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Add1'ess in Reply. (9 JULY.] Question. 1:3 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Wednesday, 9 July, 1884. 

Cooktown Wharf Line.-Qnestion.-Sessional Orders.­
Message from His Excellency the Governor.--Sessional 
Orders.-Public Officers Fees BilL-United l\iunici­
palities Act Amendment .llill.-Joint Committees.­
Forrnal ~1otion.-Address in Reply. 

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

COOKTOWN WHARF LINE. 
The MINISTER JWR WORKS (Hon. W. 

Miles) laid on the table of the House the plans, 
sections, and book of reference of a proposed 
Wharf Line at Cooktown. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. ARCHER asked the Colonial Treasurer-
1. If the Admiralty have favourably considered the 

proposal of the late Government to complete the survey 
of the Queensland coast i1L'5ide the :Barrier Reef? 

2. And if so, are the present Government prepared 
to carry out the arrangement made for that purpose by 
the late Government? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. J. R. 
Dickson) replied : After a communication from 
the Government of Queensland to the Imperial 
Government with reference to resuming the 
survey of the east coast of Queensland, which 
was discontinued by the late Government in 
1880, a proposition was made by the Lords of 
the Admiralty on the 31st December last to the 
Agent-General for Queensland (with whom they 
had placed themselves in direct communication) 
to purchase and maintain a vessel at the joint 
expense of the Imperial and Colonial Govern­
ments. The present Government, therefore, 
inquired whether one of the gunboats now build· 
ing would be suit:!.ble for the purpose of survey-
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ing, and a reply in the affirmative having been 
received, arrangements are now being made for 
~tting her out and providing a competent survey­
mg staff. The correspondence on the subject will 
be laid on the table of the House. 

Mr. ARCHER said the second part of his 
question had not been answered. \Vas the sur­
vey to be carried out on the basis proposed by 
the late Government ? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
could not find that any arrangements were made 
by the late Government. The late Government 
addressed a letter to the Agent-General in May, 
1883, about resuming the survey, and a distinct 
communication was made bv the Lords of the 
Admiralty on the 31st December last, which was 
the basis of the present arrangement. The 
papers would be laid on the table of the House 
to-morrow. 

SESSIONAL ORDERS. 
On the motion of the PREMIER (Hon. S. W. 

Griffith), the following motion was agreed to :-
That, unless otherwise ordered, the House will meet 

for despatch of business at 3 o'clock p.m. on Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursday, and at 10 o'clock a.m. on 
Friday, in each week; the sitting on the last-named 
day to terminate at l p.m. 

The PREMIER moved-
That on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Friday in each 

week, Government business take precedence of all 
other business. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : That is not a formal 
motion. 

The PREMIER said he knew it was not a 
formal motion. The system of formal motions 
was to be introduced by motion No. 5 on the 
notice-paper for that day. The suggestion made 
was that on Fridays, a3 well as on 'l'uesdays and 
\V ednesdays, Government business should take 
precedence. It had not been the practice of 
the House to sit very often on Friday morning, 
but a great deal of business would be intro­
duced this session, of which notice had been 
given by the Government, and which might 
be considered in one sense private business, 
as, though it would be introduced by the 
Government, it was not likely to be controverted, 
and a great deal of progress might be made 
with such measures on Friday mornings. 
Judging from the experience of the last few 
years, the House scarcely ever met on a 
}'riday morning for the discussion of private 
business, but, if at all, for Government business. 
If it appeared, later in the session, that pri­
vate business was likely to be displaced, and 
had not sufficient time given to it by the pro­
posed arrangement, the Government would be 
quite willing to give up the Friday morning; but 
he thought it might well be devoted to what 
they might call the non-contentious Government 
business. 

MESSAGES FROM HIS EXCELLENCY 
THE GOVERNOR. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of 
the following messages from His Excellency the 
Governor:-

No. 1.-Transmitting "A Bill to make better 
provision for the occupation and use of Crown 
lands." 

On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 
LANDS (Hon. C. B. Dutton), the message was 
ordered to be taken into consideration in com­
mittee to-morrow. 

No. 2.-Transmitting "A Bill to provide for 
the appointment of the Registrar of Titles, and 
for transferring to that officer the duties now 
performed by the Registrar-General under the 

Real Property Act of 1861, the Real Property 
Act of 1877, and the Acts relating to the Regis­
tration of Deeds and for other purposes." 

No. 3.-Transmitting "A Bill to continue the 
operations of the Marsupials Destruction ,Act 
of1881." 

No. 4.-Transmitting "A Bill to Amend the 
Law relating to persons holding office under the 
Crown who may sit and vote in the Legislative 
Assembly, and to fix the salaries payable to 
Ministers of the Crown." 

On the motion of the PREMIER, Messages 2, 
3, and 4 were ordered to be taken into considera­
tion in committee to-morrow. 

No 5.-Transmitting "A Bill to Amend the 
Law relating to Endowments to Divisional 
Boards." 

On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 
WORKS, the message was ordered to be taken 
into consideration in committee to-morrow. 

SESSIONAL ORDERS. 
Mr. GRIFFITH said he was giving the 

reasons why they asked for Friday for Govern­
ment business. He believed it would be found a 
useful experiment to try. He might add that 
the time commonly given here to private business 
was much out of proportion to that given in any 
other Colonial Legislature. InNewSouth Wales 
there was one day a week only, and in Victoria 
only part of a day; and he believed it was the 
same in South Australia. The suggestion was 
made with a view to facilitate the despatch of some 
measures which all parties in the House would 
agree to pass, and for which they might possibly 
not have sufficient time on the Tuesday or Wed­
nesday, as they were devoted to the more 
contentions business of the House. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Who is to separate 
them? 

The PREMIER said the hon. member asked 
who was to separate them. They could be 
separated very easily, and hon. members who 
had been any time in the House would know that 
it was no use to take any business on Friday 
that was opposed. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he did not think that 
the hon. the Premier, in the remarks he h"'d 
made, had given any sufficient reason why they 
should alter the practice of the House that had 
existed ever since the formation of a Parliament 
in the colony. The hon. gentleman had told 
them that, when there had been no private 
business on the paper on Friday mornings, 
Government business was proceeded with ; and 
the same result would take place, according to 
his own showing, without any alteration being 
made in the existing mode of procedure. He 
had also told them that Friday mornings were 
only to be devoted to what he called "non­
contentious" Bills; but he (Mr. Morehead) had 
never known any measure brought in by that 
hon. gentleman that was non-contentious, and 
he did not believe he would ever see such a 
measure introduced by him. The hon. gentle­
man had given no good reason for the alteration, 
save and except, of course, that he had a majority 
by which he was able to force a breach of the 
existing rule. If he chose to do so of course he 
could do it, but, as he himself had admitted, 
there was no good to be done on Friday forenoon 
if the Opposition, even if a small one, was 
determined that it should not be done. There­
fore no possible good could result from the pro­
posed infringement-as he considered it-of 
the privileges of private members. They had 
their privileges, and should defend them, and 
unless the Government could give some much 
stronger reasons than had been given by the 
Premier _in asking them to yield the point, 
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they should not do so. 'l'here was no privilege 
that should be so much cherished as the rights 
of private members ; and he hoped that hon. 
members, not only on that side but on the other 
side of the House, would agree with him in 
thinking that this infringement should not be 
allowed. He moved, as an amendment, that 
the words "Wednesday and Friday" be omitted, 
and that "and vV ednesday" be inserted after 
"Tuesday." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
hon. leader of the Opposition seemed to 
imagine that it was the intention of the Govern­
ment to crush out private business on li'riday 
mornings, but there was no such intention. See­
ing the large number of members who were sup­
porting the Government, who very likely would 
have an equal amount of private business to carry 
through as hon. members opposite, it would be 
very unwise to attempt anything of the kind. He 
could say that the Government would by no 
means insist upon every Friday being devoted to 
their business, to the exclusion of private business. 
It would certainly be a very great convenience to 
the Government when they had a number of 
Bills which, as his hon. friend had said, might 
be called "non-contentious," and which took 
a long time to pass through committee, 
to have Friday mornings at their command 
for the disposal of such measures. It was 
admitted that it was useless to introduce any 
measure likely to provoke discussion on Friday 
morning; and he thought the reasons given by 
the hon. the Premier should commend themselves 
to both sides of the House. He was sorry to 
hear the hon. the leader of the Opposition insinu­
ate that the motion should be a party one that 
every member on his side should vote against. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : I said nothing of the 
sort. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : I under­
stood the hon. gentleman to do so. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: I said the motion struck 
at the privileges of members on both sides. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
arguments ofi the hon. the Premier in pro­
posing the motion were very sensible, and that 
they should commend themselves to the good 
sense of the House, especially as he could dis­
abuse the minds of hon. members of the idea 
that there was any intention on the part of the 
Government to occupy every Friday to the ex­
clusion of private business. 

Mr. ARCHER said he did not think the hon. 
the Treasurer had made the matter much cleru.'er 
by the remarks he had just made. He did not 
think any satisfactory reason had been given 
why the usages of the House, which had been 
followed ever since its formation, should be 
changed. The hon. gentleman said that the 
Government would not do this or that, but 
they did not know what the Government 
might do. They only knew that, if Friday 
was taken away from private members, the 
Government could go on with their business 
without giving any reason why it should be clone. 
Then' was really no necessity for the alteration. 
On a former occasion, when he was not a Minis­
ter, it was agreed that when Government busi­
ness became pressing they should have the whole 
of Monday-which was a great deal better than 
getting only part of Friclay-from half-past 10 
until 1. Hon. members on that side having 
induced the House to sit on Mondays, when 
Government business became pressing, would be 
obliged to do so again, and they would do so with 
pleasure and thus give the Government ample 
time to get through their Bills. As to Friday 
morning sittings, during all the years he 
had been in the House he had never 
known an hour's work done during the time 

they sat on those days. In fact, a more 
useless waste of three hours and a-half he 
had never experienced He thought they might 
allow matters to remain as they were, on the 
understanding that if the Government became 
pressed for time they should have Mondays ; and 
in the case of a non-contentious measure which 
was required to be got through on a Friday, a 
special arrangement might be made to that 
effect, without altering the rules that had 
guided the House ever since its formation. 

Mr. KORTON said he was sorry none of the 
members opposite had thought it necessary to 
answer the remarks of hi>; hon. friend the mem­
ber for Blackall. Since he had been in the 
House there had not been one occasion on which 
the Government wished to form a House when 
they had not been able to do so. If there had 
been any private business to do it had been done, 
and the Government business had been taken 
afterwards ; and if there had been no private 
business, a House had been formed for the trans­
action a{ Government business, as the Premier 
must know perfectly well. vVhat the Opposi­
tion wanted was that the privileges of private 
members should be retained. He did not 
consider that any suggestion had been made to the 
effect that the Government would take advantage 
of their position if the House agreed to the 
motion ; but the Premier must bear in miml 
that the spirit which now animated the Govern­
ment might not animate them in the future. 
They might be-or they might consider they were 
-pressed for time, though private members 
might not think so; and private members might 
be as much interested in carrying out their busi­
ness as the Government were in carrying out 
theirs. As had already been pointed out, the 
House had on former occasions met for the 
transaction of business on Mondays ; and there 
was not the slightest reason to suspect that a 
House would not be made on J!'riday, if necessary. 
All that he asked was that private membersshouicl 
retain the right they had possessed since there 
had been a Parliament in the colony; and there 
was no reason to suspect that private members 
would take advantage of their position any more 
than there was to suspect that the Government 
would take ad vantage of the motion if it were 
passed. The gain to the Government would be 
so small that it was not worth while disputing ; 
but private members were bound to maintain 
their rights and privileges, and not give them up 
without tangible reason for so doing. 

The PREMIER said that no one on the other 
side aclverted to a single argument he used in 
moving the motion. He pointed out, in the first 
place, that though nominally there were two 
private members' days, practically there was 
only one day in the week devoted to private 
members' business during at least nine-tenths 
of the session. That showed one clay in the week 
to be sufficient ; it had been sufficient during the 
last twenty-four years. He also pointed out 
that in no other country were two days giveH up 
to private members' business; but hon. members 
opposite did not advert to that fact. Of late 
years there was a greater tendency to throw 
the function of introducing Bills, that did more 
than embody a simple principle, into the hands 
of the Government. That tendency had in­
creased enormously during the last ten years, 
not only in the colony but in other parts 
of the world ; and the Government therefore 
thought they should require three clays :t 
week to get through their . work in a reason­
able time. And in doing that they were 
taking nothing from private members of which 
they had hitherto made use. They proposed 
that the sitting on Friday, ·instead of being a 
sitting only in name, should be one in reality, 
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for they believed that the time could be usefully 
occupied. The time had not arrived for sitting 
on Monday. Hon. members on his side had 
always considered Monday a most inconvenient 
day for meeting ; and the Government desired 
to consult the convenience of their friends as 
much as that of anybody else. He might 
also say that in all Legislatures there must be a 
great many measures passed by the unanimous 
consent of hon. members. It was the function 
of the G~vernment, with the materials at their 
disposal, to prepare such Bills, having the best 
means of procuring information bearing upon 
them. It was impossible to discuss in minute 
detail such measures as the Insanity Bill 
and the Bills of Exchange Bill, for instance. 
In England, nearly all such measures were 
passed between midnight and 3 o'clock in the 
morning, and matters that involved contention 
were confined to three or four Bills during a 
session ; in fact, there were seldom so many 
in the House of Commons. 'l'he Government 
desired that the l!'riday morning sitting should 
be a real sitting in order to facilitate business and 
g-et through important arrears of business, the 
importance of which had been recognised in former 
years, but which had not yet assumed a practical 
shape. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said he did 
I;!Ot quite catch what the Premier said when he 
first spoke, and he was then a little inclined to 
give up Friday morning to the Government; 
but the purport of the speech just delivered 
seemed to be to curtail the privileges of private 
members. The hon. gentleman quoted the 
practice in other colonies, where, he said, private 
members never got two days ; and he also said 
that the tendency of legislation had been to 
centralise it in the hands of the Government. 
That might be perfectly true, but was that any 
reason why the Government should be placed in 
the position now occupied by private members? 
Now, if they wished to use Friday morning they 
had to ask private members to forego their busi­
ness and let the Government business take prece­
dence, but the Premier wished to place private 
members in the position of having to ask the 
Government to let their business take precedence 
if they considered it necessary. He was not in­
clined to trust the Government in the matter; for 
though they might have very good intentions 
just now, their opinions might change a few 
days or a few weeks hence. The Premier stated 
that there were many Bills upon which hon. 
members could agree unanimously, but he 
doubted that very much. He had gone through 
the padding Bills, as he might call them, in 
the Governor's Speech, and he did not see 
any such Bill. The Bill for the Regulation 
of the Insane he did not think should be 
passed without an amount of discussion. 
Why should they pass a Bill to regulate the 
conduct of the insane without it being thoroughly 
discussed and carefully c<msidered by the House ? 
It was very important indeed. He did not see 
a single Bill on the whole of the list; with the 
exception of that with regard to the abduction 
of aboriginals, that ought to be passed in that 
way ; and even as to that Bill a question might 
arise as to whether the method the Govern­
ment proposed was a good one or not. And 
there were other Bills that were contentious, 
more or less. He therefore asked private mem­
bers to consider that. It was not a party question. 
Members of the Opposition were simply objecting 
to the motion in the interests of private m em­
bers. He should do the same if he sat on the 
other side of the House. They did not wish to 
he placed in the position the Government were 
in now ; at the same time they were quite wil­
ling, when there was any necessity for it, to give 
up Friday for Government business. 

Mr. KATES said it had been his intention tel 
vote against the motion; but after the assu~ance 
rriven by the Colonial Treasurer, that pnvate 
business would not be crushed out on Friday 
mornings, he would vote for it. 

Mr. BLACK said he entirely endorsed the 
remarks which fell from the hon. member 
for Townsville. No one in that House could 
be more H,nxious than he (Mr. Black), having 
come a long distance, to see the business 
speedily carried through ; and he should, un­
doubtedly, be very glad ,if the Government 
could see their way to take Monday for trans­
actinrr their business. It was attempted now 
to cu~tail a privileg·e of the House whi.ch had 
existed ever since Parliament was estabhshed­
namely, Friday being_ a pr!vate members'.day. 
He had no hesitation m saymg that the busmes:g 
which was frequently brought forward by pri· 
vate members was of very considerable interest 
to the constituencies represented b:y them. It 
was business which was watched with as much 
interest by those constituencies as in many cases 
the Government business was. It was all very 
well for the Premier to say that only Govern­
ment business of a non-contentious character 
would be brought forwa;d on Fridays ; . ~ut 
there might be great differ~nces . of opmwn 
on that subject. The Prem.Ie~ migJ;tt not. be 
able to control his party. His mtentwns might 
be good enough. He (Mr. Black) had not 
the least doubt that the hon. gentleman's inten­
tions were good enough last session, when he 
promised that nothing but the Estimates should 
come before the House. They knew to what 
extent he failed in that promise : instead of 
merely passing the Estimates, the House drif~ed 
into most important business; and somethmg 
like twelve or thirteen Bi~ls were passed af~er 
the Premier's assurance with regard to passmg 
the Estimates only. Although the hon. gentle· 
man said he only intended to bring for­
ward on Fridays, this session, Bills of a 
non-contentious character, he (Mr. Black) 
very much feared that if it suited him he 
would bring forward other measures--:even the 
Land Bill, if the occasion should arise. He 
hoped hon. members on both sides would care· 
fully consider the matter before they recorded 
their votes; because, if once they allowed such a 
privilege to be tak!ln. away, it. would be very 
hard indeed to regam It. 

Mr. KELLETT said he had listened very 
carefully to the arguments brought forward on 
the other side against the motion, but he had 
not heard a single good one. The only one he 
heard was that because the practice had existed 
many yea~s, therefore it should not be altered ; 
and that was a very poor argu~ent indee.d. 
It reminded him of an old frtend of his, 
who used to always say that as he did a thing 
twenty-five years ago, he ought to do it now. 
He thought that hon. members on the Gover!f· 
ment side were just as anxious to preserve thmr 
rights as hon. members opposite ; but they were 
perfectly satisfied with the promise that had 
been made by the Premier. He did no~ think 
anything would be clone to do away With any 
privileges of private members. 

Mr. STEVENS said he quite agreed with 
what the Premier said about Friday's and private 
business. As far as he (Mr. Stevens) could ~ecol­
lect Friday had never been used for prtvate 
business. The objection he had to the motion 
was that it would compel hon. members-at least 
those actuated by a strong sense of auty to their 
constituents-to be present on Fridays. He spoke 
on behalf of himself and other hon. members 
who lived some distance away from Brisbane, 
not for those who lived in town or within easy 
reach of the railways, He thought that if 1111 
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hon. member left home on Tuesday and got back on 
]'riday it was a veryfairthingindeed; it was too 
much to ask him to leave home on Monday or 
Tuesday and not get back till the end of the week, 

Mr. STEVENSON said he had not intended 
saying anything until he heard what fell from 
the hon. member for Logan. That hon. member 
was entirely wrong in what he said about Friday 
morning's business. He (Mr. Stevenson) remem­
bered getting a big lot of money out of the Gov­
ernment one Friday morning when the Govern­
ment was almost constituted as at present, and he 
remembered other hon. members who had done 
the same thing. He would point out that the 
Government had never been refused Friday for 
their business. At the same time he must 
admit that he never saw Government busi­
ness passed then, that was not bad business. 
He must say that due consideration had never 
been given to Bills on a Friday morning in that 
House, and that those Bills which had been 
rushed through had been measures which hon. 
members in that House afterwards regretted 
had been passed. It had been pointed out that 
even Monday had been given up for Government 
business ; therefore he thought that hon. mem­
bers on the other side ought to consider well 
before they gave up their Friday mornings. If 
once lost, they would never get them back. It 
was all very well for hon. members to tell them 
that they ought to accept the promise given by 
the Government ; but he was not prepared to 
accept that promise. Hon. members wanted to 
give the Bills brought before them due considera­
tion, and to argue them at the proper time; and 
Friday morning, after they had sat all the week, 
was not a fit time to give proper consideration 
to Bills. As had been pointed out by his hon. 
friend the member for Mackay, it was promised 
that no Bills of any importance would be brought 
forward last session, and that only the Estimates 
would be proceeded with ; but, notwithstanding 
that promise, a dozen Bills were introduced, and 
very few of them were passed in the form in 
which they were introduced. Therefore, he said 
they ought not to accept any promise from the 
Premier or his colleagues. They had a privilege, 
and they ought to maintain it ; he for one would 
endeavour to do so. 

Mr. FOOTE said he thought the remarks from 
hon. members on the other side of the House, warn­
ing them to be careful of their privileges, were all 
lost. Hon. members told them that they would not 
take the word of the Premier. They did not expect 
them to do so. During his experience in that 
House, he did not remember any private business 
being crowded out by any Government. He had 
always observed that the Government of the day, 
to whatever party they might belong, had always 
given attention to the business of private mem­
bers, and, as a rule, so far as his memory served him, 
he did not remember any business being shunted 
for want of time. He did not think it would be in 
the present instance. If it were attempted, they 
had the power in their own hands : they could 
prevent other business being proceeded with. 

