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618 Question. [ASSEMBLY.~ Suspension, Standin.rJ Orders. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Thu1'sday, 6 .Ma1'Ch, 1884. 

Question.-Message from the Legislative Council.-1\Iem­
ber Sworn.--1Iot.ion for Adjournment.-Suspension 
of Standing Orders.-Petition -Chinese Immigrants 
Regulation Act of 1877 Amendment Bill-considera­
tion of Council's amenrt.ment.-IUessage from the 
Governor.-Chinese Immigrants Regulation Act of 
1877 Amendment Bill-consideration of Council's 
amendment.-Supply-resumption of committee.­
:!.\1essage from the Legislative Council.-Loan 
Estimates, 1883-4.-1.\' ... ays and :Means.-Loan Bill of 
1884.-Supply-resumption of committee.-Supple­
rnental'Y Estimates, 1882-3.-VYavs and l\Ieans-re­
surnption of committee.-Appl-opriation Bill of 
1883-4, No. 4.-Loan Bill, 188~.-Supply-resumption 
of committee.-1-Iessage from the Legislative Council. 
-Adjournment. 

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

QUESTION. 
Mr. BAILEY asked the Minister for Lands­
Has the £50 given two years ago for the fencing in ot 

the Tiara recreation ground been expended? 

The MIXISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) replied-

The sum of £50 Wa8 paid to the trustees of the rriaro 
relweation ground on the 11th )larch, 1883. but as the 
accounts have not been audited I um unable to sa.y in 
wlmt manner it has been expended. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE 
COUKCIL. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 
message from the Legislative Council, intimat­
ing that that Chamber had agreed to the adoption 
of the plans, etc., of the deviation of Collins 
street, South Brisbane Railway. 

MEMBER SWORN. 
:Mr. James Campbell was sworn in as member 

for the electoral district of Aubigny. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. BAILEY said he wished to bring under 

the notice of the House the state of the friendly 
societies in Queensland. Some remarks were 
made the other day upon this subject, when the 
Attorney-General's estimates were under dis­
cussion, and it then was pointed out that a 
portion of the duties of the Registrar of the 
1:-\u preme Court-namely, the care of friendly socie­
ties-had hitherto been neg-lected. The result of 
that neglect would, he was convinced, soon become 
apparent, for he had that morning gone over 
several of the balance-sheets of some of the friendly 
societies, and unless he was very much mistaken 
they had been either falsified or were incorrectly 
prepared. The balances brought forward from year 
to yem· showed very gross discrepancies, and those 
would be found upon examination. They could 
not be too careful in looking after those societies, 
for the officers were not generally business men, 
and did not understand how to protect their 
interests. Clause 30 of the Friendly Societies 
Act provided that-

" The Governor in Council may from time to time 
appoint auditors and valuators for the purposes o! this 
Act, and may determine the rates and remuneration to 
be paid for the services of auditors, but the employment 
of such auditors and valuators shall not be compulsory 
on any society." 
Then the 31st clause went more fully into 
the same subject. He thought it was a 
duty incumbent upon the Government to as 
early as possible have the accounts of these 
societies properly audited by competent men. 
He brought the matter under the notice of 
the Government in the hope that it would 
receive their consideration, and that friendly 
societies would receive the protection the law 
ought to afford them. 

The PREMIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) said 
that, as the Attorney-General was not in the 
House, he might inform the hon. gentleman that 
the matter to which he had called attention 
was one which was admitted by the Government 
tu require consideration. Reasons were given on a 
previous occasion why the accounts of friendly 
societies needed investigation, and he would 
inform his hon. colleague of what had been said 
on the question, in order that he might see that 
the provisions of the Friendly Societies Act were 
put into force. 

Question put and negatived. 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. J. R. 

Dickson) moved-
'l'hat so much of the Standing Orders be suspended 

as will admit of Resolutions of Supply and Ways and 
Means being reported on the same day on which they 
shall have passed in such Committees, and of Bills being 
passed through all their stages in one day. 

Question put and passed. 
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PETITION. 
The COLONIAL TREA8URER presented 

a petition signed by upwards of 400 residents of 
the electoral district of Enoggera, praying for a 
Railway Survey from some point on the Sandgate 
line in the direction of the cattle-yards. 

Petition read and received. 
CHINESE IMMIGRANTS REGULATION 

ACT OF 1877 AMENDMENT BILL 
-CONSIDERATION OF COUNCIL'S 
AMENDMENT. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House went into Com­
mittee to consider this Order of the Day. 

The PREMIER said the amendment made by 
the Legislative Council was in the 3rd section of 
the Bill. As the Bill left the Assembly, it pro­
vided that if a vessel arrived at any port in 
Queensland with more than one Chinese pas­
senger for every fifty tons, the owner or master of 
the ship would be liable to a penalty not exceeding 
£30. The amendment provided that ships must 
not have on board a greater number of pas­
sengers for Queensland than one for every fifty 
tons. Now he was not aware of any means of 
ascertaining whether the Chinese passengers 
were for Queensland or not. A man might 
say he was for Queensland. He would just 
give an illustration : Suppose a vessel arrived 
with 100 Chinese passengers, of 'Yhom ten 
were for Queensland. There was no machinery 
to discover whether they were for Queensland 
or not. The ship arrived on a Sunday even­
ing, and moored alongside the wharf, and the 
ten passengers landed ; but during the night 
the other ninety walked ashore. Those ninety 
would then be in. the colony, and they could 
not be got out of It. It was of no use locking 
the stable after the steed was stolen. However 
elaborate the machinery might be, convictions 
under that section would be impossible. Then 
again, a ship might arrive, calling here on her 
way, having ten passengers for Queensland, and 
ninety others, who might be going to Sydney or 
Melbourne. They might go there, be tran­
shipped into A.S.N. Company's or other steamers, 
and come to the colony in small numbers in that 
way. '!.'hat was another way in which the 
provision could be evaded. He therefore 
thought that House should disagree to the 
amendment ; and the reasons he proposed to 
assign for that disagreement were as followed :-

Because there are no means of discovering whether 
Chinese passengers on board of a ship arriving from 
beyond the seas are passengers for Queensland. or not, 
and it would therefore be practically impossible to 
prove a breach of the provisions of the 3rd section of 
the Bill as proposed to be amended. 

Because the clause, as amended, would facilitate the 
arrival in Queensland waters of unlimited nnmbers of 
Chinese, who might land from the ships bringing them, 
or be carried out of Queensland wnters, and then 
brought back in small numbers by other vessels. 
He moved that the amendment be disagreed to 
and he hoped the disagreement would be unani: 
rnous. 

Mr. ARCHER said he saw perfectly well, 
with the hon. gentleman, the difficulty in the 
matter. He was not in favour of having any 
extra Chinese in the colony. But there was one 
matter that they had overlooked in passing the 
Bill, and that was with regard to Chinamen 
coming from Sydney, for instance, and, on their 
way to China, calling at Qneensland ports. If 
a vessel from Sydney, carrying more than the 
number of passengers allowed by law, called 
at a Queensland port-which they did now­
the master and owner would be subject to 
the same fine as if they brought too many 
Chinamen from China for Queensland. He 
would like to get the opinion of the Premier on 
that point. Was there any difficulty in the 

matter? He should like to have an opinion, 
because such a thing might defeat the purposes 
of the Bill. \Vould it prevent ships taking 
Chinese passengers to China or not ; or at all 
events, would it prevent them, as they did now 
sometimes, calling at Queensland ports, if they 
had Chinese passengers on board? He knew that 
the hon. gentleman had great legal knowledge, 
and he now drew his attention to the difficulty, 
because he thought it probable that it would be 
better, as was urged by the h<m. member for 
Townsville in the discussion on the Bill, that 
Queensland should legislate for itself, and leave 
the other colonies to legislate for themselves. 
He thought there was an easy means by which 
Chinese passengers could be prevented from 
landing here in greater numbers than the law 
allowed; and he was perfectly certain that the 
hon. gentleman could easily find the means. 

MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERXOR. 
The SPEAKER announced that he had 

received a message from His Excellency the 
Governor assenting to the Auditor-General 
(Salary) Bill. 

CHINESE IMMIGRANTS REGULATION 
ACT OF 1877 AMENDMENT BILL 
-CONSIDERATION OF COUNCIL'S 
AMENDMENT. 

The PREMIER said, with respect to the 
possibility of preventing a number of Chinamen 
not intended for Queensland landing in Queens­
land, that was a matter not beyond their reach ; 
but it was not provided for by the principal 
Act now on the statute-book, nor by the present 
Bill. It would require an entirely different 
scheme founded on the Customs Act, to be 
enforced by police watching the ships. He did 
not think they could at the present stage substitnte 
an entirely new scheme for the scheme they had 
in the principal Act ; it was too late to do that. 
If that was what the Legislative Council intended, 
they should have suggested a scheme to carry out 
their amendment. \Vith respect totheother objec­
tion-that ships coming from the other colonies 
taking Chinese to their homes would be liable to 
be fined-that no doubt was technically so ; but 
the penalty under the Act could only be enforced 
by a person authorised by the Governor, and it was 
not likely that the Governor would direct a prose­
cution for taking away Chinamen. In all revenue 
Acts there were absolutely stringent provisions 
It was impossible for a man to step ashore from 
a boat coming from beyond the colony without 
incurring a penalty of £100 at least ; but those 
penalties were only enforced by the Governor, so 
that practically there was nothing in them. If 
they were to limit it and say that vessels coming 
from the neighbouring colonies should not be 
liable under the Bill, what would be easier than 
for the ship to go on to Sydney am! come back 
again? They need not go as far as Sydney, as 
they might only go to the Tweed River and come 
back; it would only be a little longer journey. 
So that it was necessary to have those stringent 
provisions. 

Mr. MACROSSAN said there must be a good 
deal of difficulty surrounding the whole of their 
Chinese legislation, because they were to some 
extent interfering with the liberty of people 
to go from one country to another. N everthe­
less, he thought it could be prevented without 
any elaborate machinery, even if the amendment 
made by the Legislative Council were carried, 
though he might state he had no intention of 
supporting that amendment. He could see, as 
suggested by his hon. friend the member for 
Blackall, that at the first port of arrival of a 
vessel from China the number of Chinese pas­
sengers for Queensland and the number of 
Chinese passengers for other colonies could be 
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ascertained, and it simply became a matter of 
telegraph communication then between that port 
and the other ports on the coasts, through the 
Custom-house officers. They could say, for 
instance, there were on board 20 Chinese pas­
sengers for Queensland and 100 for other 
colonies, and at the next port, or any other port 
called at after that, there must be the same num­
ber of Chinese passengers on board the ship not 
for Queensland, and the captain and owners of 
the ship would be responsible and liable for any 
less number than that who might have left the 
ship. In America the captain aud owneril were 
submitted to a very heavy penalty for every China­
man who left the ship and went ashore; so that 
there was no elaborate machinery required. 
However, he thought it better, seeing that they 
had no machinery either in the Bill or in 
the principal Act, that they should not 
agree t<) the amendment of the Legislative 
Council, though he did not agree with the 
reasons given by the Premier for disagreeing 
to it. To simplify matters and bring into effect 
this legislation and make things easy, he would 
not support the amendment. They could make 
further provbion for the matter in the next or 
some future Hession, though he had shown that 
nothing very ehtborate was required. 'l'he hon. 
gentleman should not escape with the idea that 
elabm:ate machinery was necessary, because the 
captam of the vessel could be made a machine 
by which no Chinese could be landed. 

Mr. BEATTIE said he hardly agreed with 
the hon. member for Townsville. They might 
presume that, however anxious the captain might 
be to prevent them, some Uhinesemightget ashore. 

2'11r. MACROSSAN : That does not matter. 
Mr. BEATTIE said it would be necessary 

tu have as many officers to prevent the land­
ing of Chinamen as there were Customs officers 
at pre•ent. He could not agree with the 
argument for the introduction of the amend­
ment, for this reason : Under the present 
Bill a vessel of 1,500 tons was allowed to 
land thirty Chinese in Queensland, fifteen in 
New South "\Vales, and fifteen in Victoria; 
or sixty in all the three colonies. Supposing 
the vessel had 150 Chinese passengers, and 
ninety of them were said to be going to New 
Zealand, and supposing the vessel went to 
Sydney, was New South \Vales to have a pre­
ventive service? He had made inquiries and 
was told that to prevent them going there thev 
simply transferred them to a vessel bound for 
New Zealand. He knew, however, that that 
was not the case, and that a good many of them 
went to New South \V ales and Victoria. If 
they went there surely the captain was not to be 
held responsible ? 

2\Ir. MACIWSSAN: Yes. 
Mr. BEATTIE said he could not see it. He 

was as anxious as the hon. member for Towns­
ville or the hon. member for Blackall to prevent 
Chinamen landing here at all ; but he wa~ afraid 
if the amendment was carried the difficulty of 
preventing Chinamen landing here would be very 
great. He was glad to find that both of those 
hon. gentlemen and the Committee would dis­
agree to the amendment made by the Legislative 
Council. 

Mr. AHCHER said he did not rise for the 
purpose of complicating matters, but he simply 
wanted an expression of opinion from the hon. 
gentleman at the head of the Government as to 
what would be the consequence of leaving the 
Bill as it now was. He was anxious that the 
number of Chinamen should be decreased. The 
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government 
stated tha.t the Government would always have 
the power of remitting fines, if Chinamen 
came in vessels from the other colonies ; but 

that was not a very nice thing to be done. It 
ought to be done by law, and not at the 
pleasure of the Government. The measure 
which they intended to pa.ss now would only 
serve for the short time between this and 
the next session; :>nd next session they should 
have some more complete legislation which 
would enable the Chirmmen, at all events, to 
get away in any number they liked, as well 
from the other colonies as from here. He haLl 
not the slightest intention of throwing diffi­
culties in the way of the Bill passing, so that 
ip the meantime they might have a measure 
which would prevent the influx of Chinamen. 

Mr. BLACK said it seemecl to him that they 
were getting into some difficulty over the clause. 
It had escaped the attention of the Committee 
that by clause 3, however anxious they might 
be not to allow Chinese to come into the colony, 
they were actually preventing them from getting 
away from it. As the clause read, before the 
amendment made in it by the Legislative 
Council, it said :-

" H any ve~~;sel shall arrive at any port in Queens­
land having on board a greater number or Chinese 
passengers than in the proportion of one to every fifty 
tons." 
According to that, a ship of 1,500tons leaving the 
port of Brisbane would carry thirty Chinese pas­
sengers returni11g to China. Of course thirty 
passengers would not be the full complement of 
that vessel to carry. Supposing a vessel went to 
Cooktown with the intention of taking on board 
200 Chinamen, if the clause were allowed to 
stand unamended the captain would have to pay 
a penalty of £30 for every Chinaman he took 
back to China. One of their chief objects 
was to get rid of the Chinamen already in the 
country, and that was quite defeated by the 
wording of the clause. The amendment of 
the Legislative Council would allow a ship 
to take back a full complement of passengers for 
China. \Vithout that amendment they were 
actually locking up the Chinese already in the 
colony, and preventing them from getting 
back to their country. He did not think 
that that was the intention of the House. 
The Premier had stated that in order to carry 
out the amendment of the Legislative Council a 
great number of regulations would be required. 
But that was the fault of the Government for 
bringing in an ill·ad vised measure, before giving 
every point of that very difficult question mature 
consideration. He had carefully considered the 
Council's amendment, and had come to the con­
clusion that only by accepting it could they get 
rid of the Chinese already in the colony. If 
the colony wished to prohibit all trade with 
China, let that be distinctly understood, for 
certainly if the Bill pa~<Sed in its present shape 
the effect would be to seriously injure that trade. 
The different colonies looked at the question 
from different points of ''iew. They were per­
fectly justified in doing all they could to pre­
vent Chinese landing in unnecessary numbers in 
Queensland, but they should be very cautious, 
in endeavouring to achieve that object, not to 
destroy an import,mt branch of the trade of the 
colony which they ought to foster by every legiti­
mate means. He had noticed a telegram in that 
morning's Cow·ier which came somewhat ap1•opos 
to the present discussion. It was as followed:--

" Cooktown, March 5. 
"'rhe steamer • "\Voosung,' from Honglwng, left last 

night for Brisbane, ?:id Townsville. She brought lOO tons of 
cargo for Cooktown, 50 tons for Townsville, and 47 tons 
for Brisbane. 

"'l'he ag~nt of the 'Woosung,' Mr. John Baird, was 
chttrged at the Police Conrt this morning, at the instance 
of the Customs authorities, with having brought two 
Chinese passengers more than the number allowed by 
the Act, and was fined £2 for each, with £1 4s. 6d. costs. 
'J'he 'Woosung' brought altogether U7Chinese, o!whom 
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six were naturalised British subjects, two had Kew 
South Wales exemptions, and four Queensland exemp­
ti(Jlls, The bench, however, declined to reeognise the 
naturalisation, aml this Act is causing great annoyance 
to shipmasters aud owners." 
There was an instance of a ship bringing cargo 
to our ports and undoubtedly benefiting the 
colony indirectly, and actually the naturalisa­
tion of those Chinese was not admitted, and 
men who had p<tid the poll-tax and got exemp­
tions were prohibited from landing, while the 
captain was fined for carrying them. If the Bill 
became law in its present form the fine in future 
would be £30. If a vessel touched for purposes of 
commerce at Cooktown, or Bowen, or Rockhamp­
ton, or Brisbane, the captain would Le liable to 
a penalty of £30 for eYery Chinaman he carried 
in exces,; of one to every fifty tono. It was 
ne;·er contemplated by the House to destroy the 
trade with China. New South \V ales ><llowed 
Chinese to pass their pOl'b; tcS passengers to 
other colonies. The New Zealand Government 
did not prohibit Chinese going to New Ze~tland. 
South Australia, also, did not prohibit their 
introduction ; on the contl'ary, they invited 
them thither, especially into the Northern Terri­
tory. He believed the Council's amendment 
was a good one, and it would be an easy matter 
for the Government, with their legal abilities, 
to devise such regulations as to prevent any 
excess of the stipulated number landing in 
Queensland. They had no right to go out of 
their way to legislate for other colonies. The 
other colonies did not take that extreme interest 
in the welbre of Queensland that they should 
legislate for them. \Vhat they had to do was 
to protect themseh·es, being at the same time 
careful not to strike at one of the chief sources 
of the maritime commerce of the colony. 

The PHE:YIIER pointed out that the clause 
was the same as that contained in the Act of 
1877. The same phraseology had been inten­
tionally continued, not because the Government 
were not fully aware of all the difficulties that 
had been pointed out by the hon. member for 
Jl.1ackay, but because, after six years' experience, 
it was found to be the best adapted to carry out 
the object they had in view. 

Mr. BLACK said he wished to know what pro­
Yision the Premierwouldmaketo allow the Chinese 
already in the colony to get away from it. There 
were abont 15,000 Chinese in the colony, and it 
was the irregulariti0" committed by them, and 
not by those outside the country, that had been 
the cause of the outcry against the introdEction 
of Chinese. How could the case of the Chinese 
already in the colony be met, if the amendment 
of the Conncil was rejected? 

The PREMIER said he had pointed out 
earlier in the afternoon that no prosecution 
conld be instituted foe a breach of that section of 
the Act unlec;s by direction of the Government­
whether in the case of ships coming to Queens­
land from China, or from either of the other 
Australasian colonies. 

Mr. SCOTT said it appeared to him, from 
what had fallen from the Premier, that the only 
way to get over the difficulty was for the Gov­
ernment to wink at any bt·each of the law, and 
not allow the law to be put in fDl'ce unless they 
thought proper to do so in any particnlar in­
stance. They could hardly have a more round­
about course to pursue, and he thought it was 
neither a legitimate nor a fair one. 

Question put, and the Committee divided:--­
A:n:s, 32. 

:Me8.srs. GriflHh, Diekf;oll, )Jiles. ::\Iacro~san, )Iacfarlanc, 
Dntton, 8heridau, Foot e. Hamilton, Archer, J. Camp bell, 
Bucklancl, Ecattie, Kalkeld, Grirnes, Lis.:Jner, Smyth, Bale, 
Foxton, 1\""hite. Higson, Bailey, ),Jiclgley, Jordan. Stevcns:, 
.AJand. Groom, Horwitz, :Brookes, T. Campbell, l'er~;uson, 
and Moreton. 

XoEs, 7. 
)Iessrs. Black, Scott, Palmer, Nelson, Chubb, Xorton, 

and Stevenson. 
Question resolved in the affirmative. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the CHAIR­

MAN left the chair and re]Jorted that the Com­
mittee had disagreed to the Legislative Council's 
amendment in the Bill. 

The report was adopted. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the Bill was 

ordered to be returned to the Legislative Council 
with a message intimating that their amend­
ment had been disagreed to, for the following 
reasons:-

Because there are no means or discovering whether 
Chinr>~c passengers on board of a ~hip arriving from 
beyond the seas are pa.s-;engers for Qneen:-:laud or not, 
ancl it would therefore be praetieally impossible to 
prove a breach of the provision~ of the 3rcl section of 
the Rill as proposed to be amended. 

Because the clause, lLS amended, woulrl facilitate the 
arrival in Queensland waters of unlimited numb~'rs of 
CbinE."Fe, who might lnnd from the ship bringing them or 
be carried out of Queensland waters and then brought 
back in small numbers by other ve~sels. 

SUPPLY-RESUMPTION 01" 
COMMITTEE. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREI~ moved that 
the Speaker leave the chair, and that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of Supply. 

