matter
altogether, and put the report far beyond
anything he could himself recommend.
Tt meant, to his judgment, the creation of
two departments instead of one. At present
the Assembly bad a Hansdrd that worked
very well, and if the TUpper House wanted
one for themselves let them propose some
arrangement for establishing one, but do
not let them interfere with the arrange-
ments of the Assembly. He did not under-
stand that one gentleman could take charge
of all the select committees unless he had
a staff under him, and that would be
equivalent to a second staff, the expense of
which, he was quite sure, they could not
afford. He did not see any reason why
the Council should not have a daily Han-
sard the same as the Assembly had, and he
did not know why they should not have
had one before; but with a view to bring
out the best arrangements that could be
made for the purpose of carrying out that
object, and at the same time showing that
the Assembly did not agree with the pro-
posed arrangements made for working the

committees of the House separately from
Hansard, he would move—

That this House has considered the message
of the Legislative Council relative to the ve-
port of the Select Committee on Hansard, ar}d
yecommends that the President of the Legis-
lative Council, the Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly, and some member of the Govern-
ment be authorised to confer together with the
object of recommending some feasible scheme
for issuing a daily Hansard.

Of course, all that those gentlemen could
do would be to recommend the most prac-
ticable way of carrying out the issue of a
daily Hansard for the Legislative Council
in connection with that of the Assembly,
if they decided that such a thing was
desirable; but the House itself would,
after all, have to decide whether it
was to be carried out or mnot, as 1t
would have to be submitted to it in
the form of an estimate. It might be eon-
sidered by some that his motion would be
superseding the fourth paragraph of the
report, which was that, supposing the As-
sembly did not agree with the recommen-
dation of the cther Chamber with regard
-to the amalgamation of the Hansards for
both Houses, and a separate department
for reporting committee work, the President
be anthorised to make all such other arrange-
ments as will be necessary to ensure the cir-
culation on the following morning of each
day’s Council’'s proceedings and business
done. It was quite plain thatthe President
of the Council had no authority to make
an arrangement of that sort” without the
proper expenditure being authorised by the
Assembly, and it was to supersede that
recommendation that he proposed this mes-
sage. The matter had much better be re-
ferred to the President, the Speaker, and a
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Minister of the Crown, with a view to their
recommending someé practicable scheme to
Parliament. If the Government, in the
meantime, liked to take the responsibility
of accepting the recommendation of those
three gentlemen, and authorise the neces-
sary expenditure before Parliament met,
that would be their business—whether they
would do so or not he could not say. The
Ministers had the power to adopt the re-

.commendation of those gentlemen, but

whether they did so or not would depend
upon whether the scheme proposed recom-
mended itself to them. He now moved
the resolution.

Mr. GriFrITH said there was no reason
why the proceedings of the Council should
not be circulated and made public in abet-
ter way than they were at present. Like the
hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern-
ment, he had not had time to read through
the evidence taken by the committee very
carefully, but he had noticed a great num-
ber of suggestions, some of which seemed
entitled to respect; but the suggestion that
the Shorthand Writer of the Council should
take charge of select committee work of
both Houses appeared to him to be creat-
ing two heads to one staff, and it would work
clumsilyin this way—that Mr. Senior might
require a Treporter in one place and the
other gentleman want him in another.
That would clearly be impracticable. He
did not think the resolution moved by the
Premier would be in concurrence with the
recommendations of the select committee,
because they recommended that the sanc-
tion of the Assembly be invited to the
amalgamation of the respective Hansards ;
the chief of the reporting staff should
be charged with the combined duty; and
that the President be authorised to con-
fer with the Speaker, and the Premier,
or some other member of the Govern-
ment, with the object of making the
most suitable arrangements for -carry-
ing out the wishes of the House. The
recommendation they were asked to con-
cur in was some practical action, which
would result in the reporting of the debates
in the Legislative Council next session
from the beginning. The message now pro-
posed only authorised a conference of
the heads of both Houses, and a member
of the Government, with a view to recom-
mending some scheme to Parliament. That
was not the intention of the report.
The Premier, however, did not propose
to sanction anything but an inquiry. ~He
{Mx. Griffith) was sorry the hon. gentle-
man did not see his way fo go further and
make some practical suggestion whichwould
have the effect of carrying out the wishes
of the Council as far as possible. He, him-
self, was not prepared to go into the matter
now, but he feared what was proposed
would not be satisfactory to the “other
House. The message moved by the Pre-
mier would, in effect, bring info operation
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the recommendation of paragraph 4 of the
report, which said—

“TIn the event of the Honourable the Legis-
lative Assembly not concurring in the foregoing
proposition, your Committee then recommend
to your Honourable House that the President
be authorised to make all such other arrange-
ments &s will be necessary to ensure the circn-
lation on the following morning of each day’s
Council’s proceedings and business done.”