Mr. MOREHBAD: Put your foot down. 
Mr. FOOTE : Yes, they might put their foot 

clown, or they could even sit on it, as far as that 
was concerned. He was quite prepared to take· 
the Premier's word. or the word of the leader of 
the Opposition. · 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the question-put. 

The House divided:­
AYEs, 26. 

1\Iessrs. Griffith, Rutledge, :\'liles, Dickson, Dutton, 
Sheridan. Foote, Macdonald-Paterson, Foxton, Deattie, 
llale, Buckland, Kates, Kellett, White, Campbell,Jordan, 
Isambert, Melior, Aland, Brookes, :Fraser, Bailey, 
~Iac!arlane, Midgley, and Rorwitz. 

1884-B 

NOES, 12. 
l\Iessrs. 1\Iorehead, Archer, Norton, Macrossan, Black, 

Stevenion, Lalor, Jessop, Scott, Nelson, Hamilton, and 
Stevcns. 

Question resolved in the affirmative, and 
motion put and passed. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the follow· 
ing motions were passed :-

3. 'rhat Standing Order ::i'o. 8, relative to business 
under discussion, and business not disposed of at time 
of any adjournment of the House for want of a quorum, 
be suspended, so far as it relates to Notices of J!tiotion, 
with a view to giving effect, until otherwise ordered, to 
the following recommendation of the Standing Orders 
Committee, adopted by the House on the 22nd Decem­
ber, 1870, viz. :-"That Remanet Motions, instead of 
being placed at the bottom of the Notice Paper for the 
following sitting day, shall, with the motions for that 
day, take precedence in the order of the dates for which 
they were first given ; but that they shall not be per­
mitted to displace motions originally given for the day 
to which such Remanet J\iotions go over." 

4. That it be an Order of the House during the present 
session that on each Wednesday, when the House is 
sitting, the Clerk shall read out the titles of all motions 
for returns agreed to previously by the House and not 
yet furnished. 

5. That it be an Order of the Rouse during the present 
session-

(!.) That every Motion, or Order of the Day for the 
third reading of a Bill, to which (on the question 
being put from the Chair," Whetherthereisany 
objection to its being a 'formal' Motion, or 
Order of the Day") no objection shall be taken, 
shall be deemed to be a u formal'' Motion, or 
Order of the Day. 

(2.) ~'hat, before the ordinary business of each day 
shall be entered upon, the Speaker shall call 
over the various Notices of Motion, and Orders 
of the Day for third reading of Bills ; and on any 
such motion or Order being called, it shall be 
competent for the member otherwise entitled 
to move it, to have the above question put with 
reference thereto; and such "formal" motions 
or Orders of the Day shall be disposed of in the 
relative order in which they stand on the 
Business Paper, taking precedence of all the 
other Motions and Orders of the Day. 

(3.) That no debate shall be allowed on any such 
"formal" Motions or Orders of the Day, or 
upon the further proceedings following the 
reading of such Orders; but the House may 
proceed to division thereupon, without amend~ 
mentor debate, as in the case of a motion for 
the first reading of a Bill. 

(4.) That, in consequence of any such "formal" 
Orders of the Day ha viug been disposed of as 
aforesaid, it shall not be held that the House, 
has proceeded to the Orders of the Day upon 
the Business Paper, so as to exclude thereafter 
the asking of questions, the presentation of 
petitions, or the reception of Notices of Motion, 

6. That, in compliance with Standing Order 266, a 
Select Committee be appointed to assist Mr. Speaker in 
all matters which relate to the printing to be executed 
by order of the House ; and for the · purpose of 
selecting, and arranging for printing, returns and 
papers presented in pursuance of motions made by 
Members. That such Committee consist of the following 
members, viz.:-Mr .Speaker, the Chairman of Committees, 
J\lr. Bailey, Mr. Hamilton, Mr. Jordan, Mr. Stevens, and 
Mr. Brookes. 

7. That the Standing Orders Committee for the pre­
sent session consist of the following Members, viz. :­
i\lr. Speaker, the Chairman of Committees, Mr. Chubb, 
Mr. Scott, and the Mover,-with leave to sit during any 
adjournment, and authority to confer upon subjects of 
mutual concernment with any Committee appointed !or 
similar purposes by the Legislative Council. 

PUBLIC OFJ<'ICERS FEES BILL. 
The PREMIER moved-
That this House will, at its next sitting, resolve 

itself into a Committee of the Whole to consider the 
desirableness of introducing a Bill to Amend the Law 
relating to the remuneration of Officers o! the Public 
Service by means of }1ees. 

Question put and passed. 



18 Add1•ess in Reply. [ASSEMBLY.] .Add1'ess in Repljj. 

"GNITED :Ml!NICIP ALITIES ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

The PREMIER moved-
That this House will, at its next sitting, rc.;;olve 

itself into a Committee of the \Yhole, to con~ider the 
desirableness of introducing a Bill to amend the United 
~iunicipa!ities Act of 1881. 

Question put and passed. 

JOINT COMMITn~ES. 
The SPEAKER announced that he had re­

ceived a message from the Legislative Council, 
stating that the following SessionaJ Orders had 
been passed :-

l. That the President, Mr. Walsh, and ~ir. King be 
appointed members of the Joint IJibrarv Committee. 

2. That the President, :M:r. Heu..,sler, ~Lnd Dr. O'Doherty 
be appointed members of the Joint Committee for the 
management of the ltcfreshment ltooms. 

3. That the }>resident, Mr. \V. ~1m·rest, and :\Ir. A. C 
Gregory be appointed members of the Joint Committee 
for the management and superintendence of the Par­
liamentary Buildings. 

4. 'rhat the foregoing reRolutions be transmitted to the 
!Jegiglative Assembly by message, requesting that they 
will be pleased to nominate a like number of members 
from their body, with a view to give effect to the 8th 
Joint Standing Order. 

The PREMIER said that as there was nothing 
to be gained by delay, he would follow the pre­
cedent of last year, and propose a reply to the 
message at once. He would therefore movc-

1. r_t'hat the following members of the House be 
appointed members of the Joint Library Committee, 
"Viz. :-The Hon. the Speaker, :\Ir. 1\(lrton, and ~Ir. 
Erookes. 

2. That the following memlJCl'S of the Jionse he 
nppointed members of the Joint Committee for the 
management o! the Hefreshment Rooms, viz. :-The 
Hon. the Speaker, :\Ir. :llacdonald-Paterson1 and ::\Ir. 
Black. 

3. '!'hat the following members of the House be 
appointed members of the .Taint Committee for the 
management and superintendence of the Parlianumtary 
Buildings, viz. :--The Hon. the Speaker, l\Ir. Stevens, and 
l\Ir. ~fellor. 

-1-. That these alJPOintments be communicated to tlie 
JJegislative Council by message in the n:-ual form, in 
reply to their message of this day's date. 

Question put and passed. 

1-'0RJ\IAL MOTIOX. 
On the motion of the Hox. ,J. M. MACROS­

SAl'\, it was resolved-
r_t'hat an Address lJe presented to the Governor, praying 

thnt His Excellency will be vleased to cause to be laid 
upon the table or this House all1Ja11ers iu connection with, 
and evidence taken in, the elaim of ::\'Iessrs. Annear and 
Company against t.he Government. on acconut of their 
contract for the construetion of the :\Iaryborongh and 
fiympie Railway; Hnd also a copy oE the Ext-cntive 
Minute appointil1g }:Ir. 1Yade as arbiter in the case of 
their claim. 

ADDRESS IN REPLY. 
On tl;le Order of the Day being read for the 

resumption of adjourned debate on Mr. ·white's 
motion, that the Address in Reply to the Open­
ing Speech of His :Excellency the Governor, as 
read by the Clerk, be now adopted by the House, 

The Hox.J. M.MACROSSAN said: In resum­
ing the debate on the Address in Reply, I cannot 
help noticing what fell from the hon. member at 
the head of the Government in opening and also 
in closing his speech. He seemed aggrieved 
that the hon. gentleman who leads the Oppo­
sition did not formulate some charges against 
the Government. I hope the period has 
passed in this House when members of the Oppo­
sition consider it their duty to make charges 
against the Government, unless they have some­
thing to charge them with ; and I think that 
the hon. gentleman himself, instead of feeling 
aggrieved, ought to congratulate the House that 
we have at last arrived at a vrover state 
of mind. Besides, Mr. Speaker, he c'rght to be 
~atisfied with what he did dqring the short 

recess from the time he took office until 
the beginning of last session. He and his Gov­
ernment did (juite enough wrong in that short 
period ; they were guilty of offences enough to 
last any decent Government for at lea't twelve 
months. I am sure we will not have any more 
renetitions of the Ready business. Now, in 
coining to the Address, I mean to discuss it in a 
fair and honest spirit as far as the Government 
and myself are concerned. I do not mean to 
look at it from a party point of view at all; 
but as far as I can I shall take an impartial view 
of it. The first important paragraph I find in 
the Speech is the one referring to the resolutions 
of the Convention having been sent to the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. That 
followed as a matter of course. Then we are 
told by his Excellency :-

"I have lately received from him a despatch proposing­
that Her ~Iajefity's jurisdiction should be exereised in 
the waters of ~ew Guinea, and that the Australian 
Colonies should make a joint contribution of £15,000 
towards the necessary expenses for the first year." 

Now, the expre•sion "that Her 1iajesty's juris­
diction should be exercised in the waters of New 
Guinea," and the expression used by the hon. 
the Premier himself in commenting upon this 
paragraph, are not identical, and I am inclined 
to think that the correct one is the one put into 
the mo1.1..th of His Excellency. The hon. gentle­
man said that the Imperial Government were 
about to exercise a protectorate over the shores of 
New Guinea. That is a very different thing 
from exercising merely a police jurisdiction-as 
I take this to be-over the waters of K ew Guinea. 
Now, sir, I maintain that that is not sufficient to 
satisfy this colony, which took the lead in the 
annexatiou of New Guinea. It is not· sufficient 
for us to be told in words that the duties of the 
High Commissioner of the Pacihc are to be 
extended toN ew Guinea. What we want, and what 
we want the Government to press the Imperial 
Government to do, is to formally take possession 
of New Guinea, so that no other country can 
come between us and New Guinea afterwards. 
Merely exercising a police jurisdiction oYer the 
waters of New Guinea, the hon. gentleman 
knows as well as I do, cannot and will not prevent 
any power of :Europe taking posseHsion of N' ew 
Guinea if it chooses. So that this paragraph, as 
far as I am concerned, is very incomplete and very 
unsatisfactory, and if this be the conclusion 0f 
the work of the Convention it is a very slight 
conclusion indeed. But I hope not. I hope, 
Mr. Speaker, that the urgency of the question 
and the continual importunities of the different 
Australian colonies will have the effect of making 
the Secretary of State for the colonies do what he 
ought to have done six months ago, and what, 
in the interests of the whole people of Australia 
-especially Queensland-should be done at once. 
There is another paragraph following that, 
relating to the relapsed 1-'rench criminals. I 
think th:tt a great deal too much bounce has 
been exercised upon this question. As far as 
France is concerned, we are simply suppliant", 
nothing more. vV e cannot demand from the 
French as a right that they should not send their 
criminals to New Caledonia. New Caledonia 
cannot be said, by any process of imagination, to 
be convenient or contiguous to our shores. It is 
a thousand miles away, or very nearly so, from 
Queensland. In going to the Frenc.h Government 
we should have gone as suppliants, and not in 
the bounceable way in which the French Gov­
ernment were approached by some of the 
Agents-General representing the colonies. I 
believe if the matter had been fairly placed be­
fore the :French Government, without show­
ing any hostility or announcing any brag, 
or telling them what we would do if they 
refused what we wanted, they would probably 
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have conceded what we wanted before now. 
The hon. gentleman knows that he is mistaken in 
saying that it will be a violation of international 
rights for the :French to send criminals to 1'1 ew 
Caledonia. There is no international right to be 
violated by such an act. It is simply an un­
neighbourly act, and one which we should ask 
them in the hum1lest but firmest manner not to 
pursue. Let us take such measureR, as no doubt 
we will do, to prevent their criminals from 
coming to us ; but until we are perfectly satisfied 
that the lcrench will not do what we want them 
to do, we should not threaten legislation of any 
kincl upon the matter, because the very fact 
of threatening will prevent them from con­
cecling what we want ; and I believe myself 
that the Colonial Office has acted more 
discreetly in the matter than the Colonial 
Governments have done. I do not blame the 
Premier ; I do not say he has bounced; but 
inasmuch as he was a party to the Convention 
which did bounce, he is to that extent liable to 
the censure which I pass upon the others. I 
for one wm give the hon. g€nt'leman all the 
assistance that I possibly can to prevent the 
criminals from~ ew Caledonia or elsewhere coming 
here. He will not pass any law too stringent 
for 1ne to assist hin1 in passing, so long as it 
does not violate treaties or international rights. 
I may remind him that the Government of 
which I was a memher, two or three years ago, 
passed a measure to which he took great excep­
tion, and which he designated as "Algerine." 
It was not "Algerine," and I am perfectly 
certain that the law the hon. gentleman intro­
duces will be more "Algerine " ; bnt he will 
have my hearty support and approval in intro­
ducing it, and I believe he will have the consent 
and approvaJ of every member on this side of the 
House. Another paragraph tells us :--

"To the conelusions of the Convention relating to 
the establishment of a Federal Council, which will also 
be submitted to you for approval, I invite your most 
narcful attention, believing that the action proposed 
wilL if adopted, prove to he the inception of a svstem 
of united action 'vhich will ultimately lead tO the 
cstablishm .... nt of a general Anstralasia.n confederation." 
I think that this is a consummation devoutly to 
be wished by everybody-a general Australian 
confederation. I am very much afraid that the 
Bill which was passed by the Convention, called 
the Federal Council Bill, will not receive the 
hearty consent of the Australian Colonies. The 
constitution of the Council which is to govern 
the Austmlian Federation, I think, will 
not be generally accepted. To my mind 
it is too limited-the number of members 
is to•J limited, and I think it is the people who 
should be represented, not the Governments ; I 
do not believe in being governed by a convention 
of two Niinisters from each colony-twelve men 
altogether, who are to meet to pass general laws 
for the government of Australasia, and probably 
to pass laws for its defence; I think that would 
not give general satisfaction. I believe that the 
1asis should be widened, and it should be taken 
outside Government, and placed in the people­
that the people should send representatives, and 
that those representatives should form a Federal 
Council. To my mind there is no example in 
the history of any federation in the world 
where the basis is so narrow as this is intended 
to be. But probably, as it says here, this 
may be the "inception of a system"; and as an 
inception it may, perhaps, be accepted, but 
simply as an inception to be amended imme­
diately afterwards. I have always been a very 
strong adyocate, both privately and publicly, 
of fecleratwn, and I believe that everv man who. 
understands the position of the country should 
be n strong advocate for federation ; because 
united, we should be able to hold our ow~ 
against a good many comers, and should also be 

:otble to exert greater influence with the mother­
country in getting her to do what we want. 
Divided as we .are, I claresay the Home Secre­
tary does not pay so much attention to us as if 
we were united. I believe that we ought to be 
united for defensive purposes. No matter how 
we may hug to ourselves the thought that there 
is no danger at present, we all know that the 
present l"'"ition of affairs, in Europe is such 
that it may put us into a very dangerous position 
within a few months. I think for purposes of 
defence alone we ought to be federated; and, if it 
was for no other purpose than that, federation 
would have my hearty support. I believe there 
are other matters that might be dealt with more 
beneficially by a federated Parliament than by 
local Parliaments as at present. I differ very 
much from the gentlemen occupying the Treasury 
benches upon the next paragraph in the Speech, 
which refers to the appointment of the late 
Postmaster-General as Agent-General in London, 
and to his retaining his position as a member of 
the Legislative Council, and, I suppose, of the 
Execnti ve Council as well. I differ entirely 
from the reasons given by the hon. leader 
of the Government for having made the 
change. The reasons seem to me to be flimsy 
and insufficient: he is about to establish a new 
system of immigration, and he gives that as a 
reason that the gentleman in charge of that 
immigration should be one thoroughly in accord 
with the Government, and knowing their in­
tentions. It is not necessary, I think, to make 
such a radical change in the Ministry, as has 
been clone in this case, to effect that purpose. 
I think any gentleman whom they appoint as 
Agent-General- one having the ability and 
sagacity to 1e appointed Agent-General-would 
certa.inly be in accord with them, and would very 
easily understand their intentions-that is, if they 
understood them themselves. But they have, I 
think, gone outside what I may call constitutional 
practice in appointing a Minister at such a distance 
from the colony ; and I think that if the hon. 
gentleman had considered the many speeches 
he has made upon points of constitutionalism 
before appointing Mr. Garrick as Agent-General 
with a portfolio, he would at least have ob­
tained the sanction of this House. He could 
easily have done so with the large following he 
has, and it would have been a deference which 
ought to have been paid to every member in 
the House, and to the dignity of Parliament, to 
ask the House to consent to such a change. The 
change is a very important one-making a Minis­
terial department and placing it beyond the 
immediate control of himself and his colleagues 
in this House, unless by wire. I think it is a 
dangerous thing to do, and the hon. gentleman 
himself, in what he stated yesterday, led me to 
believe that he did not believe in it further than 
as a very temporary measure. He said, in 
answer to a query of my hon. friend at the 
head of the Opposition about the term " present 
time" being used, that he conlcl imagine the 
time when a Government would be in office 
who would not consider it desirable to 
have the Agent·General a member of the 
Government. I think that expre~sion may be 
taken to imply that Mr. Garrick will be the 
first and last Minister who will be Agent­
General and Minister at the same time. 
Then he has appointed a Board of Advice­
another innovation which I think should have 
had the consent of Parliament. But he has 
appointed a Board of Advice to advise a 
responsible 1Iinister. That seems to me rather 
ridiculous·-a Board of Advice to advise " 
responoible ::\linister, who is himself beyond 
the advice of his colleagues to whom he is 
responsible. It seerqs to me rather compli· 
catecl, >tnd I think the whole bttsinesJS of 
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immigration could be carried on very well 
without any such complications whatever. 
Now, as to the fitness of Mr. Garrick, as com· 
pared to Mr. Archer, to be Agent-General, I 
think there are very few who agreed with the 
hon. gentleman when he stated yesterday that 
Mr. Ga,..ick would make a better Agent-General 
than Mr. Archer. I have as great a respect for 
Mr. Garrick as a member of this House, in 
which he occupied a seat for a long time, as most 
members who are in it ; but we shall soon know 
the fitness Mr. Garrick has for work as compared 
with Mr. Archer. The office of Agent-General, 
to be practically Emigration Agent, requires 
a man not afraid of work-a man who will 
work with his whole heart and soul; and we all 
know that Mr. Garrick is not that man. I need 
not remind his late colleagues of what they 
know very well, about the pigeon-holes in the 
Lands Office when they went out of office about 
five years ago. That was so, simply because Mr. 
Garrick would not work. If he would work he 
would make a good Agent-General or a good man in 
any office ; but he will not work, and I say he will 
not makeagoodAgent-General, but a very inferior 
one to Mr. Archer, who, I am sure, would have 
worked in accordance with the hon. gentlemen 
opposite. In connection with this subject 
comes the one of Immigration, and I regard 
the step which the Government are about 
to take in that direction as a very dangerous 
one. I am not going to discuss the question 
as to whether it is better to have a 
low-class, low-waged immigration from Europe, 
as compared with coolies or kanakas. I am 
not going to discuss that question, but 
I am going to say this : At the present 
time the working men of this colony are 
not antagonistiq to State aid to immigra· 
tion. They are in other Australian colonies. 
They are antagonistic, and have been to it 
in Victoria for many years. They are strongly 
antagonistic to State-aid immigration in New 
South Wales-so much so that they compelled 
the present Government to reduce the Immigra· 
tion \'ote by a very large sum. Now, I make 
bold to say that, if the present Government 
intend to carry out this scheme of low-class, 
low-waged, indented immigra.nts from the Con· 
tinent of Europe, the first thing the working men 
of the colony will do will be to cry out against 
immigration of all kinds. That will be the 
inevitable result ; and it is no use saying these 
men will not compete, because they will compete 
face to face with men at present in the colony. 
They cannot help competing, and their com· 
petition will inevitably bring clown the rate of 
wages. Men who work in their own country for 
a mere pittance, and are brought out here to 
work for low wages, will never be the men to 
stand up for high wages with the men already in 
this colony, but they will rather become their 
enemies and compel them to work for low wages; 
and the working men of the colony will then, I 
say, be thoroughly justified in compelling their 
representatives to vote directly against any vote 
for immigration. Then we have a paragraph 
about abuses in the Pacific Island labour trade, 
and I believe they are both many and great. I 
give the present Premier full credit for having 
done his best, so far, to stop those abuses and 
remedy them as auch as possible, but I hope 
that in doing so he will not do anything to injure 
the sugar industry, which depends upon the 
trade in which those abuses exist. 