Mr. FOOTE said he rose for the purpose of 
making some allusion to the remarks which had 
been made on previous occasions in the House 
with reference to the procee,dings of the Elections 
and Qualifications Committee. He thought it 
was due, not only to himself but to the other 
members of the committee, to do so, because 
several of them had been blamed and had had very 
disparaging remarks made about the way in which 
they performed the very difficult and unpleasant 
duties that had devolved upon them. In a few 
remarks he had made on a previous occasion 
he had stated that, in reference to the Aubigny 
election petition, he believed that every state· 
ment in it had been proved by the evidence. 
Before passing on to that he would refer to the 
first petition presented, that in the case of the 
Burnett election. There was some difference of 
opinion both inside and outside the House re­
specting the report of the committee in that 
case, and one member of the f-Tonse had referred 
to it as being disgraceful. Whatever the opinion 
of that hon. member might be was not a matter 
of any importance to him, neither did he care 
about it, because he had qnite as much right 
to his opinion as other hon. members had to 
theirs ; and with reference to the formality or 
informality of certain votes polled at that 
election-for that was what the whole question 
hinged on, there being no other evidence of 
any importance taken-the opinion he then held, 
and still held, was that the initials of any other 
person upon the ballot-papers, other than those of 
the returning officer, or presiding officer, created 
an informality, and consequently those votes 
mnst be declared informal. That was the opinion 
he had held throughout, and he had acted in 
accordance with it. He now came to the more 
important matter of the Aubigny election peti­
tion. That petition set forth many irregularities, 
and not only irregularities, but the parties 
accused the late sitting member of bribery and 
corruption, and so on. He need scarc81y say 
that he considered that every one of the charges 
set forth in that petition had been proYecl. He did 
not say that they had beenactuallyconnected with 
the late sitting member. That was the only ground 
of contention ; but every charge as to givinfi 
money to electors, supplying grog, personation, 
and intimidation, had been in his opinion ccm-
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pletely proved, as he was prepared to show as he 
went on. He should not read all the paragraphs 
of the petition, as he knew hon. members were 
anxious to get on with business and finish the 
session if possible that day, and therefore he 
should not unnecessarily take up the time of the 
House ; but, as he had already said, such violent 
charges had been made against the committee 
that, as far as the honour and integrity of the 
House and the country were concerned, it was 
only right and proper that the members of that 
committee should take some notice of it. Clause 
5 of the petition set forth:-

"That one of the polling places duly appointed for 
the taking of the poll at the said election was the 
1Vest.brook IIome..,tead Area, but the said returning 
officer, 'vithout due authoritY in that behalf, caused no 
poll to be taken there ; but iri lieu thereof caused a poll 
to be taken ~tt the Westbrook Head-station, a place 
outside of the boundaries of the ·westbrook Homestead 
Area, and which had not been proclaimed a polling 
place." 
He would ask if that had not been clearly 
proved? In fact, it was admitted, and the 
unanimous opinion of the committee was that it 
had been pro\·ed beyond doubt. No part of the 
committee could say it was not. It had not 
been rebutted, nor had any attempt been made 
tn rebut it. He wanted to know by what 
authority a returning officer had power to remove 
a polling place from the place where it was 
gazetted to be held, without applying in the 
usual and proper course to the Governor in 
Council, pointing out certain defects and showing 
reasons why the polling should be held in another 
place. The opinion that he held, whether 
rightly or wrongly, was that no returning officer 
had a right to remove a polling place from one 
place to another, even though the only object 
he had in view was purely and simply to accom­
modate the electors in the locality. But there 
were other reasons for the decision arrived at. It 
was very clear to his mind that the Aubigny elec­
tion was a thoroughly organised election. He had 
been upon the Elections and Qualifications Com­
mittee before, but, as far as his recollection 
carried him, he did not remember any election 
that was shown bv the evidence to be more 
thoroughly organised by one side than that elec­
tion. He would not say that it was so thoroughly 
organised on the other. He believed it was not'; 
they appeared to have been very short of that 
systematic organisation which had been brought 
about by the other side. It would be seen from 
the evidence that ::\Ir. Garget, the returning 
officer, explained, as his reason for removing the 
polling place hom the \V est brook Homestead 
Area to the \V est brook Head-station, that he 
was requested to do so for the convenience of the 
people. Now, the evidence showed the reverse 
to have been the case. He did not want to wade 
through every particular part of the evidence to 
prove what he said, but it was clearly shown 
that many electors did not go to the polling place 
for the purpose of voting. One witness, when 
asked if the electors went there to poll, said a 
large number of them did not. 

Mr. BLACK: \Vhat is the number of the 
question? 

Mr. GRIMES: 200, page 20. 
Mr. FOOTE said he was not certain about the 

number, but he knew the evidence was there. 
The witness, when asked by counsel for the 
other side in cross-examination, if they did not 
vote at some other place, said he supposed so. 
It was quite clear to his mind that they did not 
vote, and he made the statement now, after due 
consideration and deliberation upon the subject, 
that one-half of the votes polled by the late 
sitting member for Aubigny were not the votes 
of bon<1,tide electors. It would be seen from the 
eYidence that there were a few local celebritie• 

in the place who could be well trusted, and 
some of them polled twice, and others oftener. 
He believed there were fifty-seven of them 
altogether, and they polled a total of 157 votes. 
That was said not to be bribery, nor yet to be 
corrupt. They had only to read the evidence in 
order to see whether it was or not. But what he 
sttid about the local celebrities did not in the 
slightest degree refer to those ninety men who 
came from the direction of Warwick, and who 
took possession of the polling booths at every 
place they visited ; they occupied them till their 
purposes were accomplished, and then went 
somewhere else. There was no notice taken of 
them. The sitting member said there was a 
perfect stampede in the polling places, and there 
was no order there ; they were full inside, and 
there were a great many standing round the 
presiding officer. When the names were called 
they said those were their names. He was just 
mentioning the matter that hon. members might 
infer whether they were bona .fide voters or not. 
Any reasonable man would come to the conclu­
sion that they were not. Those were cases of 
personation. Those same men polled at every 
other polling place that was convenient, one of 
which places was the head-station, which they 
kept possession of for a considerable time. 
Allusion had been made to intimidation, and the 
late member was asked whether any of his party 
were prevented from voting, and he said "no"; but 
although they did not vote at that time, they voted 
at a later hour. It was generally known before 
the election what was likely to take place when the 
electors got to the polling places, and peaceful 
and law-abiding electors would rather part with 
their franchise than go to a polling place to be 
disturbed and insulted as they were likely to be. 
The late candidate stated to the committee 
that he should not like to make use of the lan­
guage that was used at some of those polling 
places. \Vith reference to the liquor that was 
supplied, he was nut speaking of drink in places 
where there were public-houses, but of those 
places where there were booths erected for re­
freshments and the supply of liquor. That 
drink was supplied no une denied, all that was 
urged being that they could not connect the late 
member with it. That was the opinion of 
the majority of the committee ; but he (Mr. 
]foote) held that they had connected the 
late member with it. Had there been no other 
ground than that the returning officer had 
removed a polling place without proper authority, 
he should have been disposed to upset the 
election on the grounds he had just mentioned. 
There were other grounds ; the evidence given 
by the witness Ohlsen was to the effect that he 
had received 10s. to vote in a certain way. He 
(Mr. Foote) was acquainted with what took place 
at elections, as he had had to contest elections 
during the last twenty years. 

Jliir. BLACK : Whom did he vote for? 
Mr. FOO'l'B said the hon. member might 

know whom he voted for; but that man had been 
tampered with between the time he voted 
and the time he gave his evidence. He had 
recteived 10s. from a person in connection with 
the late member's committee-Mr. Cameron­
and he stated in his evidence that he had voted 
for Mr. Campbell. He did not believe it. '-Vas 
it reasonable that a man should part with money 
to a man to support a candidate when he pro­
fessed to believe in the other side? He believed 
that the man voted for Mr. Perkins, and 1le also 
believed that Mr. Cameron was a member of 
I\rr. Perkins' committee and had the authority 
of the committee to spend that money. He was 
not going through the list of moneys paid, beyond 
saying that £5 had been paid to secure one 
man's influence and £10 to another, and oo on, 



There was one witness named \Vecker, who 
received £5. He was in a public-house one 
night where he got into a discussion with some 
German friends about election matters. The 
next morning as he passed along the street he 
was accosted by a person who was so pleased 
with the remarks he made the previous night 
that he tendered him what he thought was a £1 
note, but which afterwards proved to be a £5 
note. That person had no vote, but he had 
influence. Wecker was asked several questions 
on the subject, and, among.,t others, whether he 
thought the money was given him to purchase 
his influence in regard to the German vote. His 
answer was that it might be so ; and there could 
be no doubt as to the purpose for which the 
money was given. There was no attempt made 
by counsel tu disprove the allegations contained 
in the petition, for the simple reason that they 
knew it was impossible to do so. The committee 
were Yery mild in their conclusion. They did 
not bring up their reJJort in such a harsh or offen­
sive way as to reflect great cliscredit on any party 
concerned, but they gave the Aubigny electors 
the opportunity of again recording their votes 
nnd deciding w !to W<ts their proper representative. 
~otwithstanding the bet that all the <>!legations 
in the petition were proved, the committee 
simply brought up a report which at once main­
tained the dignity of the House and showecl 
persons petitioning the House that their petitions 
would receive attention. It had been >Lrgued on 
the other side that if such petitions were 
entertained and elections upset on such evi­
dence no hon. member would be safe ; ,;nd 
he believed that many seats would be rendered 
vacant if they were petitioned against. The 
late sitting member was not disqualified from 
again becoming a candidate if he chose to do 
so, and that he did not do so was presump­
tive evidence that he had not the slightest 
chance of being returned. There was another 
matter to which he wished to allude, and that 
was the scurrility of a portion of the Press, 
though he did not personally care anything 
about what had been said. An article which 
appeared in the Cou1·ie1· the other day charged 
the committee with having consulted the Pre­
mier, or the Premier with having consulted 
the committee : the article marle it appear that 
the members of the committee were creatures of 
the Premier--

HoNOURABLE ME)!BEHS on the Opposition 
Benches : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. FOOTE : 'That the committee carried out 
his instructions. There was not a word of truth 
in the statement. 

The PRE:YIIER: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. FOOTE said that since he had been in the 

House he had never used the word "lie," but he 
now said that a more base lie was never penned 
on paper-he did not care who was the writer. 
He challenged any man whether in the House 
or out of it, to say that there could be a more 
independent man than he in every sense of the 
term. 

Mr. STEVENSO~ : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. FOOTE: Not even the hon. member 
for Normanby. That hon. gentleman had never 
seen his (Mr. Foote's) name on a trade circul,;r 
coupled with a mortgage of £30,000, and he never 
would. He had nothing to fear from any man 
in the world, and nothing to ask for; he sought 
nothing but to represent his constituency, and 
he intended to do so as well as his lights and 
ability would allow. He curried no man's 
r,wour, nor did he cttre for any man's displeaoure. 
lle had never used such strong langnage before, 
and should not have done so now for his own 
pa,rt; but there were others involved, and he 
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considered that the majority of the committee 
had a right to vindicate not only their privileges in 
the House, but also as members of the committee. 
'Two members of the committee thought proper 
to resign. "" man was a free agent whether in 
or out of the House, and had a right to do as 
he liked; but if members of the committee wished 
to l'e::;ign they ought to have done so in a graceful 
manner. They did not do so, howevm·, he 
was sorry to say. Those two gentleman insulted 
the other side, and had he not been in the 
chair he should have rebutted the insult ; but 
he was very moderate on the occasion. Refer­
ring to one of those gentlemen, he said that if 
he held the opinions he had expressed he (Mr. 
l<'oote) would resign. And he was not sorry that 
he did resig·n. He had sat upon committees 
before, but he did not know that he had ever sat 
on a committee where all the members agreed. 
But where they did not all agree they had the 
grace and the manliness to disagree without 
exhibiting feelings of dis]>leasure, and with­
out charging the other side with injustice. 
\Vas not the minority always beaten? The 
nmjority carried everything. 

Ho:-;oult.\BI,E 1\h;Mmms on the Opposition 
Benches: Hear, ]w;or! 

::\[r. FOOTE :Had hrm. members uot been Ion;; 
enough there to know thttt? They carried it out 
in the late lVIinistry, and they did a lot of jobbing 
there too; but they did no jobbing now. They 
had now a lot of respectable men to deal with 
on the Ministerial benches. He said again, 
that when they had disagreed they had done 
so agreeably. It was a very poor sign that when 
a minority was beaten they should take their 
defeat in a disagreeable way. He had said 
already that, so far as concerned the grog, 
the versonation, the intimidation, the double 
voting, and the money spending, that was 
all proved, and there was no attempt to dis­
prove it ; it was practically admitted on the 
other side. He would turn to the evidence of 
one witness-a gentleman named ·De Grouchy. 
He was told that he was a respectable man, and 
that some of his friends sympathised with him 
for having fallen into such bad company. Mr. 
De Grouchy said -·at least itwas attempted to make 
him say-that he was a fully constituted com­
mittee-man; but he would not have it. He said he 
was appointed by the people to be chairmttn of a 
sub-committee. He (Mr. Foote) did not profess to 
know who the committee were. Several names 
were n1entioned-l\Tr. Naun1berg, Mr. llan1n1, 
Mr. Mclntosh, and others-and there appeared 
to have been a great deal of work done, and no 
one to do it, while there was a good supply of 
drink and nobody to pay for it. That drink 
seemed to have been taken without wheels ; it 
must have been carried up there in a balloon or 
something of that sort ; at any rate, it was not 
quite clear how it went. Mr. De Grouchy said he 
did not know where it came from, who brought 
it, or what it was brought for. It was taken 
from his house to the booth where it was used; 
and all that was not drunk was taken and 
given away. Mr. De Grouchy said he made 
certain payments, but he never attended a 
meeting of the committee before the election ; 
he attended a meeting afterwards, but his 
memory did not serve him to tell for what pur­
pose he attended. He (Mr. Foote) need not say 
that, whilst that gentleman might have told some 
truth, there was a great deal that he left untold; 
and, therefore, he was not disposed to give him 
any great credit for ,;ny facts beyond those he 
was bound absolutely to admit. There was 
another matter he had forgotten, and that was a 
reference to the evidence of l'\lr. Garget. 1\lr. 
Garget was very obtuse when giving his evi· 
dence at first ; he did not seem to understand the 
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homestead areas, although he said he did. He 
seemed to be very careful about giving his evi­
dence-not like a man who was prepared to tell 
''the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth," regardless of any person. In reference 
to the homestead areas, 1\Ir. Garget at first 
said that the head-station was outside the areas, 
but by-and-by, as he went on, he stated that it 
was inside the areas. That evidence showed him 
\1\Ir. I<'oote) that Mr. Garget was not the dis­
mterested witness that he ought to have been. 
He maintained that a returning officer should not 
be a Government contractor. He did not wish 
to cast any aspersions on 1\fr. Garget-at least, 
not more than was necessary-but he could not 
h~lp noticing that he was a very important 
witness. There was smnething in connection 
with the voting at the head-station which showed 
him that there was collusion somewhere, and that 
the parties concerned thoroughly understood 
what they were doing, and how they were to do 
it. He believed that that polling place was 
removed for a specific purpose-namely, for the 
acconnnodation of " Garget's ht1nbs." Besides 
that, from what was anticipated in the shape of 
disturbances and so on, respectable voters, it was 
thought, would not go, while others would be 
kept away by the distance. As he had said, 
he believed tl1e charges to be fully proved, but 
the committee were quite willing to give Jlilr. 
Perkins the benefit of that, while, at the same 
time, they took care that the prayer of the 
petitioners should he respected. They therefore 
thought that the honour and integrity of the 
How;e would be maintained by declaring the 
election null and void, and thus giving the electors 
of Auhigny another opportunity of seeing whether 
they were right or wrong. 

Mr. FOXTON said he did not intend to 
occupy the time of the House longer than he 
could help, hut he thought it was clue to him­
self and to his fellow-committeemen that he 
should, before the session closed, endeaYour to 
follow so far in the footsteps of the Chairman of 
the Elections and Qualifications Committee as 
to free them from the aspersions which had 
been cast upon them. There was a matter 
referring to himself particularly, and to 
which the hon. member for Norinanby had 
alluded. He thought the hon. member said 
he (Mr. Foxton) ought to have had the decency 
to have resigned from that committee before it 
entered upon its deliberations at all, in conse­
quence of what the hon. member was pleased to 
call a quarrel or alterc<ttion between himself and 
Mr. Perkins. He had always understood that it 
took two to make a quarrel, and it also took two 
to make an altercation ; and in this case there 
was no quarrel and no altercation. At Stan­
thorpe his scrutineer did something which ap­
parently did not please 1\Ir. Perkins, but put 
him out considerably, and he thereupon used 
language to him (1\Ir. :Foxton) which he 
certainly thought he was now sorry for, anLl at 
all events he gave him the credit of think­
ing that he was. The matter had made no 
impression upon his mind. Those who heard 
what was said were possibly accustomed to hear 
similar things from Mr. Perkins, as what he said 
did not seem to excite any surprise on their part. 
He knew that at all events his reputation was 
not the one that suffered in consequence of what 
took place. If he had consulted his own 
intere,ts and his own inclinations he would 
have resigner! from that committee- not in 
con~equence . of that, but eimply because the 
dut1es occupwrl a very considerable amount of 
time which a man in busine's was unable to give 
to them without injury to himself. "When, as 
possibly would be remembered by hon. members, 
the late Premier took occasion, almost before 
his (~Jr. Fo:xton's) seat was warm, to attack 

him in reference to that very matter, he felt 
he ought not to be bounced off that com­
mittee. That was why he accepted the posi­
tion, and he certainly declined to acknowledge in 
any way the principle that any person interested 
in a petition to that House, which was to be 
referred to either the Elections and Qualifica 
tions Committee or to any other committee, 
should be able to choose his own tribunal, by 
using abusive and insulting language to 1ne1ubers 
who he thought might be appointed to that 
committee, and who he thought might not 
unduly favour him in their deliberations. He 
declined to acknowledge any such principle as 
th»t. He did not rely entirely upon his own 
judgment in the matt~er, but consulted gentlemen, 
both in this colony and in other colonies, upon 
whose judgment he could rely -gentlemen 
in no way mixed up in party politics in 
this colony, but gentlemen who he ventured 
to say had as much experience as any gentleman 
in that House. They were unanimous in 
justification of his course of action, and he was 
perfectly satisfied with himself, no matter wha.t 
anyone else might be. He was quite willing 
that his motives should be misunderstood by those 
who did not know him, rather than he should 
be bounced off the committee. With that matter 
he had done. He might venture to say that 
some members on the other side, and cer­
tainly some portion8 of the Press, had 
imputed gross immorality -he could put 
it in no other way-gross malpractices on 
the part of the majority of the Elections and 
Qualifications Committee. He remembered, when 
the first report was brought up, the leader of 
the Opposition referred to it as " a most dis­
graceful report." He took exception to any 
such statements. He was not going to re­
taliate in the same manner, but he did take 
exception to any such language. If the majority 
were actuated by party motives only, what about 
the minority? If the majority voted one way 
the minority certainly voted another. He 
was not going to impute to that minority 
anything ; he was not going to say for one 
moment that they were guilty of not doing 
their duty as they ought to have done it-as 
they were sworn to do it. But while he gave 
them credit for having done it justly and honestly, 
he claimed the same for himself and the other 
members of the committee who agreed with him. 
He was willing to give the members of that 
minority credit for acting straightforwardly and 
honestly, although he did not agree with them. 
He would say this : that it was in human nature 
that a man, necessarily but perhaps insensibly, 
took a particular view more or less from those 
with whom he was constantly in contact. He 
did not deny for a moment that before he 
was appointed a member of that committee 
he had freely expressed his views-he could 
not say where or to whom-but he had ex­
pressed his views upon the questions of law which 
were involved, at all events, in the Burnett 
election. He had done that, and many others 
had done the same thing, but after he was 
appointed to the committee he had very care­
fully suppreesed any mention of those matters 
in his presence. He could not, of course, have 
anticipated that he would be a member of that 
committee. He believed every member of that 
committee, before they had been appointed, had 
given expression to their views upon those matters, 
which were matters of public interest and gen­
eral conversation. His opinions had not changed 
one bit on questions of law in that matter. It 
was possible that the members of the minority 
in the committee had, in both of those two first 
petitions, derived their views upon the matter 
somewhat unintentionally and unknowingly 
from the views constantly expressed ;;,ronnel 
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them by those with whom they were constantly 
in contact. That, he thonght, was quite 8Uffi­
cient to explain the difference of opinion, and 
that was a reason why the present constitution 
of the Elections and Qualifications Committee 
was undesirable. He admitted that at once. 
That, of course, was a question into which he 
did not propose to enter. He had, however, 
much doubt whether the Legislature would be 
able to devise a better tribunal which would 
be suitable to our present circumstances. He 
should deal first with the Aubigny election 
petition. Much stress had been laid on the 
section of the Act which stated that the ques­
tion before the committee should be decided in 
real justice and good conscience. But surely 
they must regard the law, as indeed they were 
sworn to do; and the law was supreme. The law 
was intended for specific purposes, and they were 
bound to uphold it. ·where that did not apply 
they were bound to be guided by real justice and 
good conscience, and he believed the committee 
were so gnided. \Vith regard to the Aubigny 
petition, a polling place was appointed in the 
regular manner by the Governor in Council for 
the \V est brook Homestead Area. He himself 
asked one of the witnesses-a draftsrnan from 
the Land office at Toowoomba-what was the 
size of that area, and the answer, he believed, 
was fifteen miles by nine miles across. Up to 
that time, and during two or three previous 
elections, the polling place for the \V est brook 
Homestead Area was held at a place called 
Biddeston, well within the area, and some four 
or five miles from its boundary-a central place, 
where he understood there was a post office. 
The returning officer, by notice in the Dcwling 
Downs Ga.:ette of the 11th August, and in the 
Toowoond"t ChJ•onicle of the 16th August, notified 
that there would be a change of polling place 
from \V est brook Homestead Area to \V est brook 
Head-station. Even if the Governor in Council 
had wished to alter that polling place it could 
not have been done at any time after the 
6th August, four days before the day of 
nomination. But what did the returning officer 
do? Why, on oneclayafterthenomination, in one 
instance, and six days after the nomination in 
the second instance, he changed the polling 
place from West brook Homestead Area to vV est­
brook Head-station-a place three-quarters of a 
mile outside of the boundary of the area, which, 
as he had said, was in extent fifteen miles by nine, 
and six or eight miles from Biddeston. He men­
tioned those matters because they bore on an 
authority which he intended to quote. It was con­
tended that that was not doing away with a polling 
place. He did not care if there had been fifty 
polling places instead of nine ; if a poll was not 
taken at one of the places appointed by the 
Governor in Council, the election, according to 
the authority he would quote, was void. If 
it was optional for a returning officer to 
do away, by simple notification, with a polling 
place proclaimed by the Governor in Council 
and proclaim others in their stead, he might, 
in a large electorate, put all the polling 
places into one corner of it, and it might 
still be argued that the requisite number 
of polling places had been provided. The 
authority he had mentioned was one which had 
a direct bearing on the Aubigny case. It was a 
report on the petition of Augustus Morris, Esq., 
one of the candidates for the south riding 
of the county of Cumberland, in New South 
vVales, to declare the election void because no 
poll was taken at a place called Canterbury. 
The members of the committee who inquired 
into that petition were Messrs. \Villiam M. 
Arnold, John Norton Oxley, Terence Aubrey 
Mnrray, Alexander \V alker Scott, Henry Watson 
:Parker, Hichard ,J ones, Peter Faucett, and 

