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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
}J,fonduy, 8 1.Vovember, 1880. 

Motion for Adjourmnent.-Queensland Spirits Bill
Council's Ameudment.-Goldfiellis Homestead Bill 
-Council's Amendments.-Gulland Railway Bill
committee.-~upply.-.A.djourmnent. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 

MOTION FOR AD.TOURNMENT. 
~Ir. ltEA moved the adjournment of the 

House, in order to make a correction in his re
m;trks on the J!'itzroy River improvements, as 
reported in last Friday's Han.sm·d. It was there 
stated that he admitted that the steamer 
" };gmont " had stuck on the flats ; hut what 
he said was that the "Egmont" did not stick on 
the flats, but that she anchored below them. He 
also stttted that the "J ames Paterson," when 
drawing 11 feet 6 inches, passed over the flats, 
though the lightship at that time showed only 
9 feet G inches of water. The "Egnwnt," though 
drawing only 10 feet 9 inches, declineu to pro
ceed over the flats at a time when the lightship 
showed H feet 3 inches. 

question put and negatived. 

QUEEKSLAND SPIRITS BILL
COUKCIL'S AMENDMENT. 

On the motion of the PRBMIER, the House 
went into Committee to consider the amendment 
made by the Legislative Council in this Bill. 

The PREMIER (:Nir. Mcllwraith) said he 
should move that the amendment, which con
sisted of the addition of the following new 
clause, he agreed to :-

'l'nis Act ::hall be deemed and taken to have been in 
force and to have come into operation on and from the 
thirteenth day of August, one thousand eight hundred 
and eighty, and may be cited as the Queensland Spirits 
Duty Act of 1880. ' 

The omiRHion of the clanBe was an oversight on 
the part of the House. 

Mr. DICKSON said he had no doubt that the 
amendment would he a beneficial one ; hut he 
had some doubt whether, in fixing the date 
when a new duty should come into operation, 
the ameJ!dment made by the Legislative Council 
was not a breach of the privileges of this 
Chamber. 

The PREMIER said there was no doubt this 
was a money Bill, and under ordinary circum
stances an amendment of this kind would not 
be allowed. ·with regard to the practice of the 
House of Commons and the House of Lords in 
such cases, he found that "l\1ay" stated that-

" ·where the Lords have made amendments to a BHl 
which n.pyear to aifect the privileges of the Commons 
in regard to matters of aid or Bnpply, yet are not snch 
a~ to render it necessary to lay the Bill aside, the 
amendments are sometimes agreed to with a special 
entry in the journal explaining the gl'Ounds of such 
agreement.'' 

And, in another place, that-
" 1Vhen any amendments of the T1ord~, though not 

strictly regular, do not, appear materially to infringe 
the privileges of the Oommons, it has been usual to 
agree to the1n with special entries in the journal ; as, 
that ' they were only for the purpose of making the 

dates uniform in the Bill; ' that 'they only filled np 
blanks which had not been filled with the sums which 
were agreed to by the House on the report of a clause ; ' 
that ' they were for the purpose of rectifying clerical 
errors, or were merely verbal;' 'were in furtherance 
of the intention of the House of Commons ; ' 'were to 
make the schedule agree with the llill ;' 'to render one 
clause consistent with another ;' ' were rendered neces
sary by several Acts recently passed;' or, 'were in 
furtherance of the practice of Parliament.' " 

This omission was merely an oversight, and it 
was in furtherance of the intentions of this House 
that the amendment was made. He moved, 
therefore, that the amendment of the Legislative 
Council be agreed to, because it was in further
ance of the intentions of this House. 

Mr. DICKSON said he regarded the expla
nation as satisfactory, and could see no objection 
under the circumstances to the acceptance of the 
amendment. After consideration of the autho
rity quoted by the Premier, he was of opinion 
that this House would not be departing from 
their rights and privileges in assenting to an 
amendment which appeared to have been very 
wisely made. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed, and the resolution of the 

Committee was reported. 
The PRJ~MIER moved that the Bill be tt·ans· 

mitted to the Legislative Council with the 
following message :-

The Legislative Assembly have had under considera
tion the Legislative Council's amendment in the duty 
on Queensland Spirits Bill, and they agree to the amend
ment, because it is in furtherance of the intentions of 
this House. 

Question put and passed. 

GOLDFIELDS HOMESTEAD BILL
COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS. 

On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 
WORKS, the House went into Committee to 
consider the Legislative Council's amendments 
in this Bill. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Mr. Mac
rossan) said he regarded the amendments which 
had been made as tending to improve the Bill. 
A new clause had been inserted, providing that 
the Act should be " read and construed with 
and as an amendment of the Goldfields Home
stead Act of 1870, hereinafter designated the 
principal Act ;" and the subsequent amendments 
in the Bill were made necessary by the insertion 
of the new clause, in order that the intention of 
the Assembly might be carried out. A schedule 
which had been made necessary by the clause 
introduced by the hon. member for Gym pie, and 
which had been omitted when the Bill was pass
ing through this House, had been supplied. He 
moved that the amendments be agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
The resolution was reported to the House, and 

the Bill was ordered to be transmitted to the 
Legislative Council with message in the usual 
form. 

GULLAND RAILWAY BILL
COMMITTEE. 

On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 
WORKS, the House went into Committee to 
consider the Bill. 

On preamble-
The HoN. J. M. THOMPSON said he ha<l 

some amendments printed, but had kept thew 
back because the Government were not quite 
sure that they would go on with the Bill. It 
took members rather by "'rprise to find the 
Government bringing on the Bill that afternoon. 
He believed the Uoverument had also promised 
th11t the whole of the correspondenee would be 
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placed on the table. It had been produced, but 
what was the use if members had not the oppor
tunity of looking at it? 

Mr. DICKSON said that since the second 
reading he had observed in the public Press an 
announcement to the effect that Mr. Gulland 
did not intend to proceed with the construction 
of the line, and he was surprised to hear the 
JIIIinister for "\Vorks proceeding without a word 
of comment. Of course they did not believe all 
that they read in the Press, but when they saw a 
matter of this kind referred to in that way people 
were naturally led to believe there was some 

' foundation for it. However, he rose chiefly to 
point out that tbe amendments, which were 
larger than the Bill itself, required consideration. 
It would be the wiser course for the Minister for 
"\Vorks to allow a little time to digest them, and 
if the correspondence was placed upon the table 
it should be circulated, and hon. members given 
an opportunity of seeing the nature of Mr. 
Gulland's request. 

The MINISTER I<'OR WORKS said the 
nature of the request was easily understood. So 
far from Mr. Gullandhaving abandoned the con
struction of the line he had simply made some 
slight alteration. Hon. m em bens would recollect 
that when the Bill came on for the second read
ing Mr. Gulland's proposal was to make two 
branch lines-one from his pit to the Southern 
and Western Railway, and the other from the 
railway to the river. The latter he had aban
doned, but he still intended to go on with th~ 
line from his coal-pit to the railway, and he also 
intended to allow the use of it on terms and con
ditions to be prescribed by the Government. 
When the Bill was before the House he promised 
to lay the correspondence before hon. members, 
and he had done his best. The whole of the 
correspondence was not completed until last 
Friday, and there was not time to have it printed, 
and as it was a matter of moment to Mr. Gul
land that the Bill should be passed this session, 
he (Mr. Macrossan) thought it better to bring 
the correspondence with him that afternoon. 

Mr. MOREHEAD thought the Minister for 
Works had unintentionally omitted to mention 
one thing, which was that not only would the 
railway be a benefit to Mr. Gulland but to the 
State also. He (Mr. Morehead) believed that a 
large quantity of coal would be carried along the 
line. He was astonished at the amendments 
proposed by the member for Ipswich, which 
appeared three times as voluminous as the 
Bill. He believed that the hon. member 
had some coal land in the vicinity-portion 
260, containing 31 acres. At anyrate, it was 
said that the hon. member had very personal 
reasons when he framed his eighteen amend
ments ; and it would look like it by the way in 
which he insisted upon the name "J ames Gul
land " appearing in them. He mentioned this so 
that members might not altogether give the hon. 
member credit for pure patriotism in bring
ing forward the amendments. He had gone 
carefully into the Bill, and if they were to sanc
tion the construction of branch lines without 
any expense to the State this was the opportu
nity to enforce the idea; but if there W!tS no 
intention to legislate in that direction-if they 
were to be hampered, and possibly stopped, by 
the action of small coal proprietors-it was hope
less for any individual who, in benefiting the 
State benefited himself, to attempt passing any 
legislation of this kind. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that for £30 the hon. 
member might have the land to which he had 
alluded. The reason why he prepared his amend
ments was that when the matter was before the 
House on a previous occasion, it was very evident 
that this was a Bill not· contemplated by the 

Railway Act, but was in its inceptir:n for a 
private railway company. The questiOn was 
raised whether a private railway could be made 
under part two of the Act : a discussion took 
place, and the Premier asked him to prepare 
amendments. 

Mr. l,lOREHEAD : The hon. member offered 
me his land for £30. I accept the offer. 

Mr. THO::\IPSON Bai<l he did not know 
whether a bargain made in the House was a good 
one His interest in the land was small, how
eve~· and it might probably be sold by this 
time: He was first put in motion by a con
stituent of the member for Bundanba, who 
asked him, as the member for Bundanba was not 
in his place to take charge of the matter, and all 
that he had' done, and all that his amendments 
aimed at was to secure to th~ public the right of 
usino· th~ line. The member for Port Curtis had 
also" prepared amendments. If the ~overil· 
ment said they would not take his (Mr. 
Thornpson's), let the Committee take the 
member for Port Curtis' amendments, and 
see how they would fit, and how many of his 
own could afterwards be used. "\Vith regard to 
the use of the name "J ames Gulland" in his 
amendments, he would point out that in the ~n
terpretation clause the words had a. peculiar 
n::eaning·. He would assure the Committee t?at 
he had no interest in the matter beyond seemg 
that the right of the public to use the line 
was secured. It was very probable that he 
mi,.ht use the line, or that his neighbours or 
cm7stituents might do so. He thought that the 
public might be allowed to use the line as well as 
:Mr. Gulland, and he umlerstoo<l by the corres
pondence that Mr. Gulland was willing that 
they might do so on terms. ·with re.gard to the 
line from the milway to tleep-water, It should be 
for the use of the public if it was made at all. 
Perhaps the shortest way to get on with tl:e 
Bill would be to take his amendments, and If 
they were not good reject them. 

Mr. YIOIUJHEAD said the line to which the 
ei«hteen amendments were devoted was only one 
mlle ten chains long, and he would further point 
out that it was a very strange thing that, although 
these coal-lands had been only lensed, Mr. Gul
land had the public spirit to propose to make the 
railway ; and when he did so the people who 
owned coal-lands in the neighbourhood, and who 
were doing nothin" to develop them, did all they 
could to obstruct the measure by these amend
ments. He hoped the people of Ipswich would 
see that the member who was obstructing and 
doin" all he could to hinder the passing of the 
Bill" and prevent them from being benefited 
was one of their own representatives. If the 
Bill passed a large amount of .labour would 
be employed to develop the mmes. If J\Ir. 
Gulland spent money on a railway it . was 
certain that he intended using it, more e:;peCially 
as the land was only leased. It seemed rather 
stran"e that the member for Ipswich should do 
all he" could to prevent the construction of a lin.e 
which would be a distinct benefit to his consti
tuencv. 

:Mr: GARRIOK said he did not understand 
that the hon. member (Mr. Thompson) was at all 
obstructing the railway. ,Judging b_y the warmth 
of the last speaker, one would thmk there was 
an election going on near these minef3. 

11r. MOREHEAD : So there is. 
Mr. GARRICK said he was not aware that 

the proposed railway was there. However, the 
hon. member for JIIIitchell's warmth was sur
prising, and his accusation against the member 
for Ipswich was quite unfounded. "\Vhen the 
Bill was brought in it was simply to give the sole 
right to one man to use the line, and all that the 
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member for Ipswich wished was, that the public 
also might have the right to use it-in other 
words, he wished to make it more advantageous 
than it would otherwise be ; and that instead of 
being used by one miner it should be by many. 
When the second reading came on, he und. •r.<tood 
that the correspondence would be laid <·11 the 
table in sufficient time before the committal to 
enable hon. members to see it, but thttt harl not 
been done. He believed it would facilitate the 
passage of the Bill if members were allowed time 
to make themselves acquainted with the contents 
of the correspondence. He also thought that the 
amendments ought to have been circulated some 
time before the Bill was committed. 

Mr. :MOREHEAD : They have been kept 
very dark. 

Mr. GARRICK said he did not believe any
thing of the kind. He believed that the reason 
why members had not seen them sooner was be
cause the member for Ipswich was under the 
impression that the Bill would not be proceeded 
with. The Committee ought abo to see the 
amendment which he understood Mr. Gulland 
was willing to allow-that other miners might 
use the line subject to regulations made by the 
Uovernn1ent. 

Mr. THOJ\IPSOK said he supposed he did not 
get the amendments circulated for the same 
reason that the Minister for Works did not in
form members that he was bringing on the Bill 
-he did not kno\\- it was coming on. 

The ::\IIKISTEH FOH WOHKS : I did not 
say that it was not coming on. 

Mr. THOJ\IPSON said that several motions 
were placed on the paper before the Bill, and, 
in consequence, he understood that those motions 
would come on first. There was no great 
mystery ~Lbout his amendments, which hon. 
members had had before in some shape in the 
Hail way Companies Preliminary Bill and Burrum 
Railway Bill. He was told that through his 
action he had made a great enemy of 
Mr. Gulland : he was very sorry. Mr. Gul
land was a very powerful man in electioneer
ing matters, and it was quite possible that he 
(Mr. Thompson) might ask him to use his in
fluence ; hut whether it was or not it had nothing 
to do with the question. When the Bill was 
discussed on a previous occasion, the Premier 
said that perhaps he (Mr. Thompson) would 
prepare amendments making the railway a puhlic 
instead of a private one; and he replied that he 
would, and he had done so. 

The MINISTER FOR WOHKS said he did 
not think there was anything in the Bill incon
sistent with the Railway Act. Whether the 
amendments had hem kept dark or not he could 
not say, but he had never seen them until a few 
moments ago. He did not, however, object to 
them on that account. With regard to the 
correspondence, it was impossible to have laid it 
on the table earlier, as it was only completed 
last Friday night. The suggestion of the hon. 
gentleman would only have the effect of prevent
ing the Bill passing this session, for as soon as 
the public business wa' finished hon. memhers 
might be certain that the House would not 
sit to pass small private Bills. The Bill was a 
most important one for the district, and as Mr. 
Gulland was the only coal proprietor who had 
had the courage to come forward and offer to 
make a railway, they ought to give him all the 
encouragement and support they could. Hon. 
members woulrl see that there was very little in 
the correspondence. l\lr. Gulland made certain 
proposals to him, and conformecl with the Rail
way Act by depositing £500 as guarantee of his 
bona fides. After the Bill was read a second 
time he had a further interview with Mr. 