No doubt, by the message now before the
House they did not concur in the recom-
mendation of the Legislative Council; and
he foresaw danger when he said that the Pre-
sident was authorised by the Council to make
other arrangements should the Assembly
not concur in the Committee’s proposition.
If the expenditure was incurred they would
have to look pleasant and pay the Bill,
or adept another alternative which would
lead to consequences to which all they
had heard of during the last day or two

would be child’s play. He did not
oppose the motion, but he regretted
that the subject had not come up

earlier in the session, when they might
have had time to consider it fully, and it
might have been referred to a sclect com-
mittee, so that the House could have
arrived at a satisfactory means of meeting
the wishes of the Council. One practical
difficulty must arise, sometimes, if both
Houses were fully reported in the daily
Hansard. Tet them, for example, take
the case of the present week, when both
Houses were sitting late. He did not
know what staff might be required to report
the proceedings of both Houses as fully as
they had been accustomed to have them,
but it would be practically impossible to do
it in the manner proposed: but they were
not in a position now to do justice to the
matter at all. If they acted as proposed
they would lay themselves open to the
charge of disecourtesy, which he was sure
none of them wished to show to the Council.
Under the circumstances, he thought it
would have been better to have expressed
their regret at not having fuller oppor-
tunity of considering the matter; but he
was not prepared to move an amendment,
and if none was moved by the Government,
he did not see any other course than to
agree to the resolution of the Premier.

The CoroxTAL SECRETARY said that the
motion was really the only way in which
they could meet the message of the Legis-
lative Council at this stage of the session
but it might be desirable to add to it that
the House regretted that in consequence of
the late period of the session when the
message came down they could not give
it the consideration they wished to give.
The Premier was quite willing to add words
to that effect to the motion. No debate
could take place on the question nowin a
thin House that would be of any effect.
As far as he understood the feeling of the
Assembly, and he had spoken to several
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hon. members on the subject, there would
be a very strong indisposition indeed to any
amalgamation of the respective Hansards.
The Assembly had got a Hansard stafl to-
gether for themselves which was doing very
well, but if they had to take charge of the
Legislative Council proccedings he was
afraid they would be sadly thrown out of
gear. Hedid not see whythere should beany
amalgamation at all. As one individual
member, he was quite willing that the
Upper House should have an opportunity
of publishing their own Hansard, and of
circulating it if they could; but he had
very strong doubts about the circulation.
He would prefer it rested on its own bot-
tom, for it should not be tacked on to the
Assembly Hansard. Let them try how
much circulation they could get for 1t. He
was quite certain that were the two amal-
gamated the Council would begin to insist
that they should be first on the paper.
That would block the Assembly at once,
because, before the proceedings of the
Assembly could be disposed of by the
Government Printer, he would have to
know how much matter there was to come
from the Upper House. It would tie their
hands and would end in the public not
getting the Assembly Hansard at all. It
was of the first importance it should go
out with the morning papers, otherwise it
would be useless. With their recent ex-
perience, it would seem as if the two

ouses were much more likely to be on
amiable terms the further they were kept
apart, and any idea of amalgamating the
two Hansards would not answer, and
should not be sanctioned by the House.
He was, at the same time, quite willing to
assist the other House in having a
Hansard, even if it did cost a little money.
It was worth while to try it as an experi-
ment, but he strongly recommended that it
should be entirely under their own manage-
ment and not interfere with the Assembly
Hansard at all.

Mr. Scorr said that as a member of the
Printing Committee, he hoped there would
be no alterations made in the mode of
carrying out the Assembly Hansard. Ouly
to-day he had had an opportunity of talk-
ing with the Prineipal Shorthand Writer
on the subject of the working of his
department, and he had expressed himself
to the effect that everything was going on
remarkably well; that there had been no
hiteh ; and that the reporting during the
session, althou%h it had been exceptionally
heavy, especially as regarded select com-
mittees, the work had been far ahead of
anything previously experienced. He (Mr.
Scott) felt quite sure that if the Hansard
of the Council came to be mixed up with
that of the Assembly, it would not work
half so satisfactorily as it had done
hitherto.