1884-~ R 

Arthur Todd Holroyd. One, if not two, of those 
gentlemen had since attained a seat on the 
Supreme Court bench; and there were names there 
which would command the respect of any com­
munity in the colonies-men who, for integrity 
and perfect knowledge of their duties, were 
not to be exceeded by any similar body who 
were ordinarily got together. He would briefly 
state the facts of the case, and any hon. mem· 
ber who chose might satisfy himself as to their 
accuracy by referring to the volume in which they 
were contained, and from which he was quoting. 
A poll was appointed to be taken at Canterbury. 
There were other polling places at Ash field, Bur­
wood, and N ewtown, all within a radius of from 
one and a-half to two miles from Canterbury. 
There were fifty voters residing in or near Canter­
bury. The number polled by Mr. Brennan, the 
successful candidate, was 435, and by Mr. Morris, 
367, giving a majority of 68 for Mr. Brennan. 
The poll was not held at Canterbury, nor 
was any other place substituted for it, and 
there was no evidence to show that any of 
those fifty voters had been disfranchised in 
consequence. Indeed, if the whole of them had 
voted for Mr. Morris, Mr. Brennan would have 
been still in a majority. But what did the com­
mittee do? After hearing the evidence, which 
was not very voluminous, they reported that-

" Having satisfied themselves, upon due inquiry, that no 
poll was, in fact, taken at Canterbury at the said elec· 
tion, have determined and do hereby accordingly declare 
the said election to have been and to be wholly void.,. 
What could possibly be stronger, regarded 
from a strictly legal point of view ? He 
ventured to say that it was unanswerable. 
He thought he need not dwell any longer upon 
that point, though he felt he must comment on 
the case at some length, as he was doing. There 
was one remark which was made by the hon. 
member for Mackay, the other evening, to which 
he took exception, although the hon. member 
might have made it in all sincerity. The hon. 
member stated that, with ong exception, the 
committee were of opinion that the charges 
and allegations made in the Aubigny case against 
the sitting member had not been sustained. 
That was scarcely an exact account of the 
expressions of opinion which were given by 
the members of the committee on that occasion. 
\Vhat was eaid-or, at all events, what he 
said, and what he believed the other members 
of the committee also said-was that they were 
satisfied that the charges were not brought 
home to Nir. Perkins in such a manner as 
would be required in a court of justice, or that 
they were not legally brought home by legal 
evidence. He himself admitted that if the 
evidence was to be weighed strictly by the rules of 
evidence which obtained in courts of law, they 
were not brought home to the sitting member. 
But it was there that the section relating to real 
justice and good conscience came in. If they 
were to be debarred from a decision on the 
strictly legal point to which he had referred 
because there was a section of the Act which 
said they were to be guided by real justice and 
good conscience, he was prepared for it ; but it 
must not be supposed that men were in such 
a case bound to decide only by what was brought 
before them in strictly legal evidence. That 
was absurd. They must be allowed to dis­
criminate and weigh probabilities, and that 
was what the committee had clone. He was 
satisfied that the Aubigny election must be 
upset on the technical ground ; and he had there­
fore the less compunction in acting as he did, 
because he was satisfied that there was a great 
deal which was perhaps not legal evidence, but 
which tended to connect the late sitting member 
and his agents with the malpractices which took 
place at the election. He did not think that 
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bore out the statement of the hon. member for 
Mackay, who expressed himself to the effect 
that the members of the committee thoug-ht that 
none of the charges were made out. Niorally, 
it was made out that the malpractices were 
committed either by Mr. Perkins or his agents. 
He would deal with the question of agency 
presently. He believed the exception which the 
hon. member for 1fackay referred to was the 
hon. member for South Brisbane, who ex­
pres3ed himself to the effect that he believed 
the charges had been thoroughly sheeted home 
to the late sitting member. There was a great 
deal of evidence which weighed very con­
siderably with members of the committee in 
giving their decision which necessarily did not 
appear in the report. They could not convey on 
paper any idea of how the witnesses gave their 
evidence, or of their manner, and other surround­
ing circumstances ; to all of which regard must 
be paid. Another matter which did not appear 
in the report and evidence was that the double, 
treble, and quadruple voting-even up to six 
times-amounted to something like 100 votes. 
Some said 97 votes, and some 102 votes, hut he 
would call it 100 votes. He believed that fact 
did not appear, and it was argued that, notwith­
stand ng those being struck off, Mr. Perkins 
would still have a majority of 17 votes. 

Mr. G RIMES: It is on the "Minutes." 
Mr. FOXTON said the hon. member for 

Oxley had pointed out to him that it was on 
the "1Iinutes." It was argued that 1Ir. Per­
kins would, without those 100 votes, still have 
>t majority of 17 votes. There were other 
matters, however. It was shown by the evi­
dence that Mr. Ramm went about the country 
distributing bits of paper to persons who 
were not electors, and asking them to vote for 
!VIr. Perkins. Three men the committee knew 
of to whom he did this. One of them gave 
evidence before the committee-the other two 
were mates of his-that they very sensibly 
declined to do so for the reason that-in his own 
words-" It was not good enough." vVere the 
committee, however, to suppose that the peti­
tioners were able to obtain the evidence of the 
only three persons who were dealt with in that 
way? vV ere they to suppose that it was not 
successful in some cases? He thought they 
were justified in assuming that it met with 
some measure of success. That was one 
of the facts which weighed very strongly 
with him when he came to consider the proba­
bilities of the case, and to decide according 
to real justice and g·ood conscience. The cmn­
mittee actually had some of those slips of paper 
produced before them and identified by the wit­
ness. 1Ir. llanun abo distributed money to men 
in the interests of 1fr. Perkins. 'rhat was not 
denied. \V ere the committee to suppose that it 
was the only £5 which he distributed in that 
way ? It was absurd to suppose that the peti­
tioners spotted the only case of the sort which 
occurred. The case of the witness Ohlsen was 
another which he must refer to. He diclnot 
ag-ree with the hon. member for Bundanba in 
thinking that Ohlsen voted for Mr. Camp bell. 
It was immaterial, however, whether the man 
told a lie to the committee, or to the people who 
bribed him-he told a lie somewhere, and his 
(Mr. Foxton's) experience led him to suppose 
that it was told to Mr. Perkins' supporter. 
Ohlsen, in giving his evidence, was exanlined as 
followed by Mr. Sheridan :-

" :l92. What took place when you 'vent into :\fr. 
C:nneron's office? :Mr. Oameron said to me, 'Here ig a. 
man who will give you !Os. if you go out in the afternoon 
and vote for )fr. Perkins.' 

"293. Did you get the !Os.? Yes. 
"294. By Mr. Black: Who gave you the los.? ~Ir. 

Cameron came to meat the dinner-hourandgaveme !Os." 

There was a discrevancy between the evidence 
of Ohlsen and n'Ir. Cameron on the point, IV1r. 
Carneron saying that he gave it in the dinner­
hour. 

Mr. ARCHER : Who is ::Y1r. Cameron? 
Mr. FOXTON said he was a witness, and one 

of the petitioners. !VIr. Cameron also said he 
gave the money to Oh!Hen to vote for !VIr. 
Perkins, anrl there was no contradiction to 
the statement. He did not lay stre!is upon 
it, becatme the man did not vote for Perkins. 
He now came to the question of agency. There 
was a l\Ir. De Grouchy who pair! somebody-he 
forgot whon1, but it 'vas innn::tterial-a sum of 
£10 in the interests nf Mr. Perkins. Mr. De 
Grouchy said he paid the money out of his own 
pocket. The committee believed as much of 
that as they liked. That was where the good 
conscience and real justice cmne in, and he 
believed that no one could have hearcl Mr. De 
Grouchy's evidence without arriving at the conclu­
sion that he was fencing the question all the time. 
He did not give his evidence in tt sati•factory or 
straightforward manner, or in a manner that 
would be at all satisfactory to a jnry. He said 
that unhesitatingly. He did not know Mr. De 
Grouchy ; had never seen him before, and did 
not know whether he was a respectal1le man or 
not. He waH chairn1a.n of one of l\Ir. PerkinH' 
committees, and said he did not know who was 
chainmtn of .Mr. l'erkins' committee in Too­
woomba, 

Mr. ARCHER : \\Tho is this gentleman? 
1\Ir. l•'OXTOX: He had stated who 1\Ir. De 

Grouchy was. 
Mr. "\RCHEH : Is he one of the petitioners? 
Mr. :FOXTOK said the hon. gentleman was 

cross·exanlining hitn at'5 though he were in the 
witness-box; he had evidently mistaken his 
profession. Then there was another individual, 
Mr. N aumberg. He did not know that there 
was any evidence to show who l\Ir. Naumberg 
was, but he ventured to say that if he asked 
any solitary member of the House what was 
the connection between Mr. N aumberg and !VIr. 
Perkins, he would get the same answer-that he 
was his partner. That was where the justice 
and good conscience can1e in. It was not legal 
evidence, but they knew it. 

Mr. KELLETT : \V hat does the hon. member 
for Blackall say now ? 

Mr. ARCHER : I have not the slightest 
knowledge of him. 

lVIr. KELLETT : He knows nothing ; he is 
entirely ig-norant. 

Mr. 1<'llXTON: Possibly the hon. member 
did not know him, but the)' heard iL great deal 
about an "open secret " at Charters Towers the 
other night, and this was an open secret. He 
(i\lr. J;'oxton) happened tu know of his own 
lmowletlge that :\Ir. J\'mnnberg was-he could 
not say at the present time-but he was a partner 
of 1Ir. l'erkins not very long since. JY1r. 
Naurnberg claimed the right to go into the 
polling booth at Gowrie Junction, on behalf nf 
Mr. Perkins, and why? He said that his con­
nection with ~ir. Perkins justified it-that he was 
representing the candidate. vVould that satisfy 
the hon. member? He (:\fr. l<'oxton) said that Mr. 
N aumberg was guilty of the most bnrefaced mal­
practices in the polling booth. He had no right 
to be there in the first instance, and if the pre­
siding officer had clone hh; <luty-if he had been 
an independent uw.n and not n pn.rti~an~he 
would h'tve excluded :\fr. Xamnberg, except for· 
the purpose of going in to vote, if he d.esi1·etl to 
do so. 

Mr. KELLETT : \Vhat doe,; the hon. member 
for Blackall say now ? 
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Mr. FOXTON" : But although a protest was 
nmde by 1\'Ir. Campbell's scrutineer, or by 
J\>fr. Campbell himself, who was present, that 
protest was overruled by the presiding officer, 
and Mr. N aumberg was allowed to remain. He 
mrtintained that on the face of the evidence there 
was not the slightest doubt that Mr. Naumberg 
was a powerful instrument in obtaining people to 
per"mmte. He defied any man who was not pre­
judiced in the matter to arrive at any other con­
clusion. It was clearthatlYir. Naumbergwasthere 
for the purpose of providing men with names and 
numbers in order that they might vote improperly, 
and they did vote in large numbers. 'l'he evidence 
showed the number to be about ninety. Now 
he came to the question of agency. It might 
be asked, "\Vhat has Mr. Perkins to do with 
this?" He would show hon. members. They 
had heard a great deal about the election judges 
in England, and it had been said, over and 
over again, how very much better it would be if 
election petitions here were referred to a 
similar tribunal. lYir .• r ustice Grove was one of 
the election judges. He lJresided in the case 
nf an election petition against a lVIr. Lehmann, 
who was returned for the borough of Evesham 
in lSHO, nnd this was what he said on the 
qnet~tion of ngeney :-

·• If :t cnndi(l:Jt,c ehoo~cs to a.vnil himself of the action 
or WO people, and to nutkc common cau~c with them 
!tn n:-;e an ex.pre,~~ion whid1 I n~cd in the Taunton elec­
t ion), to avail himself of them for carrying out all the 
adi\·e p;trt. of the clnf'tion. for c;mvas-,ing. for infinen­
l'ing voters (I am a~~mnin.~ now Iegitima..t.ely1, for doing 
nll tho~e aet.s by which H candid::Lte expects to succeed 
in his c;.mva"'s, snreJ\r he mw:;t take that benefit cmn 
oru <r>, and he mnst ~not say·-' I have 100 men; I will 
avail myself of them by heading my circulars and 
phtcards 'Io~iberal Asso(~iation '; they have divisional 
committees and a canvassing OI'ganisntion. I place my­
::;t"lf unct.er their wing entirely, yet if they do aught 
wrong I am not responsible for their wrong-doing.' " 
That wa,; the dictum of Mr. Justice Grove, who 
altio went on to say :-

,.X ow, we need not go through the various decisions 
npon ageney, hut knmving what has been held by 
va.rious learned judges as to agency, and that agency at 
elections is not like common law agency. where there is 
a direct relation of the agent, but that when persons 
get or employ others to influence voters, to canvass 
voters, where they make common cause with others by 
taking them round to canvass with them, by availing 
themselves kno,vingly of their serYices, thev must take 
the risk of their acts. If a man wishes io take the 
beneltt of lOO people, he must take the risk of 100 
people." 

He ventured to say that nothing could be clearer 
than that the agency, as laid down by one of the 
election judges, was a very different thing from 
legal agency, and that a mnn was responsible for 
the acts of hi,; accredited agents-agents whom 
he knew of his own knowledge were canvassing 
in his interests. Could anyone imagine for a 
moment that Mr. Perkins did not know that Mr. 
De Grouchy was chairman of his committee, or, 
at all events, that he was an active supporter and 
canvasser of his "? 

Mr. HAMILTON: He swore he did not. 

Mr. FOXTON: Perhnps the hon. member 
knew better than he did. Mr. Perkins swol'e 
something of the sort, but he did not say that 
he did not know Mr. De Grouchy. He simply 
stated that he was not aware that he was chair­
man of a particular committee. It was absurd 
to suppose that Mr. Perkins did not know Mr. 
De Grouchy, and that he was an active sup­
porter. Did Mr. Perkins come into Parliament 
without knowing who his supporters were? 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBEH : Certainly. 
Mr. FOXTON : Mr. De Grouchy was a promi· 

nent supporter of c\Ir. Perkins--a man of suffi­
cient nmrk to be matle chairnum of one of his 
comrnitteer;; and were they to suppo:,e for a 
moment tlut :llr. Perkins did not know him ? 

He was quite willing to avail himself of his ser­
vices to do canvassing for him, nnd it was 
absurd to suppose otherwise. Then, with refer­
ence to Mr. Naumberg, was it to be supposed 
that he was an opponent? He (Mr. Foxton) 
said most unquestionably Mr. Perkins knew 
thnt Mr. Naumberg was a supporter of his, and 
that he went about canvassing for him wherevAr 
he could. 

Mr. HAMILTON: Why shouldn't he? 

Mr. :FOXTON: There was no reason why he 
should not, but there was every reason why he 
should not use illegitimate means to obtain his 
return. He contended that if Mr. Naumberg, 
being " well-known agent, canvasser, and sup­
porter of Mr. Perkins, chose to commit mal­
practices he bound his principal by them, accord­
ing to the dictum of Mr. Justice Grove. He 
(Mr. :Foxton) did not quote that as a legal 
decision, but as the decision of a tribunal 
such as hon. members opposite expressed a 
desire to see established here for the deci­
sion of similar cases. There was one more 
thing he wished to say, and that was in 
refere"ce to the reflections made by a certain 
section of the Press upon the committee. He 
wns reminded of an extract from a letter he 
had read from Frederic the Great to V oltaire, in 
which that monarch said, "If evil be said of 
thee, and if it be true, correct thyself ; if it 
be a lie laugh at it." That was the position he 
took with reference to those slander·s. It had 
been stated that the hon. member for Bundanlm, 
the chairman of that committee, had acted un­
fairly. That was absolutely untrue, and he 
could not conceive where such informntion could 
have come from. The hon. gentlemancomlucted 
the business in a manner which was perfectly fair 
and just. There was not the slirzhtest doubt 
about it, and he challenged any hon. member 
of that committee to say otherwise. They 
had heard it said in that House that the late 
member for Aubigny possessed the confidence of 
a majority of the electors of Aubigny, and he 
presumed, if he did, his party did, and it was 
with feelings of expectation that he looked 
forward to see the result of the new election, after 
the Elections and Qualification~ Committee had 
arrived at their decision. The fact that the 
petitioner (Mr. Campbell) was allowed a walk­
over was a tolerably strong commentary upon 
the statement that Mr. Perkins or his party 
possessed the confidence of the majority. He 
had a majority at the last election of 117; but 
where had that 117 melted to? He did not say 
that that alone would justify the action of the 
committee in any way ; but it was a strong 
commentary upon the boast that a majority 
voted for lYir. Perkins at the last election. 

Mr. ST:EVENS said he did not intend to 
follow in the exact footsteps of the members of 
the committee who had spoken, and who seemed to 
think that their action on that committee required 
explanation and justification. As he did not 
think anything of the sort as regarded himself, 
he would not go through the cases submitted to 
the committee, as the evidence was on the table, 
and if any members felt dissatisfied with the votes 
he gave, they were welcome to look at that 
evidence and see whether he was right or wrong. 
\Vhat he chiefly rose to say was that he disap­
proved entirely of the tribunal by which dis­
]JUted elections were tried. He did not charge 
the majority of that committee with having acted 
unfairly or in" biassed way known to themselves. 
He agreed with the hon. member who had just 
sat down in saying that it was almost im­
possible for a man to continually meet and 
associate with certain people and not Le­
come imbued with their ide,w, and there were 
clauses in the Act that suited the views of a man 
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having any kno'lnl or unknown bias one way or the 
other; even more, they almost jumped out of the 
Act ready to his hand. In one part of the Act 
they were told they must decide such cases by 
certain form8, or at least certain things must be 
done, and the inference was that if those things 
were not done the election was informal. In 
another part of the Act they were told they must 
throw all those legalities on one side, and 
judge a case by equity and good conscience ; 
and looking at it in the way he did, they could 
not possibly arrive at a fair decision. It was 
almost impossible where there were a certain 
number having certain ideas in that committee; 
the Act was ready to meet them, and they were 
bound to bring in a verdict in accordance with 
their views. If they examined the evidence, the 
result would show that such a thing as an Elec­
tions and Qualifications Committee should exist 
no longer. They should follow the steps of the 
mother-country, and send such cases to be tried 
by a more competent tribunal. He ha<l felt, 
when he was sitting on that committee, that the 
results would not be altogether fair ; but he did 
not consider it his duty to resign, because he did 
not think that would be a remedy. Supposing, 
for instance, he and the two other hon. members 
on his side of the House had resigned, three 
others would have been appointed, and, if they 
resigned, three others and so on till the whole 
side of the House was exhausted, and gentlemen 
then would have been appointed from the other. 
Those gentlemen would have felt in duty bound 
to settle those cases. It would not have made the 
committee any less fair or any more fair. There­
fore he did not see why he should resign while 
the cases were being tried ; but now the labours 
of the committee were ended, he intended to 
send in his resignation ; and nothing whatever 
would induce him to sit on another again. 