Gulland, and Mr. Gulland agreed that the line 
which he proposed to construct should be thrown 
open to the public. That was the whole of the 
correspondence, and it could be read through in 
ten minutes. He hoped hon. members would 
allow the Bill to go on. 

Mr. DICKSON said he did not think the hon. 
member (Mr. Thompson) intended to obstruct 
the Bill. On the second reading the Minister 
for Works laid great stress on the fact that 
two lines were to be constructed, which would 
afford a gi'eat amount of convenience to coal
owners of the district. There had evidently 
been a wide departure from the original plan, 
and it was questionable whether the line now 
proposed would be so much for the benefit of 
the district as of Mr. Gulland himself. He had 
no intention to obstruct the Bill; but in a matter 
of that kind, when land had to be surrendered 
to the Crown, and the compensation to be paid by 
private individual, they had a right to obtain 
the fullest possible information and to proceed 
with the utmost caution. They ought to know 
which line was to be proceeded with. 

The MINISTEH JWR WORKS said the 
longer line was the one proposed to be con
structed. 

Mr. THOMPSOK said that, far from being 
obstructive, he was simply carrying out the 
wishes of the Premier, expressed during the 
debate on the second reading, when the hon. 
gentleman said-

" The omission probably arose from the fact that :Mr. 
Gulland did not anticipate that the lines wonld be 
wanted by any other coal-owners. This, unquestion
ably, was an oversight. ~r. GulhJUd ought not to have 
a monopoly. As the hon. member for Ipswich had 
pointed out, the branch to the place of shipment would 
most probably be used by other proprietors. The pro
gress of the Bill would be facilitated if the hon. member 
would draw up the clause~ he would like to see in
serted before the House went into committee on the 
measure.>' 

Mr. KELLETT said that while the Govern
ment were offering inducements to persons to 
construct railways by offering bonuses of land 
grants, here was a gentleman who offered to 
make a railway, including the purchase of land 
and everything else, at his own expense ; and as 
soon as he did so people jumped up from all sides 
and demanded that everybody should have a 
right to run upon the line. There was not even 
common-sense in the demand. All that Mr. Gul
land wanted from the House was running powers ; 
but, according to the amendments of the hon. 
member for Ipswich, he was to be obliged to con
struct wharves on the bank of the river, and 
should not give undue preference to any par
ticular person. He did not see why such con
ditions should be attached, or why Mr. Gulland 
should not, if he chose, carry any person's coal 
over his own line for nothing. It was Mr. 
Gulland's own line, and the district and the Gov
ernment got the benefit from it. He thought 
the House would have been unanimous in agree
ing to such a useful measure. The amendments 
proposed seemed most absurd. If any other 
coal-owner in the district wished to construct a 
railway on the same terms it would be open to 
him to do so. 

JIIIr. NORTON said the reason why his 
amendments, as well as those of the hon. mem
ber for Ipswich, were not circulated earlier was 
that they were both under the impression that 
Mr. Gulland was not going on with the line. 
The object to be arrived at was to secure that on 
every private line the Government should have 
running powers ; and his first ~Lmendment was 
almost a copy of clauses in an Act of New 
South \Vales enabling the Lithgow Valley 
Company to run a short railway in connection 
with the Government line. The ~econd amend-
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ment was taken from the Burrum Railway 
Bill, and provided that the Government should 
have power to send persons and mails over the 
line. He had no personal interest in the matter 
whatever. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that as Mr. Gulland 
had decided not to construct the proposed line 
to water, many of his amendments would not 
be required. If Mr. Gulland had not the 
power to use steam which he proposed to give 
him in the 11th clause, he would be liable for all 
damage occasioned by sparks, as had been decided 
in England in numerous cases ; and if Mr. Gul
land intended to allow people to travel upon the 
line he had better accept clause 12, which would 
give him the privileges of a common carrier.; and 
if Mr_ Gulland did not wish to have the powers 
contained in clause 4 he had no wish to force 
them upon him. Personally he did not care a bit 
whether the Bill passed or not, but knowing a 
little about it and about the law on the subject, 
and having been asked by the Premier to pre
pare amendments with the view of making the 
Bill a good one, he had prepared the amend
ments which were now before hon. members. 

Mr. MAC:B'ARLANE said the hon. member's 
amendments were more prepared to meet the line 
which had been abandoned than the one now 
propoRed ; and it was not his intention to oppose 
a line from the coal-pits to the Southern and 
Western Railway. There was one difficulty 
which he should like to have explained. Be
tween Mr. Gulland's mines and the railway 
the1·e was another coal proprietor_ Supposing 
Mr. Gulland's line were to cross that property, 
it would cut off the proprietor-a person named 
Jones-from working it on one side. 

The ATTORN:BJY-GEN:gRAL (Mr. Beor) 
said that there were some of the amendments 
which would be useful, and which it would be 
advisable to adopt. The proposition to insert a 
new clause 4 would be very useful to Mr. Gul
land and very beneficial to the public. The pro
posed new 5th clause would be far too stringent : 
it would be harsh to impose such conditions on 
Mr. Gulland. So, also, with regard to the pro
posed new 6th clause. He did not think that 
Parliament had any right to demand that Mr. 
Gulland should construct such works. The pro
posed new clauses 7, 8, and 9 were all necessary. 
He did not think there was any necessity for 
proposed new clause 12, as Mr. Gulland would be 
liable as a common carrier under the law as it 
stood. 

Mr. THOMPSON : That clause is inserted in 
every Railway Act. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL •aid it was 
superfluous, as by a decision of the Supreme 
Court Mr. Gulland would be liable without any 
such provision. The rest of the proposed new 
clause he did not think it advisable to insert. 

Preamble postponed. 
Clause 1-" J ames Gulland to construct branch 

lines"-amendeil, on the motion of the MINIS
TER FOR WORKS, by the substitution of 
"branch line" for "branch lines." 

Clause 2-"Interpretation "-amended, on the 
motion of Mr. THOMPSON, by the insertion 
after the word "reference," eighteenth line, of 
the words "to be," and other verbal ameml
ments. 

On clause 3, verbally amended-
Mr. THOMPSON moved that at the end of 

the clause there be inserted the following 
words:-" Reserving to the present owners 
thereof the minerals under the same, with power 
to work, mine, and take away minerals, but so as 
not to interfere with the stability of the Gulland 
line." 

Proposed amendment ::~greed to. 

Mr. NORTON said that the clause did not 
give power for the recovery of money as com
pensation for lands resumed. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said that the land would 
not vPst in Mr. Gulland until he had paid 
fori~. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Mr. THOMPSON moved that the following· 

new clause, to stand clause 4 of the Bill, be in
serted:-

James Gnlland shall make, and at all times therew 
after maintain, the follmving ~rorks for the accom
modation of the owners and occupiers of la.ncls adjoin
ing the branch line, that is to say,-

Snch and so many convenient gates, bridges, 
arches, culverts, and passages oYer, nu er, or by 
the sides of or leading to or from the linew as 
shall be necessary for making good any inter
ruptions to the use of the lands through which 
they shall be made. 

A good~ and sufficient fence separatin~ the branch 
line from the adjoining lands, with all neces
sary gates and stiles. 

All nece.VJ~ary arches, tunnels, culvert~. or other 
pas8-ages over, under, and along~ide of the 
branch line, of such dimensions as to convey 
the water a.-; clRnrl~· from the land:::; lying nlong 
or atl'ected by the lines, or as nearly :..o as ma.y 
be. 

All guch works shall be nwde during the formation 
of the line. 

If any difference arise re.~pecting the kind or num
ber, dimen .. ions or sufficiency of snch worl{~, or rm~pect
ing the ma,iuta.ining thereof, the sa10e shall be deter~ 
mined by the Commissiontr. 

Clause. put and passed. 
Mr. THOMPSOK moved that the following 

clause, to stand clause 3 of the Bill, be in
serted:-

Subject to the provisions of the lmvs in force for the 
thne being relating to the construction, maintenaue~. 
and management of railways, James Gullaud shall, 111 
respect of the lines, have and may exerri:-::e the same 
powers and privileges as are under the aforesaid la''~ 
exercised Uy the Commissioner in rep:ard to any of the 
undermentioned matters and things, that is to say,-

1 The preparation of plam; and 1Jooks of reference ; 
2. The carrving out of works required for the use 

and bellefit of owners and occupiers of lauds 
adjoining· the railway; 

3. The conditions under which goods shall he car~ 
ried on the line ; 

4. 'rhe prescribing· of regulations governing the n~e 
of the railway, and the mode of conclneting the 
traffic thereon; 

5. The making and publish'ng of by-laws for en
forcing the observance of such regnlatiOilS; 
and 

6. The enforcement of the penalties prescribed by 
the Railwav Acts or Regulations in force for 
the time being. 

The ATTO RNBY-GENERAL said he did not 
see why Mr. Gulland should be obli~·ed to pro
vide a good and sufficient fence. There were 
many parts of the country where there were no 
fences to the railways. If in this case the cattle 
of adjoining owners were damaged through 
there being no fence to the railway, the runner 
of the train would be liable for ~he damage. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said it appeared to him 
that clause !) would contradict clause 4. The first 
clause provided that Mr. Gulland shou.ld _be in
vested with all the powers of th.e Conn;nsswne; ; 
and in the second clause they ~:nd that If any chf
ference arose respecting certain things, that Ll!f
ference should be determined by the Commm
sioner. The two clauses were incongruous. 

Mr. THOMPSON said there was no incon
sistency. One clau~e ga;ve the power, a;nd the 
other said that certam thmgs were essent1al. 

The PREMIER said that clause 5 should have 
been moved in lieu of clause 2. The two clauses 
were in effect the same. 

Mr. THOMPSON said clause 2 contai~ed 
nothing whatever about the accommodatwn 
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work. He moved that paragraph 4 be amended 
by the insertion of the words " or before the 
construction of the line" after the word ''clearly." 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the clauge was per
fectly absurd. It was quite unnecessary, and 
the proposal to insert it was evidently made with 
some sinister object. There were only one or 
two small culverts and h •x-rlrains upon the 
line. 

Mr. RI<JA said that although they were now 
passing a Bill to sanction the construction of a 
short line, it was a measure which would be re
ferred to hereafter in the case of longer lines. 
The amendments of the hon. member for 
Ipswich were very valuable. He hoped the l3ill 
would not be slummed over merely because it 
sanctio11ed the construction of a branch line. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Mr. THOMPSON said there were not only 

culverts and box-drains upon the line, but there 
was a watercourse to be diverted. 

Mr. WELD-BL UNDELL said the box
drains were only one foot or two feet. The water
course, too, only ran about 300 yards above the 
stream. 

Mr. MORI~HEAD said that the man whu 
went to the expense of constructing the line 
might be relied upon to see that there was suffi
cient outlet for water. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said there 
were no creeks to cross. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said the question was not 
whether l\Ir. Gulland would do all these things. 
It should always be provided that any man who 
undertook the construction of a private line 
should consider his neighbours ; he should be 
under exactly the same conditions and obliga
tions as the Commissioner for Railways. 

Mr. THO::\fPSON pointed out that the last 
proviso settled all disputes as to the nature of 
the work:-

~+ If any difference arise respecting the kind or num
ber, dimensions or sufficiency of such works, or respect
ing the maintaining thereof, the same shall be deter
mined by the Com1nissioner.'' 

The MIJ'\ISTER FOR WORKS said unless 
the railway was made according to the plan it 
would not be constructed in a substantial manner 
as required by clause 3. As to the argument of 
the hon. member (Mr. Griffith)-that every man 
who made a private line should make it the same 
as the Government line-he would point out 
that the Government lines varied, and which of 
those lines were they to make the model? There 
was no necessity for the clause at all. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said he did not say the line 
should be the same as the Government line, but 
that the parties making it should be subject to 
the same obligations as the Commissioner for 
Railways. Why should he be under less obliga
tions than the Commissioner? \Vhy should he 
have more right than the Commissioner to injure 
his neighbours? He (Mr. Griffith) could not 
conceive any objection to the clause, which he 
believed was inserted in every Railway Bill that 
had been passed since it was first introduced in 
1847, either by express terms or by incorpora
tion. 

Question-that the clause proposed to be in
serted be so inserted-put and passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved the following new 
clause:-

The railway, and the carriages and waQgons, coal
shoots, wharves, staging, and other appliances con
nected therewith, shall at all reasonable times be open 
to and freely used by every person who complies with 
the regulations mentioned in the next following section 
of this Act. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said the first question to be 
considered was whether they should provide for 
the line being open to the public. So far this 
was merely a Bill to enable Mr. Gulland to con
struct a line to carry coal from his pit mouth to 
·Lhe Southern and Western Railway, and he 
tjUI'Stioned whether it was necessary to provide 
for public use. If the line ran through property 
adjoining Gulland's, it might be right to allow 
other people to use it. The amendment of the 
hon. member for Port Curtis (Mr. Norton), he 
thought, fixed the rates too high. 

Mr. NORTON pointed out that he had taken 
the clause from the Lithgow Valley Railway 
Act of New South Wales. It provided that the 
railway, when not in use by Mr. Gulland, should 
be open to the Government or the public on 
payment of 3d. per ton per mile, when they 
used their own locomotives, trucks, &c. ; but 
when Mr. Gulland provided locomotives of his 
own he should be entitled to charge 4d. per ton 
per mile. He thought it very desirable to make 
some provision of this kind to enable proprietors 
adjoining to use the line, because although this 
was a short line, it was possible that other per
sons might want to connect their collieries with 
the main line, and they would expect to be 
treated in the same way as Mr. Gulland. 

Mr. THO:NIPSON thought his proposal would 
operate better for all parties, because it would 
not be fair to charge a man who joined at the 
middle of the line the same as a man who con
nected at the end. 

The MINISTI<JR FOR WORKS sadd the 
Government charge was nearly 4d. a ton--3d. 
and a fraction, so this could not he far wrong. 

Mr. :i\fOREHEAD said 3d. was the rate fixed 
in some of the private Acts relating to railways 
near Newcastle. 

Mr. G RIFFITH said in framing a measure of 
thi" kind they had not merely to consider what 
Mr. Gulland's intention was, but what powers 
they were conferring upon him that might be 
used in the future. 