Mr. BROOKES: Not at all. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: It is one thing 

to remedy and stopthoseabusesand another thing 
to be so stringent as to prevent an influx of capital 
to the North, the development of which depends 
upon this labour. Let the Premier be as stringent 

as he likes in preventing those ab~1ses. . Let. h.im 
punish every man he finds abusmg h1s pos1t10n 
in the trade-I would even go so far as to hang 
some of the men who have been abusing the 
trade-but let him at the same time beware that 
the sugar industry depends upon that trade. 
This paragraph, I notice, says :- , 

"My Government will continue to use the utmost 
vi(J'ilance in the supervision of the traffic and the en~ 
lo~cement of the law. I hope that the colony may thus 
escape the stain which must inevit~bly have attached 
to its reputation if the abuses now d~s?overed had been 
permitted to continue. The recnutmg. of labou~~rs 
from New Guinea, and fron1 some islands 111 th? Pacific, 
whose inhabitants were found to be physically _so 
unfitted !or plantation work that a lamentable mortahty 
ensued on their arrival in Queensland, has been 
absolutely prohibited." 
I was not aware until I read this paragraph that 
any natives had been recruited from New Guinea. 

The PREMIER: Nor have they. A ship 
started last week, or the ~eek before, with the 
object of going to New Gumea. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: And you 
stopped it. 

The PREMIER: Yes. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN': Yo~ did 

very right. But the paragraph says.:- The 
recruiting of labourers from New Gum ea and 
from some islands in the Pacific, etc." It is 
badly put together. 

Mr. ARCHER : It is a Governor's Speech. 
The PREMIER : The sentence is perfectly 

correct. . 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: It 1s a Go­

vernor's Speech. I am very glad the hon. 
gentleman did stop any s_hip goi~g to New 
Guinea and I hope he w1ll coutmue to do 
so · and I am sure he will have the approval 
of' a very large majority of members on both 
sides of the House in carrying out that pro­
hibition because I believe the people of New 
Guinea ;hould be kept as much as possible from 
filling the position which many of the other 
Pacific Islanders are placed in. They s~em ~o 
be a superior kind of race to those who mhab1t 
most of the islands of the Pacific, and I do 
not believe they should be indu?e? to come 
here at all even if they are w1llmg. They 
have plenty of land in their own conn~ry to 
cultivate, and let capitalists go ~he,re to mvest 
their capital when they get perm1sswn to do so, 
and not bring the natives here at .all, In the 
next paragraph I find we are gomg to. ~ave 
another Minister. Having made one M1mster 
already-having made two Ministers, in fact, be­
cause I see six Ministers on tha~ bench .where 
five only existed before-there 1s one m the 
Upper House, one gone to London! and ?<?W 
we want another Minister-we want nme Mm!S· 
ters to govern this thickly populated country 
of less than a quarter of a million souls. I am 
afraid it is not the Ministers who are ~vante?, 
but the billets. I have had some experience m 
departmental work, and I say there is.notwork 
enough for all the members o~ the opp?s;te bench. 
There are only two members m the M1"':1~try who 
really have to work. They are the M1mst.er. for 
Works and the Colonial Secretary The Mm1ster 
for Works and the Colonial Secretary ha;:e a good 
deal of work to do, but they ea~ do 1t ; .they 
want no help to do it. I am certam that neJt~er 
of them could do the work in half-a-day, takmg 
one with the other. 

The PREMIER : No. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Then it 

must have increased very much in your de­
partment since I was a Minister. Of course, 
the hon. gentlemen is also Minis~er for 
Education - a position which, I thmk, he 
should not hold in conjunction with ~he Colo­
nial Secretaryship. He should g1ve that 
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to some of his underworked colleagues. There is 
the Attorney-General, for instance : does he do 
an hour's work in the week? Then the Trea­
surer: I am sure his work sits very lightly upon 
him-not because he is in the office, but simply 
because the work is not there to do. The Post­
master-General's work is only play; the hon. 
the leader of the Opposition knows that. 

Mr. MORE HEAD: Hear, hear! 
The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN: The fact is 

that those three Ministers have not enough work 
for one man, and they want another to assist them. 

Mr. MORE HEAD: In addition to the "fifth 
wheel." 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : I shall cer­
tainly not agree with this proposal. I shall oppose 
it, and I hope it will be opposed by a majority of 
the members of the House. The only thing I 
can see in it is this : that there is some 
member of the House whom the Premier 
wishes to conciliate, and he is going to 
introduce a Bill in order to be able to make 
him a Minister. Of course, the Government 
will have the benefit of that, but I do not look 
at it from that point of view. I say that it 
should not be done ; that it is not necessary; and 
that even if we are very rich at .the present time 

· in resources, and have a large surplus, we should 
save at least that much for the country. I shall, 
therefore, do my best to prevent any measure of 
that kind becoming law. We are told in the 
next two paragraphs something about the mail 
service. Now, I do not think that any Gov­
ernment that may ever ·exist in this colony 
in the future will dare ignore the North in 
regard to mail services or any other ser­
vices, no matter how Southern its proclivities 
may be, after the experience the country has had 
during the last five or six years. No Government 
will live long that will dare ignore the North. 
The efforts of the Northern members, together 
with the action of the late Government, has 
placed the North in such a position as tu compol 
any Government to do justice to it, either in 
regard to mail services, railway works, or any­
thing else, if those members are only true to the 
interests they represent. I do not think the 
Government deserve any credit at all for 
this. I take no credit for it, although I 
think the late Government deserve some, for 
having initiated that service which has done 
so much for the North as well as for the 
South-the British-India Service. I believe 
every member of the House will acknowledge 
that the late Government deserve credit for that. 
The hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern­
ment said that instead of the mail service to the 
Gulf being. a benefit to the trade it was monopoly, 
but the mrcumstances were such at the time 
that the Government had to take the best service 
that offered. It was not the fault of the late 
Government that there was only one firm at the 
Gulf about that time, or that only one tender 
was received. 'rhey did their best under the 
circumstances, so that the hon. gentleman was 
not quite fair in insinuating yesterday that 
we established a monopoly. We did nothing 
of the kind. Had we got more tenders, of 
course the matter would have been more con­
sidered; but we had only one, and had either to 
accept that or leave the Gulf without communi­
cation. I am very glad that something better 
has been done ; but, at the same time, I hope the 
hon. gentleman will see that he does not establish 
a monopoly in another direction. It is just as 
bad to have a monopoly of one steam company 
a.s of one firm. I shall reserve any remarks I 
have to make on the Land Bill until I see it. 
That, I think, is the proper time to criticise it. 
But I believe it is not going to be what people 
expect. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Its own father would 
not know it. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: The next 
paragraph says :-

"The present constitution of the Volunteer Force 
leaves much to be desired." 
I have not the slightest doubt as to that, and I 
hope that the Premier will do something earnestly 
to put the colony into a proper state of defence. 
As I said before, there is no knowing when it 
will be required, and when we are in a proper 
state of defence we shall not be so much alarmed 
when we see disquieting telegrams from Europe. 
We shall then have more confidence in our­
selves and less fear of what may happen ; 
and I shall give the Premier every nssistance 
in putting the colony in a proper state of 
defence. Nay, more, I shall even go so far ~s 
to assist in pnssing a measure for compulsory 
service. The Bill to give additional members is 
one which should receive the hearty concurrence 
of the House, and I am only sorry that the hon. 
the Premier did not allow the late Government, 
at the end of their existence, to bring in a Bill 
similar to the one now about to be introduced, 
so that those districts that are now unrepre­
sented might hM·e had the benefit of increased 
representation. I hope the representation will 
be fair when we do get it. I should like to 
point out to the hon. gentleman at the head of 
the Government that this should be the first 
Bill passed this session, and that it should have 
effect immediately it becomes law, so as to allow 
the districts in different parts of the colony that 
are now under-represented, to be properly repre­
sented, especially when we have such important 
measures as the Land Bill and the Immigration 
question to deal with. Both of these measures 
require that the colony should be as fully repre­
sented as possible before they are discussed and 
passed by this House. Referring to the recent 
loan, the next paragraph says :-

"The manner in which the loan recently offered in 
London was taken up affords ample proof of the opinion 
held in Great Britain of our wealth and stability.'' 
I wish I could bring myself to believe that. I 
am n.fraid it does not give "ample proof of the 
opinion held in Great Britain of our wealth 
and stability." No doubt if they knew more of 
us, or kne\V us as well or perhaps a little less 
than we know ourselves, they would he ready to 
lend us their money ; but I believe the success 
of the last loan was due to causes quite outside 
the colony, and for which neither Queensland 
nor the Government could claim credit. I hope 
those causes will exist as long as we continue 
borrowing ; but I must remind hon. members 
that it is a very dangerous thing for a country 
to carry on its affairs entirely upon borrowed 
money. We are living entirely, as it were, 
in the hands of people over whom we have no 
control whatever. Any day, the money-lenders 
of England may refuse to lend us money ; and 
look at the consequences! We should be obliged 
to stop all our public works. The first year I 
was in office I had a return made to me pri­
vately of the number of men who were at work 
dependent entirely upon the Government for em­
ployment. At that time the population of the 
colony was something like 220,000, and I found that 
there were about 7,000 men in that position out 
of an able-bodied population ofabout 60,000. That 
is a dangerous condition for a colony to be in. 
The Government should endeavour to carry on 
our public works without continually going to 
English money-lenders to borrow. We should 
be in a much safer position ; and although we 
have reason to be glad th:.t our loan was floated 
so well, we should have more reason to be glad, 
I think, if we could get on without it. With 
regard to the proposed Schools of Mines, I 
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shall reserve my opinion until I see the measure. 
If it is a good measure I know it will P<LY for 
itself-not hnmediately, Lut in the course of a 
few years-by establishing a better class of mana­
gers on the different mining fields throughout the 
colony, and probably also a better class of work­
men. \V e are told that the Government are fully 
impressed with the neceil'>ity of early auct 
vigorous action in carrying out railways and 
other public works. I am very glad to hear it. 
There have been times in the history of the 
party opposite when they were not impressed 
with that necessity, ancl I am glad they have 
been converted to the policy of the late Govern­
ment, which was a vigorous public works policy. 
They tell us also that they are going to build a rail­
way from some port on the Gulf of Carpentaria­
the port is not stated though the Premier gave an 
explanation yesterday-to Cloncurry, a distttnce of 
between 250 and 300 miles. There is a thing to he 
considered in connection with that matter, which 
is this-that the copper-mines of the Cloncurry 
have fallen almost entirely into the hands of a 
large European syndicate. I do not know 
whether the Premier is aware of the fact or not, 
but such is the case ; so that making a rail way 
from any port on the Gulf to Cloncurry will be 
simply enhancing threefold or fourfold the pro­
perty these men bought a short time ago-pro­
perty on which they never expended a single penny. 
Perhaps I am wrong in saying not a single penny, 
but they have not spent much on the development 
of the Cloncurry, having simply bought out the 
men who were there before, while as succeRsorsthey 
will reap the benefit of railway communication. 
I would ask the Premier, in bringing in a Bill to 
make this railway, if he could devise some means 
by which those gentlemen could be made to aid 
the Government in the construction of the line. 
I am not antagonistic in the slighte£t degree to 
the introduction of any amount of European 
capital, but I do not think we should m:.ke a 
railway specially to enhance the property of anv 
one company, call it a syndicate or by any other 
name. They have not only bought up the most 
valuable mines there, but they are buying all 
that is left as fast as possible. A gentleman who 
must be known to hon. members opposite is the 
agent of the syndicate, though I do not say the 
fact is known to the Premier. I hope that 
befor·e the Government go in fvr a railway 
to Cloncurry they will consider carefully 
whether it would not be more beneficial to 
extend the railway from Hughenden, not 100 
miles but 200 miles. They would then bring the 
\lolrlfield of the Cion curry, and nearly all the 
stations along the head of the li'linders and on 
the watershed of the Gulf, into communication 
with Townsville. I think by extending that 
Hue they would open up a very superior part of 
the country, and also bring the far western 
stations beyond Winton towards the border into 
communication with the eastern seaboard. 
Another thing to consider in taking a railway 
from the Gulf to Cloncurry is that the ground 
lies low, and that the cost of the line will be 
greater for that reason. And although I have read 
the report of the officer who made the estimate 
of the cost, Mr. Phillips, I do not think his 
estimate is quite correct. I believe that the cost 
has been under-estimated, and that it will not be 
less than three-quarters of a million or a million ; 
and before we expend a million in increasing the 
value of the property of a company so highly as 
this line will do, we should consider the matter 
carefully and see whether with the same amount of 
money spent on an extension from Townsville 
towards the Adelaide border could not be made 
an extension more serviceable to the" hole colony, 
and to the North especially. I say nothing about 
the difficulty of finding a port, for that is a 
matter that must be got at. If there is not a 

port on the Gulf we must make one if we are 
going to make a railway there. The other mat­
ters contained in the Speech are more or less 
debatable, but anything that is to be said on 
them may be left unsaid till we see the Bills 
that are mentioned. I will just make one remark 
about the vagueness surrounding the Bill which 
is usually called the "Payment of J:lilembersBill," 
but which is here called "A Bill to provide for 
the Heconpment of the Expenses of J:lilem hers of 
the Legislative Assembly." I should like to 
know what the recoupment of expenses means. 
Does it mean that members are simply to get 
the money they expend in coming to this 
House and attending in this House to their 
parliamentary duties'/ If it does it won't 
do very much harm, because it will not 
give the Brisbane members much, and it will 
not give the Ipswich members much either. 
But expenses may mean almost anything. One 
member might spend £1,000 in coming to the 
House and attending to his duties, while another 
member would not spend1,000 shilling-s; so that 
we must have something more definite and less 
vague before :we can agree to provide for the re­
coupment of expenses. The other Bills ]Jl'Omisecl 
are, I dare say, very good of their kind ; but I 
shall reserve anything I have to say on them till 
I see them. 'rhere was a little question cropped 
up last night which was very nearly leading to 
bad blood between the hon. gentleman at the 
head of the Government and the hem. member 
for Mackay ; and I must say that until I heard 
the Premier speak on that subject last night I 
certainly never imagined that he recommended 
Mr. Ready for the Commission of the Peace. 

The PREMIER : I take the reRponsibility 
as Colonial Secretary, · 

The HoN. ,J. M. MACROSSAN: Kot neces­
sarily-certainly not. If the hon. gentleman is 
not resgonsible for the original recommendation 
of Jl.fr. Ready, I dare say that some member on 
that side is responsible; and he should be careful 
in taking any more recommendations from that 
gentleman, because, whoever he is, he could not 
have been ignorant nf J:li1r. Ready's antecedents. 
He is well known, not only in J:lilackay, but 
also in Townsville. He is a very good man 
in his place, but his place is not the 
bench ; his place is the public-house, and he 
should remain there. He makes a very good 
publican. The hon. gentleman should be cex­
tremel v careful in these matters. I was not at 
all sntfsfied with the explanation he made about 
the intentions, or what would have been the 
intentions, of the Government "had the case 
arisen." I am strongly inclined to believe that 
Mr. Ready was got to resign: I do not believe 
that he resigned voluntarily. I have no objec­
tion to the removal of Mr. Goodall, on principle, 
as I think that the magistrate,; of the colony 
should be removed often er than they have been. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD: He was removed to please 
Ready. 

The HoN. J. M. 1\IACROSSAJ\-: I have more 
faith in the Colonial Secretary than to believe 
that he would remove Mr. Goodall in order to 
please Heady. The explanation the hon. gentle­
man made last night with regard to Mr. Heady 
was that from the time he returnecl from theN orth 
only ten days elapsed to the time Mr. Ready 
resigned. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : But he knew the facts 
before. 

The HoN . • T. M. MACROSSAN: He must 
have seen his colleagues about it. At all events 
I hope we have done with Mr. Ready; and that 
we shall have no more Mr. Readys. It is hardly 
possible, perhaps, to have done with Mr. Ready's 
case for the present, because it has gone 
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throughout the whole length and breadth of the 
land, and to a certain extent has brought 
dh;credit on Queensland. I have been very sorry 
to read the comments of southern papers "on the 
case. Of course, had it not been for the Fignro 
libel case .Nil-. Ready's appointment would not 
have been so well known ; but through th::ct un­
fortunate action it has become known from one 
en<! of the country to the other. I hope we 
sh::LII h::we no more Mr. Readys appointed 
to the Commission of the Peace. There is a 
little matter which I want to say something 
about-not by way of censure on the Govern­
ment, hut by way of expressing my opinion. I 
moved to-day formally for the production of 
certain papers in connection with Annear and 
Cmnpany~H claiin against the G·overnn1ent. I do 
not know whether the Government are aware of 
the action of their officers. I will give them credit 
fm: believin~ they are not ; but· I can tell them 
tins much, that at the present time their officers 
in the Hailwo,y Department, both :\'orth and 
Ho nth, are sowing a numerow.; crop of arbitration 
cases. Of course, it is within the power of the 
G-ovenunent to refuse any contractorH an arbitra­
tion caRe. I know nnt \vhat means n1ight have 
been used to get an arbitration in Annear and 
Thorn's case. I believe they were fully entitled 
to arbitration, and also entitled to compensation. 
I am certain they were badly used by the Chief 
J~ngineer, and that there was a prejudice against 
them for certain things which ought to have been 
judged on their merits, without n,nticipating any 
claims that might arise after the expiration of 
the contract. I should like to n,sk the Colonial 
Secretary if he does not think that it would be 
fairer, and more in accordance with strict justiGe 
in dealings between man and man, that the 40th 
clause of the general conditions should be altered. 

The PREMIER : I do think so. 
The Hox. J. M. l\IACROSSAN: I am glad 

to hear it. That is l:)ll I want to say on that sub­
ject, because I know that that clause is a hard 
one, and is felt by nearly all the contractors in 
Queensland. They all suffer from it more or le's 
n,nd they will all make claims. Of course th~ 
Chief Engineer may, and no doubt will, oppose 
the altemtion of the clause. Being judge and 
jnry in his own case, that is only to be expected. 
If the Government do not see their way to 
settle those claims, some other Govermi1ent 
will; and the longer thP settlement of a case 
is delayed the worse it is for the country, 
because the country must pay interest on the 
money. I do not see how payment of interest 
can be got out of. If a man is injured through 
the Chief Engineer, and in an arbitration case 
he is awarded £3,000, as in the case of Annear 
and Company, he has been kept out of that 
money wrongfully for a certain period ; he has 
lost the interest which he might have got from 
the bank, and therefore, for the credit of the 
country, the interest should be paid by the 
country, just as in dealings between man and 
man. I think the Government, in the ila!lle way, 
ought to act as fairly as private individuals do. 
I would like to warn the Minister for \Vorks 
that, whatever relations may exist between 
himself and the Chief En;,ineer and other 
officers at the present time," they are acting 
as partisans of the Government. Probably 
he does not know that ; but I know it, and "r 
know it well. I had almost come to the con­
clusion-and I am not sure whether I shall not 
do so before the session is much older-to move 
for a committee of inquiry into the working of 
the department, both North and South, under the 
present Government and for years past. If I 
had known as much when I was in office as I 
have discovered since, I can assure the Govern­
ment that I would have made some changes in 
both those offices, 

Mr. BLACK said he had hesitated about 
rising, because he certainly thought that 
some member of the Government would 
have been able to reply to the criticisms of 
the hon. member for 'fownsville. He would 
not waste much time in noticing the preliminar 
matters contained in the Governor's Speech, bnt 
would at once commence by referring to what 
he thought was an omiesion in the Speech; that 
was, that, with the eneption of the mining 
industry, there was no reference whatever 
to the greu.t producing industries of the 
colony - the pastoral and agricultural. He 
thought, considering the severe and calamitous 
losses that had attended the pastoral industry 
during the past year, that, merely out of 
consideration for those who had invested and 
lost such large sums of money on that industry, 
some reference might with propriety have been 
made to it. With the knowledge of those severe 
losses, he thought the Government might perhaps 
have taken into their consideration how far 
their proposed land legislation might or might 
not have increased those losses by destroying 
the confidence which capitalists felt in the 
pastoral industry of the colony. Those losses, 
severe as they had been, would certainly not 
have been so severely felt but for the feeling of 
insecurity bmught about by the proposed land 
legislation-a policy cJmmencing, he might say, 
with repudiation. That was another point upon 
which the Government had given them no expla­
nation-namely, whether that policy of repu­
diation in connection with the pastoral industry 
was to be maintained or not. He referred to the 
pre·empti ve rights of the squatters. He was 
not a squatter himself, and therefore he could 
speak perfectly impartially on the matter, an<l 
he maintained that the proposed destruction of the 
pre-emptive rights of the squatters was an act of 
repudiation which had added to the losses of the 
squatters. He was quite prepared to hear from 
the hon. the Minister for Lands that it was no 
such thing, but when they took into con­
sideration the fact that the· Government tried to 
le~alise that act of repudiation last session by a 
B1ll, he thought it would be apparent that they · 
themselves, or at all events a number of them, 
were satisfied that the course they proposed 
to adopt was an act of repudiation. He 
thought it was quite unnecessary for the Gov­
ernment to have sketched their land policy so 
many months before the session opened 
They had posed before the country as being 
determined not only to de~troy the pre-emp­
tive rights of the squatters, but also with 
having the intention of introducing an entirely 
new principle into land legislation-a principle 
by which the State should in future be the land­
lord-a principle by which no freeholder was 
ever in the future to have an existence. Hon. 
members were given to understand now, although 
they had not seen the Land Bill, that those 
principles hac! been to a very considerable extent 
modified. He could quite well believe that 
when the Government first promulgated their 
idea they were not fixed in their opinions as to 
what the Land Bill should be. He thought 
they left it very much to the Minister 
for Lands, whom the hon. the Premier had 
told them he had had his eye on for a 
number of years, as a gentleman in whom he 
had entire confidence, as a future .Nlinister for 
Lands. He (1\lr. Black) could only say that he 
was very much surprised, and he had no doubt 
other hon. members were surprised, to find that 
those revolutionary principles-which were BOW 

to be so mL>dified, as had been remarked already, 
that the Minister for Lands would hardly recog­
nise his own principle when the Bill was passed­
had met with the serious consideration of the 
Government. It might be safely said thn,t the new 
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Postmast~-General would never have sanctioned, 
as a Minister, the suspension of the pre-emptive 
rights-a principle which he (Mr. Black) was 
led to believe that hon. gentleman had always 
strongly advocated. Was it po8sible that they 
should yet have, as one of the conditions under 
which they were to pass the Land Bill, a rein­
statement of the pre-emptive right? 