Mr. JORDAN said the majority of the mem­
bers of the committee had been accused of 
having deliberately perjured themselves, as the 
decision arrived at by the committee was said 
to have been given contrary to the evidence in 
the cases of the Burnett and Aubigny elections. 
In the former case the whole matter hinged 
upon one point. There were six ballot-pa)Jers 
which had been initialled by two scrutineers, 
and the returning officer, when those papers 
were submitted to him in due course, ruled 
that they were informal. That turned the 
scale, and one of the candidates lost his 
seat by only two votes. It appeared to be 
a very hard case, inasmuch as it was brought 
about evidently by a misapprehension on the 
part of one of the scrutineers, who said that the 
returning officer had instructed him to sign the 
papers. The returning officer had instructed 
him to sign two papers--his declaration as 
a scrutineer, and another-and he had misunder­
stood his instructions and thought that he had 
been instructed to initial the ballot-papers, and 
he did so accordingly. vVhen those papers came 
before the returning officer, before he said who 
was elected, he rejected them on the ground 
that they were not in accordance with the 
strict requirements of the Act. The Act 
was very particular in prescribing the exact 
form of the instrument which was to be used 
as a ballot-paper when an elector recorded his 
vote. The Act said those papers should con­
tain the names of the candidates in alphabetical 
order, and nothing else. That was very simple ; 
a child could understand it. It was not for the 
returning officer to consider why the require­
ments of the Act were so absolute in laying 
down the rule that nothing should appear on the 
ballot-paper except the names of the candidates. 
His business W>ts simply to take the Act as he 
found it, and give a verdict accordingly, re­
jecting or accepting any votes which were 

formal or informal. In " subsequent clause, 
it was provided that the returning officer should 
initial the ballot-papers. That was absolutely 
necessary to prevent fraud in the use of 
spurious papers. The Act was very specific : 
the returning officer was to initial the ballot­
papers. The clause was very specific indeed. It 
provided that ballot-papers should be initi:1lled by 
the presiding officer, and that they should not 
contain anything else than the names of the 
candidates in alphabetical vrder. The clause 
did not alter the absolute power and require­
ments in the former clause, except so far as 
it specifically provided for the initialling by 
the presiding officer ; hence, in the Burnett 
election, the returning officer felt compelled by 
the strict provisions of the Act, which minutely 
and particularly described what the ballot-papers 
should be, to reject those six ballot-papers on 
which two scrutineers had irregularly and ille­
gally, as he (Mr. Jordan) held, affixed their 
initials. It wns contended that the majority of 
the members of the Elections and qualifications 
Committee did not keep to the requirements of 
the law as contained in the Legislative As~ernbly 
Act, which instructed the committee that they 
were to give their decision in such cases not 
according to the solenmit,ies or formalities of 
the law, but according to real justice and 
good conscience. Now, in the Burnett election 
-and he confined his remarks to that case­
there was no question of bribery, or corrup­
tion, or double voting, or any illegality of that 
kind. It was simply nothing more nor less 
than this : had the returning officer the right of 
rejecting those six votes to which the initials 
of two scrutineers had been affixed? 'l'he com­
mittee held that the returning officer was right, 
and they confirmed his decision. He (Mr. 
Jordan) maintained that the returning officer 
had no right to inquire what might have been 
the intentions of the majority of the electors of 
Burnett: he had simply to keep to the law, 
which provided that an elector ir giving his 
vote should use a ballot-paper. Now, what 
was a ballot-paper? It was a paper upon 
whiph, the law said, should be inscribed or 
printed or written the names of the candi­
dates in alphabetical order, and nothing else, 
except, as provided in the subsequent clause, the 
initials of the presiding officer. The returning 
officer had no right to inquire what was the in­
tention of the law; or why the provisions of 
the law in describing ballot-papers were so 
precise and absolute. He had simply to do 
with the law as it was ; he had to decide which 
of those ballot-papers was strictly legal and 
which was not-which was a formal vote and 
which was not. It was not at all difficult, how­
ever, to understand the intention of the law in thus 
laying down so absolutely that the ballot-papers 
should contain nothing but the names of the 
candidates and the initials of the presiding 
officer. The very essence of the ballot was 
secrecy, and voting by ballot was an invention 
for the most perfect protection of the elector 
in the exercise of his right of the franchise. 
By that means an elector could go to the poll 
and record his vote according to his own judg­
ment and conscience, no man daring to make 
him afraid. By the secrecy of the ballot the 
poorest man in the land, being an elector, could 
vote against the return to Parliament of the 
wealthiest man in the land, even though he were 
his own employer, if he believed he was not the 
best man to make the laws by which he must be 
governed. He held that earmarking or inter­
fering with the ballot-paper in any way might 
destroy the secrecy of the ballot. In the Burnett 
election there were six votes upon which initials 
were illegally written-namely, the initials of 
two sc1·utineers. It was not for the returnin1;1 
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officer, the committee, that House, or the 
vuhlic to in<]nire what 1liffen;nce ~hat could ~'we 
made. In point of fttct th1s difference 1Uight 
have been made: it might have revealed the way 
in which those six persons had voted. As a 
matter of fact the initialling on those six ballot­
papers was in no two ca,es alike. In one case 
the names were written in a column, in another 
two on one side and one on another, hut in no two 
cases out of the six were they written precisely 
alike. He did not attach much importance to 
that. He believed it was purely accidental, 
hut it showed how a system of initialling 
mio;ht be easily devised which would u]met 
entirely the gecrecy of the ballot. TJ'at was 
well pointed out by two gentlemen. 'IJ:e .h.on. 
member (Mr. Grime.:) showed how the mttml­
ling was done, and the hon. member (Mr. 
l<'oxton) dwelt upon the Jaw of the case and 
the importance of the secrecy of the ballot ; 
and the majority of the committee felt obliged 
to say they had no other course, but were com­
pelled to keep to the law and say wl;at was 
a ballotin~ paper and what was not, precisely as 
laid down "by the law. In doing so they felt that 
the absolute and strict requirements of the law 
in describing a ballot·paper were wise and 
goo:l. That law watched with most careful 
jealousy over the grand principle of sec~ecy in 
voting for the return of a member to Parliament 
to make the laws of the land, and had sur­
rounded it with most careful s>tfeguards. He 
m1ght speak for himself and the rest of the gentle­
men composing the majority of that coml!'-ittee 
in saying that under that heavy accusatiOn of 
wilful perjury their minds were perfectly at 
rest. But he could not forego his right on the 
floor of the House to defend himself against the 
gross charge that he had wilfully perjured 
himself ; and he believed that the other 
members of the majority of that committee 
felt that it would be impossible for them 
to leave the House without doing so, even 
if they detained the House for six months 
longer. They were not concerned about their 
own honour, although an attempt had been made 
to damage their reputation ; but they were 
concerned about the honour of the House. 
They felt the insult that had been offered to the 
House by certain newspapers, and by those hon. 
gentlemen who had spoken on the other side. 
The whole matter against the committee really 
was the Burnett petition-for it had been 
admitted by the leading Opposition paper that 
their decisions in the other cases were perfectly 
correct. In the Cook case the committee came 
lUMnimously to their decision. In the Aubigny 
case there was the most convincing evidence­
not direct hut circumstantial, such as he, as a 
layman, believed would have been sufficient to 
convict a mttn in a court of law-to prove the 
charges alleged. He had heard judges on the 
bench speak of cases in which circumstantial 
evidence was more satisfactory than direct 
evidence; and he believed that in the Aubigny 
case there was sufficient circumstantial evidence 
to bring home those charges of corruption and 
bribery, under certain subsections of the bribery 
clause, to one of the principal actors in that 
election. But the committee refrained from 
bringing in such a verdict as the evidence, he 
thOlwht might have warranted; they contenten 
ther~el~es by saying that the election should. be 
null and void, on the ground that the returnmg 
officer had unwarranta,bly and illegally removed 
a certain polling place proclaimed as such by the 
Governor in Council, which they held that no 
power on earth was competent to do. 

Mr. BLACK said he had come to the House 
that afternoon, in common with the majority of 
hon, members, in the hope that they would get 
through the Estimates ; !l,nd he knew that the 

Opposition were prepared to facilitate ~he coi!­
clusion of the business, as far as lay m their 
power, that night. But several hon. members 
had taken the opportunity to redress so:ne 
imaainary grievance which they were labourmg 
und~r, and they had been at it for the last 
three or four hours. It was only necessary for 
him as a member of that Elections and Qualifi­
cati~ns Committee-which, according to hon. 
members on the other side, had been so grossly 
libelled and slandered, and accused of ]Jerjury­
to express in a few short words what he thought 
on the subject. He did not feel that he was 
lying under a charge of perjury. If the .cap 
seemed to fit hon. gentlemen on the other side, 
he could only say that he was very sorry for 
them. He had never accused them of perjury, 
although he h>Ld expressed his belief that they 
were to a certain extent, carried away by a 
very' stron~ political bias, which was quite 
natural, c;nsidering the constitution. of the 
committee. As for any charge of perJury-he 
did not care who made it-it was utterly un­
founded. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. BLACK said that they had evidently 

taken that phrase to themselves through over­
sensitiveness. Speaking of the Burnett case, 
the hon. member for South Brisbane (Mr. 
Jordan) had referred to the inalienable rigl:t 
which every elector possessed to record h1s 
vote. No one disputed that. But what he 
(Mr. Black) insisted upon was that they h&d r:o 
rio-ht to disqualify a man through no fault of his 
m~n. In that election there was no charge or 
suspicion of bribe~y or corruption ';lll the part of 
either of the candidates. Everythmg had been 
conducted in a straightforward and impartial 
manner ; but, through the f!"ult of the present 
sitting member's own scrutmeer, seven voters 
were disqualified, and the !nan who represented 
the majority of the votes m that electorate was 
ousted. The whole thing lay in a nutshell. 
vV ere electors to be done out of their votes 
through the irreaularitiesof Government officials? 
-for that was ;hat it came to. Those men had 
done no wrong ,md yet they were not &llowed 
to record their' votes. \Vith that the present 
sitting member had nothing whatever to do, and, 
indeed that hon. member was a gentleman for 
whom 'he had always entertained the highest 
respect. Still, he could not help saying that, if 
such a thing was to ~e p~rmitted, a sectior: of 
the community-and 1t 1mght be a large sectiOn 
-mi~ht be disfranchised in future elections simply 
thro,_;'gh technical errors on the part of scrutineers, 
who were Government officers ;-they might be 
debarred from exercisrng what the hon. member 
for South Brisbane spoke of as the inalienable 
riaht of everv man to record his vote. It was 
sald that certain instructions were laid down in 
the Elections Act as to the preparation of the 
ballot-papers. According to his interpretation 
of tho'e mstructions, the ballot-papers nee!l not 
necest~rily be printed. The words were "written 
or printed," with nothing on them ex.cept the 
names of the candidates. It was alsoprovtded that 
each paper should be initi~Jled by the return}n~ 
officer. Tnat was imperative-without. that mi­
tial!ingthe ballot· paper was undoubtedlymformal. 
There was nothing in the Act, so far as he could 
see to show that if the scrutineers, as in this case, 
die!' for further security, and on being misled by 
the' present sitting member's own scrutineer, add 
their own initials to the ballot-papers, those 
papers were the_refore informal. ~fr .. Connolly, 
the chief returmng officer of the dtstrwt, was m 
such doubt about the matter himself that he 
wired to the then Attorney-General asking if 
papers so initialled by a returning officer w?re for­
mal or informal, and the then Attorney-Gene~;al 
wired back that they were formD.l, ttnd must l•e 
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received. Mr. Connolly must have been in doubt 
or he would not have asked the question. The 
then Attorney-General did not know in whose 
favour the votes had been recorded, and yet Mr. 
Connolly, when he got the answer, said he knew 
more about it than any Attorney-General, and· 
shcmld declare the papers informal. That was a 
case, in his opinion, in which the Committee 
ought to have decided according to real justice 
and good conscience, apart from technicalities ; 
and they did not do so. A greater harm had 
been done by disfranchising those innocent 
electors than would have been done by allowing 
the votes. A good deal had been said about the 
secrecy of the ballot. Too much, indeed, was said 
about it. It was a very good thing under certain 
conditions ; but he believed the majority of the 
people in the colony were, after voting, quite pre­
pared to say for whom they had voted. If the 
initialling of a ballot-paper was to make it infor­
mal, let it be clearly announced, and let it also be 
pointed out and made known if the prick of a pin 
or the turning down of the corner of a paper was 
to have the same effect. The Burnett case was 
one which, in his opinion, the committee did not 
decide on its just merits. The hon. member for 
Carnarvon (Mr. Foxton) had advocated his view 
of the case in what was undoubtedly a very 
able manner, and in a manner which the House 
might expect from a gentleman with a legal 
training such as he had received. At the same 
time, the hon. gentleman had advocated it in 
such a way as to lead him (Mr. Black) to 
believe that he would have advocated the other 
side of the case just as well. He always sus­
pected legal gentlemen who were accustomed to 
police-court pleading. 

Mr. FOXTON : Which I am not. 
Mr. BLACK said the hon. gentleman might 

be so when he was more advanced in his pro­
fession. He always, he repeated, questioned 
the sincerity of legal gentlemen who got up and 
argued cases in such an able way. They could 
always tell a legal practitioner. He always 
had a lot of extracts from legal books to bring 
orward. 

Mr. KELLETT: Not balderdash! 
Mr. BLACK: Not balderdash, as the hon. 

gentleman said. In the present instance, the 
hon. member had referred to a lot of New South 
Wales election petitions. 

Mr. FOXTON : Only one. 
Mr. BLACK said he did not know what the 

law was in New South Wales. It might be the. 
same as in Queensland. 

Mr. FOXTON: So it is. 
Mr. BLACK said the hon. gentleman might 

just as well have referred to something that 
had taken place in France or Germany. He 
would be sorry to think that the decisions 
lately given by their own Elections and Quali­
fications Committee should be taken as prece­
dents in the future, and he was therefore not 
prepared to accept the decisions of committees 
in other places which were similarly constituted 
to theirs. He would repeat what he had before 
stated in the House with regard to the Aubigny 
case. That was that, when the committee 
deliberated, the members, with one exception­
he could now say that the exception was the hon. 
member for South Brisbane, to whom he gave 
credit for his opinion-decided that, although 
there was suspicion, there was nothing legally 
proved against the sitting member. He believed 
that it was agreed that the cases were not to 
be decided on legal technicalities ; and, there­
fore, if the sitting member was not legally 
affected, he was surely entitled to the benefit of 
the doubt, if any doubt existed. But the majo­
rity of the committee thelj sajd that, although 

they did not consider that anything had been 
legally proved against the sitting member, yet the 
irregularities of the returning officer, with whmn 
neither the sitting member nor the petitioner lmd 
anything to do, were sufficient to oust the Rit­
ting member. The evidence of 1\Ir. Obh;en had 
been referred to, and he (J\~~- Black) would point 
out that his was the only case of bribery which 
was considered to be clearly proved in the 
Aubigny case. A sum of 10s. was actually 
given to Mr. Oh!sen by one of the petitioners, who 
was also one of J\I.r. Campbell's own supporters; 
and Ohlsen, who had said he would vote for 
Mr. Perkins, freely admitted before the Com­
mittee that he voted for .1\Ir. Campbell. If 
bribery was committed, it was committed for 
the now sitting member. That was the only 
case ir, which it was considered that the cmn­
mittal of bribery was proved. Ag,in, in this 
case they found, according to the decision ~f 
the committee, that the irregularity of the 
returning officer invalidated that election. \Yell, 
he could only say that no member would be 
safe in contesting any constituency if those 
decisions were to form a precedent for the future. 
They heard that £5 and £10 had been given 
away, but he would point out that those amounts 
were given to non-voters-to men who accepted 
payment for doing certain work ; and, although 
hon. members might be inclined to make them­
selves appear very pure and immaculate, they 
all knew that they could not contest an election 
without employing someone. Did hon. members 
opposite mean to say that they never spent 
money over an election? \Vho got it? where diLl 
it go to? He could guarantee that there was 
not a member in the House who had not spent 
£400 or £500 over his election. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS on the Government 
Benches : No, no ! 

Mr. BLACK : Hon. members said, "No," but 
somebody paid it; and they kept their eyes very 
carefully shut. 

Mr. KELLETT: Did the hon. member for 
Mackay spend £500? 

Mr. BLACK: He would advise the hon. 
member who kept interrupting, not to go up 
North. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member for 
Stanley must discontinue interrupting. 

Mr. BLACK: In connection with the size of 
the polling booth at \Vest brook, just to show the 
danger of anyone quoting unless they quoted 
fully, the hon. member for Bundanba referred to 
question 200, as to whether electors were pre­
vented from voting through the particular posi­
tion of the polling booth. Now, the actual 
evidence was this, the witness being Mr. 
Jenkins :-

" 199. Can you say of your own knowledge whether 
any of the residents on the 1Yestbrook Homestead Area 
refrained from voting at the head-station: I cannot 
say that anyone was kept from voting. 

u 200. I do not mean thnt, but !lid they come to the 
polling place to vote ~ A large number of the 1Yest­
brook electors did not poll their votes at the beaU 
station." 
Then he was asked-" After all, I suppose 
they voted so mew here else?" and the reply was, 
" I suppose so." Throughout the whole of tho 
evidence in the Aubigny case it was not proved, 
or even insinuated, that a single voter \Ya.s pre­
vented from voting by reason of the particular 
position of the polling place. After the decision 
of the committee had been arrived at in those two 
cases he and the hon, member for Jlockhmnpton, 
having closely analysed what appeared to be the 
motives or feelings of the committee, came to the 
conclusion that they had clone their duty to the 
country ; that they had had quite enough of the 
Elections and Qn11lifications Corpmittee, and theJ,' 
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resigned, leaving the committee to decide the third 
case. And he was very glad they had retired, and 
tha.t an opportunity had arisen of criticising the 
action of the committee in the third case, because 
hethoughta.In0re monstrous.ml:;;carriageof justice 
-a gre<tter fttrce-than the decision arrived at in 
that case had never before been arrived at by 
an Elections and Qualifications Committee. 
If there was a case in which the sitting members 
might not be considered to be fairly the re­
presentatives of that district, it was the Cook 
election. If they accepted rumour, and the 
Aubigny case in particular had been decided 
upon rurnour, not on evidence--

Mr. l<'OXTON: No! 
Mr. BLACK : What were they to think when 

they looked at what California Gully had brought 
forth ?-a place where it was said there was only 
fourteen voters, and where they found something 
like 200 votes polled ! And then, again, look at 
Halpin's, where there were supposed to be 
twenty-five voters, and he did not know how 
many votes were polled. He dared say the 
hon. member for Cook could inform them 
on that point. \Vhen they found constituencies 
almost springing into existence at the beck 
and nod of candidates, and when they found the 
Elections and Qualifications Committee con­
doning that and saying it was all right, he 
should consider himself disgraced if he had 
been on a committee that acquiesced in that 
decision. While hon. members oppo~ite referred 
very e>trefully to the Burnett and Aubigny cases, 
they studiously abstained from any reference to 
their most extraordinary decision in the Cook 
caRe. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the hon. member for 
Mackay had made a charge against the candi­
dates--

The SPEAKER: The hon. member cannot 
interrupt the hon. member who is speaking. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER: What is the point of order? 
Mr. HAMILTON: Thehon. gentleman states 

that those particular portions of my constituency 
arose at the beck and nod of the candidates, 
imputing personal and improper motives to 
them. · 

The SPEAKER : That is not a point of 
order. 

Mr. BLACK: If he had hurt the feelings of 
the hon. member for Cook, he begged to 
apologise. He had not done so intentionally. 
He knew the hon. member very well, but for all 
that he was not going to allow an opportunity of 
that kind, which might not happen again, to 
pass by without stating what he thought 
as to the merits of the Elections and Quali­
fications Committee ; and although in so 
doing he should be actually showing up 
one of his own friends, he was not going 
to be stopped for that reason. He was simply 
pointing out to that House the necessity 
there was for a radical alteration of the law. 
'rhat was not the first occasion upon which 
the hon. member for Rockhampton and himself 
had considered that the action of the committee 
was not altogether what it should be. On the 
previous occasion they left the committee-room 
disgusted, and the reason was this: The counsel 
acting in the Burnett case raised a question­
what was termed a "side-iilsue "-that in the 
event of the Hon. Mr. Moreton not being entitled 
to his seat Mr. Stuart was not entitled to it, and 
therefore that Mr. Stuart had no right to peti­
tion, on the ground of their having- given a joint 
ball. It wasreallyafrivolous objection. The coun­
sel were requested to retire while the committee 
deliberated, and on their doing so the chairman 
rtt once said thn,t snch a side-issufl was in;eleyD,n,t 