Mr. BEATTIE asked did he understand that 
the Government intended to charge 3d. and 
a fraction per ton per mile from the coal 
mine to the central station? He was afraid 
Mr. Gulland would not care to pay that. Did 
it apply simply to the one mile of branch line or 
to all the way down to the station? 

The MINISTER J!'OR WORKS said the 
3d. and 4d. per ton per mile mentioned in 
the amendment of the hon. member (Mr. Nor
ton) would apply only to the branch line ; 
on the main line from the junction of the 
branch line to the terminus the rates would be 
as usual. 

Mr. THOMPSON withdrew his amendment, 
by permission. 

Mr. GRIFFITH sugg·ested that it would be 
desirable to combine the provisions of the two 
amendments, as they each contained something 
good. 

Mr. NOR TON said he was willing to accept 
the suggestion. He had simply used the 
language in his proposed new clause because it 
was enacted in the New South Wales Act, but 
he did not like the way it was expressed, and 
thought he could put it a great deal clearer 
himself. 

Mr. G RIFFITH moved the following clause, 
to follow new clause 5-

The said railway shall at all times when not in actual 
use by James Gulland, be open to the Commissioner 
and to the public for the passage of locomotives, waggons, 
and other vehicles, upon payment of such tolls or 
dues as James Gulland may from time to time pre· 
scribe. 
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Provided that if the said railway shall be damaged 
in any way by the Commissioner or any- person using 
the same, James Gulland shall be entitled to COlnpensa
tion for such damage, to he recovered in the Supreme 
Court or any other COlll}.1etent Court; and in estimating 
such damage the said J ame.s GullanQ shall be entitled, 
not only to compensation for the cost of repairin.(; 
and restoring such railway, but to the consequentia 
damage, if any sustained, by reason of suspension of 
transit. · 

Que8tion put and pas8ed. 

Mr. 'rHO:vrPSOX moved the following new 
clause, to follow new clause 6-

If at any time such tolls or dues are in the opinion 
of the Comrni~sioner excessive, the GO\'ernor in Council 
may revise a.nd reduce them at discretion. 

Question put aud passed. 
Mr. NORTOX moved the following new 

clause-
The s:tid J ames Gulland shall carry upon the branch 

lines, free of charge and with reasonable despatch, all 
such persons and mails as the Commissioner from time 
to time requires to be conveyed on the public service. 

Mr. GRIFFITH pointed ant that it woultl be 
better if the clause followed the lOth clause in 
the printed amendments of the hon. member 
for Ipswich (::\Ir. Thompson). He would point 
out thftt it had alway" been found necessary in 
England to make the provision contained in the 
hon. member (Mr. Thompson's) proposed clause, 
and that it would follow the clauses already 
passed better than if the new clause of the hon. 
member fo~ Port Curtis intervened. If a clause 
such as that to be pmposed by the h(m. member 
for Ipswich was not inserted it might be produc· 
tive of much hardship to individuals. By the Bill 
special powers were given to an individual, 
presuming that the public would have certain 
privileges without any partiality being shown. 
The Commissioner for Railways was not allowed 
to give special privileges to anyone ; and it 
was necessary that a similar provision should 
be inserted in this Bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON pointed out that as a single 
and short line of rails could only be used by one 
person at a time, it was necessary that provision 
should be made against any P.reference being 
shown. Before the amendment of the hon. mem
ber for Port Curtis was put, he would move that 
the following new clause be inserted :-

James Gulland shall not make or give any undue or 
unreasonable preference or advantage ro or in favour of 
any particular person or any particular description of 
traffic, or subje •t any particular person or any par
ticular description of traffic to any undue or unreason
able disadvantage in an.v respect whatsoever. The 
provisions of this section may be enforced by the 
Supreme Court, upon the application of any person 
aggrieved, by the issue of an injunction or other 
process, according to the practice of the said Court. 

Mr. MOREHEAD wanted toknowhowmany 
more of these preposterous clauses the hon. mem
ber was going to propose? This was a most 
lovely and lawyer-like clause. The only way in 
which an offence under its provisions could be 
proved was apparently by an application to the 
Supreme Court, which meant work for the 
lawyers. The whole of the new clause which 
had been proposed appeared to be designed to 
hamper and injure a man who was trying to 
assist in developing the coal trade of the colony. 
What reason the hon. member could have for 
attempting to injure not only the proprietor of 
this railway but also his own constituents was a 
puzzle to him (Mr. J\Iorehead). He almost hoped 
the clause would be passed, in order that it might 
remain a monument of the ingenuity of the hon. 
member as displayed in his lawyer-iike Bill. He 
would ask auy layman to read the clause, and see 
whether he could come to any other conclusion. 
It was no use asking the lawyers to do so, as no 
doubt most of them intended to vote for it. The 

clause meant that any person who might consider 
himself aggrieved could obtain an injunction of 
the Supreme Court at any time for the purpose 
of harassing Ilfr. Gulland. The hon. member 
had been mixed up with injunctions hefore with 
regard to this man, and, as far as he (Mr. More
head) remembered, the hon. member had failed 
eggregiously on that occasion. Such attempts to 
def~at private enterpri:•e '''' ha<l lJeen made by 
the hon. member for Ipswich tended to prevent 
men from making any efforts to assist in develop
ing the resources of the colony. There could be 
no doubt that Mr. C:nlland had done more 
towards developing the coal trade of Ipswich and 
the colony than any other man in the com
munity ; and now when he wi8hed to mak: a 
1-mile-and-10-chain-railway he was met with 
obstructions set forth by the hon. member for 
Ipswich, who 8eemed to have some pril·ate grudge 
against the projector. 

:VIr. THO:YIPSOX said he had already dis
claimed the moth-es which had been imputed to 
him, and he should not do so again. He was in 
his present course af action only following out 
the suggestion of the Premier himself. The hon. 
gentleman then said that-

" The Government 'vonld meet the objections of the 
hon. member for Ip~wich. and see that the interests of 
the other coal-owners in the neighbon1·hood were pre
served;''-

and he intimated that it would be better that he 
(11r. Thompson) should draw up the clause 
which he wonld wish to see inserted. If he 
had desired to stop the Bill he should have 
found other mt'<'lns of doing ,,o. \Yith regard 
to the ingenuity displayed, he could not take 
any credit to himself, as the clause had been 
drawn by a far better lawyer than himself-it 
had been drawn by the draughtsman of the 
House of Commons, and was one of the clauses 
known as the Shaftesbury clauses. 

The :\iiXISTER J!'OR WORKS said he 
hoped the hon. member would withdraw the 
clause. The hon. member had no doubt intro
duced it in the interests of the coal proprietors, 
but it was one which might be used for the pur
pose of annoying them. Supposing that Mr. 
Gulland were about to fulfil a contract to supply 
some big steamer with 500 to 1,000 tons of coal, 
some one of his neighbours-perhaps a rival
might step in with an injunction and prevent him 
from working the line. The clause was not 
wanted, and he would rather that it should be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. THOMPSOJ'\ said the hon. gentleman 
used argument, and therefore his remarks de
manded an answer. The hon. gentleman's m·gu
ment was that Mr. Gulland might be teased, 
but he would remind the hon gentleman that it 
was not so easy to move the Supreme Court to 
grant injunctions. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : When you are pulling 
the strings. 

l\fr. THOI\IPSON said he could not undertake 
to reply to the rubbish that was talked. He did 
not care a bit whether Mr. Gulland or any other 
individual gave rise to legal business or not. 
The clause had given rise to a great many cases 
in England, but the want of it would probably 
give rise to a great many more. He was pre
pared to take a division on it. 

Mr. G RU':FITH said he could not understand 
the opposition to the clause, which had been in 
force in England almost ever since private rail
ways were allowed. It was put into the trans
continental Railway Bill here without a word of 
objection, and he was sure it would be inserted 
in the Burrum :Railway Bill if the Government 
went on with the measure. A man had to a 
certain extent a monopoly of a certain line of 
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railway, but if he was to allow his neighbours to 
use it he must give fairplay to all-that was the 
meaning of the clause. It had been suggested 
that a man might be hamssed, but if hon. mem
bers would read the preceding clause they would 
see that was not so. When he was not using the line 
himself then he must allow his neighbours to use 
it, and must not give undue preference to any. 
The fact was the ar.c;nment in favour of the 
clause was quite unanswerable. Re ventured to 
say that not a single railway Bill had been intro
duced since the clause became part of Imperial 
legislation in which the clause could not be 
found. The member for Mitchell had said it 
would give ri5e to motions for injunctions. It 
would only do so if ::Yir. Gulland gave an unfair 
advantage to his neighbours. Their opinion of 
Mr. Gulland was that he wn.s an honourable 
man who would not give an unfair advantage, 
but it must be remembered that the line might 
be bought by a neighbouring colliery owner. 
Anybody might buy the line, and he might ar
range the traffic so that one man whom he did 
not like might never have the use of the line. 
He was sure hon. members who were opposing 
the clause did not tmderstancl it. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the last speaker had 
made one remark which shoulrl not go unchal
lenged. · He said that :Nir. Gulland was getting 
certain privileges over his neighbours. ·what 
were the privileges? It was a well-known fact 
that a large amount of coal-lands remained un
used and undeveloped in that portion of the 
Ipswich district. Others had had poHe •. sion for 
years and had done nothing to deYelop the in
dustry. A few months after J\Ir. Gulland came 
in, found that he could develop the mines for 
the benefit of himself and the country, and asked 
to be allowed to make a railway a little over a 
mile in length; but no sooner did he do so 
than hon. members were told that he was 
getting a privilege over his neighbours, and he 
was talked about as if he was going to do a great 
injury to Romeone. The hon. member (Mr. 
Thompson) had the opportunity to develop this 
coal-land but had not done so, and yet imme
diately another man set about developing it, and 
a Bill was introduced to allow him to construct 
a railway, the hon. member moved amendments 
and tried to hamper and injure him. ;\fr. 
Gulland, however, could not be injured. HQ 
had acquired other coal properties near Goodna, 
and these he would develop. The coal would 
be forwarded by the river, ancl the railway 
would get none of the traffic ; and a large 
lot of miners would probably be shifted from 
Ipswich; yet the member for Ipswich, instead of 
supporting that which would benefit Ipswich, 
did all he could to hamper and injure }fr. Gul
land. Instead of assisting Mr. Gulland he 
came to the House with his fine legal mind, 
fencing the Bill with all sorts of precautions 
which would be necessary for a railway 100 
miles long, but were not wanted for this line. 
He knew lawyers would say the clause was a 
good one because it led to litigation. It >vas 
quite clear that anybody who wished to annoy 
Mr. Gulland could apply for an injunction. He 
might not get it, but he could apply for it, and 
the very fact of an application must be a 
source of great annoyance to the owner of a 
railway line. The clause gave the power to 
annoy, torment, and damage Mr. Gulland. 
He gave the member for Ipswich credit for 
having a larger mind. 

Mr. THOMPSOX said he had no such object 
as was insinuated, and he wondered that an 
educated man like the member for Mitchell 
should use such an argument over and over again. 
Lawyers were a necessary evil, but they would be 
worse without them. He did not care ahout the 

Bill and if the Government were prepared to 
tak~ the responsibility of the measure without 
the clause he was agreeable. 

Mr. LU:\1LJ<;Y-HILL said the member for 
Ipswich reminded him of the member for Rose
ww,-1, who on bringing in his Selectors' Relief 
B •. : and on beino- challenged about the first 
clau'se, said he dld not care a bit about it 
mul di·l not believe in it. The member for 
Ipswich said much the same thing about 
the clause before the Committee. It seemed 
to him that :::\l[r. Gulland was not getting 
any particular privileges ; h.e had to pay for 
what he got, and if he was successful ~t would 
be a benefit in the way of developmg the 
mineral resources of the district, of employ
ing labour, and of bringing money int? the 
countrv. The Bill as introduced was a simple 
one anrl easily understood, but if the proposed 
amendments "were inserted there would be three 
times the quantity of matter that. there :vas 
in the orio-inal measure. He believed hnn
self that th~ original Bill was too simple for the 
ln.wyers--there was no law to be made out of it. 
The hon. member did not seem to care a rap 
about the clause, and it would be better if he 
withdrew it. 

Mr. MACFARLANB was understood to say 
that he would not like the member for Mitchell's 
statement-that none of the proprietors of coal 
lands in the locality had made attempts to get a 
railwav for the development of the industry
to go abroad uncontradicted. It was well k_nown 
that such attempts had been made, b_ut owmg to 
the olJstruction that had been put m the way 
they were not successful. One coal proprietor 
had made application to have a Bill passed. 

:\Ir. :\IOUEHEAD: Name! 
:\Ir. MACF AULAKE said the name was 

Lewis Thomas. He thought the hon. member 
(Mr. Thompson) was improving the Bill, so that 
instead of each colliery owner having to pass 
a Bill through for a private railway the one line 
should be made available for all, and that could 
be dnne without doing harm to Mr. Gulland. 
The people of Ipswich had no objection to .the 
l~ill ; on the contrary, they liked to see it pass. 

The PREJ\IIER said it was argued that this 
clause was put in all Railway Bills, but it pro
vided for different kinds of traffic, and in Eng
land it applied especially to passenger traffic. 
Here was a different matter altogether. They 
had actually ma.de provision in another part ?f 
the Bill that Mr. Gulland should charge certam 
rates fixed by himself for the carriage of goods. 
If those were thought too high, the Commis
sioner had power to alter them. \Vhat more 
power did they want than that? \Vhy should 
not Mr. Gulland have power, after the Commis
sioner had approved of certain charges b~i?g 
made, to allow discount for large quantities 
carried over his line ? \Vhy should he be bound 
to make the same charge for 50 tons as for 1,000 
tons? The public interests were perfectly safe
guarded if the charges were allowed to be revised 
by the Commissioner. Mr. Gulland might then 
be allowed to look after his own interests, when 
the Committee had looked after those of the 
public by saying that he should not charge more 
than a certain amount. 

Mr. G RIFFITH said the clause did not apply 
to passenger traffic but to goods traffic, and if 
the clause was not inserted Mr. Gulland might 
carry in favour of one colliery as against another. 
He might insist, for instance, with rival coal
owners that their trains should only run between 
3 and 4 o'clock in the morning, at double the 
ordinary rates at no greater speed than five miles 
an hour and ~nly on Saturdays. K o argument 
had be~n used or could be used against the 



1340 Gulland Railway Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Gu1la11d Railway Bill. 

clause, but only against some imaginn,ry pro
vision not contained in it. Since that clause had 
been first introduced in the House of Commons 
no rail way Bill had been passed without it. If 
it was fair that the public should use the line-
which he at first doubted, but which the Co,li
mittee had !Sanctioned-they should be all on '-"' 
same footing. 