The PREMIER : Wait till to-morrow and 
you will see it all. 

Mr. BLACK said he had reason to believe 
that they had that surprise in store. 

The PREMIER : I do not think so. 
Mr. BLACK said it was really not necessary 

to say much about the proposed land legislation, 
but he thought that the Government might have 
given an assurance to the squatters that their 
prosperity would not be destroyed in the s~tme 
way in the future as the labour policy of the 
Government threatened to destroy the other 
industry of the colony in tropical ~tgriculture. 
And that was a matter he could speak upon 
at eonsiderable length; it was a subject he 
entirely understood-a subject, the importance 
of whioh he would not allow any member in 
that House to say he ever exaggerated ; nor 
would he allow any hon. member in that House 
to say that he understood the practical bearing 
of the course proposed any better than he 
did himself. The hon. member for Carnarvon 
-he was not in his place then-stated on the 
previous day that at the last election the voice 
of the country was unmistakably opposed to 
coloured labour. He (Mr. Black) contended that 
the country did not express any such opinion. 

Mr. BROOKES: Yes, it did. 
Mr. BLACK : It did nothing of the sort. The 

countFy decided that coloured labour without 
regulations was objectionable. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: No. 
Mr. BLACK : The hon. the Premier said 

"No." If he thought otherwise, why did he 
not attempt to limit the duration of coloured 
labour in his Bill last year? The Premier said 
that he always reeognised the fact that kanaka 
labour was a necessity to the sugar industry. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: I wish you would quote 
from my speeches. 

Mr. BLACK: He would give him the day 
and the date, and the hon. gentleman would not 
then be able to say that his memory was a blank. 
Those were the words the hon. the Premier made 
use of. 

Mr. GRIFFITH : What is the context 
Mr. BLACK : The hon. gentleman knew 

exactly what he said, and it was acting on that 
idea as expressed by him (Mr. Black) now, that 
last session the Premier brought forward a Bill 
for the regulation ood not the abolition of 
coloured labour. It had been admitted by every 
one having any experience in tropical agricul­
ture that if they were to compete successfully 
with other sugar-producing countries of the 
world they must do so on equal terms. The 
attempt had never been made to grow tropical 
produce without the assistance of a large amount 
of reliable and cheap labour. 

Mr. BROOKES: Not coloured labour. 
Mr. BLACK : But what did the Government 

propose to do? Although apparently they led 
the House and the country to believe that they 
were allowing kanakas still to be employed, yet 
by their regulations they were simply strangling 
the sugar industry out of existence. 

Mr .. BROOKES : A good job, too. 
The SPEAKER : The hon. member must not 

continue these interruptions ; it is quite contrary 
to parliamentary practice. 

Mr. BLACK said the hon. and junior 
member for North Brisbane, he believed, spoke 
earnestly when he said he believed it would b .. 
a good job for the sugar industry to be strangled 
out of existence. That was just one of those 
sentiments he should have expected from a man 
of the hon. member's intellect. But there were 
many others in the colony, he was proud to say 
-and they were in the majority-who did not 
believe that a great industry, which had done 
nothing but good for the colony, and which had 
proved that this colony above ull others had a 
profitable agricultural industry within itself, 
should be strangled out of existence. He 
asserted that the Government, by their tempo­
rising policy, were strangling that industry ont 
of existence. Confidence in the industry was des­
troyed from the moment they took office. The 
Colonial Secretary knew well that the planters 
had always been willing, as far as possible, to 
:>ssist in carrying out all proper regulations. 
vVhat they complained of was the vexatious and 
harassing way in which those regulations were 
being enforced. 

The PREMIER : Regulations were made to 
be enforced. 

Mr. BLACK said he did not object to the 
regulations, but to the vexatious way in which 
they were being enforced. The regulations would 
be all yery well if they were in the hands of 
intelligent men. 

The PREMIER: Of men who would not 
enforce them. The regulations were not made 
to throw dust in the eyes of the public. 

Mr. BLACK said that was what the Ministry 
were doing with their labour regulations. He 
had spoken of the vexations and harassing 
way in which tbe regulations were being 
enforced, and he would give :>n instance 
of what he meant by it. Last session, when 
the Bill to amend the Polynesian Labourers 
Act was before the House, the Premier proposed, 
first, that Polynesians were not to be employed 
in the mills. Remonstrances were received from 
all the sugar-growing districts of the colony, 
which satisfied the House, he believed, that if 
that provision were enforced the ruin of the 
industry would undoubtedly be the result, and 
in deference to that opinion the provision was 
withdrawn. But what did they find? Directly 
after the House rose, a gentleman was put in 
charge of the department as Inspector of Polyne­
sians, and the idea got abroad through him that 
in future no Polynesians were to be employed 
in mills. That was a manifest breach of faith. 

The PREMIER : It is absurd. 
Mr. BLACK said if it was absurd, it was a fact. 

The planters at Marybornugh knew it-where, as 
they had seen in the papers, several planters had 
actually made arrangements to close their mills 
::tnd sell their juice, because they were not other­
wise able to employ the labour necessary to take 
off their crops. The same opinion, as the Pre­
mier must have heard, prevailed amongst the 
planters of Bundaberg, and the Burdekin. He 
'himself knew of a case where a planter put in 
an application for Polynesians, and the appli­
cation was returned to him, because he stated in 
it that the kanakas were to be employed for sugar 
cultivation and the manufacture of sugar in the 
mills. Could the hon. gentleman deny that that 
case had occurred ? 

The PREMIER : The case is unknown to me. 
This is the first I have heard of it. 

Mr. BLACK said that was one of the vexatious 
and harassing ways in which the regulations 
were enforced that he complained of. If the 
hon. gentleman could always be in the office such 
things might not occur. Why, therefore, did not 
the hon. gentleman employ someone with a grain 
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of sense to administer an Act under which such 
gross injustice might be done? When that 
application, sent by one of the leading planters, 
was returned with the endorsement that kanakas 
were not in future to be employed in mills, he 
(Mr. Black) could hardly credit it. On his advice 
the application was sent back in its original 
form ; but the damage was done. The impression 
gained ground ; the same thing occurred in 
his own and other districts ; and it was not 
until lately, when he took the opportunity, 
through the Planters' Association, of pointing 
out that there must be some stupid blunder 
-that some thick-headed bungler in the office 
was to blame-that they arrived at the know­
ledge that the House always intended that the 
manufacture of sugar was not to be excluded 
from the work Polynesians were to do. That 
was an instance of the harassing and vexatious 
way in which the Act was being administered. 
The planters did not want to employ them as 
splitters, fencers, engineers, and in other ways 
to which the House was opposed; but that 
endorsement on the application to which he had 
referred, coming from what was considered 
a hostile Government, naturally " aroused a 
feeling of the most intense indignation 
amongst those who had spent, he might 
say, millions of money-it was estimated 
that five millions had been invested in that 
industry in Queemland-spent in accordance 
with the law, at the invitation of successive 
Governments, and on the distinct understanding 
that the industry should have the assistance of 
coloured labour to enable it to compete with 
other sugar-growing countries. Now the in­
dustry was being harassed out of existence by 
the regulations of the Colonial Secretary. 

The PREMIER: How? 
Mr. BLACK saicl he would show the hon. 

gentleman, if he would give him time. He 
would next refer to the case of the schooner 
"Heath." The firm owning that vessel sent 
her, as they were entitled to do by law, to the 
islands to recruit labourers, and the Govern­
ment, as in all such cases, sent with her a 
Government Agent to see that the Polynesian 
regulations were properly carried out. The 
vessel returned, bringing a certain number of 
islanders. What did they then find ? He would 
read the following brief statement of the case, 
and then ask hon. members if he was not right 
in saying that the Government were doing all 
they possibly could to harass the industry:-

"An inquiry, requested by the I>rernier, into all the 
circumstances connected with the conveyance of the 
islanders by the 1 Heath' labour vessel, was opened and 
concluded on 1Vednesdav last at the Immigration 
Dep6t (says the 11fackay ,1iercur"!l of 14th instant). 1'he 
chairman of the board was Captain Goodall, P.)L, and 
the witnesses were all examined on oath. The medical 
testimony of Drs. Clarkson and Outfield was to the effect 
that the islanders could not be landed at Mackay on 
account of their physical weakness and an outbreak of 
scurvy among the majority. The Government Agent 
was next examined, who swore that the islanders came 
quite willingly of their own accord, and remained con~ 
tented all through the voyage. He spoke in high terms 
of the captain's skill, caution, and courage, and of the 
mnnner in which the islanders had been looked after. 
He had, however, no doubt about the islanders knowing 
absolutely nothing of what they were coming to MackR.y 
for, and on that account withheld his certificate 
allowing them to land. The captain swore that the 
Government Agent all along gave him to understand 
that he would grant his certificate. The mn;te and 
recruiter were next examined, and the evidence was 
forwarded to the Government by the '.Moreton' for the 
Executive to give its decision upon." 

Whose fault was that? Surely the blame, if any, 
should attach to the Government Agent, who 
actually said that the men came willingly on 
board, and then, on arriving at Mackay, said he 
did not think they understood the nature of 

their aooreement. He would ask the Colonial 
Secreta~y if that agent was still in the Govern­
ment Service? 

The PREMIER : No. 
Mr. BLACK said he was very glad to hear it, 

for that gentleman had stated-whether correctly 
or not he (Mr. Black) could not say---;-that he 
was going down to the islands as a spemal agent 
of the Premier. 

The PREMIER: He had no authority for 
making that statement. 

Mr. BLACK said he had always discredited 
it. He saw that gentleman figuring in the 
Supreme Court just before he received the 
appointment from the Premier, and he hardly 
thought the hon. gentleman would select such a 
very doubtful agent tu do work of that sort. 
No doubt those boys were recruited .from 
islands that had been found by expenence 
to have men who were physically unsuited for 
Queensland, and on those grouri.ds very likely 
it was a good and humane thing that they had 
to be sent back. He wa~ not objecting to 
their being sent back on those grounds; but 
those men were recruited by the "Heath" :nnd~r 
the auspices of a Government Agent; the sh~pwas 
in the interest of merchants who were snnply 
carrying out their business as allowed by law, 
and through the gross neglect of the Govern­
ment Aooent the owners of that vessel were, he 
was inft~rmed, put to tbe expense of between 
£2,500 and £3,000. They not only lost ~he 
ordinary passage money of £25 per head to ~vhl~h 
they were entitled, but they had to mamtam 
those men for a considerable time. He believed 
when he left JIIIackay the:y had not returned, but 
were on the point of domg so, and the owners 
were put to the expense of returning them to the 
islands. He considered that that was a case of 
gross injustice, and that a Government who \~ere 
anxious to perform their duty should certamly 
take care that they sent down responsible 
men as Government Agents-which was more 
than could be said of Mr. Duftield, who was 
sent down, in the case referred to, as labour 
agent. That gentleman had undoubtedly a 
questionable reputation before ever he left 
Brisbane He had no doubt that the hon. 
Premier ·knew something about him, as . he 
believed he was in the Supreme Court durmg 
the time that gentleman was put upon his trial 
for keeping an illicit still. \Vhat would be the 
frame of mind of those islanders when they got 
back? They would be landed on thei.r islands 
without anythi>~g. He believed they did under­
stand the nature of their agreement, or else they 
would never have come. They would b.e landed 
penniless, although if they had money it w'?uld 
be of no use to them. They would have nothmg. 
Would they not feel a sens.e of ~he most 
gross injustice at the way m wh10h they 
had been treated? Yet all that had been 
done under the revised regulations of the Gov~rn­
ment who were o-oino- to reform everytlung, 
He ~onsidered heb w:s perfectly justifie~ in 
saying that it was not the Government r~gulati<;ms 
he objected to, but the aJ;lsurd w~y 111 wh10h 
those reo·nlations were be111g carried out, and 
the vexatious ancl harassing way in which the 
planters were being treated. He would take 
another case. Hon. gentlemen would reme?Iher a 
very sensational article which appeared 111 th~ 
Leader last session, referring to the management of 
the Mackay Polynesian Hospital.. It was a sen­
sational article · but at the same time, from what 
he knew since, ~ gre~t de~! that was contained in 
it was perfectly true. Did. hon. gentle'?en know 
who wrote that article-did the Premier know 
who wrote it ? 

The PREMIER: No. 
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~fr. BL_\CK: Did he not know tlwt it was 
a Government officer who wrote it? 

The PJ:U£MIER: I did not know. 
Mr. BLACK: The Premier did not know then. 

He would ask the Premier if he was over told­
if he ever knew that l\Ir. de Latour, a Govern­
ment officer, wrote that letter; a letter which, if 
it did anything, reflected great disgrace upnn the 
(~overnment who employed the writer. That 
was the gentleman who wrote the lettPr. 

The P:RKMIJ~R : I dill not know it. 
Mr. BLACK sai<l hehar! told the hon. Premier, 

Ro that he uiight know~ beca.nBe the gentleumn 
referred to stood well in the confidence of the 
Government. 

The PREMIER : He is a very good Govern­
lnent Agent. 

, Mr. BLACK said he might be a very gootl 
(:Juvernnlent .r-\gent. He wa.K the acrent who 
snc~ee(led in bringing every vessel to grief with 
winch he had heen eonnected np to the present 
tilne, in a lllOt~t extraordinary 111anner. }le it 
was who deserted ships when he got them down 
to the islands, to the loss of the owners ; and 
the veBRels had to come back. That was 
what he (Mr. Black) called strarwlina an 
indtmtry. The planter,; up nor-th would r'"'ather 
see the Hmme come to a decision, and let them 
know the worst, than h>1ve the Government let 
the world believe that they were only trying to 
reform abuses, whereas, in fact, by a sidewinr!, 
they we:·e trying to strangle an industry. He 
woulrl giVe the hon. gentleman another instance 
in which he consi<lered that the Government 
were acting in a vexations spirit towards the 
pLtnters, and that was, in sending up a demand 
tu the planters for three years' hospital fees in 
advance. 

'The PHEMIER : Who did that ? 
Mr. MOREHEAD: These interruptions are 

very m"eemly on the part of the Premier. 
The PRKiVIIER : The Government have done 

nothing of the kind. 
Mr. BLACK said he did not know what the 

Government did or what they were responsible 
for ; he knew it was done, and it had caused great 
annoyance and vexation; and if the hon. Premier 
did not seem to know what his subordinates did, 
he (::\1:r. Black) would give him some information 
-the data upon which l:e made those statements. 
He had received a letter dated June 30, which he 
would read. It referred to a matter which the 
Premier had already denied, and he said was 
absurd, when he (Mr. Black) spoke about Poly­
nesians not being allowed to be recruited for 
the manufacture of sugar. 
"111. IIume Black, Esq., ):I.L.A.., Brisbane. 

"DEAR Sm,-Iwish to bring under your notice, in your 
cn.pa(•,Hy of member for this district, several matters 
indicative of the hostile and obstructive attitude 
assumed by the vresent Government, tmvards the sugar 
ilHlustry generally, under the Amemlecl Polyncsinn~ Act. 

"1. In the beginning- of )lay last I applied through my 
nrisbane agentR, :Jicssrs. \Y. Sloane and Company, for 
129 Polyne8imis, to be recrni1ed by the 'J.~liza :Jlary.' 
In eompleting the Schedule 0, -which has to accom­
pany the form of my application, I replied to the query 
contained in clause 7 ( 'Xatnre of work in which the 
l)~tcific Islanders ut present on the estnte are employed~') 
that they are employed in 'sngHr cultivation and manu­
nwture '; and to the query contained in clause 9-viz., 
(' Xature of \York for which labourers for whom Ueense 
is t-o be applied for are to be employed~')-! answered, 
'sugar cultivation and manufacture,' as before. 

"U}Jon the 29th :J.:Iay. these apvlicntions were returned 
to me through the Polynesian Inspector in 1\:Iaekay, 
with the 'vord ' manufat'htre ' era.sed in each instance, 
and nn official intimation that my application must lJe 
amended to ' cultivation' only. 

"In the first place, I beg to state that in m~ing the 
word ' manufacture,' as above, I was merely availing 
1nyself of a privilege specifically permitted by the 
Amended Act. 

"This mensnrr., as; Ol'iginnlly drafted, prohibiting the 
employment of Polyneslans in the factories, meant the 
absolute rnin of tl1e sugar indnstry in Xorthern Queens­
laud. Happily, this tlill not meet \Vith the approval of 
the House, and the Bill as passed permits their employ­
ment in the manufactories, excepting in certain occupa­
tions specitiefl in snbsect.ion A of clause 2. 

"The conrluct of the Immigration Department, in con­
nection with my appliPation. amounts to a direct clenia.l 
of the privileges sanctioned by the House of Assembly. 

"ruder the circumstanees I felt jnstilied in declining 
toerascthc\vord 'mamtfacture.' and Iret.nruecl Sehednle 
'0' with the follmving amplification nd.ded-vizn 'ex­
cept th ~ oeenpations 111ent.ioneU in subsection:-; A, 1~, C, D, 
of danse 2 of the .:\.mended Act.' 

"Apart from the question of principle involved, I may 
point out that the tlelay occasioned by the capricions 
rejection of my original application is to me a very 
serions m1ttter, and further has lBLl in this instance to a 
claim for demurrage by the owners of the vessel." 

Tlmt e1Hled tlmt case. I may point out that 
the ctpplication came back eventually, after 
conNidemble clt•.!ay, which caused n loRs of money 
to the applicant, in dernurrrge, accepted in the 
way it had originally been Rent down. 

" Another matter: Some weeks ago the Po1ynesian 
inspe~·tor here announced that he had received an 
otnehll intimation that t-he capitation fee required by 
the .Act for the maintenance of the Polynesian Hospital 
would be levied for three years in advance. 

'' U110n representations being ma.de to the Colonial 
f:ecretary hy tlw . .'Hackay Planters' Assoeia.tion as to the 
manifest injustice of sueh a claim, they were told that 
the Premier was \villing to permit the capitation fee to 
be paid yearly in advance. 

"In this partienlar instance, I am happy to say, the 
policy of the Government has not entailed upon us 
an\" actual loss; but that such a demand should 
ever have been made is palpable evidence of the 
consideration and justice which the important interests 
of the sugar industry receive. 

"rfhe position of Olll' local affairs is SUfficiently 
critieal at this juncture, 'vithont having to contend in 
arldition with the petty and continual pel'"%CCutions of a 
hostile Govermnent." 

The opinion expressed in that letter would be 
endorsed by everyone connected with the sugar 
industry in the North of Queensland, and, he 
believed, in the South too. It was not only the 
planters who were being harassed, but the 
unfortunate kanaka, himself \Vas not receiving 
fair treatment. They all knew that kanakaK 
who had resided for five years in the colony 
were entitled to exemption, and they could 
regi8ter themsel Yes before the 1st Septem­
ber and would he allowed to remain. It 
was only the other day some eleven Poly­
nesians applied for a registration certificate in 
Town.3ville, and what were they told? They 
were told they would have to go down to 
Brisbane for identification. They replied that 
they had not the means to go to Briolxme, and 
they were then told they had better g_o to w':'rk 
and earn some money. It was a senous thmg 
for those men, and he did not believe they had 
any right to treat even a blackf:llow with con­
tempt. Those men had been m the country 
for five years, and it would be better to 
allow even half-a-dozen to get certificate., of 
registration, even though they were not en­
titled to them, than that they should cause an 
injustice to a Ringle man by denying him 
a right which that House lmd granted. The 
men he referred to were tolrl to go to Brisbane to 
be identified. \Vas not that a vexatious way 
of working a very reasonable clause ? But the 
irony in this case waN this: that by the time 
the men could possibly have earned enough 
money to go to Brishane for identification, the 
time for their registration would haYe passed 
away. 