to the subject under discussion, and there would be 
no finality to the petition if those side-issues were 
to be allowed, and he considered that it should not 
be entertained. He (Mr. Black) entirely endorsed 
the chairman's decision, and was followed in the 
discussion by the hon. member for South Bris­
bane, Mr. Jordan, who also agreed that side­
issues should not be entertained. The hon. 
member for Rockhampton undoubtedly endorsed 
that decision, and then the legal element came in. 
The hon. member for Carnarvon got up and spoke 
at considerable length, and with his legal acumen. 
he turned the thing inside out until they decided 
that to save time they had better let the question 
go to the vote. "'When it did, to his amazement 
he found that, instead of the votes going the 
way they might have been supposed to go by the 
deliberations of the committee, the hon. chairman 
and the hon. members for South Brisbane, Carnar­
von, and Oxley-four Government men-all voted 
together. He asked the hon. member for South 
Brisbane how he could reconcile that to his con­
science, and he would give him credit for say­
ing it was the legal ability of the hon. member for 
Carnarvon that had caused him to change his 
mind in those few minutes. On that occasion 
the hon. member for Rockhampton and himself 
thought they were only wasting time on that 
committee, as it was simply a party vote, and 
that the best way to bring about a radical reform 
of the abuse was to pnt their foot down in a 
most determined manner, as they had done, and 
Cituse the matter to be discussed thoroughly in 
that House, in order that the law might be 
altered. He thought that after that explana­
tion it would be better if they could get on 
with some of the other business. He had not 
intended to speak upon the subject until after 
hearing the lengthy and analytical criticism 
that hon. members had given to the question, 
and it was only due to himself and other members 
holding the same view that he should give his 
opinion. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the hon. member for 
Mackay had characterised the decision of the 
Elections Committee in the Cook case as a dis­
graceful one. The remark of the member for 
Mackay was disgraceful-not the decision. His 
insinuation also that certain polling places in 
his electorate had risen at the beck and nod 
of candidates was disgraceful. In adducing 
evidence in support of his statements the 
hon. member did not confine himself to facts. 
When he stated, for instance, that only 14 
electors were at California Gully when 178 
polled, and 25 at Halpin's when 50 polled, he 
omitted to say that he was only repeating one of 
the allegations of the petitioners which had been 
disproved by their own evidence. At Halpin's, 
for instance, Messrs. Hill and Campbell's own 
scrutineers, when put in the box, had to admit 
they were present when the polling commenced, 
and saw the ballot-box when opened and it was 
empty; that during the whole day until the poll 
closed one of them was continually in the 
booth, not leaving it for a second; each swore 
that during the time he was there it was 
impossible for anything wrong to have occurred, 
and at the end of the polling the papers were 
signed as correct by :Messrs. Hill and Camp bell's 
own scrutineers. It was interesting to watch the 
ramifications of the minds of various members of 
the committee, which were shown by their reasons 
in justification of their decision. In listening 
to the hon. member for Bundanba's con1ments 
on the evidence he was reminded of what a 
friend said to him once. They were speaking 
of a novel which both had read. He (Mr. 
Hamilton) admitted it was a good novel, 
but found fault with it on account of its 
unhappy termination, the heroine dying and all 
~~e interes:infi ch11racters corrin!? to Q'rief, "On, 
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but," remarked his friend, " I don't believe that 
part of it." So it was with the hon. member 
for Bundanba : he believed all the evidence 
which was against Mr. Perkins, but none of that 
which was in his favour. }'or instance, he 
adduced, in support of his statement that bribery 
had been proved, the assertion of Mr. Cameron 
that hegavea man-Ohlsen-10s. to vote. It was 
proved, however, that Cameron was not ]\;fr. 
Perkins' agent nor even on his committee, and 
yet, although the only evidence that Cameron 
was Perkins' agent was his sworn testimony that 
he was not, Mr. Foote contended that he was. 
Oh!sen next swore that he took the money, but 
voted for Campbell ; yet the hon. member for 
Bundanba believed that that was evidence that 
he voted for Mr. Perkins, and his only justifi­
cation for that statement was his expressed 
belief that Ohlsen was "got at" before he gave 
evidence to the committee. He (Mr. Hamilton) 
thought so too, and he believed he was "got 
at" in the interest of Mr. Camp bell; he 
had reason to think so, for, although Ohlsen 
said that the reason he got the 10s. to vote 
wa5 because he refused to lose a day's work 
to go and vote unless he was so reimbursed 
fDl" his loss, yet he swore when giving evi­
dence that he had come down all the way from 
Toowoornba at his own expense, and was wait­
iug in Brisbane at his own expense in order 
to give evidence against JYir. Perkins. Re 
(Mr. Hamilton) thought the proceeding showed 
evidence of a deliberate trap to oust Mr. Perkins. 
Cameron first hired a man by the payment of 
10s. to vote for Mr. Perkins, and then directly 
he found he was elected he signed a petition 
against Mr. Pm·kins' return on the ground that 
he had done so. The hon. member for Bundanba 
said he thought in reference to the Aubigny 
petition that every charge was proved. If he 
thought so, he had not done his duty in giving 
the verdict he did ; if he had thought so, the 
verdict should have been far more severe. He 
(Mr. Hamilton) had been present when some of 
the evidence was given, and his opinion was that if 
Mr. Perkins had actually summoned the witnesses 
for the petition in his defence they could not 
have given better evidence for him. Cameron 
had been proved not to beanagentofMr. Perkins, 
but Mr. Keating had been proved to be the agent 
of the present member for Burnett (Mr.Moreton). 
He was that gentleman's scrutineer, and it had 
been proved that he was the cause of those votes 
having been rendered informal whiolo. eusted the 
rival of the gentleman for whom he was acting 
as an agent. The hon. member for Bundanba 
said the Burnett election hinged on the for­
mality or informality of the votes. The A et 
which gave the committee their power expressly 
instructed them not to be guided by formalities. 
It said:-

"The committee shall be guided by the real justice 
and good conscience of the case and not by legal for~ 
malities." 
They had, therefore, according to their own 
showing, not done that which they were 
especially enjoined to do ; they had not been 
guided by the real justice of the case, but had 
decided on a formality. In the Aubigny case, on 
account of a technicality, they had caused a fresh 
election, in order to Jet the people have another 
chance of recording their decision ; yet in the 
Burnett case, although it was clearly shown that 
the electors had decided that Mr. Stuart, and 
not Mr. Moreton, should be their representative, 
they had taken ad vantage of a technicality to 
force on the electors the one they rejected, and 
deprive them of the man of their choice. 

Mr. CHUBB said he did not intend to say much 
on this question; but inasmuch as reference had 
been made to one election, with which he had some· 
thing to do offici11.lly, he took the present opportu· 

nity of saying a word. In doing so he followed 
the lead of the Premier, who, a few days ago, 
expressed his opinion on a question which arose 
in connection with the Burnett election. He 
(Mr. Chubb) did not intend to say anything 
against the Elections and Qualifications Com­
mittee ; he had nothing to charge against them, 
nor anything to excuse them for ; they hac! 
given their decision, and as a member of 
that House he was bound to accept it ; 
but with reference to the question in­
volved in the Burnett election he did not 
agree with the committee. He was brought 
officially into the case by the returning officer, 
although that gentleman, in a letter to the pub­
lic papers-either the Courier or 'l'elegraph, he 
was not sure which-distinctly said that he 
never asked his advice. As a matter of fact, 
the evidence taken before the committee showed 
that he did. He asked his advice on two 
<JUestions-the first was when he was attending 
the Maryborough Supreme Court, and it was 
with reference to one vote. He (Mr. Chubb) 
could say that when his advice was asked he 
had no knowledge of the way in which the 
votes had been given, and even if he had had it 
would not have affected his advice in the 
slightest degree; he was asked for his official 
opinion, and as an official he gave it. The 
first question he was asked by the returning 
officer was this :-

" If voter in mistake when crossing out one of the 
candidates' names also crosses out initial letter of 
returning officer does it make the vote valueless P" 
In reply to that he sent a telegram-

" I think this vote is valid and should be counted." 
That opinion the returning officer followed. After 
his return to Brisbane he received a telegram from 
the returning officer to this effect:-

"Seven voting papers received from outside voting 
place initialled by scrutineers as well as returning officer. 
Does it make the votes informal!'" 
In answer to that he sent the following tele­
gram:-

" The seven \otes yon refer to are perfectly formal 
and must be counted and allowed." 
Hon. members would see that those were two 
abstract questions. No information was given 
to him as to who the votes were for, and he had 
no more knowledge of them than any meinber of 
the House. He was therefore perfectly impar­
tial in giving his opinion. In coming to that 
conclusion he went on the principle that every 
man whose name was on the electoral roll had a 
right to record his vote. Consequently, if he did 
record his vote it should be counted and allowed 
except for a very good reason. He had always 
understood that an informal ballot-paper was 
a ballot-paper which prevented the returning 
officer from ascertaining for whom the vote was 
given. The Act said the ballot-paper should 
contain only the names of the candidates and 
nothing else. That was all right, as the ballot­
papers were prepared, and the contention of 
hon. gentlemen opposite would be right if it 
went no further ; but a subsequent clause of 
the Act provided that the ballot-paper should 
be initialled by the returning officer. So that in 
reality it did contain something else. Then, 
again, there was another matter. The 50th 
clause of the Act-and he did not know whether 
the attention of the committee had been called 
to it-said :-

"And every such elector may vote for any number 
of candidates not exceeding the number of members 
then to be chosen, and any ballot-paper containing ~1 
greater number of names of candidates, or without 
the initials of the presiding officer, shall be rejected at 
the close of the poll." 
He read that, and read it still, as the dis· 
qualification of the ballot-paper. That was his 
opinion, and of course it was <mly a matter of 
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OjJinion. He believed from that that the votes 
which the returning officer had disallowed were 
perfectly formal. It had been said that the 
secrecy of the ballot would be violated by 
initials upon the ballot-papers. The hon. 
member for South Brisbane said it would be 
very easy to see how a man voted if the return­
ing officer wrote his initials in a certain way. 
That was true-it might be shown in that way, or 
the returning officer might drop a blot ou the 
paper or pinch the corner of it, but that would 
not destroy the validity of the vote. The hon. 
member evidently forgot that the presiding 
officer and the scrutineers had to take an oath 
not to violate the secrecy of the ballot. The fol­
lowing was the oath which the presiding officer 
took:-

" I will not attempt to improperly ascertain for whom 
any elector shall vote, and that I will not by anv word 
or action, directly or indirectly, aid in the (li.,eo-\rery of 
the same. And that I will keep seeret all knowledge of 
the mode in which any elector has voted, which I mav 
obtain in the exercise of my offiee, unless in answer tO 
any question which I am legally bound to answer." 
The scrutineers were sworn to secrecy in the 
same way, and how could the secrets of the 
ballot be violated, unless they violated their oath? 
It had been said in the case of those seven votes 
which had been rejected, that it was known how 
each man voted. That was impossible. It could 
be seen that six voted for one mwdidate, and one 
for the other, hut it could not be known how 
each individual recorded his vote. So that the 
arg11ment concerning the secrecy of the ballot, 
entirely failed in that case. The reasons before 
given were those which had induced him to 
give the decision he had given. He had given 
it at the time without knowing on which side 
the votes were to be counted, and without 
reference to the candidates. The opinion he 
had given then he held still. The hon. mem­
bers of the committee held different opinions, 
and whether they were guided by their own 
opinions, or by the opinion publicly expressed by 
the Premier he did not know, but so satisfied 
was he of the correctness of his opinion that he 
had submitted the matter to some very high 
authorities at home, and hoped to get their 
answer some day, when he would be prepared to 
admit if he was wrong, and if they decided 
that he was 'right he would claim that he had 
been right all along. 

Mr. KELLETT said the hon. and learned 
member for Bowen said the principle of the 
ballot-paper was that it should simply show who 
the vote was given for and nothing el;;e; and if it 
showed that, there should be no informality. 
During the many years he had lived in Queens­
land he had seen many informal ballot-papers 
and he had seen cases in which the elector put 
his own name on it, and in every such case it 
was ruled by the presiding officer to be informal ; 
but the keen legal member opposite now stated 
that that would not make it informal in any way 
so long as it showed who the elector voted for. 
It would do away with the whole reason for 
the ballot if men were allowed to put their 
names on the ballot-paper, as argued by the hon. 
member for Bowen. He was perfectly satisfied 
himself with the decisions of the committee. If 
the ruling of the hon. member for Bowen were 
agreed to, any elector could put his name on a 
ballot·paper itnd it would be formal, and it 
would be very useful too in certain cases which 
had occurred lately, because the name being on 
the paper there would be no difficulty about the 
person being paid for his vote, as had been done 
in many cases. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he hoped the hon. 
member for Bowen would never dare to get up 
in that House ttgain and deliver a legal opinion 
after what had fallen from the hon. membe•· 

for Stanley. He noticed that it was evident 
at one period of the evening tlmt the Premier 
had let his followers loose; aud that now he 
regretted his action and was trying to keep 
them quiet. He was inclined to do business 
when he came into the House that afternoon, and 
so were the other members of the Opposition; 
but, now the fat was in the fire, they might as well 
carry it a little further. The Government had 
kept them doing nothing, while the members 
0f the Elections Committee ju,tified their 
conduct. He did not understand why their 
decisions wanted so much explaining away. 
The hon. member for Stanley had better take 
care. He had seen men locked up in the room 
down stairs for what that hon. member had been 
doing all the evening. It was evident the 
majority of the members of the Elections and 
Qualifications Committee believed that their 
decisions required to be justified, and yet he 
could not help thinking that it would have been 
wise on the part of the Premierif he had prevented 
his supporters from opening up the question, as 
they had only made matters f:>r worse than they 
were before. The speech of the hon. member for 
Bundanba has shown his thorough unfitness to be 
the chairman, or even to he a member of that 
committee. The hon. member for Cttrnarvon had 
certainly brought forward some arguments in 
support of his case, but the hon. member for 
Bundanba had simply shown how utterly un­
fitted he was for his position on the committee. 
That hon. member, as had been pointed out, was 
too willing to believe what suited his party, and 
too unwilling to believe anything that told 
against it. One of the hon. member's arguments 
was that the committee's decision with regard to 
the Aubigny petition was correct, because Mr. 
Perkins was not game to stand again for that 
electorate. ·what did the hon. member know 
about lVIr. Perkins' reasons for not standing 
again? He (Mr. Stevenson) held that Mr. Per­
kins had been unfairly unseated, and that he 
had rightly arrived at the conclusion that if he 
was again returned for that constituency, the 
same committee who deprived him of his seat 
before would deprive him of it again. It 
was evident that the hon. member was looking 
for some other justification of the committee's 
finding beyond that contained in the evidence. 
In spite of what bad been said on the other side, 
he (Mr. Stevenson) held that Mr. Perkins had 
been persecuted out of the House. Mr. Perkins 
was a very useful man, and a better administra­
tor had never been placed at the head of the Lands 
Department. They would not see his equal 
there again for a very long time. 

Mr. S::\IYTH : \Vhat about the champagne? 
Mr. STEVENSON said it was all very well 

for the Premier to put up his followers to make 
interjections. It was evident the hon. gentle­
man did not like the discussion. Another 
thing the hon. member for Bundanba said was 
that he was disposed to go further than the 
other members of the committee. They knew 
that perfectly well; he would no doubt have 
liked to put the whole lot out without taking 
any evidence at all. It had been clearly shown 
by the hon. member for Mackay that on at 
least one occasion the majority of that com­
mittee spoke one way and voted the other, 
showing they did not care a bit about evidence, 
but only what the Premier would like them to 
do. The argument of the hon. member for 
South Brisbane, about the secrecy of the ballot 
being violated by the initialling of the scruti­
neers, had also been shown to be worthless, 
for, as the papers were all initialled in the same 
way, there could be no possibility of finding. out 
which way any particular man voted; bes1des, 
it had also been pointed out that it could not 
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be divulged even if the returning officer and 
scrutineer,; did find it ont. The Premier had 
not rnacle much by allowing the discussion to 
take place ; indeed, he considered he had broken 
faith with the Opvosition, by allowing it 
to take place that evening. On the adjourn­
ment bst night the Opposition promise<\ that 
they woulrl help the hon. gentleman to conclude 
his EHtinuttoH that nig·ht ; but, instead of gutting 
on with the ]£stimates, the hon. gentleman 
had put up sotne n1e1nbers on hi::; own :::ide 
t.o enter into a long dbcn:;;~-;ion n,bout a nuttter 
which was all over, and about which they did 
not care anything. Instead of justifying them­
selves, the members of the majority 011 the 
Elections and Qualifications Committee had 
placed themsel vp, in fL f,tr worse position than 
they were in before. 

Mr. ARCHER slticl tlmt, before the House 
went into Committee, he wonld aRk if the Gov­
erntnent ha.d cmne to any conclm-don as to \V hat 
they were going to do with regard to the prose­
cution of the publisher of the Gotwie7' l The 
House was inter~4ecl in the matter, and was 
anxions to know \Vhat conrse the Governn1ent 
propo;.:;ed to take concerning it. .At pre~ent the 
publi,her ltml editor of that pltper were vlaced 
in an exceedingly equivocal po::;ition. 

The PREMIBR replied that it wlts the inten­
tion of the Government to obey the order of the 
Ho1_1:-Je. Since that order was given nothing ha,d 
arisen to chang-e the pmdtion of affairs in the 
slightest degree. The connnencing of a prosecu­
tion by the Attorney-General could not be clone 
instantly. There were the necessary papers to be 
filedj)n the Supreme Court, and subpcenas had 
to be served. If the hem. gentlenmn wanted to 
know if the prosecution would be proceeded with, 
he might be 1 •erfectly sme that it would be. 

Mr. AECHER asked how long it would be 
before the papers were rettdy; how long would 
it be before the gentlemltn accused got out of his 
trouble? 

The PREJVIIER : He cannot be tried for three 
weeki; yet, so there is iw trouble. 

Mr. AHCHER said it was very unslttisfactory 
that the Premier could not tell them when the 
trittl would come on. 

The PRE::>IIJ<~H : The next criminal sittings 
will be on Monday fortnight. 

Question put and passed. 

The COLONIAL THEASURER moved that 
there be voted, by way of loan, a sum of £300,000 
for the Immigration Service. He need hanlly 
tell hon. members that the Immigration vote for 
the yeltr Wlts overdrawn to considerably over that 
sum on the 31st December last, ttnd the sum 
now asked for would only replenish the vote. 
The Government would be prepared with a new 
loan policy, which they would formulltte to the 
House next session. The £150,000 which was 
now required for immigration would be provided 
for out of surplus revenue. 

Mr. ATICHER said he had already expressed 
his opinion on the matter in the debate on the 
Financial Sbttement, and he would only add 
that there would be no objection from his side 
of the Committee. 

Mr. MACUOSSAN asked if the sum would 
cover the deficiency of the Immigmtion vote ? 

The COLOXIAL TREASFHER said that 
when the Loan Estimates were framed the ltd­
vices of expenditure in the London Office had 
not reuehed the Treasury, so he hardly knew the 
exact amount to be provided for. It was ltn 
approximate only, but he believed it would cover 
the amount within a few thowmnds, 

!~t1Bstion pnt :1nc\ p:.s~ed, 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved thltt 
a snm of £120,000 be voted out of Loan Fund, 
to meet the deficit on lmtns of 1881 and 1882. 

Question put and pltssed. 

The COLONIAL TREASuRER moved that 
a snm of £1,018,000 be vot_ed, _out,'~~ Loa? Fund, 
to meet debentures matunng m18t-icl, wh1ch hon. 
members knew bore interef't at 6 per cent. 

Question put and pltssed. 

On motion of the COLONIAL TREASURER, 
the CHA!lDIAN left the chair, reported the reso­
lution to the Houo;e, and usked leave to sit 
again. 

The House resumed ; the CHATI\3IAN reported 
the reo;olntions ltnd obtttined le<tve to sit again at 
a. later holU' of the evening. 

MESSAGE ]'HO"M THE LEGISLATIVE 
CO "LX OIL. 

The SPEAKEJl informed the House thttt he 
had received a n1essage frorn the Legislative 
Council intimltting thltt, having had under con­
sirlemtion the messttge of the Legislative Assembly 
oftlmtday's date, relative to the ttmendment made 
by the Le"islative Council in the Bill entitled 
" A Bill to ~unend the Chinese Innnigrant8 Hegu­
btion Act of 1tl77," they dicl not insi•t upon the 
said amendr11ent. 

LOA?\ ESTIMATES, 1883-4. 
On motion of the COLONIAL TREASUHETI, 

the resolutions previously reported from Com­
mittee of Supply were adopted. 

WAYS AND MEANS. 
On motion of the COLONIAL TRl~ASUREH, 

the Speaker left the chair, and the House re­
solved itself into a Committee of \Vays and 
:Means. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER movecl­
'l'hat, towards making good the Supply granted to Her 

Majesty for the service of the year l"!-8::1-4, a sum not 
exceeding £1,439.000 be raised by the sale of debentures 
or the creation and sale of inseribed Rtock, secured upon 
the Consolidated Revenue I~nnd of Queensland, and 
bearintr interest at a rate not exceeding 4 per cent. per 
annul!~ for immio-ration, to meet deficits on loans of 
18~1 and 1882, a1~d for repayment of loans falling due 
on 1st January, 1~85. 

Question put and r:assed. 
On motion of the COLONIAL TREASUHER, 

the CHAIR~IAN left the chair, reported the 
resolution to the House, and obtltined leave to 
sit a,gain at a later hour of the evening. 

The rewlution haYing been adopted, the 
COLOKIAL 'l'HEASUREH moved that a Bill 
be introduced founded upmi the resolution. 

Question put ltnd passed. 

LOAN BILL OF 1884. 
The COLONIAL THEASUHEI~ presented 

the Bill, ltnd moved thltt it be reail lt first time. 
Question put ltnd passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that, in 
rising to move the second reading of a Bill to 
ltuthmise the raising of a loan fur the Public 
Service of the colony and for other purposes, he 
need only remark that the Bill WltS nut in the 
usual form of the Loltn Bills that had heretofore 
been passed by the Legishttive Assembly. The 
present was the first time, in the history of the 
colony, where authority had been sought to 
obtttin the issue of their loan under the alterna­
tive form either of debentures or inscribed stock, 
which would be issued and registered ttnd 
floated bv the Bank of ]£ngland. Hon. members 
had been put in possession of papers showing how 
the negotitttions had resulted in an arrangement 
with the l3ltnl' of Engli!>nl! for the re((istratiop 
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and issue of inscribed stock, and as those 
arrangements had been satisfactorily completed, 
the Government thought it was rlesirable that 
they should bring the new loan within the terms 
of that arrangement. Hon. members would, 
therefore, see that in the 2nd clause of the 
Bill-"J<'orthepurpose of raising the whole or any 
part of such sum, the Governor in Council may 
cause debentures to be made out and sold, or may 
authorise the creation and sale of inscribed 
stock "-the Government had not quite decided 
whether the loan should be issued as inscribed 
stock or whether debentures should be made out 
and sent home, giving the allotees the option of 
conversion into inscribed stock. However, they 
took the authority in the alternative form, and 
would, of course, be guided by the best advice in 
the matter. Hon. members would be aware 
that there was the balance of the old loan to be 
sold in :May, amounting to over £1,200,000, which 
was in the form of debentures, and the deben­
tures had been sent home, and were at present 
in London. They would be plrtced on the 
market in JYiay in the form of debentures, 
with the option of inscription, and it was 
a matter for consideration whether the new 
loan should be issued in the form of debentures 
or placed on the Stock Exchange as inscribed 
stock. Hon. members would be aware that they 
could not float the loan until May at the earliest, 
which would give sufticient time to place it on 
the ma.rket in either shape. He begged to move 
that the Bill be read a second time. 