Mr. MOIU~HE),Jl, in reply to the hon. mem
ber {Mr. Macfarlane), said that if he wished to 
know why Lewis Thomas did not get his ntil
way he would refer him to his colleao·ne CMr. 
Thompson). " 

Mr. THOJ\IPSOX said -:vir. Thomas had dis
covered that he could not make amilwaywithont 
going over his (:\lr. Thompson's) land. But the 
dispute was now over, and JYir. Thomas might 
l1ave got through that land htfore if he had 
approached him civilly. 

Mr. L U:!\ILJ<~Y HILL asked what amount 
Mr. Thomas had paid the hon. member for the 
privilege? 

Mr. THOMPSOX sai<l nothing had been paid 
yet. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL r~sked whether -:vir. 
Thomas had promised to pay anything? 

Mr. THO::YIPSOX replie<l that he had a bar
gain with him. 

The ATTORNEY -G ENEgAL said the leader 
of the Opposition was somewhat rash in assert
ing that not a railway Bill had passed since the 
adoption of the clause by the House of Com
mons without containing it. He had an im
pression that several similar lines in South 
"\V ales had been constructed without containing 
it. The present line was not to be made pri
marily for the convenience of the public, but 
to carry the owner's goods. There was a 
great difference between that case and the 
case of a speculative company of carriers in 
England. 

:!Ylr. GJUFFITH said he could understand 
that Mr. Gulland should have more rights on the 
line than anybody else; hut the Committee had 
decided that he had not, and why, then, should 
anybody else? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said that as 
long as the interests of the general public were 
protected they had no right to interfere between 
Mr. Gulland and others. The hon. member 
(Mr. Macfarlane) seemed to imply that some 
obstruction h>1d been placed in the way of Mr. 
Thomas making a railway .. He distinctly denied 
that there had been any such obstruction, or 
that any special favour had been shown to Mr. 
Gulland. Mr. Thomas was still negotiating with 
the Government for making a railway, and, if 
necessary, when the negotiations were com
pleted, and if there was time, a Bill would 
b@ brought in. 

Mr. REA said it was necessary to make the 
provision, because it appeared evident, from 
what the Minister for \Vorks had said, that this 
was only the beginning of a series of similar rail
ways, all of which would demand the same 
privileges. 

Question put, and the Committee divided:

AYEs, 12. 
Messrs. Douglas, N orton, Garrick, Rea, Beattie, Grimes, 

Fraser, 'rhompson, Dickson, Griffith, Macfarlane, and 
Rutledge. 

XOES, 17. 
~'lessrs. Macrossan, Palm er, Mcllwraith, Bear, Cooper, 

Swanwick, Hamilton, Archer, H. w·. Paln1er, Amhnrst, 
::1-Iorehead, Kellett, Hill, Low, Weld-Blundell, O'Sullivau, 
and Stevens. 

Question, therefore, resolved in the negative. 

Mr. NORTON proposed that the following 
new clause be added to the Bill-

The said J ames Gulland shall carry upon the branch 
lines, free of charge and with reasonable dispatch, all 
such persons and mails as the Commissioner from time 
to time requires to be conveyed on the public service. 

Mr. G R IYB'ITH said he should like to know 
why the Commissioner should have an advantage 
over other perwns '? 

The 1\IIKISTJ<~R JWR WORKS said that 
Mr. Gnlland would get the privilege of running 
a rail way from the public, and therefore it was 
only reasonable that he should carry the mails 
should there be any to carry. 

After some discussion, the proposed new clause 
was put and passed. 

::\fr. THOJ\IPSON proposed that the following 
new clause be added to the Bill-

James Gnlland may use and employ locomotive 
engines, propelled by steam or other motive power and 
carriages and waggons to be drawn and propelled 
thereby. 

::Yir. GRIFFITH moved that the clause be 
amended to read as follows-" J ames Gulland, 
the Commissioner, and any person for the time 
being authorised to use, &c." 

Mr. KELLBTT said the clause was so mixed 
up that he could not understand it. If ·anyone 
were em powered to use the line as suggested by 
that clause, the effect would be that Mr. Gulland 
would be sent off the line altogether. It was 
very likely that Mr. Gulland would throw up the 
whole scheme if that clause were passed. Mr. 
Gulland bought the land and made the line; 
and yet he would have to go to the Commissioner 
every day to ask permission to run on his own 
line. 

Amendment and clause, as amended, put and 
passed. 

Mr. THO::\IPSON moved that the following 
clause be inserted-

Nothing in this A et contained shall prevent the owners 
or occupiers of land adjoining the line, or any other 
persons, from laying down any branches to communi
cate 'vith the Gnlland line for the purpose of bringing 
carriages to, frflJn, and upon, the sa1ne; an'i Ja1nes 
Gulland shall makA openings in the rails, at the expense 
of the persons requiring the same, in places where the 
same can be most advanta~eously made, for the accom
lnodation of such branches and the traffic therefrom. 

Question put, and the Committee divided :
AYEs, 9. 

:J.Iessrs. Thompson, Rutledge, ReaJ Griffith, Dickson, 
Grimes, ::\Iacfarlane, Beattie, and Douglas. 

NOES, 19, 
)lessrs. )iacros!:mn, M ell wraith, Beor. Norton, Stevens, 

Weld-Blundell, Hill, Low, O'Sullivan, Kellett, Amhurst, 
)forehead, Cooper, H. W. Palmer, Hamilton, Fraser, 
Perkins, A. H. Palmer, and Archer. 

Question, consequently, resolved in the nega
tive. 

Mr. BEATTIE asked the Minister for Works 
if this Bill passed and Mr. Gulland constructed 
the line and there was a coal proprietor's ground 
between 1\Ir. Gulland and the Southern and West
ern Railway, how was that man to use this line? 
They prevented him from doing so, and what was 
the use of his land if he could not connect with 
the line? The result might be that Mr. Gulland 
might compel that man to sell. He did not 
believe that was intended, hut that was the effect 
of it. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said perhaps 
the hon. member would tell them of any .parti
cular coal mine that this line would affect. It 
was no use to put an imaginary case. 

Mr. BEATTIE: John Jones'. 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS said, would 

John J ones ngt have the same access if this 
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line were made that he had before-would this 
deprive him of any right of access? 

Mr. BEATTIE said it gave :Ylr. Gulland 
power to buy a portion of John Jones' ground 
without his consent. It divided his property 
and prevented him getting to the Southern and 
Western Railway on the branch line. 

Mr. MACJ!'ARLANE said with reference to 
the property of John J ones, not long ago the 
hon. member for Stanley and himself went into 
the matter. It was between the railway and 
Gulland's property, and --

The CHAIRMAN said there was no question 
before the Committee. 

The MIJ'\ISTER J!'OR WORKS, in moving 
clause 4 of the Bill as printed-'' Commissioner 
to convey coal waggons of Mr. Gulland on Gov
ernment line "-said it was framed during the 
time Mr. Gulland intended to comtruct a second 
branch line, which had been omitted; and there
fore the first portion of it would be necessary. 
He had several amendments to move, so that the 
clause would read as follows-

The said James Gulland may, subj8f'.t to such terms 
and regulations as the Governor in Council may from 
time to time prescribe, require the Commissioner to 
carry the coal and waggons of the said J ame.;; Gulland 
over any portion of the Southern and \festern Railway. 

Amendments agreed to. 
Question-That the clauses, as amended, stand 

part of the Dill-put. 
Mr. GRIFJ!'ITH asked what was the good of 

this clause or of the Bill itself, in fact? The 
clause merely provided that Mr. Gulland might 
require the Commissioner to carry coal just in 
the same way that he (Mr. Griffith) might re
quire him under the present law to carry goods. 
The fact was the Bill as it stoo<l was a perfect 
farce. They had affirmed that afternoon that 
this railway was to be left for the use of the 
general public, and they had carefully avoided, 
on division, inserting any clause to make it of 
any use to the general public. The Committee 
had been entirely inconsistent, and he was sure 
hon. members could not have noticed what had 
already been inserted in the Bill. As it stood 
now Mr. Gulland was bound to allow the public 
to use it, but every means by which the public 
could use it had been carefully eliminated, and 
it was now simply a private Bill for the benefit 
of Mr. Gulland. It was such a line as was con
templated by section 100 of the Railwn,y Act of 
1863, which provided-

'· This Act shall not prevent the mvners or occupiers 
of lands adjoining to any rai1way or any other persons 
from laying down either upon their own lands or upon 
the lands of other persons, with the consent of such 
persons, any collateral branches of railway to commllni
cate with the railway to be made under this Act for the 
purpose of bringing carriage,w. to or from or upon 
the railway, but under and subject to the provisions 
and restrictions of thiR Act, and subject to any regula
tions that shall be made by the Governor with the 
advice of the Executive Council in respect thereof; and 
the Commissioner shall if required, at the expense of 
such owners and occupiers and other persons, make 
openings in the rail~ and such additional lines of rail
way as may be neces£ary for effecting such contmnnica
tion in places where the com·munication can be made 
with safety to the public and without injury to the 
railway and without inconvenience to the traffic thereon ; 
and the.Commissioner shall not take any rate or toll or 
other moneys for the passing of any passengers, goods, 
or other things along any branch so to be made by any 
such owner or occupier or other person, but this enact
ment shall be subject to the following restrictions and 
conditions (that is to say)-

" No such branch milway shall run parallel to the rail
way. 

"The Commissioner shall not be bound to make any 
such openings in any place which they shall have set 
apart for any specific purpose, with ·which such com
munication would interfere, nor upon any inclined 
plane or bridge, nor in any tunnel. 

H The persons making or using such branch railways 
shall be subject to all bye-law. and regulations of the 

Commissioner from time to time made with respect to 
pus sing: upon or crossing the railway and otherwise; 
and the pet·smls making or using HUch branch railways 
slmll l)e bound to construct, and, t'rom time to time, as 
need may refplire. to renew the rails, crossings, switches, 
and sleeper::;, according to the most approved plan 
adopted by the Oommi"-~ioner, ancl under the direction 
of the l~ngineer of the Railways. 1 ' 

There was therefore complete provision in that 
Act dealing with the whole subject. As the Bill 
now stood it was a private Bill to authorise Mr. 
Gulland to resume land for the purpose of 
running n, milway; there was nothing more in it, 
n,nd it ought to be introduced as a private Bill. 
If the clauses proposed to be introduced by the 
hon. member for Ipswich had been inserted it 
would be a public Bill, and might properly have 
been introduced by the Government ; but now it 
was in every sense a private Bill. The railwn,ys 
contemplated by the Act of 1872 were public rail
wn,ys, and, as the matter now stood, he should feel 
it his duty to call the n,ttention of the Speaker 
to the point. If the Bill wn,s not to be used by 
the public at all, why not say so? They had 
passed clauses giving :i\fr. Gulland thesl1me powers 
and privileges as the Commissioner in regard to 
the preparation of plans and books of reference ; 
the carrying out of works required for the use 
and benefit of o'wners and occupiers of lands 
adjoining the railway; the conditions under 
which goods shall be carried on the line ; the 
prescribing of regulations governing the use of 
the railwn,y, and the mode of conducting the 
tmffic thereon ; the mn,king and publishing of 
by-ln,ws for enforcing the observn,nce of such 
regulations ; n,nd the enforcement of the penltl
ties prescribed by the Rn,ilway Acts or Regula
tions in force for the time being ;-and yet they 
had not provided how the public were to get on 
to the line. Surely the Government were not 
going to allow private persons to run locomotives 
along their line to get to the Gulland line. The 
thing was ridiculous. The whole thing resolved 
itself into this-that it was to all intents and 
purposes a private Bill. 

The AT'l'ORNEY-GENERAL said that the 
clause to which the hon. member had referred
namely, the Hn,ilw:ty Act, 27 Vie., l'\o. 8-was a 
clause rel:1ting to Government railways. It re
lated to Government rail ways all through, and 
to nothing else to n,nyone who read the clause 
attentively-branch railways joining with Gov
ernment railways. It, in bet, provided that 
gentlemen like Mr. Gulland who wn,nted to affix 
n, branch line to Government railways should 
have the power of doing so. But it did not 
provide-as the hon member for Ipswich (Mr. 
Thompson) wished it should-that other persons 
should hn,ve the power of joining branch railways 
on to that branch line. The hem. member for 
N orthBrisbane said that the latter part of the Act 
of 1872 referred to no other than public rail ways, 
but he should like to hear the hon. gentleman 
go into the question and show how it did so ; he 
should personally-not that he wished to delay 
the time of the Committee-like to hear the hon. 
gentleman do so. Bo far as he (Mr. Beor) could 
see, the Act included private railways; and even 
if this proposed railway were such a railway as 
the hon. gentleman now contended it was, it 
would be included in the clause quoted by the 
hon. gentleman. Whatever might be said n,hout 
access to the line not being given to the public 
by the Bill, the Commissioner possessed the 
power of giving them that access. 

Mr. THOMPSON said it was mther difficult 
to reconcile the actions of the Government with 
the speech made by the Premier on the second 
reading of the Bill. The hon. gentleman then 
said-

" There could be no doubt but that that Bill con
tained machinery whereby a private individual could get 
hold of private property for the purpose of constructing 
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a railway. Why should it not contain that machinery::: 
~o cloubt there was somet.hing in the objection of the 
hon. member for Ipswich relative to the omission of 
provision tbr the use of the lines by the public. The 
omissioni>robably arose from the fact that ::\Ir Gnlland 
did not anticipate that the lines would be wanted by any 
other coal-ownrr~. This, unquestionably, was an over
sight. .i\ir. Gulland ought not to have a monoptJly. As 
the hon. nletnber for Ip~·nvich had pointed oui. the 
branch to the place of shipment would most probably 
be u::;ed by other proprietors. The progress of the Bill 
would be facilitated if the hon. 1nember would draw 
up the clause~ he would like to see inserted before the 
House went iutro committee on the measure. •rhe Bill 
had neces:sarily been a short time before the House, 
becau,<e it was only lately tbat the proprietor of the 
mine llacl made up his 111iud, for ~pecial reaNOl1S, to 
obtain acce>ss to deep water from his IJit. The Goym·n
meut would meet the ob,iections of the hon. me1nber for 
Ipswich, and see that the interests of the other coal
owners in the neighbourhood were preserved." 

He wished to call attention to that speech in 
connection with the votes that had been given 
that evening. 