Mr. BaynEs, as representing the poor
unfortunate taxpayers of the colony, pro-
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tested against any taxation for the purpose
of recording reports of the proceedings of
the other Chamber. He trusted the Legis-
lative Couneil would not fall into the mis-
fortune of delaying the business of the
country so far as the Assembly had done.
The members of the Upper House were
" not representative men. They had tried
to be, and had found themselves in the
unfortunate position of the rejected candi-
dates. It would not, therefore, be just to
the taxpayers that they should be rated for
this daily Hansard. The House had en-
trusted the Colonial Secretary with a large
sum of money knowing him te be a good
administrator; buthe (Mr. Baynes)doubted
very much whether, in view of the fact
that the Government had appointed several
nominees in the other Chamber, the House
would be justified in voting money for
the reporting of their speeches. They
knew they had good talking men there,
and talking meant money when it had to be
reported by a large staif. If the country
were put to so much expense for a Chamber
which was not representative, the Colonial
Secretary ought to be the first man to put
his foot on anything of the sort; and the
Government were not justified, either, in
stating that it should be the Speaker, the
President of the Legislative Council, and a
member of the Government who should
adjudicate wpon the subject. Some lead-
ing member of the Opposition, such as
the member for Brishane or the mem-
ber for Maryborough, should have been
nominated to take part in such a con-
ference.

On the motion of the PREMIER, the mes-
sage proposed to be sent to the Legislative
Council was amended as follows :—

The Legislative Assembly having considered
the message of the Legislative Council relating
to the report of the Hansard Committee, ex-
presses its regret that the late period of the ses-
sion at which the motion was received here
prevented the Legislative Assembly from giv-
ing it more mature consideration. The Legis-
lative Assembly recommends that the President
of the Legislative Council, the Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly, and some member of the
Government, be authorised to confer togelher
with the object of recommending some feasible
scheme for the issue of a daily Hansard for the
Couneil.

Myr. O’'Surtivax said he had far rather
the suggestion of the hon. member for
Brisbane had been adopted, and that the
Assembly had contented itself with simply
expressing its regret at being unable to
consider the message, as it had come down
too late. He had been unable to read
through one quarter of the evidence. No
doubt the Colonial Secretary was right
when he said. that hon. members would not
agree to print both reports in the same
Hansard. He, for one, would not. He
thought the 1st clause of the message in
reply would be quite sufficient.
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Mr. ArcHER said that, even if a scheme
was framed it must be laid before the
House, and the money could not be spent
without its consent.  There need be no
fear that the money would be spent before
it was voted.

Mr. Doveras sald the House was bound,
as far as it could, to meet the convenience
of the Legislative Council. It was a fair
demand for them to make—that their pro-
ceedings should have the same publicity as
those of the Assembly. He saw no reason
why both reports could not be brought out
on the same sheet as the Assembly Hansard,
and amalgamated with it.  Both economy
and convenience pointed in that direction.
They had an admirable head of the report-
ing staff in Mr. Senior, who was quite
competent to undertake the superintendence
of the whole issue. According to the evi-
dence, the Government Printer stated that
the additional expense in his department
would not amount to more than £138; and
a comparatively insignificant sum for ocea-
sional reporters, under Mr, Senior’s control,
would be amply suficient to bring out the
necessary report. TFor the greater part
of the session the sittings of the Legis-
lative Council were generally short—for
threo parts of the session they did not

-sit after six o'clock; and they might

very well be accorded the precedence
in the published sheet which was accorded
to them on other oceasions. The Council
was as much entitled to the publicity of
Hansard as the Assembly; and they
might very well have gone a little further
and expressed their intention of carrying
out the Council’s wishes, This was one of
those small matters connected with the
convenience of the Upper House to which
they were bound to attend—which did not
involve much expenditure—and which, if
refused, might lead to reprisals which
would be both undesirable and undignified.
He believed there would be no difficulty
whatever in meeting the claims of the
Upper House. Mr. Senior would be at
the head of the entire staff, in the same
way as there was one man at the head
of the entire parliamentary staff of the
leading London newspapers—such as the
Times, the Daily News, and Telegraph,
and who was responsible for the debates in
both Houses. There would not be the
slightest difficulty in making Mr. Senior
responsible for the due publication of the
debates in both Chambers, and so long as
that gentleman was willing to do so, he
(Mr. Douglas) need hardly tell hon. mem-
bers that he was perfeclly capable to un-
dertake that responsibility. ~If some of
those gentlemen employed by Mr. Seniorat
present were taken away fromunderhis con-
trol and arbitrarily placed under the con-
trol of somebody else, it would lead to
confusion, and might break up his staff.
But there was no necessity for that. Give
him the control of both staffs, and make
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him responsible for the due publication of
the reports of both Houses, the same as
was done on the leading newspapers in
London with reference to their reports of
parliamentary debates. He would strongly
recommend the Premier to meet the wishes
of the Legislative Council in this matter.
It was a small matter, but if neglected it
might lead to an wuncomfortable and un-
pleasant feeling between the two Houses,
which was not at all desirable.