Mr. MACROSSAN asked the Colonial Trea­
surer if it was the intention of the Government 
to float that loan of £1,400,000 at the same time 
that they floated the remainder of the old loan, 
making altogether over £2,500,000? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that, 
with the permission of the Committee, he would 
make an explanation. The balance of the old 
loan would be floated as soon as possible after 
the expiration of the time for which a promise 
had been given not to place a loan on the London 
market. It was imperative that that loan should 
be sold as soon as possible. With regard to the 
present loan, the greater portion was for retiring 
debentures falling due in January next ; there­
fore there was no immediate necessity for selling 
that at once-of course, if the market was favour­
able in May, he did not see why it should be 
delayed. 'The Government would be guided 
by circumstances, and he would make no promise 
as to when the stock should be sold. 

Question put and passed. 
On motion of the COLONIAL TREASURER, 

the Speaker left the chair, and the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the ~Whole to consider 
the Bill in detail. 

The various clauses of the Bill were passed as 
printed. 

On motion of the COLONIALTREASLTRER, 
the House resumed, and the CHAIIGIAN reported 
the Bill without amendment. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved that 
the Chairman l0ave the chair and report the 
Bill to the House without amendment. 

Mr. ARCHER said that, without blaming the 
hon. gentleman, he might say that he had tried 
to show the very largest sum which the late 
Government had expended beyond the surn 
voted last year for immigration. Last year the 
vote was £250,000. The hon. gentleman said that 
the account was now overdrawn £300,000, and 
that by the present Bill it was to be provided for ; 
wbicli was quite necessary. He (Mr. Archer) 
only wished to point out that the Bill did not 
provide up to the end of the last financial 
year, but up to the end of the current financial 
y~;:tr; so that the acttH>l sm!) ovenlmwn, ctcoord, 

ing to the sum voted last year, would be £175,000. 
If the House had voted last July the same 
amount as it voted the previ<ms ,July for the 
purposes of immigration, then the overdraft 
would only appear at £175,000. He wanted that 
to be distinctly understood. The sum of £300,000 
was not up to the end of the last financial year, 
but up to the end of next July ; therefore, rettlly 
the amount expended was only £175,000. 

'The PllEMIEH said the hon. gentleman 
spoke as if the £250,000 in the last Loan Act 
was annually voted. Of course, the hon. mem­
ber knew that Loan Acts were not annual 
Acts. If it had been the practice to borrow 
£250,000 for immigration every year, then_ the 
hon. gentleman's argument would have apphed; 
but that had not been the pnwtice. 

The COLO::'\IAL THEASUHER said he 
would repeat the exact figures he had Jn·eyiously 
given. In 1881-2 the Loan vote contained a sum 
appropriating £250,000 for immigration. The 
whole of that had been expended, and up to 
the 31st December last the Lo>en Account was 
overdrawn to the extent of £238,325. In addi­
tion to that the Government had received ad vices 
of the London expenditure, which brought the 
total up to nearly £300,000; so that up to 3ht 
December, between the expenditure in Brisbane 
and in London, the Immigration Lmm vote would 
only ju~t be covered by the £300,000nowaskedfor. 

::\fr. ARCHER said he understood that fully, 
and that was just what he had said-n>emely, 
that the loan now asked for only covered the 
extra expenditure, beyond what was voted in 
1881-2, up to last December, and that, with the 
vote, which the hon. member had obtained­
namely, £150,000 out of the surplus revenue­
would only be to provide for immigration from 
the 31st December until next July, when pro­
bably a new vote would be asked for. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed, and reported the Bill 

without amendment. 
On motion oftheCOLONIALTREASURER, 

the Bill was read a third time, passed, and ordered 
to be transmitted to the Legislative Council for 
their concurrence by message in the usual form. 

SUPPLY-RESUMPTION OF 
COMMITTEE. 

On motion of the COLONIAL TREASURER, 
the Speaker left the chair, and the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of Supply. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he in­
vited the consideration of the Committee to the 
Special Supplementary Appropriation J<;stimates 
for 1883-4. He moved that the sum of £150,000 
be granted to provide for Immigration. He had 
already given sufficient inforn1ation concerning 
the matter. It was intended to cover the ex­
penses of the Service until further provision was 
made out of loan. 

Mr. ARCHER said he wished to ask the 
Treasurer why he had altered the heading of the 
Bill. Previous headings of a Bill of that kind 
stated that it was out of surplus revenue. That 
was carefully suppressed in the present instance. 
Was it to make square with the hon. gentleman's 
statement that it was only an "apparent" 
surplus? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said there 
was no hidden meaning in the title. In the 
Appropriation Bill it would be designated '"s sur­
plus, and would be dealt with as such. 

Mr. ARCHER said those votes were to come 
out ofsurplusrevenue, and it should be stated; at 
present it looked as if they were raised out of 
Loan. Those little dodges were beneath the 
dignity of the Treasurer. 

Q11estion put ~·ncl passe<1. 
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The COLONIAL TREASURER moved that 
a sum of £60,000 be granted for two new Dredges. 
Hon. gentlemen were already acqnainted with 
the intentions of the Government on that 
estimate. The necessities of their harbours and 
rivers improvements required additional dredge 
plant, and the Government considered that a 
portion of tne surplus revenue could not he better 
expended than in providing for those requirements. 

Mr. ::"<ORTON asked whether the hon. 
Treasurer had made any arrange~nents or cmne 
to any decision about the contract for the second 
dredge. He understood that one contract had 
been given to a firtn in Maryborough withont 
tenders being called for. Had the hon.' gentleman 
come to any decision about the second dredge? 

The COLONIAL 'l'REASURElt saict he might 
state at once that the Government had not come 
to any decision about the subject, for the obvious 
reason that several ports and harbours in the 
North were demanding attention, and it was quite 
possible there might be some change necessary in 
the form of the dredge, in order that it should 
more immediately suit the requirements of the 
Northern ports. The matter had received the 
attention of the ]~ngineer of Harbours and Rivers, 
but so far there bad been no contract entered 
into, nor had the plans and specifications been 
approved. He did not know whether the 
second dredge ought to he one suitable to the 
requirements of the Northern rivers. He 
was not prepared to say whether it should be 
a sister ship to the " Octopus" and " Saurian," 
which were drectges for use in navigable rivers, 
and were difficult and expensive to move. 

Mr. NORTON asked whether tenders would 
be asked for the second dredge? 

The COLONIAL THEASURER replied that, 
if it was decided to make the second dredge of a 
completely different character from the others, it 
would no doubt be ad visahle to call for tenders. 

Mr. CHUBB pointed out that, if it was 
intended to open up the rivers in the North, even 
the increased dredge plant woulcl be insufficient 
for all requirements. He hoped the Colonial 
Treasurer would take that question into con­
sideration before the next session of Parliament. 

Question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TREASURE It moYed that 

£55,()00 be granted for Buildings, the items 
being as follows:-Brisbane Immigration DepOt 
£10,000; Charters 'l'owers, Court-house, £4,000; 
Ipswich, Hailway ·workshops, £10,000 ; Rock­
hampton, Immigration Depot, £5,000; ditto, 
Supreme Court-house, £6,000; Toowoornba, 
Lunatic Asylum, £10,000 ; other buildings, 
£10,000. It would be obvious that the amounts 
set down were not adequate to complete build­
ings of the magnitude contemplated. The vote 
was asked for merely to initiate the works. 
Provision for their final completion would have 
to he provided for afterwards. 

Mr. NORTON said he objected to the con­
tinuance and proposed extension of the Railwav 
workshops nt Ipswich, unless a site were founcl 
suitable for all requirements. There was no 
room for additions where the present shops were ; 
and if the additions were to be macte there 
a great portion of the money would be spent in 
levelling the ground in order to prepare a site. 
The best plan would he to remove the shops to 
Brisbane, and in order to mark the feelhw of 
the Committee on the matter he would mgve, 
as an amendment, that the word "Ipswich" he 
omitted, with the view of inserting the word 
"Woollongahba." 

The PREMIER said the amendment could 
not be put. An appropriation of that kind must 
either be accepted or rejected ; it could!not be 
altered. 

Mr. MACROSSAN said he strongly objected 
to the item, and he believed the money could 
be far more profitably spent at Toowoomba, 
where all the repairs on the western side of that 
place ought to he executed. To spend £10,000 
in addition to the shops at Ipswich was simply 
throwing it away, and he looked upon it as 
nothing but a sop to satisfy Ipswich. If the 
Minister in charge of the workshops had consulted 
his own opinion only he would never have con­
sented to the appropriation. It was suggested by 
an hon. men1berthat the Minister had not charge 
of the workshops, but that the workshops had 
charge of him-which he (Mr. :Macrossan) could 
hardly believe. Seriously, he believed the 
£10,000 would be far better expended at Too­
woomha. Had he remained in office longer, he 
should have gone further in that direction than 
he did, and he hoped the hon. gentleman would 
take it into consideration. The workshops ought 
to be used for making repairs, not for making 
stock, which ought to be let entirely outside the 
workshops. It was not a question of cheaper or 
dearer; hut it would be better to have the work 
of construction distributed than to have it concen. 
trated in one large workshop. \Vhen repairs and 
construction ·were cmnbined, there wn.s a danger 
of the shops taking charge of the Minister. 

Mr. NORTOX asked for the ruling of the 
Chairman as to whether his amendment could he 
put. 

The CHAIRMA~ ruled that the amendment 
could not he put. 

Mr. MACROSSAN asked the :i\1:inister for 
\Vorks if the sum set down for the court-house 
at Charters Towers would be sutficient for it, 
and if the buildinoo would be in keeping with the 
importance of the "place and its large population. 
The hospital there cost £6,000, and surely the 
court-house would cost more. He was sur­
prised that the hon. gentleman who represented 
the Kennedy had not taken better care of his 
electorate. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said that, as 
in the case of the Rockhampton Court-house, 
the snm set down would be sufficient to com­
mence with. Further provision would be ma<le 
if it was found to be necessary. 

Mr. MA CROSS AN asked if he was to under­
st[lnd that the Colonial Architect would be asked 
to make a building in accordance with that 
vote? 

'rhe MINISTER l<'OR WORKS: No. 
Mr. STEVENSON said it was very extraor­

dinary that, after the statement of the late 
Minister for \Vorks that the money set. down 
for the Ipswich workshups would be tllrown 
away, no member for the town should get up to 
justify the vote. 

The MINISTER FOR WOHKS said there 
was a fine site for the workshops in Ipswich, and 
he believed that it was the proper place for 
them. The Government intended to have them 
erected further up the old line. No doubt re­
pairs might very well he done at Toowoomba. 

Mr. FERGUSON said it was clear, after that 
explanation, that the vote was going to he a 
waste of money. It was no good putting work. 
shops in a place like Ipswich. They ought to he 
in the capital of the colony, and, as they would 
have to be shifted there in course of time, they 
might as well do it at once. The labour would 
be at the command of the department in Bris­
bane when required. In Ipswich the buildings 
were out of place altogether, and as he under­
stood they only consisted of two or th:·ee old 
sheds, it would he no loss to the colony 1f they 
were pulled down, and the sooner that was done 
the better it would be. 



Supply. [6 MARCH.] Supply. 637 

Jlilr. MACFARLANE sn.id the hon. member 
for Rockhampton was so unreasonable that he 
could not help telling the hon. gentlemn.n 
that he was very much behind the time 
in his yiews on railway managen1ent. The 
system m vogue at home was to have the 
workshops in a centml position, but not at 
the terminus, or in a large town. The hon. 
gentleman showed his selfishness in objecting to 
the vote when he got £13,000 on the previous 
evening voted for l:lockhampton, and now there 
was an additional £11,000 set down for the same 
place. The hon. gentleman apparently wanted 
all the money to go to Rockhampton. 

Mr. BLACK said he could understand the 
hon. gentleman justifying the votes for the 
Brisbane Depot and the buildings at Hockhamp­
ton and Charters Towers, but what had that to 
do with Ipswich? ·would the hon. gentleman 
compare Ipswich with those places? 

Mr. MAC:FARLA:NE : I do. 
1\Ir. BLACK ;;ai<l there was a time when 

Ipswich had some importance as a manufacturing 
district, but those good times had waned and gone 
by, and at present Ipsw1ch existed on the bounty 
of a liberal Government. ·what would be the 
result if they removed those annual votes, for 
which they had no claim except on the score of 
bounty and charity? Let hon. members consider 
the matter from that poiht, and then he was sure 
their generosity would be glad to afford Ipswich 
the means of subsistence. But to say that 
because Charters Towers, which was one of the 
greatest mining centres in the colony, and 
H.ockharnpton, which was only second to Bris­
bane itself, were to have sums of money voted 
for them, Ipswich was also to have an unneces­
sary vote, was absurd. There was no reason at 
all in it. 

Mr. KELLETT said he was very glad to see 
the hon. member for :i\Iackay on his legs again, 
as usual. The hon. gentleman put him in 
mind of another hon. gentleman who sat in 
the House for a time, and who, on one occasion, 
got up from the cross-benches and said he was 
going to answer the arguments of another hon. 
member, and that his reason for speaking 
strongly on the subject was that he knew less 
about it than anyone else in the House, and 
consequently could speak better upon it. The 
hon. member for Jlilackay was very good on 
sugar-~ 

An HONOURABLE JI/IE)JBER : And rum. 

Mr. KELLETT : And perhaps rnm also ; 
bnt he seemed to think that God Almighty had 
come down and made him an authority on every 
subject that came before the Chamber. 

Mr. NOR TON asked if the hon. member was 
in order in using such language ? 

The CHAIRMAN : I think it is unbecoming 
for the hon. member to use such language. 

Mr. KELLETT : Will the hon. gentleman 
quote the language that was objectionable? The 
hon. member for Jlilackay seemed to think that 
he was a heaven-born statesman-that on every 
subject that ever God Almighty thought fit 
to-~ 

HONOURABLE JliiEMBERS: Order, order ! 
Mr. KELLETT: Did the hon. member for 

Blackall call him to order again ? 
Mr. ARCHER: As the hon. member alludes 

to me, I must say that I consider it indecent to 
use such language. 

The CHAIRMA:N : I have already ruled that 
the language used is not becoming. 

Mr. KELLETT: ·wm you please to u;;e the 
language mentioned, and show where it is in­
decent~ 

The CHAIRMAN : I do not think it befitting 
me to repeat the language objected to. I may 
indicate to the hon. member that it is profane 
language. 

Mr. KELLETT : With all due deference, I 
beg to differ from you. I do not see where the 
profaneness comes in. 

Mr. ARCHER: I ask, is the Premier going 
to support the Chairman, er is he going to allow 
a supporter to insult the Chairman? 

Jliir. KELLETT: Does the hon. member for 
Blackall rise to a point of order? 

Mr. ARCHER: I ask, is the Premier going 
to support the Chairman in his ruling? 

Mr. KELLETT: vVho asked the question? 
The CHAIRMAN : The hon. gentleman 

wishes to know who asked for my ruling. The 
hon. member for Blackall asked for my ruling 
>>S to the language u;;ed by the hon. member, and 
I ruled that it is unbecoming. I do not think 
the hon. member should raise any 'l_ne•tion on 
that. 

Mr. STEVENSON : And he shoulJ not say 
he differs from you. 

Mr. KELLETT: I am speaking to the question 
before the House, which I think it is very 
advisable should be discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN : I will not interrupt the 
hon. member ~o long as he speaks to the 
question. 

Mr. KELLETT said he understood that objec­
tion bad been taken to something he did that 
afternoon-that some members opposite thought 
he was pointing his finger at them, but all he 
did was merely to lift up his fingers to show that 
there were only five members on the Opposition 
benches. He should be very sorry to be disre­
spectful to either the Speaker or the Chairman, 
or any member, by making any remark that was 
unparliarnentary. It was not out of any dis­
respect to the hon. member for N ormanby that 
he did what he had clone, but simply for the 
reason he had given. 

The CHAIRMAN : I must call the hon. 
member's attention to the question before the 
Committee, which is the vote for buildings. 

Mr. KELLETT said he wa..' much obliged to 
the Chairman for calling his attention to the 
question ; but he merely wished to say that he 
should be very sorry to be disrespectful to the 
hon. member for Norman by or any other member. 

Mr. STEV.ENSON said the only justifica­
tion that had been given for the vote for the 
lpswich workshops, was that given by the hon. 
member for Ipswich, Mr. Macfarlane-that in 
England such workshops were never placed in a 
central position. If that was the only justifica­
tion that could be given, he thought the Minister 
for W arks had better wipe the thing out alto­
gether. He moved that the item of £10,000 for 
the Ipswich workshops be omitted. 

Mr. KELLETT thought the item a very 
advisable one to have on the Estimates, and his 
only objection to it was that instead of being 
£10,000 it ought to be £50,000. There was an item 
of £50,000 or £60,000 put clown by the late Govern­
ment for workshops at W oollongabba, and how 
the present Government had come to put down 
only £10,000 for Ipswich he could not under­
stand. Ipswich was the manufacturing district 
of the colony; it had round about it the only 
coal in Queensland known up to the present 
time, and it had great facilities for workshops 
and for work being done in a proper and cheap 
way. He was only sorry that the Premier had 
not seen his way to put £50,000 on the Estimates 
for Ipswich than £10,000. 
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Question - That the item proposed to be 
omitted, be so omitted-put, and the Committee 
divided:-

AYES, 9. 
11:e~~rs. Archer, Xorton, Stevenson, Black, Ferguson, 

Li::;::.ncr, J\""eltwn, Palmer, and}iacrossan. 

Xot<:s, 23. 
1fessrs. )files, Griffith, Dickson, Rutledge, Brookes, 

Aland, Groom, Smyth, Bctle, Jordan, Poxton, Kellett, 
\Yhite, Jlidgley, '1'. Campbell, Moreton, Higson, Bailey, 
Jlorwitz, StLlkcl<l, Macfarlane, Beattie, and Grimes. 

Amendment resolved in the negative. 
Que"tion--;:'hat £:}3,000 be voted-put and 

passed. 
The COLOXIAL TREASURER moved that 

£30,000 be voted fo:r Bridges. 

JI.Ir. MACROSSAN said he would ask the 
lilinisterfor Works if the money they were asked 
tn vote was to be spent by the 'vVorks Department, 
or whether tenders would be called after the 
designs had been prepared ? He would also like 
to know how it was proposed to subdivide the 
vote, because he was certain that each of the 
three bridges would not cost £10,000. 

The liiiNISTER FOR WORKS said that the 
bridg·es would be designed by the Government, 
and tell< lers called. He would take care that 
therP. wa,x no 111ore work don: by day labour. 
More money hatl been wasted m tlw.t way than 
in any other. l [e could not give the hon. gentle­
mctn the exact mnount which would be required 
for each bridge. 

.:\Ir. AHCHEit said that, for the information 
of the Minister for \Vorks, he would tell him 
that the plans for the bridge across the Pioneer 
were lying in the Harbours and Rivers Office. 
Tenders were called, but he forgot what the 
amount was-ahout £12,000 he thought. It was 
a. very good tender, and the contractor was a 
g()od contractor. 

The liiiNISTER FOR WORKS said he did 
not know that the plans had been prepared by 
the Treasury Department. He would get the 
w.ork under way as soon as possible. 

;}Ir. MAClWSSAN said he hoped they 
would have the plans for the bridge over 
Hoss' Creek prepared as soon as possible. 
It was a very important work, and the 
hon. gentleman might know that the creek 
divided the town into two parts. There was 
one portion on one side and another portion 
on the other, and there was no means of com­
munication between them except by boat. 'l'he 
sooner the work was in hand the better ; the 
Government had some land to sell on the other 
side of the creek. 

The MIKISTEH I<'OR WORKS said there 
would be no delay; the work would be proceeded 
with at once. 

Mr. HOR\VITZ said that, as the Govern­
ment were going to spend £30,000 on bridges, he 
should like to ask the Minister for Works 
whether he would propose a sum for a new 
bridge at Warwick? 

The lVIINIST.ER FOR WORKS said he 
would remind the hon. member that the Govern· 
ment had already provided for \V arwick. There 
was one bridge over the Condamine from the 
railway station to the town, and another some 
little distance up the river. All the bridges 
there had been built out of the general revenue. 

Mr. HOR'vVIT?.; said that one of the bridges 
spoken of by the hon. gentleman was built by the 
New South \Vales Government thirty years ago; 
and they required a new one now. As the Gov­
ernrnent were so liberal as regarded other bridges, 
he thought the people of 'vV arwick were entitled 
to £3,000 for a brid;;e over the Conclamine. 

Mr. MACROSSAN said the Premier knew 
something about the necessity for the building 
of that bridge over the Annan at once. The 
settlers there were obliged to watch for the tide 
to cross the river, and frequently they were in 
danger of having their horses taken away by 
alligators; so that it was important that the 
bridge should be built as soon as possible, more 
especially as the settlers had suffered a good deal 
lately from floods. 

Mr. NOR TON said that the late Government 
proposed to spend money for those particular 
bridges, and also proposed to build a bridge over 
the Burnett at Bundaberg. It was a great pity 
that the Minister for \Vorks had not included 
that among the bridges, especially as the Gov­
ernment would be bound to build a bridge there 
for the rail way. 

Mr. T. CAlVIPBELL said the proposed bridge 
over the Annan, t0 which the hon. member for 
Townsville had drawn attention, was in his 
(:Yir. Campbell's) electorate, and he therefore 
th1mked the hon. member in the name of his 
constituents for having referred to it earlier 
than he had done himself. He had intended 
to mention the subject ; and, in fact, he had 
spoken to the Minister for \Vorks privately. 
The work was a very important one. He had no 
knowledge of the Annan River himself; but he 
made inquiries about it when he was there; in 
fact, the bridge was made a test question at the 
election. It was the only way of getting to the 
centres of population; but when there was 
a fresh in the river the settlers had to go round 
a distance of twenty-five miles, and they were in 
clanger of meeting with alligators when crossing. 
He hoped the work would be proceeded with as 
soon as possible. 