The PRJ.<JMIER said that that was his opinion, 
and he was very glad indeed that the hon. mem
ber had attended to his suggestion, but he did 
not expect the hon. member would bring in a 
whole Bill. The Government had negatived a 
clause of which the hon. member complained, 
but they did not think it necessary to make pro
vision for these branch lines on to Mr. Gulland's 
line, as the Bill would have been interminable. 
The branches he (the Premier) had spoken 
most particularly about were branches running 
down to the river, which were most undoubtedly 
public branches, and therefore he thought it 
should be a public line ; and he thought so 
still. After the clause they had passed it 
was nonsense for the hon. leader of the Opposi
tion to say that this was to all intents and pur
poses a private Bill, as according to that clause 
the railway was at all times, when not in actual 
use by James Gulland, t.o be open "to the Com
missioner and to the public." 

Mr. GRIJ!':FITH said that that afternoon he 
had raised the question whether this line was to 
be for ::\1r. Gulland or for the pnhlic, and he 
expressed his doubts as to whether it should be a 
public line, the hon. member for Port Curtis 
hadng given notice of an amendment that it 
should be a public line ; but the clause as carried 
by the Committee would, if it stood alone, be 
a monument of stupidity. "\Vhat was the use 
of saying that a line should be open to the 
public if no provision waR made by which 
the public could get to it? How could they get 
to it when it was entirely through Gulland's 
private property? They all knew that the 
Commissioner for Railways did not allow 
the public to use his line, and how were the 
public to get on to Gulland's line except at the 
junction? He had assumed, and so he believed 
every other hon. member assumed up to the 
hour for adjournment for tea, that the public 
would be able to get on the line from the 
neighbouring collieries. That was nnderotood, 
and was the purport of the amendment. In one 
clause it W'-LS oaicl the line wao to Le open to the 
public, but how were they to get through Gul
land's fence to it ?-they were to be allowed to 
run locomotives, bnt it was carefully provided 
afterwards that they were not to get them on to 
the line. The hon. Attorney-General said that 
clause 100 of the Act of 1872 referred to public 
lines, and so it did ; and also to private branches 
joining public lines. But he would ask this ques
tion-were the Government justified in bringing 
in a Bill to enable a private person to make a rail
way ? He presumed they were not, but that 
according to the Standing Orders a private Bill 
could only be brought in after certain notices 
had been given to enable any persons con
cerned to object if they wished to do so. ·why, 
then, should Mr. Gt1lland be made an exception 

to the rule? It appeared to him that the public 
might get to thelle mines by paying for what was 
called '"way-leave. He remembered a vote given 
by hon. members when Mr. Thomas, a coal-mine 
owner, wanted a road passed through the land of 
the hon. member for Ipswich (:Mr. Thompson)
he merely wanted a dray-road. The then Gov
ernment took upon themselves to open that road, 
but a motion was passed by the House afterwards 
that the road ought not to be opened, and it was 
not opened, it being said that if Mr. Thomas 
wanted to take his coal over that land he should 
pay for so doing. Now, Mr. Gulland wished to 
take his coal over his neighbour's land, but he 
did not wish to pay for it, and he (Mr. Griffith) 
concluded that the Government had no more 
right to take the stand they were taking in this 
matter than they had in the other. He had no 
objection to have this line made a private line, 
but not in the way proposed by the Bill, which 
he should be ashamed of. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said the hon. 
gentleman was evidently bent on obstructing the 
Bill. It appeared that there was a hidden inten
tion in the objections now raised by the hon. 
gentleman, and also in the amendment proposed 
by the hon. member for Ipswich (Mr. Thomp
son). The hon. leader of the Opposition, in a 
long speech, asked how the public were to get on 
to this line ; but how did the public get on to the 
State railway~ They would get on to one in the 
same way as they got on to the other. The Bill 
provided exactly for what the hon. gentleman 
said it did not, as in clause 2 it said-

" Subject to the provisions of this Act, James Gulland 
shall and may, with all convenient speed, construct in a 
RUbstantlal manner, and in accordance with plans and 
books of reference approved by Parliament, branch lines 
of railway connected with the Southern and Western 
Railway.'' 

The Commi8sioner also had power to step in in 
any cases where excessive charges were made. 
Yet the hon. gentleman •aid that the public had 
no rights on the line. He (Mr. Macrossan) con
tended that they had nu right to compel Mr. 
Clulland to make bmnches from his line, as 
there would be no fin,lity to his so doing. 
l<'inality must ],e had somehow, and it was ob
tained in this case by making the line a public 
one, and giving the public the same right of using 
it as they had now of using the Government 
lines. If a man wanted to send his goods by 
river he had to cart them to the bank of the 
river, and in the same way everyone who wished 
to use the line would have to bring his goods to 
the line. 

Mr. BEATTIE said the argument of the 
Minister for "\Vorks was very well so far as it 
went, hut he would point out that the Bill was 
giving Mr. Gnlland the power of resuming the 
land of individuals who would wish to get to the 
railway, but who would not be able to do so. 
Did the hon. gentleman mean to say that Mr. 
J ones, part of whose land would be taken, would 
have to cart the coal from his pit to the railway? 
He felt quite sure that :Mr. Gullaml would not 
refuse to allow another coal proprietor to make 
a branch line in connection with his. 

The MINISTEH FOR WORKS : The Bill 
does not prevent Mr. Gulland from allowing 
such a branch line to be made in connection with 
his, but it does not compel him. 

Mr. BEATTIE said it was not likely that 
Mr. Gulland would refuse, seeing that he would 
derive the benefit from the traffic of the goods 
over his portion of the line. 

l\Ir. THOMPSON said that at least Mr .• Tones 
should have had the opportunity of being heard 
on the subject. 

Mr. GRIMES said he believed he was correct 
in stating that Mr. J ones ' shoots were not forty 
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yards from the route of the proposed rail way. 
The Minister for "\Vorks had stated that there 
was nothing to prevent :;yrr. Gulland from per
mitting the line to be switched on; but he would 
point out that :'lfr. J ones or any other proprietor 
would have no security after such a line had 
been switched on. ::\lr. Gulland might allow it 
for three or four years and then suddenly refuse 
to allow the trucks of another proprietor to 
be run over his line. In that case, were the 
Government prepared to allow l'.Ir. ,J ones or any 
other proprietor to make another line of railway 
parallel with this and another switch on to the 
Southern and \V estern line ~ 

Mr. GTIIF:FITH said it wa:; almost hopeless, 
apparently, to ask hon. members to read the Bill 
over for themselves. The Ministerfor ltailways 
seemed to think that giving prhileges was the 
same thing as eo m pelling the performance of 
duties. If hon. members would read the Bill, 
they would see that it simply gave privileges, and 
did not contain any enactment compelling the per
formance of the corresponding duties. The Bill 
conferred powers and privileges similar to those 
possessed by the Commissioner for Railways, 
but it did not include the obligations under 
which the Commissioner was laid. The clauses 
which had been aclcled would never have been 
proposed by the hon. member (:'IIr. Thompson), 
or supported by him (:!.\Ir. Uriffith), had it been 
known that the amenclments were to he stopped 
at the present stage. The Bill as it stood did 
not give anyone the right to use the line at all, or 
to get to it without trespassing, unless at the place 
where the branch joined the main line. In 
making this harg·ain it was necessary that the 
Government should reserve all rights that might 
be required hereafter. It might he desirable at 
some future time to make branch lines in con
nection with this line ; but if the necessary 
power to make such branch lines were not taken 
now they could not be obtained when wanted 
without repudiation of the hargnin which had 
been entered into. If the Bill were not to be 
further amended he hoped it would he altered 
hack to its original form-a Bill to enable Mr. 
Gul!and to take his neighbours' land and make 
a line through it. 

Question put and passed. 
Clause 5 passed as printed, and the preamble 

agreed to. 
The MINIS'l'ER l<'OR WOHKS moYed that 

the Chairman leave the chair am1. report the Bill 
to the House with amendments. 

Mr. GRIFFI'l'H said he hoped the Minister 
for Works would recommit the Bill, in order to 
give the Committee an opportunity of striking 
out the clauses which had been put in. He was 
not unreasonable in asking that the Bill should 
he made sensible. The Bill from the Upper House 
considered this afternoon should he a warning 
to the Government ; it did not look well when 
Bills were sent away in such a slipshod state. 
Hon. members on the 0\finiBterial side might take 
his (Mr. Griffith's) word that when they had read 
the Bill over calmly, clismiMing, if po:Jsi!Jle, 
from their minds the idea that it had been 
amended from the Opposition side of the House, 
they would see that some alteration was neces
sary. He did not speak in the interest of one 
Bide of the House more than another, hut he 
asked that for the sake of the credit of the 
House the Bill should be nutde reasonable. The 
Bill now contained clauses giving certain privi
leges which had only been inserted in reference 
to future duties, the provisions relating to which 
had all been omitted. He hoped the Minister 
for Works would take steps to make the Bill 
self-consistent before it left the House. 

The MIXISTER FOR WORKS said that 
when the House went into Committee he in· 

formed the Committee that it was the intention 
of the Government to make the line open to the 
public. The clauses which the hon. gentleman 
wished to he omitted could not be omitted, 
because they gave the public the right to use the 
railway. He saw no reason now for reCOIJ:?-· 
mitting the Bill, hut if after he had read rt 
again he saw anything which required alteration 
he should recommit it. At the present time he 
sa'v none. 

Question put and passed. 
The resolution of the Committee was reported, 

the report was adopted, and the third reading of 
the Bill was made an Order of the Day for "\Ved
nesday next. 

SUPPLY. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the House 

resumed Committee of Supply. 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS moved that 

£133,663 he granted for Engineer, Traffic, Loco
motive, and Stores Departments, Southern and 
Western Railway. 

Mr. GRIJ<'FITH said that when the matter 
was before the Committee last he intended to 
ask for some explanation about the arrangements 
with respect to cartage. It was objected by the 
carriers that the arrangements made ga;·e a 
monopoly to one carrying company, and inter
fered unfairly with them. Early in the session 
he presented a petition on the matter. 'Vhat 
explanation had the Minister for "\Vorks to give? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said the 
£1,000 that was clown on the Estimates would be 
repai1l by the eighteenpence cartage which was 
charged against goods that were delivered. The 
carrying company had made arrangements with 
the Commissioner for the cleli very of all goods 
consigned to the Commissioner or to them, to any 
store or wharf, at the rate of eighteen pence per 
ton, ancl they also took goods from any store or 
wharf given to them for delivery at the Railway 
Station. He did not know that any undue advan
tage was given to the Railway Company. Other 
carriers had every liberty to get goods 
from any store or wharf for delivery to 
the rail way, and to take goods from the rail
way and deliver them at any store for which they 
got the order. The arrangement with the com
pany was a terminal.Jle one, and his intention was 
in the course of a few months to call for tenders. 
It was certainly indispensable that they should 
have dealings with a company and not with 
ordinary carriers, who were liable to put them 
to expense for demurrage. A company could be 
held responsible for demurrage, hut not a single 
carrier. 

J\!Ir. BEATTIE said he thought the arrange
ments made by the Minister forWorks with 
reference to the carting of railway material was 
satisfactory; hut what was objected to in 
the petition which was signed by eighty 
licensed draymen was, that they were being 
unfairly treated by the Railway Carrying Corn· 
pany having the monopoly of carrying all the 
goods from the railway, and that the contract 
had been made without calling for tenders. 
Another objection was that the Commissioner 
advertised that the company would call at the 
various wharves and receive goods for the rail
way; in fact, the company went to the licensed 
draymen's constituents and, owing to the advan
ta~es that they had, they offered to take good& 
fo~ something less than eighteen pence per ton, 
thus often interfering with the draymen. If the 
Minister for "\Vorks carried out his intention of 
calling for tenders, the goods would, he believed, 
he carried for cheaper than eighteenpence per 
ton. Eight or ten men, with perhaps two 
horses each, would form a small company and 
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tender for the work. No objection was made to 
the way the Railway Company was carrying out 
the work. 

Mr. NORTON was understood to say that the 
indiscriminate way in which men who simplv 
went to see what was going on were allowed to 
take possession of the platform and smoke and 
expectorate all over the place was a perfect nui
sance. If people must smoke on the platform, a 
certain part should be reserved to them. Some 
definite system ought also to be carried out with 
regard to smoking in carriages. He had seen on 
one occasion where men, whom he supposed he 
must call gentlemen, came into a carriage and 
turned the ladies out so that they might smoke ; 
and on another occasion several men came 
into a carriage which was occupied by several 
ladies, and had it not been that the ladies 
were travelling with a friend of his they 
would have been compelled to go out in 
order to allow the men to smoke. If the occu
pants of a carriage were all gentlemen they 
smoked as a matter of course, but if a lady 
passenger happened to be taken on the line their 
smoking became a perfect nuisance-the place, 
in fact, stunk of smoke. Some limit should be 
put to the nuisance. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON" said he 
could cordially endorse what the hon. member 
had said. On the Southern and Western Rail
way there was a very flagrant abuse of the pri
vilege of smoking. In different visits that he 
had paid to the southern colonies he had never 
noticed that the matter there cropped up as one 
of complaint. In Victoria a placard was put 
up that a heavy penalty would be inflicted upon 
anyone who smoked in other than a smoking car
riage ; and he believed it was rigidly enforced. 
He trusted that the Minister for ·works would 
make such arrangements as would remove what 
ought to be regarded as a disgrace to their rail-
way system. · 

The MINISTJ<~R FOR WORKS said he was 
bound to say that he had seen the nuisance com
plained of. He had never complained of it, but 
he knew there were plenty of gentlemen who did 
not feel comfortable in carriages where smoking 
was carried on, and he was certain that ladies 
did not. There was a penalty, but it was cer
tainly difficult to enforce it. If the general 
public would only assist the authorities the 
nuisance would soon be abated, but not other
wise. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN s:1id no doubt it w:1s very 
disagreeable for some gentlemen to h:1ve to travel 
in a carriage where there was smoking done, but 
it was quite as disagreeable for others to have to 
travel without being allowed to smoke. There 
were two sides to the question. It was a comfort 
to him to smoke. Why, then, should he be in
terfered with ? The only remedy would be to 
provide extra smoking carriag€\1!, 

Mr. NORTON said he did not wish to inter
fere with the hon. member's comfort, but in 
studying his own comfort he should not forget 
that of others. His contention was that there 
should be smoking carriages in every train. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN said he had no wish to 
cause discomfort by his smoking. 

Mr. RUTLEDGE said that the travelling 
public did not like to have the necessity of 
interfering imposed upon them. In his opinion 
the guards ought to take the initiative whenever 
they saw smoking in any carriage not set apart 
for that purpose. His attention had recently 
been called to the way in which the ladies' 
waiting-room at Brisbane was kept. The accom
modation was said to be by no means such as 
could be desired in a climate like that of Queens
land. 