The PREMIER: Who told them that? 

Mr. BLACK ; A Government offi.Qei·. 
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Mr. ARCHER sitid he rose to a point of order. 
The leader of the Government had been con­
tinually interrupting speakers on the Opposition 
side of the House. The Speaker had already 
called attention to the fact that night. Such 
interruptions were most unseemly, and were 
specially unseemly on the part of the Premier 
thttt evening. 'l'he Government had declined 
to answer a distinguished member of the Oppo­
sition, as the hon. member for Townsville was, 
in open debate ; and when they passed over that 
hon. gentleman's speech in silence, they might at 
least keep silent when another hon. member 
was speaking. He never saw anything he 
felt more than the conduct of the Govern­
ment side of the House that evening. Mr. 
Macrossan had sat in that House for many 
years, and he had made an able speech that 
evening and the members of the Government 
had not consented to answer him. They were 
continually interrupting the speakers on the 
Opposition side, a.nd he said it wa,; umeemly. 
The Opposition had ttlways greater liberties tlmn 
the Government in that respect, but it was the 
G-overnrnent and the leader of the Government 
who were interrupting that night. They might 
at least refrain from interrupting an hon. mem­
ber, if they had not the common courtesy to 
answer an hon. member's speech. His point of 
order was that those interruptions on the part 
of Ministers were unseemly. 

The PREMIEH : I rise to the point of order. 
Mr. ARCHER: The point of order is already 

raised. 
The PREMIER said he rose to speak to the 

point of order. The hon. gentleman's point of 
order, so far as he could understand it, was 
mixed up. The first part of it seemed to be 
that some Minister ought to have answered the 
hon. member for Townsville. 

Mr. ARCHER: I did not say so. I said 
you were interrupting other hon. members. 

The PREMIEg said, so far as that went, the 
speech of the hon. member for Townsville was 
complimentary to the Government, and he failed 
to see what any member of the Government 
could have to say in reply, were it not to com­
pliment and congratulate the hon. member on 
the moderation of his speech. \Vith respect to 
the other point of order, that of interrupting an 
hon. member-so long as he had been a member 
of that House, and since he had been old enough 
to follow the debates in other Houses and in 
other parts of the world-he must say that 
interruptions such as he had made that night 
were by no means considered out of order ; they 
were, on the contrary, rather conducive to the 
good conduct of debate. J<'or his own part he 
courted such interruptions. For a member 
occupying the position he did, to rudely interrupt 
an hon. member would of course be very improper, 
but he thought such interjections a;; he had made 
rather courteous than discourteous, and if he 
thought there was any discourtesy in makin&" 
them he would be the last to make them. It hacl 
been the practice of that and all other legis­
lative assemblies to encourage such interjections 
when they were not made for the purpose of 
diRconcerting a speaker. 

Mr. BgOOKES said he would also speak to the 
point of order. He was sure every member of the 
House who bad the most cursory idea of debates all 
over the world would know that, when a member 
put a question point-blank to the Premier, as the 
member for Mackay had done several times that 
night, it was not out of order for the Premier to 
give then and there a blank denial or an affirma­
tive to that question; and yet the hon. member 
for Blackall said that was out of order. He (Mr. 
Brookes) submitted that the hem. member did not 
)mow wh&t a point of order was, 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that, with all due 
deference, he was perfectly certain t_hat the 
bun. Premier in no way intende~ to m~erfere 
with the freedom of debate, but If he did not 
interject -so often, C•r appear to be so annoyed 
by the remarks made from the Opposition side 
of the House, it would be better for the 
debate. With reference to the junior member 
for North Brisbane, they would le~ hi:n 
go. He was perfectly certain the Prenue1· chcl 
not intend to make the debate an angry one. 
They had got on so far in an amicable way, 
and though he did not think they would do so 
for any length of time, still, so long as they w_ere a 
tolerably happy family, they had better remam so. 

The SPEAKER : The point of order raisecl 
is as to the interruptions. I have already 
referred to the hon. member for North Bris 
bane this evening, anrl I n1uRt Ray his in­
terruptions have been more frequent than 
usual. 'l'he hem. member for Mackay on one or 
two occa•ions put questions directly to the 
Prmnier, and the Pren1ier gave direct replies, 
but the interruptions on his part have been more 
frertuent than thual. I thiillr it would be better 
if the interruptions should cease and the hon. 
member could afterwanls, a" a ma.tter of privi· 
lege, obtain the right of reply and answer the 
hon. member in that way. 

Mr. ARCHER: I beg to withdraw my point 
of order. 

Mr. BLACK said that, if the House did not 
object to the interruptions, he did not in the 
least; and he quite agreed that when an hon. 
member in speaking implied or put a question 
to a :Minister or to any hem. gentleman on the 
other side, that hon. member should be allowed 
to make any few remarks he might consider 
desirable at the time. And he considered 
that m&king the remarks at the time tended 
to elucidate the matter very much more 
clearly than if they were made later on. He 
thought he had said sufficient to show that 
the regulations were worked in the most harass­
ing and vexatious nmnner. It would be remem­
bered that when it was proposed to repeal the 
Coolie Act the late Premier brought in a mea­
sure providing that no regulations should have 
the force of law without the consent of that 
House, and it was considered far better to 
accept that, which virtually J;neant that no 
coolies could possibly be introduced without 
the consent of the House, than to repeal the 
Coolie Act. He saw no reason why the 
safeguard which the House very properly 
imposed on that occasion-which would prevent 
the Government from putting regulations in 
force without the consent of the House-should 
not have been exercised in connection with the 
Polynesian Bill. At the present time, the 
Ministry for the time bein~ could, by a stroke of 
the pen, annihilate the whole sug-ar industry. 
Theyweregradnallycloingit. Theyconldg-ive such 
hampering instructions to the Government Agents 
that recruiting- would be manifestly impossible. 
Already they found owners of vessels taking them 
out of the trade; and he, as the representative 
of the planters, could say that they themselves 
considered that Polynesian labour was doomed. 
Xot only was the supply inadequate, but the 
regulations and restrictions were so harsh and 
severe-he would not say they were unjustly so, 
but the way they were being worked was so 
severe-that Polynesian labour in the course of 
two or three years would he a thing of the pa.st. 
It was working itself out, and it behaved the 
Government, if they had the welfare of the 
colony at heart, to consider the just claims 
and conditions of all parts of it. They had a 
colony with a climate varying from temperate 
in the South to tropical in the North. It w&s 
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impossible that one system of labour legislation 
could be made applicable to the varied conditions 
of the climate of Queensland. They would 
have no satisfactory solution of the Labour 
question until that principle was recognised. 
They would never get that friendly feeling that 
should exist between North and South until 
legislation took that direction-admitting that 
the varied conditions nf climate required varied 
labour regulations. Now, what did the Govern­
ment propose to do? Kanakas were gradually 
being strangled out of the colony. Chinamen-in 
whose favour he was certainly not inclined to 
say a single word, because he knew they 
were not good colonists, although they had done 
a great deal of useful work in the North-were 
legislated out of the colony. The late elec­
tions would tend to prove that coolies were then 
not considered acceptable to the country, and he 
would like to ask hem. gentlemen opposite what 
was to be th~ labour of the future for the sugar 
industry? 

Mr. BROOKES : Germans. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. BLACK : The sooner it was definitely 

settled the better it would be. It was proposed, 
he understood, to introduce cheap white labour 
to take the place of kanakas on the plantations, 
and he could only repeat, what he had 
said before, that any attempt to introduce 
cheap white labour to work alongside highly 
paid white labour would result in the most 
disastrous condition of affairs that the working 
men of the colony had ever experienced. It 
would never work. He did not care what en­
gagement they might make with those men, they 
would mislead them; they would have to mis­
lead them if they expected them to come out 
here and work for 12s. a week. He had no 
doubt there were thousands of people on the 
Continent who would be willing to work for 
12s. a week before they left home, but when 
they were brought out to the colony they 
would soon find out that the work they were 
doing was not only physically unsuited to 
them, but also that, with the same ability to 
work as their fellow-countrymen, they were 
getting only one-half the wages ; and the inevit­
able result would be that the gaols of the colony 
would have to be doubled and trebled in size to 
hold the men who had been brought out under false 
pretences ; and not only would they fill the gaols, 
but also the hospitals up north. They were 
about to make an experiment which no other 
sugar-growing country in the world had ever 
been able to make, and why ? For a mere theory; 
a mere sentiment. It was to be a white man's 
country, and it always would be; but it did 
not follow from that that white men should not 
be allowed to make use of that description 
of labour which could do work that he himself 
was unable and unfit to do. He was glad that 
they had at last the programme of the Premier 
for the North-cheap white labour. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Foreign. 
Mr. BLACK: It did not necessarily follow 

that it was to be foreign. It was to be cheap white 
labour. They would see what the working men 
of the North and of the whole colony would say 
to that. It meant that their wages, instead of 
being maintained at the reasonable rate which 
now existed, would be brought down to the level 
of the others. It was no use bringing out small 
shipments of those men; the supply must be 
kept up. There were, he believed, 12,000 or 
13,000 kanakas in the colony at the present 
time. They had to be gradually dispensed with, 
and replaced by cheap European labour, and, 
considering that they were under three years' en­
gagement, it would take about 4,000 a year to keep 

up the supply, allowing for no further extension 
of the industry. lf that system proved to be 
successful- that was, if any extension of the 
industry took place-they could not do with 
less than 6, 000 or 7, 000 a year of th<>se cheap 
labourers. He knew what would take place 
when they arrived. Let hon. members not sup· 
pose that the planters were not willing to see 
the experiment made. The working men of the 
colony would bring those labourers out for them. 
Instead of having to pay £25 for Polynesians, as 
they did now, the taxpayers of the colony would 
bring those men out for them. There was 
nothing new in this principle. The present 
Immigration Act allowed the planters or anyone 
else in the colony to indent labourers from 
Europe under eng-agements for two years, which 
were legal in the colony. Why did the planter 
not do so? Did any rational man suppose that 
the planter really liked to have black men rather 
than white ? 

Mr. BROOKES: I think. so. 
Mr. BLACK : He did nothing of the sort. 

It was not a matter of sentiment with the planter, 
but a matter of business. He had a certain 
amount of work to be done, and he must get it 
done in such a way as to make a reasonable profit 
on his investment-an investment that the 
colony had invited him to make; and was it 
likely that he would pay £25 passage money for 
a kanaka, when for £2 he could get indented 
labour from any part of Europe landed in the 
colony, the balance being paid by the 
taxpayers of the country. It stood to reason 
that if the planters were not convinced that 
cheap white labour would never do the work 
they would have tried it long ago. Surely 
the mere fact that he did not avail himself 
of the opportunity would lead rational men to 
suppose that he did not attempt it because he 
knew how unsuitable was the labour when it 
arrived. But assuming that his coloured labourers 
were taken away, or that the difficulties of 
renewing them were so great that he could not 
keep up the supply, he would try white labour. 
There was £5,000,000 invested in the industry, 
and it would not go to the wall without a 
struggle. Nor would it be the planter who 
would suffer first, but the working man. Let 
a planter have fifty indented labourers at 12s. a 
week, and let him also have twelve men at 25s. 
to 30s. a week, and what would be the inevitable 
result? Out of those fifty or sixty men there would 
be many good workmen who would displace 
those higher paid. On the one hand there 
would be men with monthly agreements whose 
services could be dispensed with almost 
immediately, and on the other hand there 
would be the labourers under two years' agree­
ments at a low rate of wages ; and the 
result would be that in a few months 
nearly all the white men on the existing plan­
tations in the North would be displaced by cheap 
white labour. It would not be done suddenly, 
because there were ties existing between masters 
and men which in some instances would never 
be broken ; but as soon as the standard rate 
of wages in the North was reduced there 
would be a gradual reduction in the rate 
to that of cheap labour, and the working man 
to whom the Premier and his party owed their 
accession to power would find that the present 
Government had inflicted the greatest curse on 
them that could be inflicted on the white men of 
the colony. And how was the proposed cheap 
labour to be regulated? Were the labourers to 
be kept at field-work, or would the planter be 
allowed to put them to any work he chose? The 
only way to prevent the state of things he had 
described would be to confine cheap white 
labour to certain pursuits, and he should not 
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wonder if that plan were tried. The effect of 
the labour policy of the Government had already 
made itself apparent in the North. No new 
mills were going up with the exception of those 
ordered befone the present Government came 
into power. Already the planters were com­
pelled to curtail their expenses to the lowest 
possible limit, nnd confidence was completely 
destroyed in what promised to be one of the 
grandest industries of Queensland. That state 
of affairs was undoubtedly brought about by the 
policy of the present Government. He was per­
fectly certain that it would not last, and that 
the working men would be the first to insist upon 
allowing, within the tropics at all events, the 
employment of coloured labour under proper 
regulations. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Hear, hear! 
HoNOURABLE MEMBERS on the Government 

Benches : No, no ! 
Mr. BROOKES: No fear! 
Mr. BLACK said he failed to see any dif­

ference between the coolie and the kanaka, 
except that the coolie was a British subject. The 
Polynesian traffic would never be satisfactorily 
arranged, for the reason that there was no 
recognised form of government at the other 
end ; but in connection with coolie labour there 
was the Indian Government at the other end, 
which should be sufficient guarantee that there 
would be no kidnapping, and there was 
the Queensland Government to see that 
the men were properly treated when they 
arrived in the colony. Otherwise, there 
was no difference between the regulations 
applying to kanakas and those applying to 
coolies. Regulations were passed by the late 
Government and sent to India, where they 
received the assent of the Council, after which 
they were returned to this colony. Those regula­
tions could be found in "Votes and Proceedings," 
and they contained every principle aimed at by 
the opponents of coloured labour. Those prin­
ciples were laid clown and fixed so that the coolie 
would not be allowed to enter into competition 
with any branch of trade which belonged pro­
perly to white men ; and he was satisfied that 
before long there would be such an outcry in 
the Northern districts as would make either 
the present Government or some succeeding 
Government put those regulations into force. 
Many hon. members who were not particularly 
interested in the sugar industry were returned 
by constituencies who, from their ignorance 
of the difficult question of coloured labour, had 
raised the cry "Queensland for the white man," 
and many of those hon. gentlemen did not see 
their way to go back on what they conceived to 
be the wishes of their constituents. But though 
he did not see any immediate prospect of an 
amelioration of the present state of affairs, the 
time would come when the more intelligent 
portion of the constituencies would look at 
the question in a different light. He had never 
hedged in speaking on the subject of coloured 
labour. Never in the history of the sugar 
industry had the urgency of the case been so 
apparent as during the last six months. Another 
point which had perhaps escaped the attention 
of hon. members was the overwhelming political 
power cheap white labour would put into the 
hands of the planters. The Polynesian had no 
vote, and the coolie had no vote-that was dis­
tinctly understood ; but the cheap European 
labourer, after he had been in the colony 
six months, and, if necessary, had become 
naturalised, would have a vote. That being the 
case, what chance would there be for a candidate 
opposed to the planters in a sugar district, 
where the planters employed about 4,000 
men upon whose votes they could depend? 
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He regretted very much to find that the legisla­
tion of the Government was such as to cause a 
feeling of irritation to originate between the 
northern and southern portions of the colony. 
Nu consideration was being shown for the varied 
conditions and just requirements of the North. 
That feeling, if not checked, would lead to a 
result which he had always set his face against 
as far as he could-he had never said it was 
necessary-and that was separation. He was 
prepared to say that if more consideration 
was not shown to the requirements of the 
North than at present appeared likely, they 
would find a general cry for separation arising 
in the North. He pointed out this, though at 
the same time he deprecated it ; but he con­
sidered that it was inevitable, unless judicious 
counsels prevailed on the Labour question. There 
was only one agricultural industry in the North. 
It had never been proved that anything could be 
successfully grown there except sugar ; and that 
could only be carried on under conditions similar 
to those in other countriBl', because Queensland 
had to compete against all the sugar countries in 
the world. Owing to the tremendous competition 
of France and Germany in beet-root sugar, the 
price of sugar had fallen 25 per cent. Sugars 
which last year netted £20 per ton could only 
now be anticipated to net £15 per ton to the 
planter. Whatever might be the result in the 
North, he couid tell those engaged in sugar 
growing in the South-whose interests were cer­
tainly identical with those in the North-that if 
the latter, with their modern, magnificent, and 
most improved machinery, found it difficult to 
make it pay, he did not know how the Southern 
growers would make it do so when the Brisbane 
market was flooded with the produce of the 
North. He regretted to have to refer to the 
Ministry as a Queen-street Ministry- as a 
Ministry which, it seemed to him, legislated 
almost exclusively for Southern interests. Their 
treatment of the North generally was what he 
regretted to have to refer to; but every pro­
crastination which could be thrown in the way 
of Northern progress was done. It clld not 
matter how trivial the thing was, it was always 
delay, always excuse, nothing could be done; 
whilst at the same time public works in the South 
went on interruptedly. He thought their action 
in connection with the Bowen and Haughton 
Gap railway was very unsatisfactory; that was 
a portion of what he called their policy of revenge 
and repudiation. The Minister for 'vVorks, who 
had charge of the Railway Department now, 
was in the House when the vote for that railway 
was passed; and hon. members opposite, Ministers 
especially, had every opportunity of objecting to 
the line, but as far as he remembered they 
never said a single word against it-there was not 
a remonstrance raised. But directly they came 
into power, merely, as far as he could gather, 
to carry out a feeling of hostility towards 
a gentleman on the opposite side of the 
House who was now absent, and who, it 
was supposed, would be likely to benefit by 
the railway, a change was made. That was the 
only reason he ever heard ascribed by the people 
at Bowen for what had been done. The people 
were told that as long as the present Minister 
for Works was in office that railway should not 
go on; at least he (Mr. Black) was informed that 
that was what the hon. gentleman said. He 
thought it was a most unjust thing. Nothing 
could do more to destroy the confidence of the 
public in the honest administration of the Govern­
ment than for a Minister of the Crown to travel 
through the country making unguarded utter­
ances of that sort. He might again refer to the 
harbour works at Mackay : he had clone so every 
time the House had met. Year after year 
had elapsed, and SlJCCef!Bive Governments hac\ 
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come into power. \Vhen the present Gov­
ernrnent carne into power they "\Vere going, 
at all events, to give fair play to the dif­
ferent portions of the colony ; yet nothing had 
been done. There was a bridge, on which the 
prosperity of the district greatly depended, but 
nothing had been done a bout it, though the first 
flood might carry the old bridge away ; it Wf,S 

rlamagecl to the extent of £3,000 by the htot flood. 
A reasonable request to the Government to have 
the bridge put in repair was met with the nsmtl 
contempt that applications from the North 
received when they came down to the present 
Government. If there was one thing tlmt the 
late Government could lay claim to-and it was 
one of .the c~ief reasons why he always gave 
them !us mmsistent support-it was that they 
gave due consideration to the whole of the 
colony. It w:ts not a qne~tion of politics as 
far as he could judge from their actions. No 
matter what portion of the colony required 
them, their just needs were entertained. It 
wa~ in that way that they built up a reputa­
tatwn whwh enaLled them to remain five years 
in office, and they had left a good record behind 
them. He regretted very much that the present 
(~overnment had shown that a policy of repeal, 
revenge, and repudiation was likely to be carried 
out ; he regretted it very much indeed. In the 
~peech the Minister for Lands-he supposed the 
paragraph was contributed by that hon. gentle­
man-said that-