Mr. STEVENS said he was glad the Govern­
lnent \vas going to spend money in making 
bridges. He had ahvays been of opinion that 
the divisional boards were unable to build bridges 
over rivers. In the Logan alone there were 
three places where bridges where almost an 
absolute necessity, and yet the divisional boards 
were unable to build them. There was one 
reC]uired over the Logan at Loganholme, another 
at Logan Village, and another at Tallebudgera. 

Mr. ARCHER pointed out that the vote was 
for bridges in the North in places where they 
never had any ; it was not for the South, which 
had had bridges and roads made for it. 

Mr. S'l.'EVEXS said it did not follow because 
the rivers in the Korth required bridges over 
them, that the rivers in the South did not 
require them. He did not see where the argu­
lnent cmne in. 

Mr. LISSXEll saicl he saw where the argu· 
ment came in. The settlers at the Annan 
wanted a bridge on account of the alligators; but 
he did not think the Logan was in the same 
position. He thought the Government were 
quite justified in giving theN orth bridges. 

Question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER moved that 

£15,000 be voted as grant in aid to Divisional 
Boards. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he thought they 
ought to have some information as to how the 
money was to be spent. 

The MINISTJUt FOR WORKS said the 
money would be equally distributed amongst the 
divisional boards, with the exception of those 
which had large sums at fixed deposits ; they 
were not entitled to it. With regard to the 
remarks of the h<m. member for Logan, he did 
not think much of the money would g-o towards 
the bridg-es he mentinned. They heard a g-reat 
deal about the benelit of divisional boards ; 
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but he was under the apprehension that if they 
were not careful they would become a curse. 
If the Government were to subsidise them, 
then it must be understood that the board~ 
did their own wcrk. As the hon. member 
for Blackall had said, they were only giving 
bridges where there had been none before. In 
the South all the rivers had been bridged. 

Mr. STEV:I'~NS said he was sorry that the 
present Governrnent were following in the foot­
steps of their late lamented \'redecessors. }<:very­
thing now must go to the ::\ orth. 

Mr. JORDAN said thaL the ex-Treasurer had 
stated that that vote was for the North; he did 
not know that the House had been before in­
formed that it was so. If any exception could 
be made, it should be made in favour of a bridge 
at Tingalpa. That bridge had not been handed 
over to the hoard in a good state. The bridge 
there had been out of repair many years, and 
'vas now in a dangerous state. 

Mr. GIUMES said that in the Ycerongpilly 
Division, in his elector,tte, there were no less than 
four large bridges to be maintained, and he 
would point out that if any accident happened 
on account of those bridges getting into disrepair 
the bo,rd would be linble for damages. He 
hoped that if that bor,nl made any cl:tims upon 
the :Minister for \Vorks he would g-ive it bir 
con~idera,tion. 

Mr. AKCHElt ""id it appc:we<l to him that 
the :Minister for \Vorks lm<l better expend the 
whole of the money round "bout Brisbane. 

l\Ir. NOHTO::\ Ktdd he would tell the hon. 
the Minister for \VorkH that he was quite ready 
to take a good portion of the vote for the boards 
in his district. 

Mr. BAILEY ae;ked the Minister for ·works 
whether he would give shire councils in the 
colony the same fair play which he wished to 
give to divisional boards. In the shire conncils 
the people had consented to a higher rating, and 
their necessities were greater, and he hoped they 
would receive the same consideration as divi­
sional boards. 

Mr. ALAND said that, after what the hon. 
member for Wide Bay had asked, he felt disposed 
to ask the Minister for \Vorks whether he in­
tended to treat municipalities in the same way. 

Mr. BAILEY said he wished the Minister 
for Works to tell him whether he intended that 
shire councils should receive the same treatment 
as divisional boards in this matter? He knew 
certain districts where a portion of a division 
had sepamted from the rest, and subjected them­
se! ves to higher rating, and formed themselves into 
a shire council. He thought they should receive 
the oame consideration as diYisional boards. 

The l\IINISTElt FOE \VOJlKS said that if 
the hon. member for \Vide Bay would mention 
the shire councils he referred to he might be 
n,ble to g-ive him an answer. 

Mr. BAILEY said he could mention one shire 
council. It was one recently formed in his own 
district, 9nrl wn,s a portion of the Tiara Di viBion. 
One section of the division had formed itself into 
a shire council. A bridge was urgently required 
there, and the inhabitants were quite prepared to 
contribute a fair proportion towards the construc­
tion of that bridge, and he thought they were 
justly entitled to the same consideration as the 
divisional bmtrds were. 

Question put and passed. 

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1882-3. 
The COLONIAL THEASUHER said he had 

to draw the attention of the Committee to the 
Supplementary Estimates for 1882-3. He moved 
that the sum of £1,551 7s. Sd. be granted for the 
Legislative Assembly and LegislatiYe Council. 

He did not know that there was any information 
necessary in regard to the sum beyond the fa?t 
that the money had alre,dy been spent, and 1t 
was no use attempting to lock the door of the 
stable after the horse had been stolen. 

Mr. GROOM said there was one item to which 
he would call the attention of the Committee. 
That was the smn of £GOO paid to the Parlia­
mentary Librarian as a gmtuity for the com­
pilation of the Library catalogue. He was one of 
those who had looked into that very excellent 
work, and had perused and examinee] it with a 
great deal of care and attention, and he was 
prepared to say that he did not believe that in 
any library in the southern portion of the 
globe they woulcl find such an excellent 
catalogue. It must have taken years of toil 
on the part of the Librarian to collate the 
information to produce such a work. The 
sum of £600 on the Estimates, in his opinion, 
was r1uite inadequate as an appreciation of the 
lttbour mnploved in the work. He was aware 
that the vote could not be increased, but the 
Committee might mark their opinion of the 
work of the Librarian by stating that they would 
approve of his getting a further surn of £"100, as 
£1,000 was only a fair honorarinm for the labour 
which the work mnst have cost. It should be 
rmnenthet'ell, al:-;n, that the work 'va~ constantly 
incrPa~·dng: that every day brought in its own 
:-:;ha.re of work, :tnd in n :-;}un·t tin1e they 'vould 
hase [L Rupplmuent to the catalogue, <.thnost of 
a,.; much ntlue as the cablogne itself. He need 
scarcely refer to the encomiums pa~secl upon the 
work by some of the ablest men in all parts of 
the world. He need only refer to the recently 
deceased librarian of the librarv of Canada-the 
late l\lr. Alpheus Tockl-who had pronounced a 
most excellent opinion upon the work. Lord 
Roseberry, also, when visiting the colonies, was 
so much pleased with the catalogue that he was 
not satisfied with the one copy that was sent 
to him, but had applied to the Librarian for two 
more copies to t>tke home with him to England, 
so that he might show the House of Commons 
and the House of Lords the kind of publications 
brought out in Queensland. He thought the 
Committee would agree with him that £1,000 was 
not too much to give as a mark of their appre· 
ciation of the enormous amount of literary work 
necessitated in the compilation of that c:J.talob'1.le. 

l\Ir. ARCHER said he would like to know 
what was the use of calling attention to that 
subject, when they knew that nothing could be 
done at so late n, period of the session : It was 
only wasting tirne. 

l\Ir. l\IACltOSSAX sai<l he did not think it 
was at all wasting time. He knew the vote 
could not be increaser!, but if the matter was 
l.Jrought prominently before the Govemrnent, as 
the hon. member for Toowoomba had brought it 
they might easily come to the conclusion that they 
had the approval of the Committee in increasing 
the vote. It was certainly not wn,sting time, for 
by a discussion of the subject the Government 
would understand that members of both sides of 
the Committee approved of the suggestion made 
by the hon. gentleman who had just spoken. 

Mr. STEVENS said he did not see how recog­
nising the services and ability of an officer of the 
House could be called wasting time. Everyone 
admitted that the work produced by the Libmrian 
was really a first-class one. He had read many cri­
tiques in the papers concerning it, and the writers 
of them all were of the one opinion-that it was a 
most valuable literary contribution. He had no 
doubt the gentleman' who had compiled it must 
have taken his work home with him, and worked 
hours and hours into the night to compile that 
catalogue. He hoped the Government would con­
sider the matter in the most favourable light .. 
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Mr. ARCHBR said that, as the matter was 
likely to spread, he insisted that it was waste 
of time now to discuss it. A substantive motion 
when the House met again would much more 
fully meet the case than that discussion at 
the end of the session. In saying that, he 
had not the slightest intention of insinuating 
that the Librarian ought not to receive ttddi­
tionaJ remuneration for the excellent work he 
had done. He, as fully tts anyone, apprecittted 
those labours ; his only contention was that the 
present was not the time for discussing the 
subject. 

Mr. STEVEKSOK said that, while fully 
agreeing with all that had fallen from the hon. 
member for Toowoomba, he also agreed with the 
hon. member for Blaclmll that the present was 
the wrong time to bring the matter forward. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREH said he 
fnlly believed that everything that hncl been 
said in prrtise of the catnlogue was justified ; 
but the Government really had not had time to 
consider the 1natter, on account of the se~.sion 
coming on so early in the year. He could 
harclly make any promise at present, but the 
expression of opinion that had been gi ve.n would 
not be lost upon the Government, ancl before the 
House met again they would have arrived at 
some conclu8ion on the subject. 

Mr. PAL:HER said he withdrew his resolu­
tion on the subject last week on the understand­
ing that the Government would take the question 
into their favourable consideration; ttncl, judging 
from the expressions just fallen from the Colonial 
Treasurer, he judged the G-overnment were 
favourable to further recognition. 

Mr. KELLETT said the work of the Libra­
rian deserved careful consideration, and he 
well desened the honorarium that hac! been 
suggested. lfe tru;;ted the .suggestion would be 
favourably received by the Government. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said he really felt it incum­
bent upon him to say he hoped the Government 
would very carefully consider the question before 
doing what was suggested. There were thou­
sand• of men in the Public Service who were 
doing their duty faithfully, but it was never 
contemplated that they should receive a gratuitv 
in addition to their salary for so doing. Tl1e 
whole thing was preposterous. 

lVlr. NORTON said he woulcl remind the 
hon. member for Fassifern that the Librarian had 
not confined himself to office hours in the pre­
paration of the catalogue, but had worked :1t it 
night after night. He should support the Govern­
ment if they intended to increase Mr. O'Dono­
van's honorarium to £1,000. 

Question put and passed. 
The following items were passed, on the 

motion of the COLONIAL Tll:EASURBR, 
without discussion :-Colonial Secretary's De­
partment, £32,267 4s. 9d. ; Administration of 
Justice, £4,395 13s. 6d. ; Public Instruction, 
£1,432 Ss. 2d. ; Colonial Treasurer's Department, 
£19,475 12s. 9d. ; Lancls Department, £10,504 
Us. 4d. ; vVorks and Mines and Railways 
Department, £16,5()9 3s. 3d. ; Postmaster­
General's Department, £2,028 2s. 4cl. ; and 
Auditor-General's Department, £377 4s. ld. 

On motion of the COLONIAL TREASURER, 
the CHAIIUIAN left the chair, reported the reso­
lutions to the House, and obtained leave to sit 
again at a later period of the evening. 

The various resolutions agreed to by the Com­
mittee of Supply were read by the CLEI\K. 

The COLONIAL TREASURBR moved that 
the report be now adopted. 

Question put and passed. 

WAYS AND MEANS-RESUMPTION OF 
COMMITTEE. 

On motion of the COLOKIALTRBASUHER, 
the Speaker left the chair, and the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of \V ays and Means. 

The COLOKIAL THBASUHER moved­
That, towards making good the Supply granted to Her 

Majesty for the service of the year 1883-•.t, a further 
sum not exCJ'C<ling £1,06~,596 be granted out of the 
Consolidated Revenue Fund of Queen~lancl. 

Question put and passed. 
The COLOKIAL TREASURER moved­
That, towanls making good the Supply granted to 

Her )!ajesty for the service of the year 1882-3, a further 
sum of £88,691 U~s. lOLL be granted out of the Consoli­
dated Revenue l~und of Queensland. 

Question put and passed. 
On motion of the COLONIAL THEASURER, 

the CHAII\)!AN left the chair, reported the 
resolutions to the House, and the report was 
adopted. 

The COLOKIAL 'l'HEASUHER moved that 
a Bill be introduced founded on these resolutions. 

Question put and passed. 

APPROPRIATION BILL O:F 1883-4 No. 4. 

The COLOXIAL TREASURER presented 
the Bill, nnd moved that it be read a first 
time. 

Question put and passed. 

The COLONIAL THEASUHBR, in moving 
the seconcl reading of the Bill, said he wished to 
direct the attention of hon. members, and 
especially the hon. member for Blackall, his 
predecessor in office, to a new clause that had 
been introduced. In previous Appropriation 
Bills surplus revenue had been treated as ordi­
nary revenue within the weaning of the Audit 
Act; and, althou~b surplus revenue was specially 
defined in the Bill, there had been no provision 
made hitherto to prevent them from lapsing 
under the 18th section of the Audit Act, in case 
the money had not been attached to any contract 
before the expiration of the year. It was con­
sidered desirable to nmend that, and it had been 
done by inserting a new clause, which stood as 
clause 2 of the Bill, which provided:-

" Nothwithstanding the provisions of the eighteenth 
section of the Audit Act of 1874, the sum of three 
hundred and ten thousand vonnds in the last preceding 
SN~tion mentioned under the title of •· Surplus Revenue," 
sha.ll not eea .. se to be available at the expiration of 
three months after the said last day of ,June, one 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-four, although no 
contract or engag·ement shall have been made or 
entered into before the said last day of June by which 
a liabilHy to i&..,ue or a.pply the same shall have been 
incurred; but the said sum shall be legally available for 
the services for which the same is hereby appropriated 
at any time until the same shall have been expended." 
He thought the addition of the clause a very 
wise provision. It would be an instruction to 
the Auditor-General that this surplus was not 
to lapse in case the whole amount had not 
been expended before the expiration of the year. 
He begged to move that the Bill be now read a 
second time. 

Mr. ARCHER said he quite agreed with the 
hon. gentleman as to the wisdom of the clause, 
although the practice had been to spend the 
money. However, it was much better to do the 
thing- legally, and he was only sorry that the 
hem. Premier, when Attorney-General, did not 
advise the then Government to carry it out. 

Question put and passed. 
The Bill having been passed through its re­

maining stages without discussion, was ordered 
to be transmitted to the Legislative Council with 
the usual message. 
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LOAN BILL, 1884. 
The SPEAKETI announced thnt he had re­

ceived :t Ine':lsage frmn the Legirdative Council 
stating that they had passed this Bill without 
atnenLhnent. 

SUPPLY-RESU::VIPTION Ol!' 
COMMITTKb. 

On motion of the COLONIALTHJ~ASL;TIER, 
the Speaker left the chair and the House resohed 
itself into a Committee of tiupply. 

The COLO::\"IAL THEASUB.ER, in moving 
that. ,£3,RSG be voted for snJm·ieJ, Harbour' and 
llivers De]Jartment, B<cill thtLt the vote showed 
a ~light incret•',C on that of the previous 
year, which rtrose frmn increase~ to ::;on1e of 
the officers and the appointment of new ones. 
The assistant and draftsman at Town"''ille wa,; 
put down for tLn incrcC\se of £;")0, or from £230 to 
£300, and considering he was living in the :'\' orth 
he was fairly entitled to it. The Inspector of 
K orthern \\r orks had an increase of £14, and 
there was a new appointment of an inspector of 
the Port Alma works. There was also the sum 
of £23 down for the Storekeeper at Brisbane. 

Mr. BEATTIE said that thi' department had 
attained huge dimensions, and he thought the 
Committee ought to know something about it. 
He would bring under notice what he thought 
was unfair to the employes in the Harbour, and 
Rivers Department in connection with the 
dredging operations. He understood that there 
was a departmental regulation to the effect that 
no one should take command of a dre<lge except 
he held an engineer's certificate. \Vhat necessity 
was there for such a regulation? An engineer 
with a first-class certificate, if he had not 
been employed in dredging operations, knew 
as much about it as a bricklayer or any other 
mechanic. Anyone conversant with dredging 
operations knew that the safety of the dredge 
and the plant depended upon the chief engi­
neer, who was generally termed the "ladder­
man." At the present time there were in 
the department two men-he had an intimate 
knowledge of them and the work they had to 
do-who, he had no hesitation in saying, had 
no superiors in the colonies so far as the 
practical working of a dredge was concerned. 
\Vhen a departmental regulation of that kind 
"'"'g insisted upon by the head of the de­
partment, it did an injury to officers who 
deserved promotion. He now came to the 
cases he wished to bring before the Commit­
tee. The "Srturian '' \vas at present \vorldng 
in the }'itzroy. Her captain was originally 
in one of the bo,cts trading to J<:astei·n coun­
tries, and he was appointed capbin of the 
dredge because he \Vat: an engineer ; but he knew· 
as much about the working of a dredge as a man 
"vho h:1d neyer seen one. He was seDt np to 
concJn,•t dretlging operLtions in the Fit~roy, 
knowing nothing [thout dredging opera"dcnu;. 
\Vbat encotll'~Lgenlent '"'"'s that for 111eu ia the 
scn:ic~ of the }{arbour;;-. and. TI.i \ urs Dconrt­
lnent? One of the two 11en he referred to- WL-; 

at the present tbue chief officer e:£ the '' G-rc~per." 
He lnd be,•n in the Governn.ent Service for 
twenty yeah. He wac employee' by J\Ir. }'rancis 
ut the cnttin.g of Franci~ Ch[ti_lnel, being in 
comm~nd of the drecl,e there. He was after­
\Vards ~ent to the =-'T ortt1 ir_ cmn1nand of a dred~·e ; 
then he ''7 as at Cockatoo Ui ver in clutrge of H 
Rlnall dredge, clearing a\vtty an ol)struction in the 
Brisbane l:iver. A mrm!J1 ago he (=IIr. Beattie) 1 

found that he W<1S chief officer of the 
"Gro:1er." He would as:ic the members of the 
Committee whether they, in their pri \'ate 
c;;tpacity, if they \V ere going to bniltl an 
iron ship, would employ a bricklayer to 
superintend its construction ; and yet there was 
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a departmental regulation which said that the 
Government would have none but a first-class 
engineer as captain of one of those dredges, who, 
perhaps, knew nothing about the practical work 
of dredging. This nutn, he presu1ned, began in 
an inferior position, and had worked his way 
np; bnt, frmn tirne to time, engineers had 
been placed rwer his head, and he had re­
mained in the position he had occupied for 
the last eighteen ~·ears. The fact was that 
c:cptains got their instructions from those men 
who actually taught them their work. He 
(i\Ir. Beattie) might be told that it was 
necessary to have a first-class engineer in charge 
of dredg,es; but why? Thet·e were two engineers 
on board \d10 had charge of the engine• work!ng 
under the decks. The work of the dredgmg 
plant aboYe the decks was attended by the very 
1nan he 'va:; S}Jea.king- about, and the engineer in 
charge of the engines really had nothing t<> do 
with the portion of the plant above deck. 
The name of the man he referred to was 
Young. 'l'he other man he wished to men­
tion was mate of the "Octopus"; he had 
had a similar experience to Young, only he had 
not been so long in the Government Service. He 
hoped it wtts not going, to be a regulation that 
when a man went into the Government Service 
he ~hould not rise, but that people should be 
brought in from outside ttnd put over his head ; 
if so, he entered his protest against any such 
system. If a man was worthy, he should be 
promoted to the highest position he could obtain. 
A vacttncy had taken place on the " Saurian," 
and he understood that, in consequence of that 
ridiculous departmental regulation, the Colonial 
Treasurer had been recommended to appoint an 
individual from Sydney over the heads of those 
two men who had been twenty and fifteen years 
respectively in the Government Service. He had 
intended to say a g·ood deal more upon the sub­
ject, but he did not intend to take np the time of 
the Committee further at thnt hour. He believed 
the Treasurer did not believe in passing over 
the heads of old and faithful servants by the 
appointment of men outside the Service alto­
gether. The case he referred to was one 
of the most glaring cases of the kind he httd 
ever heard of. The whole safety of the dredge 
plant in its workings and operations depended 
upon the skill, attentiveness, and ability of the 
ladderman or chief officer of the dredge ; 
and he asked the Committee who was better 
deserving of promotion than the man who did 
that work in a satisfactory manner for fifteen or 
twenty yearo? He hoped the Colonial Trea­
surer mmld inquire into the matter, and do that 
justice which would break up what might be 
ce~llell the " blue ribbons " of the }Lwboum and 
Uivers Department. 