Mr. SW ANWICK said the hon. and learned 
gentleman was himself a smoker, but he ought 
to have added that he only smoked when he got 
his cigars "shouted" for him. 

Mr. MAC:B'ARLANE said that Ipswich had not 
yet forgotten the 103who were almost as famous as 
the "Six Hundred." Had any of those 103 men 
who were dismissed from the public works 
eighteen months ago been taken on again? 
Several cleaners and labourers had been taken 
on, but he belieYed that whenever any of the 
dismissed men applied they were invariably re
fused. The hon. member for Mitchell was much 
exercised the other nig·ht about the dismissed 
clerks :1nd superior officers in the \Vorks De
partment, and when he asked that provision 
might be made for them the Minister for 
W arks promised that he would do what he could 
in that direction. He approved of that, but 
he trusted hon. members would see that the 
same even-handed justice was dealt out to 
the working man :1s to the superior officers. 
Had any of those 103 men been re-engaged 
at the Ipswich workshops? He had been 
informed that the gu:1rds on the railway had 
to work the same hours as the engine-drivers and 
stokers, and that the latter were paid overtime 
while the guards were not. The lives of the 
travelling public were almost as much intrusterl 
to the gu:1rds as to the engine-drivers :1nd stokers, 
and he should like to know why the guards were 
not placed on the same footing with them in re
gard to overtime. He noticed that there was an 
increase of £350 for fuel and contingencies. The 
Minister for Works would probably tell them 
that that was owing to the increased length of 
line opened, but it seemed to him to be in conse
quence of the trains running se"l>!l.l days 
a week instead of six. With reference to 
cleaners, he believed that seven or eight 
h:1d been taken on during the year, and 
that whenever any of the old hands applied 
they were told that none of the 103 were to be 
re-employed. Th:1t was certainly arbitmry. 
Some of those men had never clone a clay's work 
since their dismissal, and were in many in
stances far better than those who had been taken 
on. \Vhat sin had those men committed-what 
dereliction of duty had they been guilty of? He 
supposed they were suffering because of their 
political or religious opinions. He noticed that 
the number of lal1onrers was the same this year 
as last. It was strange how that could be, seeing 
that a great number had been taken on. He 
hoped some explanation would be given. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said that as 
to the guards they were no doubt wurked equally 
with the engine-drivers and the stokers, but they 
had a good many privileges which made up for 
it. The extra amount of grease used and coal 
consumed on Sundays was paid for nearly three 
times over by the extra traffic on that day. As 
to the complaint that the number of labourers 
was the same, he did not see what reason there 
was for complaint if he could carry on the de
partment without increasing the number of 
men. Did the hon. member want to see the 
number increased ? 

Mr. MACF ARLAXB said that what he com
plained of was that a large number of men had 
been taken on, and yet the numbers were the 
same. He could not understand it. 

Mr. MORJ<~Hl<~AD : It is a miracle. 
The MINISTJ<JR FOR WORKS said he could 

explain it without a miracle. Some men left 
and their places were filled by others, and the 
number remained the same. Some of the 103 had 
been re-engaged, but how many he did not 
know. As to the cleaners, a new system of 
taking them on had been initiated. They did 
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not want old men as cleaner,;, and would not 
have them. Cleaners must be between eighteen 
and thirty-five, in good health, able to read and 
write, ca,;t accounts, and have perfect sight ; in 
all of which they were exan1ined before appoint
ment. The intention was that those young men 
should gradually rise through their own ability 
to be engine-drivers. He did not think the hon. 
member had anything to complain about that. 
Those were the men whom he had taken on-'--
six were taken on this week after undergoing an 
examination. 

:VIr . .:\IACF AHLAJ'\E : Does the hon. mem
ber mean to %ay that some of those who have 
been off for the last fifteen months could not be 
engaged again ? 

The l\Ul'\ISTEH J:<'OR WORKS : I did not 
say that. 

Mr . .:\IACFARLA::\'E : I was referring to the 
labourers? 

The :\JINISTEH FOR WORKS : I would 
just refer the hon. member to Messrs. Rinclair, 
Smellie, Forth, and others to ascertain the 
smartness of some of the men. 

Mr. DAVENPORT would like to know 
whether apprentices were employed on carriage
making in the Ipswich workshops? 

The l\Ill'\ISTER FOR WORKS said that 
apprentices were employed at the Ipswich work
shops. He had also introduced piece-work into 
the worbhops, and so far it had been successful. 
The committee which was appointed to inquire 
into what was supposed to be something enor
mous on his part had recommended the adoption 
of that sptem. A great deal of work had been 
done out,;itle the shops, and in future he hoped 
that more would be done in the same way. 

Mr. DA VENPOR'l.' said the cause of his ask
ing the Cjuestion was that he knew of young 
men, the sons of respectable parents, who had 
served their apprenticeship with blackRmiths 
nnd others, who had gone into the shops to learn 
the higher branches of their trade, and who, on 
declaring that their object was not so much to 
enrn wages as to lenrn their trade,;, were hunted 
out of the shops within a week by the selfish and 
exclusive worlnnen. 

Mr. .:\IACJ<'ARLANE asked why it was 
necessary to send to America for sleeping car
riages for the Roma line when so many men 
were idle at Ips\vich and other places who were 
willing to contract for the work? He believed 
that as good work could be turned out of the 
Ipswich shops as could he produced in America. 
The JI.Iinister for \Vorks used to be as strong an 
advocate as anyone for the employment of men 
in the colony, but since he had become a .:\[inis
ter he seemed to have changed his opinion, as he 
sent abroad for that which could be made at 
home. 

The :\IINISTEH FOR \VOTIKR said that 
the hon. member wns mistaken. He had not 
done the same as other Ministers, anrl he believed 
that wa,; the reason whv so much fault was found 
by the hon. member !md others. As to the 
sleeping-cars, they had applied to the Sydney 
authorities for models so as to be able to make 
them in the colony, but they had been refused. 
It was now proposed to send down a draughts
man to take designs of the car so that one might 
be made here. 

:\Ir. REA said he did not wish to address the 
Minister in any captious ,;pirit, but he wished to 
know the reason why there was such a dis
crepancy between the expenditure on the 
Southern o,nd \V estern and Central line,;, com
paring the two lines pm mtt< for distance ? 
Taking the expenditure on the \V estern line 
as the data, the expenditure on the Southern 

1880-4 ~ 

line ought to be as follows :-Engineers' depart
ment, instead of £65,160, £55,350; Traffic de 
partment, instead of £1,375, £844; subdivision, 
instead of £21,026, £13,444; Locomotive depart
ment, instead of £27,602, £23,175; Stores depart
ment, instead of £18,500, £12,105; or, summing 
the divisions into totals, the expenditure ought 
to be £110,272 instead of £133,663, the larger 
sums being those in the present Estimates. 

Mr. MACDONALD-P ATERSON said he 
did not quite follow tJ.e observations of the hon. 
member (Mr. Rea). He was quite in a fog as to 
the point which the hon. member was driving at. 
As to the sleeping-cars, he knew that the firm of 
Hudson Brothers, of Sydney, had a contract with 
the New South Wales Government for the manu
facture of all their carriages for five years. He 
had had a conversation with a member of the 
firm, and he would inform the Minister that they 
were extremely anxious to enter into business 
with this Government. From what he heard he 
believed that the firm were quite prepared to 
supply a sleeping-car to suit the gauge of this 
colony, within sixty days of the receipt of a tele
graphic order. If the carriage thus supplied was 
approved of, he believed that the firm were pre
pared to enter into further contracts with the 
Queensland Government. 

Mr. REA said the point which he wished to 
make clear was, that the comparative expenditure 
on the Central was mnch smaller than it was on 
the Southern and \Vestern Railway. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN said he was glad to hear 
from the Minister that apprentices were being 
taken on at the Ipswich workshops. No one in 
Ipswich knew that; and he knew of several able 
young men who were willing to go into the Gov
ernment workshops. 

The MINISTlm FOR WORKS said he did 
not say that apprentices were being taken on
what 'he ,;aid was that they had apprentices. 
As to the question put by the hon. member (Mr. 
Rea), he would point out that it was unfair to 
make a comparison between ohe two lines. One 
was a comparatively new line which required a 
small expenditure for maintenance, and along it 
there were very few stations; whilst on the other 
line there were a large number of stations which 
increased the expenses of the traffic department. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN wished to know whether 
the Minister intended to take any more appren
tices? 

The l\:TINISTJ<~R FOR WORKS : I cannot 
answer that rruestion at present. 

Mr. REA said he could understand the ex
planation of the :Minister for \Vorks if there had 
been a falling-off in traffic on the Central line. 

:VIr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said the 
traffic on the Southern and Western line was ten 
to one in proportion to the traffic on the Central 
line. There must be from eight to twelve trains 
le:wing and arriving- at the Brisbane station in 
the course of the day, whereas there was only 
one train from Rockhampton. For his own 
part, he was surprised at the low estimate of the 
Minister for Works. The expenses of the 
Houthern and \V estern line and of the Central 
Railway should not for a moment he compared. 

Mr. RUTLBDGE: Has the Minister for 
\Vorks commenced the experiment of the 10 
o'clock suburban train? 

The:i\llNISTER FOR WOHKS: I have given 
instructions ; but I do not know whether the 
train has been started. 

Mr. GIUFFITH said they occasionally had 
to go abroad for news. He had seen in a South 
Australian paper tha,t a statement was made in 
the South Australian Parliament the other day-
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e believed by the Hon. Mr. Tarlton-to the 
effect that plans of the route of the railway to 
the Gulf of Oarpentaria had been circulated in 
Australia and Europe. Was this true? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL asked if the hon. 
member for North Brisbane believed everything 
he saw in the papers? He would like to see this 
plan very much; but he did not believe it was in 
existence. 

The MINISTER :B'OR WORKS : I can 
scarcely imagine that the hon. member is serious. 
I know of no such plan. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: I did not ask the MiniRter 
for Works. I did not suppose he would know. 
The Premier having entered into the negotia. 
tions in this matter, I expected· an answer from 
him. Will the Premier say whether this plan 
has been circulated or shown in England or 
Europe? I ask the question, and I expect the 
ordinary courtesy of a reply. 

The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman should 
afford us the ordinary courtesy of quoting his 
authority for his statement. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: I saw it in a South 
Australian paper this afternoon. 

The PREMIER : You have given us about 
three versions of the statement. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: The hon. gentleman can 
answer the question plainly enough, if he likes. 
Has this plan been circulated? 

The PREMIER said he did not think the 
hon. member was so foolish as to ask such a 
stupid question. If he had done what the hon. 
member supposed he would he only too glad to 
tell the House of it. He was not ashamed of 
anything he had done in connection with the 
Transcontinental Railway. It was absurd to 
talk of plans when, so far, they did not even know 
the route the railway would take. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS was under
stood to say that the hon. member muHt have 
read a statement in reference to the plans in 
connection with the Queenslande1· expedition. 

Mr. KELLETT said he would draw the at
tention of the Minister for Works to the salary 
of the resident engineer of the Southern and 
Western Railway, which stood at £600. This 
officer had been for some time employed upon 
construction on the line to Roma at a salary of 
£300, in addition to his salary of £600 as resident 
engineer. He found that the salary of £300 had 
been omitted from the schedule of construction; 
and he presumed for the simJlle reason that the 
line was all but completed. But why should the 
salary of this old and efficient officer be reduced 
from £900 to £600 all at once? It seemed to him 
a great injustice. The omission must surely have 
been unintentional, and he hoped provision 
would be made upon the Supplementary Esti· 
mates, 

The MINISTER :B'OR WOI~KS said that the 
work for which tht> reHident engineer was ]Jeing 
paid as constructing engineer having been com
pleted, the salary of the constructing engineer 
was no longer voted. He thought £600 was quite 
enough to pay a resident engineer. He could 
not see that any injustice had been done. 

Mr. KELLETT said it was a simple matter 
for the Minister for Works to say that no in
justice had been done ; but he would point out 
reasons why this reduction in salary should not 
be permitted. If such a thing were allowed, 
no officer in the Government service would care 
to do his work properly. Notwithstanding the 
extension of the Southern and Western Rail
way for a distance of 180 miles, the salary 
of the resident engineer was to remain at 

£600. When the resident engineer undertook 
tbe duties of constructing engineer, he was 
promised that he should continue in re
ceipt of the engineer's salary when the work 
of construction was over. It was upon that 
understanding that he undertook the duties 
of constructing engineer. This officer was one 
of the oldest officers who had been engaged on 
the work of railway construction in the colony. 
He was brought out to the colony hy Mesers. 
Peto, Brassey, and Oo. ; he was much respected 
by that firm, and by all Ministers who had had 
charge of the Works Department up to the 
present time. In the case of the Stanley 
extension-a small line from Warwick to Stanley 
-the district engineer received £800 a-year. 
He did not know who this officer was, hut 
he was informed that he had not been very 
long in the colony. He found that the di"· 
trict engineer upon the Maryborough and 
Gympie line also received £800 a-year. The 
officer who had the superintendence of the whole 
of the Southern and Western Railway received 
a le~s salary. He knew an engineer who had 
given a great deal of trouble to the vVorks Office 
and the country, and he did not see why that 
officer should be treated so well in comparison 
with so old a servant as the resident engineer of 
the Southern and Western Railway. He was 
astonished that the Minister for Works should 
get up and say coolly and deliberately that there 
was no injustice done-that knocking £300 off a 
man's salary in one lump was no injustice. He 
(Mr. Kellett} thought it was a great injustice, 
more especially as it was not done under any 
g-eneral system of economy ; but, while the man 
who had most work to do was cut down, the con· 
structing engineers got £800 a-year, forsooth. 
He would be astonished if any satisfactory 
answer could be given of that action, especially 
as thi:; officer (Mr. Cross} was distinctly led to 
understand by the Minister of the day that when 
the line was completed to Roma his salary should 
be the same as previously. Perhaps the hon. 
gentleman who waH in office at that time would 
he able tn say that his (Mr. K ellett's} vel'8ion 
waR the correct one? 

Mr. GRIFFITH said he could not charge his 
memory as to what the exact arrangement with 
J'I'Ir. OroHs was, further than he remembered 
pointing out that he could not bind any future 
Government; but he expressed the opinion that 
he would be prepared to give if it were his duty 
to advise in the matter. He did not know 
whether he stated it in writing, hut he said his 
own intention was that after the completion of 
the Roma line the emoluments should remain as 
before ; it would involve an increase of salary 
but no increase of emolument. He would like 
to ask what !had become of Mr. Thornloe Smith? 
Last year there was a large salary voted for him 
as engineer in charge of surveys, but he saw 
nothing on the Estimates for him this year. 