,, 'l'llc existing laws relating to the disposal of the 
public estate eannot be regarded as satisfactory.'' 
Until they got the new Land Bill it w"as very 
hard to say what the hon. gentleman thought 
would be satisfactory. He would like to make 
one remark in connection with this. 'If the 
present land laws were so unsatisfactory, why 
did the (l,~vernment the other day put up no 
less than eighty-seven runs for sale with leaees 
from one up to t\_venty years to run? Had the 
purchasers been g1ven to understand that a Land 
Bill was likely to come into force, by which one­
half of the leases was likely to be taken a way 
from them ? If not, would they not have some 
claim for cam pensation? \Vhere was the necessity 
for the unnecessary haste in selling those lands"? 
And they were given to understand that the 
whole of the rum; in the Cook di,trict had been 
declared forfeited. That was rather a hasty 
thing to do ; and he hoped that when Mr. 
lVIorisset's report was handed round they 
would be able to find something in it which 
would justify such a very extreme course as the 
Minister for Lands had adopted. He noticed­
and no other member had referred to it-a very 
questionable land transaction reported from Cler­
mont lately. He hoped that the new broom who 
was going to sweep away all the cobwebs from 
the Lands Office would not turn out to hn ve those 
defects with which he was so ready to charge 
his predecessor. They were to be invited to 
consider tt Bill to give additional members to 
certain electoral districts. Well, when they saw 
what those certain electoral districts were, there 
would be time enough to discuss the question, 
but he thought that a general redistribution of 
seats was the thing thnt was necessary. He was 
certain that the whole of the North was con­
siderably under-represented, and that before the 
seats conld be redi£tributed it would be necessary 
that a census should be taken. The principle of 
rail way extension was one which he was quite 
sure would receive the favourable consideration 
of the House, but he certainly intended to adhere 
to the principle he had always enunci<tted­
namely, thatcoastmilways where there was settle­
ment. were far. more arlvantage•)US to the country 
than mland rail ways where there was none and the 
principle of carrying western railways 100 miles 
further , west every year would certainly not 

receive any support from him. 'l'he popula on 
they had been getting hitherto-and he did not 
suppose it was likely to materittlly alter-were 
much more likely to settle along the coast of 
Queensland for many years to come than to go 
inland. His own opinion was that those western 
railways had been carried out far enough, and 
should not be carried further until it could be 
shown clea,rly that the interest at least on the 
cost of constnwtion would be met by the pastoral 
tenants of the Crown. The conservation of 
water was a question which deserved very 
considerable consideration. It was a question 
which could be considered jmrely non-political, 
and he thought that all hon. member!' of that 
House, when that measure was brought in-if it 
was going to be brought in in the shape of a 
Bill~~would see that it was a measure as compre­
hensive in every detail as it was possible to make 
it, in order that the agriculturists of the colony 
might have a permanent supply, and more 
especially the pastoral districts out west, where 
the loss through want of water this past year 
would have been quite sufficient to pay for an 
enormous scheme for the conservation of that 
necessary. There were several other Bills men­
tioned in the ~peech, but he did not believe the 
Government had the least intention of going on 
with them, and it was, therefore, hardly neces­
sary to refer to them. He did not suppose they 
should ever hear anything about the Bills of Ex­
change Bill, or the Bill to amend the laws 
relating to the insane. Those Bills had been 
mentioned in every Governor's Speech since he 
had had the honour of a seat in that House. 
Then there was a Bill to shorten the duration 
of Parliaments. That meant, he supposed, that 
they were to have triennial Parliaments, but 
he did not think the Government had any 
intention of going on with that; at all events 
they had no intention of making it apply to the 
present Parliament. They were not likely to 
commit an act of political suicide such as would be 
involved in a proposal of that kind. A Bill to pro­
vide for the recoupment of the expenses of mem­
bers of the Legislative Assembly, being literally 
interpreted, meant, he supposed, the payment 
of members. He always had been and always 
would be opposed to such a measure, as he had not 
seen anything which would lead him to alter his 
opinion. The Bill to extend the period during 
which a double endowment was payable to divi­
sional boards he considered one of the very hest 
Bills the Government could propose. He must say 
that he was somewhat in doubt as to the intentions 
of the Government on that subject. On one 
occasion they had a Minister saying that the 
Divisional Boards Act was one of the best Acts 
of the late Government, and then again they 
had another Minister saying that it was a perfect 
curse to the country. So that nothing, he should 
imagine, was more likely to split the union of 
strength which at present existed between the 
different members of the Government than 
that very Divisional Boards Act. He believed 
it was a good Act, and he believed that the 
surplus revenue of the colony could not be 
better spent than by returning it in the shape 
of endowments to the divisional boards, 
especially in those districts which had been 
doing their utmost to bring the working of the 
Act to a successful issue. He thought the 
Government should have given the House some 
intimation as to what course they intended to 
adopt with reference to pre-emptions. There 
was no reference to that subject in the Speech, 
and he believed they would not know anything 
about it until the new Land Bill was brought in. 
No reference had been trmde, either, to the 
Elections and Qualifications business. The 
Government should have undoubtedly brought 
in some measure which would give the 
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country some security for the proper trial 
of election ]Jetitions, so that justice might 
be done where justice should be done. 
He also thought that some reference should 
have been made by the- Government as to the 
steps they intended to take in reference to 
appointments to the magis~ racy of the colony. 
If the Government really w1shed for reform in 
tlmt direction, they shmild have swept the whole 
list ":way, and either they themselves, or through 
the Judges, should have compiled a new list of 
nutgistrates. _lie was not going to ~ay any rrwre 
now, but he could bring some other cases to slww 
that the one c"'se to which he h:v1 referred last 
session was not the only one in which the 
Colonial Secretary had failed to cm-ry out his 
promise of purging the n1agistracy of the colony. 

Mr. BALE said the hon. member for Stanlev, 
when moving the acloption of the Adclress in 
Heply, stated that some people had curves upon 
the brain in connection with milways, and he 
(Mr. Bale) thought some similar observation 
might be made in reference to the labour trade. 
The hon. member for Ji,fackay was always in­
structive and edifying, and he iiked to hear the 
h.on. gent!eman. speak, but he must take excep­
twn to Ius posmg as the working man's friend. 
He (Mr. Bale) objected to that for the reason 
that he represented a constituency containiniT "' 
population ten times largm~ than that represented 
by the hon. member. The hon. g-entleman 
called Queensland a white man's colony. There 
he agreed with him; he believed it should be a 
:white man's colony. He thought the sugar 
mdustry should be encouraged in every possible 
m:tnner, but not at the expense of the white man. 
He did not believe in kanakas, and he knew that 
the feeling of the constituency he had the honour 
to represent-which was one of the lar"est con­
stituencies in the colony-w"'s again~t black 
labour. Whether that class of labour was 
n:cessa:ry or not was not the question under 
d1s~usswn. He thought they should wait 
patiently to see what the Land Bill to be intro­
duced by the Goverilment would be, and they 
would then probably find that white men could 
grow sugar, and grow it profitably. without black 
labour. He did not want to cnish or discourao-e 
the_sugar industry; hiR object \Va~ to encourage 
the1r own c<.mntrymen. Speaking about cheap 
lrl.bour, he would ask why some hon. membere on 
theothersidewere so fearful in regar•1 to the policy 
of the Government in that respect? It was 
because they knew that the men who wrmld be 
introduced into the co!ony would be men of 
brains who would not be satisfied to work for 
12s. a week. After two or three years in the 
colony, some of those men might ITet to be 
JY!:inister for Works or Postmaster-Gen~ral ; they 
d1cl not know what they might be. What, he 
thought, the other side wanted in connection 
with the sugar industry was low, cheap labour­
som:thin&}hey ?ould keep down-kanakas and 
coohes. lie beheved they were all working men 
an cl that they ought to encourage their own race: 
he would not even go outside for Germans: 
Let them keep down as far as they could any 
attempt to introduce a coloured race, or he was 
satisfie<1 they would drive their own children out 
of the colony. 

Mr. BHOOKES said the junior member for 
Enoggera had anticipated-and he was very 
glad he had done so-some remarks he in­
tended to make. That was certainly an 
audacious statement which was made by 
the. hon .. member for l\Iackay twenty times 
durmg hiS speech, that the colony had not pro­
nounced a -distinct opinion ori the question 
of coloured bbour at the last election. K othing 
could be plainer, fmm Cooktown to the south of 
the colony, than that the condemn,tion of 

colonrcd labour was unanimous. About the 
time he went up north, in company with a 
friend-the present Attorney-General-he found 
wherever he went that the working men were 
distinctly against coloured labour. 'ne wanted 
now first to make a few brief remarks about the 
kanaka business. They h"'d done with coolies ; 
he did not think they would ever hear anything 
more about coolies. But they hac! the kanaka 
trade. \Vhat a lot of mi,;statements had been 
made about it ! Re did not wish to spe"'k 
unjustly about the hnn. member for Mackay, but 
what he had told them about kanak:t labour was 
a misstatement of matters most wonderful. 

Mr. STEYEXSOX: Let us have the mis­
statements. 

l\Ir. BHOOKES : I shall have to call you to 
order. · 

Mr. l\IOREHEAD : Xo, you won't; l\Ir. 
Speaker may. 

Mr. BHOOKES : He should have to call the 
attention of l\fr. Speaker to the hon. mem­
ber for Balonne, too, if he did not look out. 
The hon. member for Mackay had m·gued that 
th~ kanaka trade hung upon the regulations not 
b.emg enforced, as was the case with the regula­
twns uncler the Act of 18G8. There had been 
regulations ever since 18G8, but never until 
the advent of the present Government was 
t~ere ."'ny attempt made to put the regula­
tions m force. They saw what a disturbance 
had arisen because the Goverumene were trying 
to enforce the law. \Vhat w~ts the logical deduc­
tion which all the world would draw from those 
circumstances? \Vhy--and a very just deduc­
tion it would be-that the kanaka trade could 
not be re::,rulated. 'They might as well try to 
regulate bnl'glary or arson, or any other crin1iual 
offence. They might just us well oay that be­
C11use they could not make men honest they 
would regulate dishone,ty. The whole history 
of the kanaka trade, from the very beginning in 
lSGS, had just been what it had now been dis­
closed tu the :vorld to be. It bad never been any 
better than It was now. Those transactions 
which had recently been brought to light in the 
Supreme Court had been going on for twenty 
~·ears, and the people who took any interest in 
bringinf? those things to light were tabooed ; they 
were smd to have kanakas on the brain-to be 
humanitarians or philosophers. But the real 
facts had now come to light, a.nd those who 
knew anything about the kanaka trade would 
bear him out in this : that they could not 
have a kanaka trade if they wished to maintain 
the character of the colony as a Christian colony. 
They could not have that and the kanaka trade 
together. Then the question must be looked at 
from a still larger point of view. The question 
of federation was cropving up. Not only would 
they have the Pacific Islanders question to deal 
with themselves, but they would have to join 
with the other colonies, so as to have not only an 
Australian confederation, lmt an internatiomtl 
confederation, to protect the whole of the 
Pacific Islands. That was a view of the 
question which had probably not presented 
itself to many who thought they knew a 
good deal about it, and perhaps did in some 
respects. He was certain that the international 
protection of the Pacific lHlauders would have to 
come; and, as the greater included the less, they, 
as Queensland er", would h1we t<J give up the trade 
altogether. One startling statement of the hon. 
member for Mackay-and he wondered he had 
the boldness to make it-was, that if they des­
troyed the kanaka trade they would stmngle the 
sugar industry. On that he (!VIr. Brookes) inter­
jgcted "and a good job," for which he was very 
properly called to order by the Speaker. 'What 
he meant was, that if the sngarindustry denended 
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upon the kanaka trade it would be a good job to 
do away with the sugar industry. That was a 
plain issue. But it was not at all necessary to 
connect the two things. The sugar industry 
could be carried on without kanakas and without 
coolies, and without Chinamen. How was it to be 
done? That question was put point-blank by the 
hon. member for Mackay, and he (Mr. Brookes) 
said, "By Germans." 'The very best persons 
they could bring out from :Europe for their 
Northern coast and sugar lands were Genoons. 
They were sober, industrious, self-denying; they 
had been trained in their own country to habits 
of personal independence ; they possessed a 
strong individuality; they had lived compara­
tively free from the deteriorating influences of 
parsons, and noblemen, and country squires. 
\Vhen they came out here they would take any 
wages : hut they would not work for ever for 
other people's land, and that was what made 
them, in his opinion, the best colonists they 
could have. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : I am glad the hon. 
member has said that the Germans are the best 
colonists we can have. 

Mr. BROOKES said he was glad to have 
drawn such a warm expression of admiration 
for the Germans from the hon. member for 
Ba.lonnc. If it was for a moment insinuated 
that he was giving the preference to Germans 
over EnglishmP.n, Scotchmen, or Irishmen, he 
should pass it by as the idle wind, which troubled 
neither him nor the facts of the question at issue. 
He was talking about those millions of acres in 
the l'\ orth, some of which he had seen ; and what 
might be made of them. He was also thinking 
about them as they are ; and he knew that, 
cultivated as estates-for such was the proud 
name planters gave their possessions-they would 
never be of any value to the colony ; and they 
could not go on as they were. Touching the 
question of estates, he would read a short pas­
sage from an article that recently appeared in 
the Spectnto1· on the failure of the Oriental Bank. 
The difficulties of that bank were directly 
attributable to their having lent money to 
planters on estates. The words were the 
Spectator's, and he should make no remarks of 
his own applicable to the owners of Queensland 
estates. That paper said :-

"The owners of those estates are always wanting 
money. rrhey a.re, for the work to be done, the most 
impecunious class in the world, and for a very obvious 
reason. 1Vhen a planter has made money he goes home 
to spend it, leaving his successor, be he partner, agent, 
or attorney, to meet all requirmnents for wages, new 
machinery, and cultivation, in the best way he can~and 
that is by borrowing." 

The Oriental Bank lent money to those im­
pecunious planters, and found it a very bad busi­
ness. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Will you go on with the 
article, please? 

Mr. BIWOKES: No. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : I thought you would not. 

I have read it. · 
Mr. BROOKES said he w:1s glad the hon. 

member had read it, for it no doubt left him a 
wiser man than he was before. The only point 
he wanted to bring out was the instability of 
those large sugar ·estates, and he believed there 
were gentlemen in the House who would live to 
see every estate in the colony cut up and culti· 
vated by Europeans; and that would be found to 
be the only way in which sugar could be grown as 
an industry. It was not an industry now; it 
was only an experiment. They were told that 
:five millions had been invested in it. Supposing 
such was the case, he made bold to say th:1t all 
the sugar that had ever been raised in Queens­
land had not paid for its raising-it had been a 

losing affair ever since it was begun. Listening 
to the hon. member for Mackay, one would think 
the North was all sugar. The hon. member had 
nothing in his eye but those impecunious planters, 
from the result of whose borrowing and mortgaging 
arose the cry for cheap labour. Again he was 
obliged to call attention to the unfair way in 
which the hon. member spoke with reference 
to immigration. The hon. member spoke 
of a low class of white labour coming out 
to the colony. That must only have been 
said for party purposes, because there was no 
question that whoever indented those Germans, 
or whoever indented anybody, would be obliged 
to give such wages as would most certainly secure 
the work to be done when they came out. He 
did not believe the law would recognise indents 
made in Germany or elsewhere, asking the men 
to come out for 2~. Gel. a week, which the 
kanakas were working for. The margin between 
that sum and the amount the law would recog­
nise might not be a large one, but it was certain 
that the Germans would not work long for other 
people unless fairly paid. Let the planters 
take that and make the most of it. Neither 
Englishmen, Scotchmen, nor Germans would 
work for any planters all their lives, as an English 
agricultural labourer would do in the old country. 
People did not come out from Europe or the 
United Kingdom to be agricultural labourers all 
their lives. \Vhat the hon. member wanted was 
a stereotyped class of agricultural labourers, 
but such a class was utterly opposed to 
our institutions. The glory of these colonies 
was that they offered, or should offer, an open­
ing, as the last ppeaker said, for a man to come 
out with hay bands round his kgs and nothing 
in his pocket, and become Postmaster-General, 
just as the French soldier was always supposed 
to carry a marshal's baton in his knapsack. And 
yet those wretched planters, through their mouth­
piece, the hon. member for JYiackay, were always 
endeavouring to bolster up a system which 
would pull this colony down to the ground. 
The hon. membe~ haci spoken of the injustice 
of not allowing kanakas to be employed in mills. 
When he (Mr. Brookes) was in Bundaberg last 
year he found kanakas working in mills, and 
found the townspeople complaining. There 
were plenty of boys about Bundaberg who could 
do such work as he saw being done by kanakas in­
side the mills. It was the old story ; the Labour 
question, no matter what way it was put by 
the hon. member for Mackay, always turned 
to the same thing-that the planters must swim 
if every body else had to sink ; that the sugar 
industry was the greatest industry in the world; 
and that, if the planters were let alone, they 
could m>~ke the whole north of Queensland one 
great slave State. He intended to prevent that 
picture from ever being realised, and he 
considered that the Government des€rved 
infinite praise for the able manner in which 
they had tackled the Kanaka question. They 
would never regulate the kanaka labour at all, 
and the planters would have to make up their 
minds to abandon that labour. \Vherever else 
they got their labour, they might as well make 
up their minds that they would not work their 
plantations by kanakas. He wished it to be 
understood that those who, like himself, opposed 
the system, did not oppose it because they 
disliked the planters. They had as much 
right to get a living as anybody else, but they 
must get it in conformity with the spirit of the 
institutions of the colony and the instincts of the 
people. Why should they be allowed a prefer· 
ence? If anybody were to attempt to erect a 
great fellmongering establishment iri the middle 
of Queen-street, the law of nuisances would pre­
vent it; and a higher law than the law of 
nuisances stamped the planters, .in their attempt 
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to get that labour, with a brand that was indel­
ible. Their attempts to get coloured labour must 
meet with the disapproval of everybody who 
wished well to Queensland. The hon. member 
for Mackay seemed to think he knew all about 
the working mau, and about everything else ; he 
was equal to all the prophets, including the minor 
ones. He did not tell them what he foresaid, and 
he (Mr. Brookes) was glad he did~not. 'fhey 
would all shrink with fear if the hon. member 
could only describe as he saw the future, the 
terrible state of anarchy and confusion which 
the Government was creating North and South. 
North and South -ominous terms! They would 
never have had the significance they now 
possessed had it not been for slavery ; and 
the present system of coloured labour was 
simply slavery, even when veiled with such a 
gloss as the hon. member for Mackay so well 
knew how to put over such things. The hon. 
member talked about wages. Could he point to 
auy place in the world wheresugarwascultivated, 
where wages were not insufferablJ low? He would 
ask members of the House to look at the commerce 
of the colony-the bales and cases of English 
merchandise daily landed on the wharves, the 
silk, woollen, and cotton goods-all the appliances 
of chilisation and comforts of modern life-and 
ask themselves if all those would come ifthe hon. 
member for Maclmy had his way. Where would 
the money come from to buy all that? 'Vhere 
would the working man be? He would be simply 
effaced. It was perfectly true he would not stand 
and hce the low wages in competition with _ 
coloured labor; he would go elsewhP-re. But he 
(Mr. Brookes), and those who thought with him, 
were determined that the working man was 
not going elsewhere, and that the hon. mem­
ber for Mackay >vas not going to have his 
way. He had to ask pardon for having taken 
up so much time; he would not have spoken 
at all only it seemed to him that unless 
the hon. member for Mackay were replied to 
in some sort of fashion his sophistries might 
delude somebody, because the hon. member spoke 
with such oraeularness that it seemed as if he 
knew the thing from top to bottom-had sounded 
its depth, ascertained its height, and compassecl 
its breadth-and as if, after he had spoken, 
nothing more could be said. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : And nothing has been 
saiCl. ,. 