Question put and passed.

The Sersxer announced that he had re-
ceived the following message from the
Legislative Council :—

Mzy. SpraxER,—The Legislative Council hav-
ing taken into consideration the Legislative
Assembly’s message again insisting on their
disagreement to the Legislative Council’s amend-
ments in clauses 58, 59, and 74 of the Divisional
Boards Bill, while continuing to maintain their
right to deal with all Bills which may be before
them, do not insist on their amendments in
clauses 58, 59, and 74, for the reasons given in
the Legislative Assembly’s message.

Josgva P. BELL,
President.

Legislative Council Chambers,

Brisbane, 25th September, 1879.

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 2,

The SreakEr announced that he had re-
ceived a message from the Legislative
Council, returning the Bill without amend-
ment.

ADJOURNMENT.

The PremiER: In moving “That fhis
House do now adjourn,”—I wish to afford
the House some information on a subject
which incidentally cropped up the other
day—namely, my projected visit to Europe.
It is my intention fo leave for Hurope by
the October mail, vid San Francisco—IL
believe within ten days. My hon. col-
leagues have had the matter under their
consideration, and fthe action I intend
to take has their approval. The object
of my visit will be appreciated when
I state that the floating of the loan
authorised by this House will be an im-
portant part of my business in Eng-
land.  Another matter, also, of grave
importance, demanding the presence of
a Minister of the Crown in England is
the position of the emigration question at
the present time. In travelling through
America I shall also have an opportunity
of getting practical information, which
I have long desired, with regard to
the system of cheap railway construction
adopted on that continent. That matter
will receive my very close attention. Those
three objects will, 1 think, quite justify the
course of action I intend to pursue. I shall
be absent from the colony not less than six
and not more than seven months, I hope,
so that on my return I shall have time to
consult with my colleagues, and be in posi-
tion to meet Parliament early in May.
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Prorogation.

I may intimate at the same time that, on
account of the temporary illness of His
Excellency, we have considered it advisable
to prorogue Parliament by proclamation,
instead of following the usual course of
prorogation by His Excellency in person,
on Tuesday next.

The CoLONIAL SECRETARY, as an amend-
ment, moved that the words “till Tuesday
next ”’ be added to the motion for adjourn-
ment.

Mr. GrrrrrrH : I have no objection to
offer to the projected visit of the Premier
to BEurope, as I believe it is very useful on
many occasions that the head of the Gov-
ernment of a colony like this should visit
Europe in that position. I simply rise to
ask a question with regard to a matter of
some interest. Who will act as locum
tenens at the Treasury during the absence
of the Premier ?

The Preairr: I think I may intimate,
although the matter is not formally settled,
that Mr. Buzacott, the Postmaster-Genc-
ral, will occupy my place at the Treasury
during my absence.

Question, as amended, put and passed;
and the House adjourned at twenty-five
minutes to 11 o’clock until Tuesday
next.

LParliament prorogued by following Proclama-
tion in Gazette Bxtraordinary, Tuesday,
30¢% September :—

“ProcraMaTION by Iis

“Excellency Sir ArTHUR

“Epwarp Kenyxepy, Knight

“ Comunander of the Most

“Distinguished Order of St.
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ArE. KEXNEDY, “ Michael and St. George,
“Companion of the Most
Governor.  “ Honourable Order of the

“ Bath, Governor and Com-
“mander-in-Chief of the
“ Colony of Queensland and
“its Dependencies.
“ WHEREAS the Parliament of Queensland now
“stands Adjourned to Tuesday, the thirtieth
“day of Ssptember, 1879, and it is expedient
“1o Prorogue the same: Now, therefore, I,
“ Sir ARTHUR BEowarp KENNEDY, in pursuance
“of the power and authority in me vested as
« Grovernor of the said Colony, do hereby Pro-
“rogue the said Parliament to Tuesday, the
“e¢leventh day of November, 1879.

“Given under my Hand and Seal, at Gov-
“ernment House, Brisbane, this twenty-
“ninth day of September, in the year of
“our Lord one thousand eight hundred
“and seventy-nine, and in the forty-third
¢ year of Her Majesty’s reign.

“ By Command,
“A. H. PArarer.”
Gop SAVE THE QUELN!