The MINISTER :B'OR WORKS said Mr. 
'rhornloe Smith was no longer engineer-in-charge 
of surveys ; but he was now constructing engi· 
neer in charge of the Maryborough line, ~ir. 
Depree having been removed from that posi
tion. 

Mr. RUTLEDGE asked the Minister for 
vVorks whether it was the intention of the Gov
ernment to take any steps during the ensuing 
year for th€ purpose of testing the practicability 
of extending the Southern and vV estern Railway 
into the city so as to make it more accessible to 
the public. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said he could 
not answer the question. 

Mr. DE POIX TYREL suggested to the 
Minister for Works the advisability of adopting 
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the system with regard to season tickets that 
was in force in other places-namely, that when 
the head of a family took a season ticket his wife 
got a ticket at half-price, and any of his children 
at quarter-price. The result was to induce 
traffic on the line, and as they ·were going to 
have several branch lines it would be well to 
adopt that plan. 

Mr. ::YIORBHE.AD thought Mr. Cross had 
suffered injustice, unless some good and suffi
cient reason could be given by the Government 
for bringing down his salary from £900 a-year
which he was evidently led to expect, from the 
preceding ::Yiinister, he would receive-to £600. 
He (Mr. Morehead) thought some explanation 
should be given by the Government. It ap
peared to him that JI!Ir. Cross occupied a ,-ery 
important position, having under his control 
the management of the whole of the ::luuthern 
and Western Railway, from Brisbane to Roma 
and Toowoomba to Warwick. £600 a-year for 
that work was quite inadequate-presuming, of 
course, that ::Yir. Cross was a competent man, as 
he believed him to be. If he had been led by 
the late Government to believe that he would 
receive the same salary as he had been receiving, 
the succeeding Government, unless there was 
some good and sound reas(\ll to the contrary, 
should carry out that profhise. If the hon. 
member (Mr. Griffith) was right in saying that 
any arrangement that he might make would not 
be binding upon the next Government, still 
there should be a certain amount of honour about 
these matters between retiring and succeeding 
Governments, otherwise Ci vi! servants would 
never be safe. 

The PREl\HBR said of course the hon. member 
(Mr. Griffith) was right that no promise made
unless it was left as a record in the office, and as 
a recommendation that the Minister might safely 
pay attention to-could be expected to be binding 
upon the present Government. It appeared that 
..\Ir. Cross had been receiving £600 on the Bsti
mates, £300 a-year out of loan, and another 
£200, making in all about £1,100; at anyrate, 
he was paid £300 a-year for his work on the con
struction of the 'Vestern Railway, and £600 for 
being resident engineer, and he got a promise 
from the then Minister for Works that when the 
extension work ceased-that when the money 
ceased to be expended from loan-he should be 
paid a similar amount from the Estimates-in
Chief. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: I did not promise, 
The PREMIBR said he could only state that 

no such intimation was given to the House, and 
never hinted at, because if it had it would have 
put Mr. Cross in a very awkward position at 
that time. 'Vhen Mr. Cross undertook both 
duties it was questioned in the House whether it 
was proper to make a man resident engineer in 
charge of the whole of the railways, and at the 
same time to make him superintendent of the 
construction of a very important section. It 
was then urged by the Minister, in justification 
of that course, that Mr. Cross had not enough to 
do, and that it was the proper thing to allow his 
services to be utilised by extending them to loan 
works. He (the Premier) knew he protested very 
strongly against it, because he could not see how 
one man was able to perform both duties, and he did 
not believe he was able to perform them properly. 
The resident engineer who preceded Mr. Cross, 
a man who did good service for many years, was 
paid £500 and ultimately £600 a-year, which was 
a very satisfactory salary for the work to be per
formed. Officers performing similar duties were 
paid no more in any part of the world that he 
knew of. He might be wrong in speaking from 
memory, but he believed the resident engineer of 
the Victorian railways, where the supervision 

was three times the value of the work done here 
where the department was much larger, was only 
paid £800 a-year; and were they going to emu
late those men? They might as well raise the 
salary of the Bngineer-in-Chief and of the officers 
all round. He was sure there was no better paid 
officer in the service than Mr. Cross, taking into 
consideration his duties as resident engineer. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said he wondered when the 
debate that the hon. member referred to took 
place, because it so happened that he(Mr. Griffith) 
was Minister for 'Vorks only during the recess, 
and therefore it must have taken place since the 
present Government had been in office ? 

The PRBMIER said he did not say it took 
place when the hon. member was Minister for 
'Vorks. He said that when the change took 
place and the subject came before the House it 
was discussed very fully, and the reason he 
opposed it was that the two duties were such that 
no one man could possibly perform them. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said he only wondered when 
the debate took place, because, as he had pointed 
out, he was only Minister for Works during 
the recess, and he did not remember the hon. 
gentleman expressing any strong disapprobation 
on a matter which appeared for the first time on 
his own Estimates. It must have been been on 
some other occasion. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AK said it was true that the last 
:\Iinistry led Mr. Cross to understand that his 
salary would be increased as the work increased, 
and he (Mr. Cross) had been labouring under 
that impression ever since. He (Mr. O'Sullivan) 
was certain the promise was made ; and as to 
the point whether an incoming Ministry should 
be responsible for the encumbrances of their pre
decessors, he thought that if they took the estate 
they should take the encumbrances also, and any 
promise made by a former Ministry should be 
carried out. It was very easy to say that 
the extra was given to this gentleman be
cause he had not enough to do ; but surely 
he had more to do for his £600 a-year than 
the man on the Warwick and Stanthorpe 
line, who got £800 a-year. Whether he 
was district engineer or resident engineer, it was 
perfectly clear he had heavier work to do than 
the two other engineers put together, and when 
they got £800 why not place him on the same 
footing? These men had no superiority over 
Mr. Cross, who was a very faithful servant, and 
he hoped a sum to place him on the same footing 
as the other engineers in the same position would 
be put on the Supplementary Estimates. 

The MINISTBR IFOR WORKS said that 
both the hon. members for Stanley had raised a 
question on very strange premises. Those pre
mises were these, that they were making com
parisons between the salary of a district engineer 
and that of a resident engineer. Those hon. 
members contended that a district engineer 
received £800 a-year; but they made a mistake, 
as he only received £600, and £200 a-year for 
forage ; whereas the resident engineer received 
£600 a-year and one guinea a-day for travelling 
expenses. The one travelled on the railway and 
got a guinea a-day, although he had really no 
expenses, whilst the district engineer had to keep 
horses and staff and incur other expenses. 

Mr. MORBHBAD said that the Premier 
asked, in advocating the reduction, whether 
they should emulate the example of Victoria, 
where they paid £800 a-year to a resident 
engineer; but perhaps the hon. gentleman 
would allow him to show how they could 
do a great deal more in emulating Victoria. 
Victoria did not have two engineers-in-chief
one at £1,400 a-year and one at £1,350-it did 
not propose to give a bonus of £5,000 to an 
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engineer-in-chief. He thought that it was a 
disgrace to the colony that they could not get 
one man to manage their two lines of railway, 
as the Government, he had no doubt, could get 
a gentleman to look after both railways for 
£1,500 a-year. At any rate, there was no ana
logy, as he thought he had shown, to be drawn 
between this colony and Victoria. He certainly 
considered that Mr. Cross had been very barllv 
treated, unless there was some distinct and 
definite charge agaimt him. If Mr. Cross was a 
man who had not done his duty, let the Com
mittee understand it at once; hut until that was 
done he (Mr. Morehead) should not change the 
opinion he had expressed. He thought it 
was a gross injustice that Mr. Cross, after 
receiving for many years a salary of 
£900, should he reduced to £600. As to 
the guinea a-day for travelling expenses, it 
was just money to be spent. He did not consider 
a good case had been made out why this gentle
man should have his salary knocked down as it 
had been. There was another engineer-Mr. 
Thorneloe Smith-sometimes he was paiil £800, 
and then he was reduced, and then he got up 
again, according to the favour he might be in 
with the Government of the day ; in fact, no one 
knew where he was. However, as regarded the 
particular case of Mr. Cross, he was perfectly 
willing to make no further remarks if it was 
shown that he was an unworthy officer. If he 
was an unworthy officer let the country get rid 
of him, but he (Mr. :i'liorehead) believed he was a 
faithful servant of the State. 

The PREMIER said he ilid not see that be
cause the colony had been guilty of two or three 
acts of extravagance they should go on for ever 
in the same way. If they were paying two engi
neers-in-chief that was no reason why they should 
pay a salary to another enr;ineer for more than he 
was doing. But he would give a second reasm1 why 
Mr. Cross should not he paid anything in addition 
to what was provided on the I<;sti>:nates. He had 
been compared with a district engineer, hut he 
(the Premier) held that the respon8ibilities of a 
district engineer were far greater than those of a 
resident engineer, and JYir. Cross had ceased to 
have those responsibilities. But there wa~ 
another thing to be considered :-A district 
engineer was appointed for a special work; he 
had to superintend the work of construction; and 
as soon as his work was completed he could not 
complain if his services were no longer ret11ineil 
by the Government. It was for that rea8on that 
il1strict engineers received larger salaries out of 
loan than if they were permanent officers and 
their salaries were voted annually. When Mr. 
Thomas, who certainly was the hest engineer in 
the colony, was here he had only £500 a-year at 
first, and afterwards £600 ; and Mr. Cros" 
knew perfectly well when he left off being rlistrict 
engineer, and got off from a temporary appoint
ment on the Loan Estimates on to the Estimates
in-Chief, that he was getting into a permanent 
and, therefore, a better thing. He thonght the 
position of resident engineer was one of the 
best billets in the colony ; in fact, they would 
not find a better anywhere. 

:\Ir. O'SULLIV AN would like to know what 
the Premier called a temporary appointment ~ 
1Ir. Cross had, to his knowledge, been in the 
employment of the Government for eighteen 
years. 'l'here was one permanent officer who had 
actually been longer out of employment than 
this so-called tern porary officer. 

The l\IIKISTER FOR WORK::> pointed out 
that, when a district engineer was employed on a 
railway, so soon as the work of construction was 
completed his services terminated. As to the 
gentleman who, he pre8umed, was the one 
referred to by the hon. member fur Stanley (l\Ir. 

O'Hullivan)- namely, 1lr. Thornelue Smith-his 
great fault was his stubbornness of character ; 
he was too honest and stubborn in his opinion" to 
please everyone, and for that reason he had given 
offence to variouH n1 ini::;ters, but a,:.; an ellgineer 
he was not surpasseil. If they lookeil to the vote 
for the Central Railway they would see there 
an officer who was doing the same work as the 
resident engineer on the flouthern anrl 'vV estern 
line, and yet he only received £400 a-year, and 
that was all he had received for years : at first 
he had not much to do, i~ was true, but his salary 
har\ not been raised in proportion as his work 
had increaserl. 

Mr. GlUl<'FITH: l\Itty I ask who that is? 
Thel\IlNISTElll<'OH WOllKi:l: Mr. Roger~, 

at Rockhampton. 
Mr. DAVEKPORT was understood to Hay 

that the resident engineer on the Routhern and 
Western Hail way had a very lar,;e extent of line 
to tmperintend con1pared 'vith other engineert:;, 
and that the gentleman in question, .Mr. Cross, 
was not only a capable man, but had grown up 
with his work and knew every detail of it ; he 
also showed great tact in dealing with large num
bers of men when under him. He should join 
the hon. member for Stanley in protesting against 
tlmt ,;entleman having his sala1·y reiluced to 
±:liOO a-year. 

-:\'Ir. LUMLI<;Y HILL said there was a great 
difference between the position of a resident 
engineer who had a line already constructed aml 
in good repair, and a district en!lineer who had 
all the responsibility of constructmg a line. He 
thought himself that with a chief engineer at 
£1,400 there was not much necessity for both a 
chief engineer and a rer-ddent engineer, and 
that one could do the work of those two officers. 
Hon. members tttlked a great ileal about retrench
ment, hut he noticed that whenever the salary of 
an officer who hail a few friends in the Committee 
came under discussion there was a strong oppo
sition to any reduction. The salary which hail 
been given to :Mr. Cross when the work of con
struction was going on might not have been too 
large, but he could not see why a sum of £2,100 
should be paid to two officers for superintending 
a line after it was completed. As to a guinea 
a-day allowance, he presumeil the officer only 
received that when he was travelling, as at other 
times he could be doing nothing. He thought 
that a salary and allowances of £960 a-year was 
quite enough for all the work performed by thi,; 
officer. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said if the hon. member 
was attributing to him any personal friendship 
towards lYir. Cross he was mistaken-he harl not 
spoken half-a-dozen words to that gentleman, 
and was no personal friend whatever. He could 
very well see the difference between an engineer 
of construction and a resident engineer, and he 
could inform the hon. member that Mr. Cross 
had been employed on construction for many 
years, and had done good service for the colony. 
If ,;ome retrenchment hail become necessary it 
should have been made in the salaries of those 
who had not done so much service for the colony, 
and Mr. Cross should have had one of those 
more highly paid salaries ; hut Mr. Cross had 
not had any offer of the sort. It was quite evi
dent, from what the hon. member for North Bris
bane had said, that there was an implied or tlireet 
promise that the salary should be £tl00 a-year. 
He understood the hon. gentleman to say that he 
stated that he would recommend the increase to 
his colleagues. If the hon. g·entleman had done 
so he harl made a promise which was bimling on 
the honour of the present Mini~try. lf :i'llr. 
f1ro~l" waK tL cmnpetent n1an, the prorni:::ie :::;houlcl 

' be fulfilled ; if not, the Government ha<l better 
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get rirl of him, but they RhoulU not cut down his 
>mlary so as to place him in a lower position than 
men who were his juniors aml infinitely inferior 
tu him in professional knowledge. 

Mr. GHIFJ<'ITH said he could not see that 
the Government were bound by anything lH" had 
done. His recollection of the circumstance was 
pretty accurate, and the Commissioner for Hail
ways had remimled him that he wrote a 
letter to Mr. Cross telling him that he could 
make no promise, but that if in office he would 
recommend his colleagues to increase ~Ir. Cross' 
salary, so as to make his emoluments equal to 
those he before enjoyed. He however expressly 
declined to hind any future Government. If he 
were in office at the present time he should cer
tainly carry out the promise which he had then 
made. 