Mr. STEVENSON said it seemed as if all the 
members on the other side were gagged, and that 
even IYiinisters were gagged. Not even common 
courtesy had been shown to hlm. melnbers on 
his side of the House, who made speeches worth 
listening to, not like the drivelling idiotic 
speeches that came from the other side of the 
House. The last member who spoke said he 
would not have got up only he thought that 
something which fell from the hon. memLer for 
Mackay might have deluded somebody. Nothing 
that fell from that hon. member who spoke 
last was likely to delude anybody. He should 
treat his speech with the contempt with which 
it ought to be treated. That hon. member 
said that the hon. member for Mackay had 
made misstatements; but he never showed 
that a single one had been made, and he 
could not do it. Referring to the speech 
as delivered by his Excellency the Governor, 
he would commence with the second paragraph. 
He presumed that the Attorney-General had 
no hand in the composition of that Speech, or 
else he would have taken care that, being loyal 
subjects, and supposed to treat with respect the 
speech from the representative of Her Majesty-­
he would have taken care that they should not 
have entered a protest against the great King 

·of Kings. The wording of the second paragraph 
l.884-o · 

was simply a protest against their Creator, by 
saying that the death of the Duke of Albany 
was untimely. He wondered what reason they 
had to protest against the death of the Duke of 
Albany in any way whatever. It was no subject 
for them to comment upon or protest against. 
It was in keeping with a good deal of the rest of 
the Speech. The hon. member for Mackay had 
taken up a special line with regard to the Speech, 
and he should take up a special line because he 
was particularly connected with one department, 
and that was in reference to the administration 
of the Lands Department. He should refer to 
some other matters before he came to that; there 
was one paragraph as followed :-

" l\Iy Government, in conjunction with -the Govern­
ments of the other colonies, have urged Her Majesty's 
Govermnent to make renewed protests against the pro~ 
posed deportation of relapsed criminals to the 
French possessions in the Pacific, In anticipation, how .. 
ever, of any emergency that may arise, you will be 
invited to consider a measure having for its object to 
effectually prevent the landing upon our shores of 
criminals who may escape or be discharged from any 
penal settle1nents in the neighbourhood ot' Australia." 
That was very well debated and very well put by 
the hon. member for Townsville, and he (Mr. 
Stevenson) would simply say, with reference to 
a remark that fell from the leader of the Opposi­
tion yesterday, that he thought the leader of the 
Government had put himself into a very good 
position over that matter, considering the action 
he had taken since he became leader of the 
Government. Reference had been made to the 
action of the Government, in appointing a certain 
person a justice of the peace who had fifteen police 
court cases recorded against him. That gentleman 
had since resigned, and they knew perfectly well 
that it was through the action of the Premier 
that he did so. Another gentleman had since 
resigned, who was, as hon. members of the House 
perfectly well knew, a convict. He thought 
that if the hon. the Premier was going to put 
himself in a proper position he ought to undo 
another act which he had done since he came 
into power, and remove a stain from the fair 
name of the colony which ought never to have 
been put upon it. Another matter he should 
refer to was the appointment of the Agent­
General-or, rather,. the removal of the old one. 
They knew perfectly well that when the new 
CJ.overnment came into office they appointed Mr. 
Hemmant_:_the gentleman who was the means of 
bringing certain charges against the late Govern­
ment, especially against the leader of the late 
Government (Sir Thomas Mcllwraith) in regard 
to the steel rails business-as Acting Agent­
General. Considering that he was the gentle­
man who brought those charges, if the Premier 
had wanted to find out if there was any­
thing wrong in the management of the 
Agent-General's department he ought to have 
appointed an independent man to go and find 
out what was wrong and what was right ; but 
instead of that he appointed the very man who 
would be likely, if possible, to substantiate the 
charges which he had made against the late 
Government. What did. they find ? Instead of 
Mr. Hemmant being able to substantiate the 
charges he had induced the Premier to bring for­
ward against the late Premier, he sent out the most 
favourable report he possibly could. Mr. Archer 
was given three months' leave of absence until 
Mr. Hemmant could see if he pould find out 

·anything which could be at all detrimental 
to the late Government ; but, instead of 
finding out anything, he sent out a report 
very favourable indeed, complimenting the 

·Agent-General and the department' generally. 
Instead of the Premier admitting that he was 
wrong, as he ought to have clone long before, as he 
knew that he had made false charges against the 
Premier, and t~Jdmitted once in the House that 
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they were false charges, yet he never apologised 
for having made them-he tried to justify his 
conduct. \Vhen Mr. Hemmant sent out that 
report he ought to have apologised to Mr. Archer, 
and replaced him ; but what did he do? He 
told them last session that his reason for giving 
111r. Archer three months' leave of absence was 
that, although he believed him to be an upright, 
straightforward man, he was not in sympathy with 
the Government. They could quite understand 
that ; but after the report of Mr. Hemmant he 
ought to have reinstated Mr. Archer instead of, as 
he called it, recalling him. The Premier had sent 
home to that office a man who was no more 
to be compared with Mr. Archer in abilitv, 
energy, or in any other way, than-well he could 
not say what, but he would simply say there 
was no comparison between them. One of them 
was an able man ; a thoroughly straightforward, 
upright man ; an independent man, and one who 
had been colourless in politics in the colony ; a 
man who had put that office in such a state 
that it never was in before. He looked upon 
:Mr. Garrick as a very good man in his place ; 
he was a good-natured, lazy, indolent booby, 
thoroughly unfit for the office, but a man he 
could call his friend at any time. He might, 
as the hon. member for Townsville said, if he 
liked, do some good ; but they knew he was a 
lazy man, and what they called in Scotland a 
"booby." He did not think he had any 
ability at all, and it was fortunate for the 
office at home, and for the Government of the 
colony, that they had an Under Secretary who 
would prevent Mr. Garrick doing any harm. 
Were it not that the Secretary to the Agent­
General in London was such an able and inde­
pendent man, and so thoroughly fitted to manage 
the office, it might be a very sad thing for the 
colony that ]\{r. Garrick had been appointed to 
replace Mr. Archer. The next paragraph referred 
to the subject of immigration, and a good deal 
had been •aid upon that subject that night. 
Things had been put that night in such a way, 
that the hon. Premier and those behind him 
would not be able to shuffle out of it any longer. 
They were clearly now to understand that they 
were to introduce into the colony, not their own 
countr:nnen, but foreign servile Euro1 ,eans. 
\V ell, if the pre•ent Government remainecl in 
power for long, and adopted the tactics they had 
adopted since they entered office, there would not 
be very much use even for that class of immi­
grants. The Premier and the ~Iinister for Lands 
would not only hunt bbonr out iJf the colony, but 
they would hunt cat•ital out of the colon}~ also, 
which encouraged labour, and without which they 
would require no labour, and they could have 
no labour. It had been jJretty clearly shown 
that the Premier had done all he could to injure 
the sugar industry. That was proved by the 
hon. member for l'.fackay that evening. And 
the present Minister for Lands was doing all he 
could to injure the pastoral industry, and had 
done more in that direction than any man who 
had held the office before. That, he (Mr. 
Stevenson) could easily prove, and he was quite 
satisfied of it in his own mind. He would, 
however, be able to show that better when he 
came to .the paragraph referring specially to the 
J,and B1ll, but he merely pomted out now that 
there would be no necessity for any immigration 
at all soon, if ·the tactics adopted hy the present 
Ministry were indulged in much longer. The 
next paragraph referred to the Pacific Island 
labour trade, and the Premier seemed to have 
changed his mind lately on that subject. He 
remembered during last session a State paper 
was laid on the table of that House, in which it 
appeared that the Premier did not agree with 
the Governor in that respect. The Premier 
~aid then that he did not believe in the abuses 

reported to have occurred in that trade. He 
remembered that, in the despatch which the 
Govemor sent home to Lord Derby, he said he 
was sorry he could not agree with the Colonial 
Secretary of the colony in that matter, as he 
believed abuses had occurred. Now they found 
the Premier admitted that abuses had occurred. 
It was admitted in the Speech, though he 
noticed the Speech read, not "l'.Iy Government 
regret so and so," hut "I regret so and so," 
as if the Governor and the Premier were not 
yet in accord upon that subject. The Pre­
mier, however, in his speech bst night, turned 
round and said abuses had occurred. Per­
haps the Governor had convinced him while 
they were so nnwh together up north lately. 
He (l\lr. Stevenson) admitted that abuses had 
occurred, but the right means had not been 
taken to prevent them. Instead of sending 
men as Government Agents mch "'' had 
been described by the hon. member for 
Mackay that night-men who were a disgrace 
to the colony before they were sent there 
and had stood their trial here--they should have 
sent the very best men they could find. That 
would have been better than to regret 
what had taken place, and say steps had 
heen taken, etc. vVhat steps had been taken ? 
The Government had appointed men quite 
unfit for the work. He did not know whether 
11fr. de Latour was alive or dead at that moment, 
but he thought hewasentirelyunfitfor the position 
he held. He had known him perfectly well, and 
he said that no dependence could be placed upon 
him. It was a strange thing that, if those abuses 
were re~] instead of imaginary, some of the 
offenders were not brought to justice. Some of 
them were brought up, but why was not justice 
carried out to its proper end~ How did the 
Attorney-General appear when those men were 
brought to justice? He made a miserable failure 
of the whole thing and the men were discharged, 
and had it not been for the miserable mull 
and mess the Attorney-General made over that 
case-notwithstanding the assistance he got and 
for which the taxpayers had to pay heavily­
those men would have been brought to jrmtice 
for what they did. But it wa" not to be 
so, and the Attorney-General, with all the help 
he got, made a most miserable failure of the 
whole thing. And after all that, was it not 
disgraceful to find that the Premier would 
not throw the blame on his own colleague, 
but went back on the judg-e and sl>id it 
waH because he had summed up wrongly that 
the jury brought in the verdict they did 1 The 
hon. Premier was worse than the lYiini;,ter for 
\Vorks last year, when he said the judges would 
do this and that and the other thing ; and it was 
really disgraceful for the Premier to make the 
remarks upon that judge which he made in 
the House last night. He (Mr. Stevenson) had 
no diffidence in referring to those matters. 
The Premier had twitted the leader of the 
Opposition yesterday for making no charges 
against the Government. He would see if he 
could not get someone on the other side to get 
up and reply to the charges made against them. 
The next paragraph in the Speech was that re­
ferring to the appointment of a new JY1inister, 
and he thought it "honld be taken in connection 
with one further on referring· to patenting in­
ventions, as it was simply patenting an in­
vention for the use of the "fifth wheel." 
The next paragraph he should 1·efer to was that 
relating to tho-

u Regular fortnightly coastal mail eervice to the port 
on the Gulf o! Carpentaria. '' 
The hon. the Premier yesterday took great 
credit to himself in connection with that. He 
(Mr. Stevenson) gave him due credit for it; but, 
at the same time, he had been for a long time 
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connected with the Gulf country and could say 
that no notice whatever was taken of any postal 
service to that part of the colony until the 
present leader of the Opposition was made 
Postmaster-General, and to him that service 
was due_ That hon. gentleman did very well in 
the first place by establishing a monthly ;ser­
vice, when he saw it was desirable, and now it 
was further desirable to have a fortnightly ser­
vice; but he (Mr. t:ltevenson) thought it was 
rather too much of a good thing for the Premier 
or any of his colleagues to take credit for that 
service. He now came to the paragraph dealing 
with the Land Bill, and he really did not know 
wlmt to say about it. They knew very little 
about what it was going to be. They had heard 
all sorts of stories about it ; they found one 
~Iinister going north, another west, and anothAr 
further south, fishing about to find out what 
public opinion was with regard to the question. 
They had not only had that, but a kind 
of draft Bill had been sent down to the Govern­
ments of all the other colonies-to New South 
\Vales. The hon. the Premier looked at him as 
if he was saying something not true. 

The PREMIER: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. STEVE::\'SON: He could prove that a 

draft Bill had been sent to several of the Gov­
ernments down south to get their opinions as to 
what would be likely to suit. The fact was that 
~Iinisters had gone in all directions to find out 
what would be likely to suit the people of the 
colony ; and now he believed the Minister for 
Lands knew no more about the Bill than 
the water-bottle on the table before them. 
That morning's Cou1·ier gave another version 
of what the Bill was to be-that, in fact, the 
principle of it was to be done awa\' with 
altogether. " 

Mr. MOREHEAD: In deference to his col­
leagues. 

Mr. STEVENSON : In deference to his 
colleagues. He should like to ask the Minister 
for Lands, what was the use of passing any 
Land Bill at all in the face of his action in the 
administr:ttion of the Lands Department since 
he had been in office? Had he not ignored the 
Land Act at ]Jresent in force, which was framed 
by a much abler man than the hon. gentleman 
was or would ever be ? \Vhat had he done? He 
had ignored IHit only the freehold right under 
the Act, but he had actually ignored the lease-
hold right. · 

The MI::\'ISTER }'OR WORKS: Ho\\' do 
you know? 

Mr. STEVEXSON: He knew a great deal 
better than the hon. gentleman did or ever would 
know. The Minister for Lands, when he entered 
office, not only repudiated contracts which had 
been approved by the lateGovernme11t, and which 
were according· to law, but he repudiated the 
pre-emptive right altogether. He had ignored 
all. applicat!ons for rre-emptives since, except­
hemg consiStent With what the Minister for 
Works said to his constituents on the Darling 
Downs-they had been good to their friends. 
In some instances the right had been recognised 
but as a rule it had been repudiated ever sine~ 
the hon. gentleman had been in office. He (Mr. 
Stevenson) should like hon. members to know 
what the effect of that had been on the colony. 
It had been this : that hundreds of thousands 
of pounds that would have been invested in 
pastoral properties in Queensland had gone to 
the other colonies. Queensland was now looked 
upon in the same way that Victoria was durina 
the time of the Berry Ministry. He remem~ 
bered recently asking a gentleman who came 
here from Victoria, and had purchased stations 
out west at very high prices, what was the 
opinion of Queensland in Victoria now, and he 

said:-" It is this: You are in the same posi­
tion now that Victoria was in during the 
time of the Berry Mini•try. During that 
time the only idea Victorians had was to get 
their capital out of Victorian freeholds and 
invest it in Queensland leaseholds. Now the 
idea is to get capital back out of Queensland 
and invest it in Victorian freeholds." He (Mr. 
Stevenson) could prove by documentary evidence 
that money that would have been invested in 
pastoral properties in Queensland had been 
diverted away from it altogether through the 
action of the :Minister for Lands. If the hon. 
gentleman thought he was doing good to the 
working men or any other class in the colony, 
he was very much mistaken. He had 
done a great deal of harm to the pastoral 
industry and to the very men who had 
made his fortune. He had robbed them as far 
as he could, or tried to do so, but he (Mr. 
Stevenson) did not think the law courts would 
ever sanction the action he had taken. The hon. 
gentleman had done his best to rob the very 
men to whom he sold his pre-emptive right. 
Why, he made it one of the very greatest induce­
ments for them to purchase his property, that 
they would have the pre-emptive right to take 
hold of as some security. The drought had 
taught them them that stock might die, and the 
action of the Minister for Lands had shown 
there was no security at all under any L:tnd Bill 
that might be passed. There could be no 
indefeasible lease. The Minister for Lands had 
taught them that, because if a freehold right 
was no good how could a leasehold right be any 
good? There was, therefore, no security for those 
men who had invested money in the colony, or 
the financial institutions that had lent them 
money to invest in it, since the Minister for 
Lands had repudiated the pre-emr1tive right. 
He knew one instance where a gentleman came 
to the colony prepared to invest £50,000 in 
station properties, but after descriptions of 
several stations had been sent to him, 
he said that since he had read several of 
the speeches made in the House last session, 
he had made up his mind not to invest 
a sing]~ penny in Queensland on account of 
the uncertainty of the land laws. The hon. 
gentleman had done more harm to the colony 
than the drought. He made people in other 
colonies lose confidence in Queensland, so much 
so that it would take a long time to regain that 
confidence. Gentlemen in the North knew that 
they must expect droughts now and then, but 
droughts combined with a policy of repudiation 
was more than they could put up with. He 
had already pointed out that the hon. gentle­
man ma.de his money by the very men he 
was now robbing. He sold his land, which he 
had no business ever to hold as far as 
legitimate working was concerned; and now he 
came into office and repudiated the whole trans­
action, not only personally, but also as a 
Minister of the Crown. He would now refer to 
the leasehold right. A report by Mr. Morisset 
on the lands in the Cook district was laid on the 
table yesterday, and that report should have 
been printold and handed round to hon. members. 
It had been in the hands of the Mini•ter for 
Lands for five or six week•, and he intended to 
allude to the action of that hon, gentleman in regard 
to the report. He knew well the hardships 
experienced by the pioneers of the colony-he 
considered himself one of their number-and he 
knew what it wns to take up and stock country 
during a drought. Several gentlemen in the Cook 
district to his knowledge bought stock, took them 
out to that country, never applied for the lands 
until the stock was there, kept the country fully 
stocked for the last two or three years, and now 
on a report, the nature of which hon. members 
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did not know, the Minister for Lands in the 
most indiscriminate manner sent a circular 
giving notice to those gentlemen that their runs 
were forfeited. Not onl¥ that, but those gentle· 

,men who had taken the1r lives in their hands, 
endured all the hardships connected with open­
ing up the resources of the colony, and spent 
thousands of pounds in improvements, were 
actually told that they had acquired the 
country by misrepresentation. What kind 
of a man was the Minister for Lands, to 
hunt capital out of the colony like that? No 
one but a born fool could act in that way. 
He knew the hon. gentleman regretted his posi­
tion ; but into what position did he put the 
people he accused of misrepresentation? He 
would give an instance. There was a gentle­
man in Melbourne, who never was a squatter in 
Queensland himself, but who had given between 
£30,000 and £40,000 to three of his sons to enable 
them to settle in the colony. He was now 
over severity years of age, and wished to 
have his sons settled somewhere before he 
ilied. The third son decided to settle in the 
Cook district. He bo·~ght 1,500 female cattle 
from the Mitchell' district, had them travelled 
to the Cook district, where he stocked his 
country ; the Commissioner agreed to the whole 
thing ; the gentleman got his license, and after 
he had been in possession for two years and had 
spent between £4,000 and £5,000 on cattle, and 
between £4,000arid £5,000 on the country, he g"t 
notice that his run was forfeited, and that the 
land had' been acquired by misrepresentation. 
Those were facts which could not be denied, and 
the Minister for Lands knew it. What, therefore, 
was the good of passing a further Land Bill ? 
As had been pointed out by the hon. meinber 
for 'Mackay, 'there were only a few leases 
to run, and they would not fall in for 
nineteen or twenty years; and what· was 
the jlse of passing a Bill to deal with 
leases that would not fall in till the year 1~00. 
They must be hard pushed for something to do 
if they meant to pass a Bill to deal with some­
thing that would not take place till the year 
1900. 0£ the Bill itself they knew nothing, with 
the exception Of what had appeared in the news· 
papers; but the Minister for \Vorks had made it 
a sine qua non that if so-and-so were going to be 
given in the way of railways the Land Bill 
woulq have to be passed. But he hoped hon. 
members opposite would not be gulled so 
easily ; he hoped they would consider the 
Land Bill on its merits quite irresvective 
Of any railways that might be held out as 
a bribe to inc\uce them to pass that Bill. 
He would like to say a little more with re~m·d 
to the administration of the land. He noticed 
that, although the Minister for Lands wished to 
deprive the pastoral lessees of their pre-emptive 
right, he did not do the same thing with regard 
to Crown land. He (Mr. Stevenson) had heard 
of ·a case iri which the hon. gentleman not only 
did 'not wish to carry out hig policy of the right 
to pre-empt without having the advantage of a 
freehold, but actually made· concessions which 
were injurious to the' taxpayers of the colony, 
and that to one of his supporters. Such a case was 
never heard of in that House before, and he' hoped 
never would be again. It had been clearlypoihted 
out in the public prints already,. and' tj:le hon. 
gentleman had got hig organ or the organ of 
the Premier to try to let him do'l)'n as easily as 
possible ; but that-wame organ admitted that he 
was wrong and had been '' had." But then the 
Telegraph's account was entirely in contradiction 
to Mr. Higson's report, and between the two 
of them the Minister for Lands had got into a 
pretty muddle. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: But Higso;m has got the 
l<J.nd. · · 

Mr. STEVENSON : It had been clearly 
vointed ·out that in Clermont the taxpttyers 
of the colony suffered considerably. The 
Minister for Lands, instead of having the 
land put up in the ordinary way, tele­
graphed to the agent or auctioneer at Clermont 
that Higson's improvef!1ents were to .be per­
mitted. Hicrson >tccordmgly put on Jus land 
what impr~vements he liked, and simply 
debarred other people from bidding. The allot· 
inent consequently brought something like five 
or six times less than it ought to have brought, 
and which another allotment, not nearly so 
valuable did bring. He thought there ought to be 
some explanation from the Minister for Lands 
about that ; and he hoped the hon. gentleman 
would get up, if only to show them what some 
of tl'l~ Ministers, besides the Premier, had to 
say. · , 

The MINISTER :FOR WORKS : There 1s 
nothing to answer. 