The COLO~L\L TllEASUllE R said that, in 
re]Jly to the hon. member for Fortitude Valley, 
the hon. gentleman was doubtless aware that he 
v,ras a1way.'1 i;1 fD.'lOnr of gi'< ing prornotion \Vithin 
the Service. He was a great belieYer in that 
'· here'f'Cl' it could be cttrried out. At the present 
time there \\',u; some matter of the sort the hon. 
memb:Jr refel'red to under his consideration. It 
'"as, bowcvef, incon,·enient to refer to it in the 
Hnnse, and he could only promise the hon. 
member that he would give the watter full con­
sidertttion, tLml if hefonnd there were thorouc:hly 
com pet en t m,m in the Service to whom the 
drc·,!. ~P-.; rni~;--·ht l:r~ -L~0lv entruste(l he should 

L...1lv r{ot ~1l, l1t::;ider. He was 
cunt~,e, t1 > a_,_~- :.:l'J ..;xtent, guided by 

tL .... ~1ea.cl of the depart:ncrr.;, and hnd to coni:iicler 
the value of the GovermnenJ; plant; hut if men 
could be found in the Senice competent to dis­
charge the duties of commanders of those dredges 
he should certainly prefer giving the appoint­
ments to them than to anyone outside the colony. 
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1\:Ir. ARCHER said he had had a short con­
versation with the hon. member for J<'ortitude 
V alley, who had called his attention to the 
matter before the House met that night. He 
would recommend the hon. gentleman at the 
head of the department-and he really took a 
grettt interest in the matter of their harbourH and 
rivers-to be very careful how he made any 
change at all. A sailor was really not wanted to 
take charge of a dredge, which \Vas not a sailing 
machine. He did not say a sailor might not be 
the captain of a dredge ; but they would certttinly 
finrl that engineers were fitter for the position than 
sailors. It w'ts quite different work from sailors' 
work. If they appointed an engineer to go to 
sea as captain of a veo.,el they would make a ter­
rible n1istake, but an engineer in co1n1nand of a 
dreclge was the right man in the right place. 
He might say, without wishing to say anything 
against the men to whom the hon. member for 
Fortitude V alley referred, that a man who had 
consented to be a ladderman for twenty years 
had proved himself unfit to be captain of a 
dredge. He hoped the Colonial Treasurer would 
be very careful in considering the matter, and 
would appoint none but competent men. 

Mr. FERGUSON said he had a word or two 
to say in reply to what had fallen from the hon. 
member for J<'ortitude V alley with reference 
to the master of the "Saurian," which was at 
present engaged in the J<'itzroy River. He 
believed the hon. gentleman stated that that 
officer did not know anything at all about 
his work. He could tell the hon. member that 
he did not belieYe there was an officer in 
the Service more competent or more efficient 
than Captain Bennett. The truth of that was 
found in the result of his work since he had 
been in the Fitzroy River. It was not long 
since he had gone there, and he had already 
increased the depth of water in the Fitzroy by 
about three feet. He was only that day talking 
to a gentleman who was a very large shipping 
agent in Rockhampton, and he had explained 
that the last immigrant vessel had been 
brought straig1lt up to the wharve' in Rock­
hampton. That was the result of Captain 
Bennett's work, and it showed that he was 
competent to undertake his present duties. 
The hon. lneiuber \Vas wrong- in saying that even 
if a sailor lmcl been fifty years in the Service he 
would be fitted to take charge of a dredge. No 
sailor could take charge of a dredge, as the 
conunander of a. dredge ~honld be a n1echanic or 
an engineer. Ko doulJt the lwu. member thought 
a sailor could do anything, bnt he conl<l tell him 
that no sailor \Ya~ fit to take charge uf a 1 

<lretlge. 
::\Ir. BEATTH: said that the remarks of the ' 

hon. 1ueruber for Hockhm11ptnn had prove(l 
satisfactorily to his mind that that g-entleman 
knew nothing at all about it. He talked about 
a sailor, but he (i\lr. Beattie) ha<1 said nothing 
about a sailor at all. He could tell the hon. 
nwmlH>r for Rockhmnpton and the hon. member 
for Bhtekall tlmt the ,;·hole of the "'tfety of the 
<h·edge plant depended upon that ver:v man 
they talked abont, as not being able to 
take conmmnd. He was the man who had 
charge of the brake, and let the ladder 
np a,nt1 do\\"11, and if he WRH not careful 
nnd did not un<lerstancl the practical wmking 
nf tbe Oredg'e he \Yonld knock the engine:::; and 
the V8SS8l to pieC€:-3 in Hr Yery feW lllillntt''-'· 
Those hon. members h"d actually "rid that this 
1nan, who was tv.-enty year~ engngH1 on that 
\Vork, \va-; not cmupetent tn take charge of the 
dredge. He would like to kuo\Y frun1 the hnn. 
nten1.ber for Uockhmuptou wlH.'ther a cal'Jllmtcr 
wol'king at bis bench for ten yt>:u·,..; wonld 11ot be 
cmupetent to take the po~ition of forenuln :. 

Mr. FRRGUSON: Not one in a hundred. 
Mr. BEA TTIE said he was sorry the hon. 

gentleman thought so little of those who were 
enga"ed in his own business. He had no hesita­
tion ln saying· that the man he referred to was 
competent to take charge of a dredge. \Vhat 
could an engineer kn(nV about la,ying anchors 
without the asistance of a sailor? It was very 
evident that the hon. member did not know 
much about the working of dredges. 

Question put and ).':+sserl. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER moved that 

£5,023 be granted for the \Vaterworks Branch. 
The vote showed a large increase on that of last 
year, but it w'ts nothing to what it would Jmye 
tn be in future year; if they wished to make the 
hydraulic department a source of benefit to the 
colony. The staff hat! been considerably in­
creaser!, and the report w hi eh had been laid on 
the table showed what had been accomplished. 
A great deal of preliminary work had been done, 
the effects of which would be appreciable here­
after. 

Question put and passed. 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS moved that 

£G,090 be granted for office staff, Railways, 
Southern Division. There was an increaBe of 
£100 to the Chief Draftsman, and four additional 
draftsmen had been employed to meet the in­
creasing work of the department. 

Mr. NOHTON asked for an explanation of 
the item, "Deputy Chief Eng-ineer, allowance, 
£400." 

The MINISTEH FOR WORKS said it was 
the allowance that had hitherto been drawn by 
Mr. Thornloe Smith. It was not a new item. 

Mr. NORTON asked if the hon. gentleman 
intended to continue it? 

The :i\IINISTER FOR WORKS replied that 
he did not intend to interfere with it. 

Question put and passed. 
The MINISTER J<'OR WOHKS moved that 

£GSO be granted for the South Brisbane Branch 
construction staff. 

Question put and passed. 
The MINISTER J<'OR WORKS moved that 

£680 be granted for the Logan Branch construc­
tion staff. 

Mr. STBVENS asked when it was expected 
that the extension to Beenleigh and Logan 
Village would lle completed? He asked the ques­
tion becauf:le the work fSeetnetl to be going on vRry 
slowly. 

The :'IIIXISTElt YOR WOltKS srrid he did 
not ~ee any of the officer~ of the depa,rtlllent 
pn::-;eut, bnt he wonld give the hon. n1ernber the 
inforntation aJterward~. 

Qnestion put and passed. 
The l\IINIST.ER FOR WOHKS moyerl that 

£1,02;) be granted for conHtruction ,staff, l{igh­
fielcls and Brisbane V alley branches. 

Question put and pa'-"ed. 
The MI?\ISTER FOil \YOllKS moved that 

.£1,080 be granted for construction staff, exten· 
sion Highi1elds to Grow's K e.st and Killarney 
bmnches. 

l\[r. GHOO::\[ aoked "·hen tenders were likely 
to be cctlled for the seconcl section of the branch 
to Crow':; l\l'.st '? 

The J\UNISTJ-:U l<'Oll WOltKS replied tlmt 
1 

he w~v, Bc.::cU'Ctly in a, llO"'-ition to ~<1Y, but the hon. 
member mi~·ht rely upon it that, 'ts the line 
would not 1 •ay nntil the :-::ecow.l ;.;ce;tion wa.s 
emHpletecl, the work wot1hl Le pn:shed on nH 
mpi<lly a,; l""''·illle. 

que,.tion ]>Ut aud passed. 
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On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 
WORKS, a sum of £1/500 was voted for the 
extension beyond Homa ; £110 for the Bunum 
branch; £2,000 for the Kilkivan >end Burrum to 
Bundaberg branches; £1,100 for the Bumlaberg 
line; aud £8,800 for exten~ion surveys. 

The MIKISTER }'OR WOltKS moved that 
a sum of £3,712 be voted for the Central and 
Northern Hailwa~v, general staff. 

Mr. AHCHER asked the J\Iinister for ·works, 
in reference to the pr0mised survey of a line to 
Emu Park, if he would make it an in:;truction 
to the surveyors to report upon the country 
they went through, and to :;ay which route 
would be most beneficial for the whole of 
the country, and not to accept any laid­
down plan ~ron1 [, nyone cl~e, 1Jnt u:-:e his own 
jl;_clgincnt. }~ ven if a. ~nggc.-.;tiou were Illnde as 
to a devi>etion from the line proposed, he hoped 
the surveyors would have sufficient eviclence 
before them before they agreed to it, and not 
take the opinion of anybody upon it. 

The MINISTER }'OR WORKS said that 
w11s exactly the line which he intended to pursue. 
Although survey would be m11de to find out the 
best route, the :;nrveyor would not be guided by 
anyone, either the one w::~y or the other. He 
did not belie\'C in zig-zagging about all over the 
country ; but the surveyor would be able to 
judge which was the best route. 

J\Ir. HA:YIILTON said he would ask the 
:Minister for '.V orks if he had received any 
account of the progress of the railway surveys 
from Herberton to the coast. He h11cl ::~skecl the 
hon. gentleman for that information on several 
occasions, and when he did so a few weeks since, 
the hon. gentleman §aiel he might expect the 
report by the end of the month. He now asked 
if the report had arrived, or if any information 
whate\'er had been received ? 

The MIXISTER FOR \VORKS said the hon. 
member for Cook seemed to be very much exer­
cised about that line, as he had asked him several 
times about it, and had wanted him to wire about 
it to Herberton. He had informed the hon. 
member that directly he got the information 
he would furnish him with it, but he had got 
none, 11ncl the hon. m~mber knew as much 
about it as he did himself. He did not think 
it necessary to wire for information for the 
:;atisfaction of the hon. memher. J\fr. Hannam, 
who was In::tking the survey, \Vould give the 
benefit of his knowledge in seeing which was 
the best route. He (l\Ir. J\liles) could only 
promise the hem. me m lJer that directly he got 
the infornmtion he would supply him with it. 

Mr. lL:I..:\IILTOX ,,aid the ::\Iinister for \Vorks 
was quite right in ".:eying that he (::\fr. Hamilton) 
\Vns greatly excrci::;ed. for infornwtion regarding 
the progres, of the surveys from Herberton. 
The speedy extension of that ntilway meant the 
mpid J:K"ogrcos and development of Hcrberton 
and the country through which it went. The 
~-overnn1ent certainly were not very nruch exer­
Cised regarding the 1natter, and edd~·~•tly had 
very little interest in it, seeing that ·'ctlly 
refused to grant his ret}ne:::;t, and t<:~l:e .::11'-, :t.;~1ble 
of \Yriting out a tclegrmn to the X ol't;Ic.:n ~;neYL ~-or 
in dmrg·e to ascertain \vhat had 1.-ecn June 're­
gm·din;;· these surveys. He (Mr. Hamilton) had 
taken the trouble to wire since then at his own 
expense, and he found th>Ct two of the surveys had 
been effected. 

J\Ir. I<JUtGCSOX ,,aid he wished to explain 
that when he moved for the survey of a line of 
railway to Emn l'ark he laid clowr1 no harcl-ancl­
fa:;t line as to the route \\·hich \l"as to be taken. 
1-lo \nls preprLl'o(l to acce1't any route~ HO long Gts 

it led in the proper direction. He knew that 
tettempts wer·e being made at the present time by 

some persons to direct the line through their own 
private property, and he did not want to see 
that done. 

{:luestion put and passed. 

The l\II~ISTER FOrt WORKS moved that 
a snm of £2,805 be voted for salaries and allow­
ances in connection with the works staff, Central 
and Clermont Railway. 

Question put and vassecl. 
The MINISTER FOR WOUKS moved th11t 

a sum of £1,730 be voted for salaries and >ellow­
ances in connection with the works staff, K or­
them R11ilway. 

Question put and passed. 
The MLi'\ISTRtt }'OR WORKS moved th11t 

a sum of £G,Oi!O be vctecl for ,,;1laries and tellow­
ances in connection with the survey staff of the 
Central >end J'\ orthern Division. 

J\Ir. PALMER asked the Minister for \Vorks 
if he could give him any idea when the Govern­
ment were likely to take into consideration the 
report laid upon the table of the House with 
reg11rd to the survey of a line of milway from 
N ormtenton to Cloncurry? 

The l\H~ISTEH I<OR WORKS said that 
provision would have to be made by a vote of the 
Houoe before the survey could be carriecl out. 
Th~re would be no delay as soon as money was 
avmlable to carry out the survey. 

The PRE:YHER s11id he might add to 
what had been said by his hon. colleague, that 
the Government had been trying to get all 
the information they could with regard to the 
rivers in the Gulf. It was a most important 
point to discover which was the best port, about 
which there was some difference of opinion. He 
had laid upon the table that afternoon all the 
information in the possession of the Government 
on the subject, but he hoped in the course of two 
or three months to get much fuller information. 
The hon. gentleman could rely upon it that the 
Government would not lose sight of the matter 
in any way. 

Question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TREAS1JRER moved that 

the Chairm11n leave the chair, and report the 
resolutions to the House. 

Mr. BEATTIE said he should like to get some 
information from the Premier upon a matter that 
was of a good deal of interest to hon. members. 
He understood th1at a large amount of money­
something like £10,500-had been expended for 
the purpose of lighting that Chamber tend the 
Government Printing Office with the electric 
light. If such wa~ the case, he thought it wa:; 
te great pity tlmt the machinery should be kept 
lying idle, and that the Government Printing­
Office shonlcl not lmve the adYantage of that 
light. He should therefore aslc the Premier 
whether it was likely that that Chamber tend 
the Government Printing Office would be lighted 
with the electric light next session? 

The PHE:'YIIEil said he was afraid that the 
electric light would not be ready for use by next 
session. It had been stated that it would be, 
but from the latest infornmtion he had received 
he very much doubted that it w11s possible. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resmnc,], the CHATIDrAX reported 

the resolutions, and the report was adopted. 

J\IESSAGJ<~ }'IW::\I THE LEGISLATIVE 
COUXCIL. 

The SPEAKEH announced that he h11cl rc­
cei \'ed a. IT18ti'~age frmn the LeMi:-slati Ye Council, 
intimating that they lmcl agreed to the Appropri­
ation Bill for 1883-4, No. 4, without amendment. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER: I have to ask leave to 

nwYe, 'vithout notice, that thiK House do now 
adjourn until Tuesday next. I presume that no 
objection will be taken to tlutt motion. I 
wid1 to take this opportunity of con~ratubting 
hon. members upon having arrived at the con­
clusion of their labours for the present se88ion. 
\Ve have been in :::iession Hince the adjourn~ 
1nent, exactly eig·ht weeks, and it is clear 
that we colllcl not have performed our labours 
in leE-., tirue, becaur~e it ,.., <1.'3 nece~s~ry tha.t 
we should continue sitting until the labours 
of an important committee-the Committee of 
Elections ,md qualitintions-were concluded 
which did not occur l!ntil the day befor~ 
yesterday. In that tnue we have been 
able, be>icles passing the Estimates, to dis­
pose of what I cannot help thinking is some­
what important business. \Ve have repealed 
the Railway Companies Preliminary Act of 
1880; and, whatever difference of opinion there 
may be with regard to the merits of that 
measure, there can be little difference of opinion 
that the repeal of the Act marks an important 
change in our public works policy in this colony. 
In addition to that, we have dealt with the Poly­
nesian!,abour 'l';'estion, which, on every occasion 
whe;n 1t has ansen, has occupied a g'reat deal 
of t1me, and has engrossed a very considerable 
amount of attention on both sides of the House. 
I am happy to think that the measure we 
have passed will be a valuqble contribution 
to our lPgislation upon the subject, and that 
it will tend to remove many evils which have 
been found to exist in connection with that 
labour. - \Ve have also succeeded in amending 
the law so as to restrict Chinese immigration 
in such a manner as will, I believe, practically 
prevent their influx into this colony. In addi­
tion to· that, we have dealt with a crying evil 
that existed in regard to our election system-an 
evil by which it was practicable for men who 
had long since ceased to have any connection 
with an electoral district, by their votes to swamp 
the votes of those who were honestly entitled to 
record them. That Bill 'Vill, I think, be found to 
have a very material e:J'ect in future elections. 
\Ve have revivified the Divisional B0ards Act, I 
n1ay say, which, owing to a strange omission, 
had become in many cases practically inoperative. 
To-morrow there will appear in the Gccette a 
number of no~ices, recorv;tructing boards which 
would otherw1se have become defunct. The fact 
that to this list there is not added a Bill to 
repeal the Coolie A et is a misfortune ; but 
I think the Houoe is to be congmtulated 
npo:' the ~esult of their labours during the 
sessron. !{on. HlE:Jnbcrs 1nay aLsu he con­
gratulated upon the good tone and good feelinp· 
that has for the mo.~t part preYailed on both 
sides of the Hou,e. I mo1·e that the Hotbe 
adj0urn until T\v ·;:day :text; in the ;ne<1n7ilne a 
proclarna.tion will b:c issu ~d proroguing the ll Cl use. 
I tnke thb oppm'tunity of repen,tint;" that it i~ 
intended to c,\.11 thB :.Hm .;;e togf tber fGr the 
despatch o' business in the end of J uue or bec·in-
ning of July, at the latEst. " 

J\Jr. AECHEll : \Vhw I heard the Premier 
congratulate hin1:;clf and the House npon tlw 
work that has been done 1 I \Va.s not nt :11l inclined 
to check his Relf-satisf ,ctory feelin3·s ; but I 
l'f;tlly think that the o]Jeech he has made was 
not addreSRed so mrch to this House as 
in the form of r"ply to a leading u,rticle 
tha.t appt>ared in the C\ .. urhr of this n1m·n~ 
in;; ; it loo}~ed very like it. ~ o speechetl 
bn,Ye cun1c frmn thi~ Hide of the House \V~1ich 
would ha•;e called for it. I do not blanie the 
hou. gentleman for blowing his own trumnet; 
if I had been in his place I should probably 

have blown my trumpet in exactly the same 
\ray. I, too, \muld congratulate the House on 
the finish of the se;;,;ion, bnt I believe that the 
bnsinc·,s that hn•• been brought up might have 
1Jeen C:-trried throngh a fortnight earlier than it 
ha.s been. Qne,tions of snch moment ~' have 
been pnt on the notice~paper could not be con­
sidered in thi::; :-;hort se')~ion, and we ha\·e pa~scd 
their second reading sirnply bec:1use it was u"e~ 
]os' to take up time over them. I believe the 
hon. gentlernan made a rnistH,ke in bl'inging in 
tho~e BillR, ati he has di-.;nl'ganised lrJwur and dis~ 
coln·a~·ed the introt1nction o£ capital by doing so; 
in fact, he has macle capitalists iook upon Queens­
la.nd as not so safe ~L field for investnwnt as it \Vas 
before. I do not think it was wise, a long time be­
fore they were fJl'CJ>:1lA<1 to bring in finalnH··L.snres, 
to give notes of W[Ll'lling that indnstrieR were uot 
to continue to thrive and do well. I am not in­
dined to congratulate the hon. gentleuutn on the 
discretion that he has shown in that respect ; but 
I will congratulate hiln on having cloHed the 
session and on Leing able to bring n1casures to a 
second rending that he saw he would not be able 
to pass through the House. I can promise him, 
on behttlf of my side, that when he brings in 
well~matnred and well-considered measures he 
will be met in a fair spirit, and if his measures 
a.re such as will conduce to the prosperity of the 
country they will pass without caYil and with­
out ttny bad feeling at all. 

The P:ij;EMIE R : The hon. gentleman seems 
to think it surpri,ing that I Rhould have made the 
speech I have. It \vas not in connection with any 
article that appeared in a paper this morning. 
Is the hon. gentleman aware that I was follow­
ing the example of the leading Ministers in Eng­
land at the close of a session? It is the usual 
practice-oftener followed than not followed-at 
the conclusion of a session to do as I have done; 
but I certainly have not done it in consequence of 
anything that appeared in a leading article this 
1norning. 

Question put and passed. 

The House adjourned at four minutes to 
12 o'clock until Tuesday next. 

Pw·riament rn·omgz,erl !Jy jollou:!i1fl Proclamaflon ;n 
Ga::ette L'.rtraoNli!1UJ·y, .Jiorulau, lOth ..~lfa'N;h :-

[L,S,] 

A. }lGt)G}LI,_\"}:, 

" l)ItoCL.DL\TION by His JX:xccllcncy Sir 

"J .. :\'Tuo.xY l\Ir~GlL\Y.E, Knight. Com~ 

'"mamler of the Jlf~'·t Distin:;uislwd 

"Order of St. :Jlichael and St. Gcorge, 

~~Governor ancl Commander-in-Chief of 

"the Colony of Queensland and its 

"Dependencies. 

""\YHEltL\~ t}lC P: : liamcnt of Queensland 1~ow stand . .; 
"adjourned to Tuc~_aay ne 'd. the c1c1 cntll d:~y of Jl:ucll 
"int-tant, an( it b exr 'LliC::.1t to l'rorot;He same: 
"S owl th(;refl)l•r, I, ,)ir ..:-\.\T!HJ.\"Y ::He~·GRA \"L, illJ!l:rsuauce 
~'of the powe.t' anG antJ:.oriiy vc~1ed. in me ,-.s C.ovc:t 1or 
"aforosai.:. <lo. by U1is my Proclamation, Prorogue tlh 
H said Parr nnt;nt ~'J Tue:sclay, the t\Ycniy-sc,.3ond day ol 
"April next. 

"Given urder my IIancl and Heal, at Government 

"liou~c, Dri:-.h _ne, this tenth day of :Jir:.rr~h, jn ~he 

•· year of our Lord one thousand ci~ht hundred awl 

"eighty-..::our, nd h1 the forty-seventh year of Her 

"::\Iaj· -;ty~:~ rcil.;ll. 

H By Command, 
"s. ,r. GmYlTI'lr. 