Mr. KJ;;LLETT said he had a little more to 
say on the subject. :For a very long time past 
this officer had been very ill-used. He had done 
more wnrk than any other two officers, especially 
within the last few years, and there was no reason 
why his salary should now be reduced. \Vhen 
engaged in looking after the construction of the 
Roma line, lYir. Cross was also performing the 
duties of resident engineer. The salary for the 
wmk of constructing would have been at that time 
£1,100 a-year, and that of resident engineer £600. 
Mr. Cross, however, by doing double work, 
saved the country a third of the amount. The 
Premier had stated that Mr. Cross had elected 
to take the easier work of construction ; hut 
the fact was that he was forced into it. He was 
told that he must take it, and it was a long time 
before it was settled what emoluments he should 
get. At first it seemed likely that justice would 
not be done to him, hut representations were made 
to the .:\Iinistry and he was more justly treated. 
It had also been said this evening that one 3Iinis
try were not bound by the actions of their prer!e
ce,.~ors, hut if that were to be the rule the country 
would soon be adopting the American rule of 
changing the whole service when a different party 
came into power. \Vhen the mail contract was 
under discussion it was arguer! very forcibly from 
the Opposition side of the House that future 
Parliament would not he compelled to pay the 
money for the service, hut those arguments we1e 
disclaimed by the Government. If the Govern
ment did not intend to recognise the promise 
which had been made the entire service would he 
demoralised, and men would try to shirk their 
work and be carel~ss about :::;erving a Govern
ment who treated them in that way. The 
Minister for \Vorks could hardly have imown of 
these facts when he framed the J<~stimates, and 
his stubbornness would not permit him to aclmow
ledge the error when it was pointed out to him. 
Xo reason had been given why Mr. Cross should 
he dismisserl-for this way of treating him was 
equal to a dismissal. The 1\linistry, if they 
wished torlismiss the man, should take therespon
sihility on their own shoulders, and not in an under
hand way reduce hb salary by one-third, so that 
he could not ]Jossibly go on working. If he 
stayed in the service he would become a laughing
stock, and he pnintetl at as he walked the streets 
of Toownrnnba, a:-; a 1nan whon1 the Govern1nent 
wanted to he rid of-who harl got fair notice to 
r1uit hut would not leave. lf thi" were the way 
men were to he treated, they would be looking 
out to see if the Engineer-in-Chief or the ~1:inister 
were coming, and would do no work if they could 
help it. .l\lr. Cross was one of the first men who 
had constructed rail ways in the colony, and he 
ha,! been a great number of years in the service. 
On one occasion another officer had been sent 
down to take his place. This officer dismissed 
men from the works, a11tl it was won found 
necessary to get rid of the officer and reinstate 

the men. The officer in question was sent north, 
at a salary £200 a-year larger than that of Mr. 
Cross, and the House was told that the treatment 
of the latter was fair and reasonable. It was a 
disgraceful thing to treat officers in such a way, 
where they had been guilty of no fault. 

Mr. FRASER said it was not pleasant to dis
cuss the salaries of public officers. He was dis
posed to think that the question to be con
sidered was whether the salary paid was equal 
to the duties to be performed. He did not know 
the gentleman except by repute and by sight, 
but he believed that he was an old public ser
vant. Whether Mr. Cross had any right to 
lay claim to high engineering abilities he could not 
say. He believed that Mr. Cross came to the 
colony in the capacity of superintendent of 
construction in the employ of Peto, Brassey, and 
Betts. On one occasion he thought Mr. Crosw 
was dismissed from the public service, hut he 
could not say what for. There were two ways 
of looking at this question, and he was of 
opinion that if any mistake had been made 
it had been in giving Mr. Cross something 
like £800 or £900 a-year. If Mr. Cross was 
a man of such high attainments, and con
sidered himself badly treated, he was per
fectly satisfied that he would find no diffi
culty in obtaining here or elsewhere a posi
tion superior to the one he was now occupying, 
and also that the Government would have no 
difficulty in finding a man competent to do the 
work at the salary which Mr. Cross was re
ceiving. The country was now employing a 
Chief Engineeer at a high salary to superintend 
the action of all his subordinates, and he did not 
see that the Committee was justified in voting a 
number of large salaries to those subordinates. 
He could not understand the amount of fervour 
which had been got up in favour of Mr. Cross 
that evening. 

l\lr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said the 
Premier had struck the right nail on the head 
when he spoke of the present position of Mr. Cross 
as being a permanent one in contradistinction 
to the temporary character of the position occu
pied by engineers of construction. The Minis
ter for Works had pointed out that the ~alary of 
the district engineer on the Warwick line was 
£600 with £200 a-year additional for ex
penses. He (Mr. Paterson) was informed that 
£200 a-year was barely sufficient to cover 
contingent expenses. District engineers had to 
find their own horses, and they were liable to 
losses of £30, £40, and £50 in horse-flesh ; they 
had also to find their own instruments and tents. 
Those facts were very important, and should not 
be overlooked in a consideration of this kind. It 
should also be remembered that Mr. Thomas, 
whose character as resident engineer had been 
testified to, had received only £500 a-year up to 
within one year of his retirement from the service, 
and only £600 during the last year. At the same 
time, he was disposed to think that Mr. Cross 
should receive some consideration beyond the 
salary put down. Mr. Thomas had received 
£600 a-year as resident engineer over a system of 
rail ways extending to Warwick on the one hand 
and Dalhy on the other, and .:\Ir. Cross would 
shortly have under his supervision and responsi
bility a system extending to lloma on the 
one hand and Stanthorpe on the other. That 
was 430 miles as against 215 miles. Nearly 
double the mileage of railways would be under 
the responsibility and management of Mr. Cross 
which was under the supervision of l\ir. Thomas, 
whose salary was £600 a-year. If the Govern
ment were to put on the Supplementary Esti
mates an increase of £150 for Mr. Cross it 
would meet the case very well for the time 
being. 
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In reply to Mr. RUTLEDGE, 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS said that on 

the death of the late clerk in charge of trains 
the chief clerk of the Traffic Department took 
his position, and the chief clerk's place was not 
filled up. The work was being done without a 
chief clerk. 

Mr. KELLETT asked whether the Minister 
for Works was still prepared to stick to the 
estimate of £600 for the resident engineer? It 
must surely be an error. l\Ir. Thomas was an 
able officer, but he had only half the extent of 
line to look after that Mr. Cross had for the 
salary of £600 that he received. Why was Mr. 
Cross, who was a good officer, and was always 
kept at the same ding-dong work, to be treated 
in this exceptional way ? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said he presumed that 
if Mr. Cross did not think he was sufficiently 
well paid for the work he had to do he could 
leave it. He (Mr. Lumley Hill) considered 
£600 and £1 ls. per day for travelling ex
penses a good salary, for if Mr. Cross worked 
in the ding-dong way that was asserted it 
would represent 300 days' travelling and bring 
his salary up to £900, which he considered 
ample pay for a man who was a subordinate. 
He thought the salary too much, and hoped 
the Minister for \Vorks would not promise an 
increase. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said he had 
already told the member for Stanley that the 
estimate was not an error, and that he could see 
no error in it. The hon. member might think 
him stubborn, but stubbornness had nothing to 
do with the matter. As had been pointed out 
by the member for Gregory, Mr. Cross drew a 
good deal more than £600 by reason of his 
travelling allowance. And what was his travel
ling? Chiefly standing on an engine. 

The PREMIER said he had just looked up 
the Victorian Blue Book, and he found that the 
salary of the gentleman who was in charge of 
the whole of the Victorian railways was £81i0 
without any allowance. 

Mr. KELLETT said he would like to ask the 
hon. member for North Brisbane if he could call 
to mind the promise that he made to this officer 
when he was in office, and tell it to the Corn· 
mittee? 

Mr. GRIFFITH was understood to say that 
he thought he had already told the Committee. 
His recollection was that no promise was made, 
except a personal one by himself, that if he 
should be in office when the Southern and 
\Vestern Railway was completed he would make 
a recommendation that this officer's salary should 
be £800 a-year. 

Mr. KELLETT said that underhand work had 
been going on in connection with the railway for 
some time, and the only way he could account 
for the treatment this officer was receiving was 
that some false reports had been spread about 
him and were believed by Ministers. Private 
detectives went about the lines and made charges 
to Ministers against the officials, and some of 
these charges were false. ::Yien had been sus
pended through information given by these in· 
formers, and had been reinstated in their 
work because the charges had been discovered 
to be false ; and the same thing must have 
been done with this officer, else why should 
the Government want to drive him out of the 
s;rvice by reducing his salary? \Vhy did not the 
Government stand up in a manly way and say 
what they had against this man? Why did they 
not bring up the charges to his face; and if they 
could prove them, then let his salary be knocked 
off? He wanted to know whether the :Minister 

for \Vorks would state the charges that he had 
against Mr. Cross 'I 

Mr. LUML·gy HILL said he thoroughly en· 
dorsed the action of the ::\:1inister in this reduction, 
if it was one. He considered the salary quite suffi

.ciell~. and could say candidly that he never 
hea~·,l of or saw ::Ylr. Cross, and as for any 
private information or private detectives going 
about, it \Vas a thing he waH ignorant of. 

::\l[r. KELLE'rT : I never alluded to you. 
Mr. L UMLEY BILL said he supported the 

Minister for \Vorks from common-sense. :More 
than sufficient was allowed for that branch of the 
service, and if a reduction had been proposed he 
should have supported it. 

Mr. KELLETT said the hon. member was 
very illogical in his reas(ming. He knew nothing 
of the officer's work, and yet he supported the 
Ministry in their action. 

The PREMIER said that if the hon. member 
(Mr. Kellett) thought that by getting into a 
passion and abusing Ministers he would gain hi~ 
point, he was greatly mistaken. Ministers had 
given nothing but sound reasons for the action 
they had taken, and yet the hon. member 
accused them of listening to reports from spies, 
in order to reduce the officer's salary in an 
underhand way. 'l'o say such a thing was dis· 
graceful, especially on the part of a Government 
supporter. He (the Premier) had made no 
charges against the officer. He had only spoken 
of the duties of the office, and not of the officer's 
qualifieations. K or had the Minister for \Vorks. 
And yet the hon. member insinuated that they 
had got underhand information from spies along 
the line. It was simply di"graceful on the part 
of the hon. member to take up the time with 
such scandalous charges. 

Mr. KELLETT said the Premier was evi
dently in a greater passion than he himself was. 
·what he (Mr. Kellett) oaid was that the only 
way he could account for the estimate was that 
there had been some underhand charges, and 
that the Minister mtmt have listened to them. 
\V ere the supporters of the Government to sit 
there like dumb dogs, and not object to anything
they thought improper? '\V ere they to sit quiet 
because the Minister for \V orks would not listen 
to reason? And yet he was told he was using 
insulting language because he was stating things 
which were facts. 

::\Ir. WELD-BL"C'NDELL said everybody 
was thoroughly satisfied that :Yir. Cross was a 
good officer, but he certainly ought to be save(] 
from his friend, the hon. member for Stanley, 
whom he could hardly thank for his peculiar 
advocacy. Not a word had been said against 
the gentleman, and he considered the Premier 
had every reason to be exceedingly angry at the 
language used by the hon. member. 

Mr. )'[ACDONALD-PATERSON said the 
question might be settled at once if the Premier 
\rould '*"'Y whether he was prepared to put an 
additional sum on the Supplementary Estimates 
not exceeding· £200 a-year ? 

The PRB1IIBR said the question had already 
been answered in the negative twice. 

After further remarks from Messrs. F 1L\.8ER, 
KELLETT, and HAMILTON, whom the storm 
outside rendered inaudible in the gallery, 

Question put an:d passed. 
The MINISTER J<'OR WORKS moved that 

£46,255 be granted for the Central Railway.· 
Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSOX said at 

that late hour he would refer only to the traffic 
manager, whose salary was put down at £375. 
He woul<l dra"· the attention of the Minister 
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for Works to the fact that the two chief clerks, 
and the clerk in charge of trains, on the Southern 
and Western Railway, had a higher ~~alary than 
the traffic manager of the Uentral Railway. 
He did not think that was fair, considering the 
much greater responsibilitie~ that atttac-' 1 'd to the 
traffic manager. He would not say thac u,ny sum 
should be put upon the Supplementary Esti
mates, hut he hoped that if next yenr the rigitl 
rule was not laid down thttt no increases were to 
be allowed, the duties of that officer would be 
taken into consideration, and that his salary 
would be more regulatecl by his merit$ and the 
responsible duties he had to perform. 

::\Ir. REA thought the Minister ought not to 
rush on the estimates of the Central line at that 
time of the night. 

The MINISTER ]'OH WORKS said that 
they had been discussing the railway estimates 
for two hours, nearly the whole of which time 
had been taken up in discussing the salary of the 
resident engineer. 

Mr. URll!'lrlTH said he had intended asking 
a question respecting the intention of the Govern
ment with regard to the \V estern Railway ex
tensions, but he should defer doing so until the 
Loan Estimates came on for consideration. 

In reply to Mr. MACDONALD-PA'fERSON, 
The MINISTER FOR WOllKSsaidhe coulcl 

not make any promise with reference to the 
sahtry of the traffic m::mager of the Central 
Railway. 

::\Ir. (}RIMES drew attention to what he 
understood to be a recently established rule of 
the department that station-masters were not to 
draw out forms of consignment. That rule 
operated very inconveniently where Ge·rm"n 
settlers were located. 

The MINISTEl{ F<.m WORKS said that that 
matter had been settled satisfactorily. 'Wherever 
there were German settlers the telegraph 
operators were instructed to make out the forms 
of consignment. There were legal difficulties in 
the way of Rtation-masters doing that. 

Mr. GRHIES mentioned Moggill I<'erry as a 
place where the settlers were put to great in
convenience in consequence of the application of 
the new rule. 

Mr. REA asked why there should be such a 
great difference between the salaries of the clerks 
of the Southern and \V estern and the Central 
railways? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said that 
one clerk had very little to tlo compared with 
the other. 

Mr. MACDONALD-P ATERSON pointed 
out that there was a locomotive superintendent, 
a locomotive foreman at Ipswich, a locomotive 
foreman at Toowoomba, and a carriage foreman, 
in connection with the Southern and \V estern 
Hail way, and only a locomotive foreman in con
nection with the Central Railway. He thought 
that at least the salary of the latter officer ought 
to l'e brought to a level with that of the locomo
tive foreman 11t Ipswich. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Does the 
hon. member suggest a reduction of one? 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON: No; but 
that the salary of the lower should be made 
equal to that of the higher. 

Question put and passed. 

ADJOURNMEJ'\T. 
The PRE::YIIER, in reply to Mr. (}RH'>'ITH, 

said that he had intimated that he would allow 
the committee on Mr. Hemmanfs petition to 

fix the day for the discussion on the motion 
''that the report of the committee be adopted," 
and, as the committee had fixed Wednesday, 
Government businQss would give place to it 
on that day. 

The House adjourned at half-past 11 o'clock 
p.m., until Wednesday. 