Mr. STEVENSON : Perhaps they would get 
something to answer by-and-by. 'rhere was 
another subject he would like to refer to. There 
was ·a matter in connection with Mr. P. F. 
Macdonald's case which had taken place during 
the reces~. It was a most ·extraordinary thinp 
that during that time a large sum of mon~y 
should have been paid over to that gentleman, m 
the face of what had previously taken place in 
that House. If there was any hurry about it­
if there was any necessity for the immedi~te 
payment of the money, why did !lot the Prem1~r 
put it in the Estimates last sesswn, and have 1t 
discussed and passed as it ought to have b~en 
before it was paid? Now, he would g1ve 
hon. members some little information about 
the case, because, perhaps, it might do them 
good. · As most of them knew, the case arose 
through some block• of country havin~ been 
taken away from Mr. Macdonald whiCh he 
claimed belonged to him. It was pretty well 
admitted that he ought to have had them. :ijow­
ever. the Government of the day decided that 
they did not belong to him, and they were gi.ven 
to his next neighbour, Mr. Richa,rds, of Spnng· 
sure. Mr. Macdonald took the case to the 
Supreme Court. The jury knew nothing what· 
ever of the circumstances. There was not a 
single squatter amongst them except one, and it 
was almost admitted that he knew nothing about 
the case. At all events, Mr. Macdonald was 
criven a verdict, but at the time it was sup· 
llOSed to be so absurd and so monstrous that the 
Government of the day would not recognise it. 
The matter was afterwards brought lJefore the 
House. Then the Premier offered to settle the 
matter by "ivingMr. Macdonald a sum which he 
(Mr. Stev~nson) considered far above what he 
oucrht to have got. The matter was referred to a 
sel~ct committee, which consisted of Mr. T. B. 
Stephens, who was at that time a member of 
the Liberal Government; Mr. l!'itzgerald, a very 
moderate man ; Mr. Miles, the pre"ent Minister 
for Works; Mr. Buzacott; Mr. Stewart, who 
had been a member of a Liberal Government 
since then; and Mr. C. J. Grahain, who was the 
member for Clermont, and was the chairman of 
the committee. The case was thoroughly 
discussed and considered by the committee ; anq, 
after a great deal of trouble in getting Mr. 
Stephens to agree to the decision, they "warded 
Mr. Macdonald £61000, But Mr. Macdona!d 
would not accept 1t. The matter was agam 
brou,ht before the House by the present Premier, 
or by his then chief; but it was not passed. 
NO\y, without any parliamentary autho_rity, the 
Premier had paid to Mr. Macdonald w1thm the 
last few weeks a sum of £21,000, besides £2,000 
which had been paid to him beforehand by way 
of legal expenses; and he (Mr. Stev()mon) had 
no doubt the hon. gentlem:;~n poc;keted a good 
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deal of that himself. Thus, after a select com­
rr1ittee composed of Liberal members, including 
the present Minister for Works, had agreed that 
£6,000 should be given, it was ridiculous at this 
time of day, especially with the Minister£ or Lands 
as a member of the Government, he knowing 
the value of the country-that such a sum of 
money should have been paid. Even since it 
was paid, the Minister of Lands and another 
had bought that land and also the freehold 
of 13,000 or 14,000 acres at very little over 
what Mr. Macdonald paid for two blocks of 
country. That showed that there was more 
in this matter than appeared on the surface. 
He pointed out this more for the information 
of hon. gentlemen, that not only had the whole 
of the leasehold of that run been sold, but 
between thirteen and fourteen thousand acres 
of freehold, besides the whole of the stack, 
consisting of something like 16,000 sheep, 3,500 
cattle, and 100 horses, had been handed over to 
the hon. gentleman's brother and his partners, 
whoever they might be, for a . sum very 
little in excess of the amount which had been 
paid to Mr P. F. Macdonald. within the last 
few weeks. He said that that ought not to 
have taken place without the consent of Parlia­
ment, and that the amount should have been 
placed on the Estimates of last session and been 
fully discussed. Now, he hoped that hon. gentle­
men on the other side of the House had got 
something to answer. That was all he would 
say about the Land Bill until he saw it, but he 
did think it was a ridiculous waste of time to 
bring in and pass a Land Bill in that House, when 
the Acts already in existence were being repudi­
ated in the way they were being by the present 
Government. The next paragraph was one which 
was not at all in accordance with facts, as 
had been pointed out to the House already. 
He referred to the statement made with 
regard to the long drought. He was very 
~orry to say that that paragraph was calculated 
to mislead, and he was very sorry, for the sake 
of the sufferers, to say that away out west the 
drought had not broken up at all. He felt 
bound to say that, because it was most 
decidedly misleading for the Premier to put a 
paragraph like that into the Governor's Speech. 
He thought that everything should be clone in a 
straightforward manner, and that the people of 
the colony should not be misled by such mis­
statements. The next paragraph was a very 
vague one, and he wanted to know why the 
Minister for 'Vorks should refer to one particular 
line of railway, and omit all mention of any 
others. They were told that provision was to be 
made for the construction of a line of railway 
between Cloncurry and the Gulf of Carpentaria. 
Well, personally, he was very pleased to hear 
that, but it was a very vague and indefinite way 
of speaking of things. Perhaps the hon. gentle­
ma)l would favour the House with some infor­
mation as to where that line was going-where, 
in fact, the port was to be. The hon. gentleman 
should be more specific in regard to such an 
important matter, and give the House more defi­
nite information. Well, the hon. gentleman was 
going to give the House an extensive raihvay 
policy, and he was a)so going te bring forward 
a loan of £6,000,000. He (Mr. Stevenso'n) 
would like to know from the hon. gentleman 
where .he hatched that idea. 'Vas it at the 
Killarney banquet, where the hon. member for 
Stanley told him that the children of the future 
would pray for him, and ever be invoking 
blessings upon such a good old man? How did 
the hon. gentleman arrive at that £6,000,000 
idea? He (Mr. Stevenson) could tell the House. 
He had first got news of the floating of the 
£3,000,000 loan, for which £9,000,000 was sub­
scribed, and he thought he might as well go in 

for the difference and scoop the pool. He thought 
that, as £9,000,000 had beim st)b,'!cribect; he 
might as well go in for the lot ; but it 
never occurred to him that if he had asked 
for £9,000,000 he wou1d not. have got a single 
penny. Why did not the hon. gentleman act 
straightforwardly? He could do so, and did do 
so, as a rule, ana he (Mr. Stevenson) hoped he 
would keep his colleagues straight as .well. He 
had only one more .subject tn refer to, and .he 
would not have mentioned it had it riot been for 
a little piece of by-play which he. noticed when 
the hon. member for Mackay (Mr. Black) was 
speaking. That hon. member referred to the 
Divisional Boards Act, and the increased endow­
ment to be given to them, and he (Mr. Stevenson) 
did not know what it was that the Minister for 
Works interjected, but it was ·something to this 
effect, "You have not got it, or you will riever 
see it." Directly he had said that the Premier 
moved from his seat at the table, went back to his 
own seat, and put the curb on.tl}e hon .. gentleman. 
He {Mr. Stevenson) believed that the. Minister 
for Works was not sincere in that matter. He 
knew that he did not believe in the Divisional 
Boards Act, and he had not the slightest idea of 
doubling the endowment. The Premier saw 
that the Minister for Works was likely to put 
his foot in it, and he went and told him not to 
say a word more ; and the Minister for Works, 
like a good l;>oy, obeyed that order. If the lion. 
gentleman did not believe in the Divisional 
Boar<is he should have put hi& foot clown before 
the Speech was read, and told , the Prep1ier 
that he would not consent to such a propoml. 
l,[e (Mr. Steverison) hoped that, after all 
the speeches which had been made from 
the Opposition si<de of the House, they woriid get 
some explanation from Ministers oh the other 
side. They had clone all they could to get 
members on the other side to speak, and he 
thought it would be weli-not only for the 
information of members, bnt for the information 
of the people of the colony-that they should 
have some explanation, even if it only came 
from that mild and tender nature, the Treasurer. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) said : ln reference to the matter alluded 
to by the hon. member for Mackay, or rather 
vaguely hinted at by him, and afterwards entered 
upon more distinctly by the last member who 
spoke, I thirik it due to myself and the House 
that I should give what information J can upon 
the subject. Shortly after I c!J,me into office, 
the junior member for Rockhampton, Mr. 
Higson, came to me and asked for certain lands 
near Clermont to be offered at auction. To this 
I agreed, but !tfterwards, Qn inquiring at the rail­
way offices, I ascertained that the land would 
very likely be required for railway purposes, 
and, consequently, it was riot offered at auction. 
About two moriths elapsed before the land was 
examined by the railway authorities. to find out 
whether it was wanted or not. . At th!J. erid. of 
that. period the railway authorities qoncljlded that 
the land on the opposite side of the line would 
suit them best. In the meantime, Mr., Higsou, 
or his agent or partner, or it mif?ht be himself­
! do not know who it was-carrred on some busi­
ness either as a storekeeper or hotelkeeper down 
the line while the railway was in course of con­
struction, and (lrected a kitchen upon one of the 
allotments. Mr. Higson asked me whether I 
woulQ. protect those improvements. I inquired 
whether it was the usual practice of the office to 
pretect improvements of that kind, and was told 
that it was; consequently I instructed the Under 
Secretary to protect the improvements. I was, 
however, astonished to find afterwards that these 
improvements were going on all the time, and 
that there was not only a kitchen but there was 
also a public-house on the allotment. I freely 
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admit that I was entirely wrong in my action, 
inasmuch as I should have had the improvements 
on the place inspected at the time when Mr. 
Higson asked me to protect them. If I had had 
the experience then I have now, I would have 
inspected them. He certainly got the better 
of me. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : He votes on your side. 
The MINISTER FOrt LANDS : The hon. 

member may be influenced in that way. I have 
no doubt he is. To my knowledge he has used 
his power in many instances to effect purposes of 
that kind. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Name them. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I happen to 

know of instances. I suppose you judge me by 
yourself in matters of this kind. I have no 
doubt that by my action in this matter the 
Treasury has suffered to the extent of £1l0, 
or perhaps £100 odd; I do not think it is 
likely that it has suffered more than that. 
There is no difference between the allotment 
in question and others which have been sold, 
with the exception that a road runs on two 
•ides of it. The adjoining allotment was sold 
for £70. On the day of the sale I received a 
telegram asking me to protect the buildings on 
another allotment, and I immediately wired an 
urgent reply to the auctioneer to protect those 
improvements also, but the telegram did not 
reach its destination until the sale was com­
pleted. Of course, as before stated, that I made 
a great mistake in the matter I freely admit, 
but it is a mistake I should not make again in 
any case. Then there is this important question 
alluded to by the last speaker, in the matter of 
the Cook runs. I have a very different version 
to give to what the hon. gentleman has given the 
House, and he must have known perfectly well 
that the version he gave was >tbsolutely f>tlse. 

Mr. STEVENSON : I rise to a point of order. 
I object to >tny such language being used in this 
House. I can point out to the hfm. gentlem>tn 
that I can prove wh>tt I have stated, and have 
proved it to him in his offi.P-e. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The word "false"isnnparlia­
mentary, and the hon. member should withdraw 
it. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : I think an >tpology to 
the House is due from the Minister for Lands 
for the language he has made use of. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : If the 
expression is unparliamentary I can do nothing 
else but withdraw it. I do not say the hon. 
gentleman uttered this thing knowing it to be a 
falsehood, but he has made >t st>ttement which 
he has got from someone outside, and I say it is 
not true. 

Mr. STEVENSON : I say I can prove by 
documentary evidence that it is true. Y on, Mr. 
Speaker, have ruled that the statement m>tde 
by the hon. gentleman is unparliamentary >tnd 
should be withdrawn. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must 
accept the statement of the hon. member for 
Norm>tnby. 

The PREMIER : He did so. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : He repeated the offence. 
The PREMIER : He distinctly accepted the 

statement of the hon. member for Normanby. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I did accept 

it, and I say the statement is not trne ; not that 
the hon. member--

Mr. S,TEVENSON: I say it is tnte. I ask 
that the Minister for Lands should withdraw 
that statement. 

The PREMIER : Surely, if " st>ttement is 
Jllade by a private member in reference to a 

Minister, the Minister is at liberty to contradict 
that st>ttement. There never W>tS a rule in the 
House that if" member makes >tRt>ttementwhich 
is not correct another member should not correct 
it. What the Minister for Lands has clone is to 
say that a st>ttement is not correct. He has a 
perfect right to do that if it is true. He distinctly 
withdrew the statement as applied to the hon. 
member for Normanby. 

l\Ir. SPEAKER : The hon. the Minister for 
Land~ may st>tte tlmt the statement of the hon. 
m:mber for Normanby is not correct; but he 
said more than th>tt. He said the statement of 
the hon. member was not true. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : If I say " 
thing is not true it does not necessarily follow 
that the hon. member who has given th>tt version 
to the House is telling >tn untruth. I simply s>ty 
it is not true, and I >tm prepared to show that it 
is not true. In the first place the hon. member 
ha,s assumed that my action in reference to 
the Cook lessees of runs w>ts taken upon the 
report furnished by Mr. Mori,set. Th>tt is 
incorrect. I have not acted on Mr. J\forisset's 
report. I believe it is as >tbsolutely worthless as 
anything done by any Government ofticial in 
the country; it is of no value whatever >tS a guide 
to me or >tnyone else. I h>tve gone on dif­
ferent evidence, the evidence of the men them­
selves. These men are required by law to make a 
retnrn under the Bmncls Act. They made 
those returns with declamtions on the same forms 
as they used in taking up their country in the 
first instance. If their decl>tmtions under the 
Bmnds Act, and under the Scab Act, showed 
that they had not >tcquired an amount of stock 
upon those runs, to hold them in accordance 
with the Pastoml Leases Act of 1869, they 
lied one way or the other. I have concluded 
th>tt they have lied in taking possession of 
their runs, and have called upon them to show 
C>tuse why their runs should not be forfeited. 
I asserted, and I repeat it, that they have ob­
t>tined those runs by misrepresent>ttion-in m>tny 
C>tses they h>tve obtained them by lying >tnd 
perjury. I have convicted them out· of their 
own mouths, and not by extraneous evidence at 
>tll ; and I think I have very properly called 
upon those men to show cause why their runs 
should not be forfeited. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: You h>tve not called 
npon them to show c>tuse. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : In some 
c>tses I have ; in others, I have told them I 
should forfeit their runs. Since th>tt time they 
have been dealt with more leniently, >tnd I will 
tell the House why. The late Government >tre 
responsible for the condition of things in that >tnd 
other districts on account of their utter indifference 
to the m>tnner in which the law was carried out. 
They utterly >tnd completely demom!i.,ed, not 
only tho~e who selected under the Act of 187fi, 
but the pastoral lessees. They never required 
them to comply with the l>tw; and there is no 
gentleman in the House "ho hM benefited more 
by that remissnes~ than the eader of the 
Opposition. Every week you see advertisements 
in the papers from his firm offering unstocked 
runs for sale, which he knows have been obt>tined 
and retained by perjnry. 

Mr. MOREH.EAD: I rise to a point of order. 
Whatever license of speech m>ty be gmnted to an 
irate Minister, "line must he drawn somewhere, 
and when >tn bon. member tells the House that I, or 
>tnyone or any firm with which I ~tm ccmnected, 
advertise in the papers runs for sale that I know 
to have been obtained by perjury and fraud, I 
tell him he lies. 

The PREMIER : Order! 
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:VIr. MOREHEAD: I ~ay, I tell him he lie.•. 
My career in this colony, I think, will not indi­
cate to anybody in this House or out of it that 
I would be a party to any such crime as has been 
cllarged against me to-night by the Minister 
for Lands. I have been grossly maligned, hon. 
members have been insulted, and the dignity of 
the House has been outraged. I stand here as 
the leader of the Opposition, representing a party 
in the House and a large section of the people 
outside, all of whom have been insulted by the 
hon. gentleman. If he can sustain the truth of 
the allegation he has made I will admit every 
word he has said. If he cannot, let him go down 
as a perjured individual, as I maintain he is. As 
a point of order, I assert that the hon. member 
has nil right to apply such languarre to me. Not 
only myself, but every member on this side of the 
House has been grossly insulted by the Minister 
for Lands, and I call upon you, sir, as the cus­
tmliau of the rights and privileges of hon. mem­
bers, to call that hou. member to order. 

ThA SPEAKER : The Minister for Lands is 
clearly out of order in the language he has applied 
to the hon. member for Balonne-in saying that 
he has "-Cquired anything by perjury. I will call 
the attenti.m of hon. members particularly to 
the following passttge from the latest edition nf 
"~fay "-the edition of 1883 :-

"In order to guard against all appearance of person­
ality in debate it is a rule in both Houses that no 
mclnber shall refer to another by name. The use of 
temperate and decorous la.nguage is never more desir­
able than when a 1nember is canvassing the opinions 
and conrluct of his opponents in debate. The warmth 
of his own feelings is likely to betr;ty him into hasty 
and unguarded expressions, which the excitement of 
his adversaries ·will exaggerate; and he cannot be too 
cnreful in restraining him~elf within those boundaries 
which Parliament has 'visely established.'' 
I think the Minister for Lands, in his explana­
tion to the House, should restrain himself within 
those boundaries,-and not make imputations of 
the kind to which my attention has been drttwn. 
An imputation of perjury is clearly out of order, 
ttnd should be withdmwn. 

Mr. MACDONALD-P ATERSO~ : I wish 
to say--

The SPEAKER: I httve given my ruling on 
the point of order, and unle•s hon. members 
wish to dissent from it, it is not customary for 
members to canvass the ruling of the Uhttir. 

The MINISTER I<'OR LANDS: Since I 
httve been ruled out of order for the expression I 
used, I am of course bound to withdraw it. I 
wish to stttte, however, that runs ttclvertised for 
sale a" unstocked runs >tre >tbsolutely held 
illegally. The Jaw does not permit them to be 
held as unstocked runs, >tnd we know that those 
runs are offered for s>tle not only by the hon. 
gentleman opposite, as a commission agent, 
but by many others in the town. When they 
do that, I mean to say they are doinf a thing 
which they know must be illegal. No man is 
justified in holding unstocked runs; they have 
been improperly acquired and held, >tncl when 
such runs are advertised for sale I think I am 
j nstilied in using pretty strong language in 
chttmcterising such a method of doing business. 

1\fr. NORTON : I rise to " point of order. 
You ruled thttt the hon. member should withdraw 
the expression he made use of, and, instead of 
doing so, he is trying to justify it. The accusation 
he made against the lettder of the Opposition 
was, that he sold runs knowing them to have 
been acquired by perjury. 

Mr. MOREH:EAD : Thttt I was a suborner 
of perjury. 

Mr. NORTON: That is the charge, >tnd 
although you, sir, have ruled it out of order, the 
hon. member has not withdr!lwn it. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. memher having 
been ruled out of order, will h>tve to withdraw 
the expression unconditionally. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : I heard 
him ap\'ll.0gise twice, and now he is asked to 
apologise a third time. I hope he will do nothing 
of the sort. 

The SPEAKER : I did not hear the hon. 
member say he withdrew the expression. 

The PREMIER : He did so distinctly. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : He did not. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I certainly 

withdrew the expression, as it has been inter­
preter! by the hon. member and by the Chair, 
and I now again withdraw it as it is under­
stood by them. But that·is not the meaning I 
put upon it. 

Mr. ::YIOREHEAD : I rise to a point of order. 
I understood from you, sir, that the words were 
to be withdrawn unconditionally, and I >tsk that 
your ruling be sustttined. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Very well 
then, I withdrttw the words unconditionttlly. 
But I should like to draw the >tttention of the 
House to the language of the last speaker, who 
charo-ed me with being a robber-thttt I had 
robb:d the man I sold my st>ttion to. I took no 
notice of that; I did not think it necessary. I 
never pay much attention to anything the hon. 
member for Normanby says, and I should be 
the last man to appeal to the Speaker about 
ttnything he might say, for he is not of much 
consequence, either in the House or out of it. 
There was rme remttrk mttde, which elicited from 
the leader of the Opposition "' great expression 
of applause, and that was, that the action of 
the present Government httd had the effect of 
driving a Jot of capitttl out of the country, and of 
diverting from the colony a great deal of money 
which wtts intended to be brought here and in­
vested in station and other property. All I 
can say to that is that if we have driven 
away memey that was intended to be ap­
plied, or thttt was applied before this Govern­
ment cttme into office, to the acquisition of large 
freehold estates at half the value of the land, 
then we have done tt remarkably good thing for 
the country. As long as I have a seat in this 
House or participate in the government of this 
country, my best efforts will be directed to block­
ing the attempts of men who come here for such pur­
poses as the hon. members opposite affect to admire 
and extol-thosepeoplewhoseek to monopolise the 
publi~ estate to the injury of every working man 
in the country. A great deal has been ·said 
about the intentions of the Government with 
regard to immigmtion, which is very inti­
mately connected with this question of the land. 
We propose to bring here, in plttce of coolies and 
kanakas, a chettper class of labour from the 
Continent of Europe as well as from Eng­
land, Ireland, ttnd Scotland. This doe" not 
satisfy the hon. gentlemen opposite. The hon. 
member for Mackay has a particular horror of 
the whole thing, beettuse he knows that when 
these men are brought here, though they may be 
satisfied to work for a fair wttge for a year or 
two, they will be sufficiently thrifty to lay by 
a little money and stttrt for themselves if the land 
laws are of a kind that will permit it, and not 
such tts have prevttiled heretofore, when it would 
require a small fortune to acquire the land ; as, 
if it were of any vttlue, those speculators and 
capitalists who held the land in the immediate 
neighbourhood would take great care that it 
would not be thrown open at such a price as to 
allow a poor man to come in. The object of 
this Government will be to direct capital 
to its legitimate occupation ; not to come in 
as the monopoliser or land, and enslave l!lbour! 
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but to make the land available to those who 
will use it, and to make capital available to 
labour. That is the very reverse of the policy 
pursued by the previous Government. The hon. 
member for Mackay also wanted to know why it 
was that the Bowen and Haughton Gap Railway 
was not to be carried out, and twitted the Minis­
ter for Works with having declared it would 
never go through while he remained in office. I 
am sure, as far as my opinion goes, that while the 
country is held as it is now in that direction, that 
railway will never have my assent nor that of 
anybody who thoroughly understands the way 
in which the land is held through which it would 
pass. The land that is occupied now on the delta 
of the Burdekin has quite sufficient outlet, and 
the railway from Bowen to the Northern line 
passes chiefly through land acquired by the late 
Government under the present Act at 5s. an 
acre-some of the finest land there. The only 
possible justification for this railway that 
there can be, even for the leader of the 
Opposition, is to make that land worth double 
and treLle what it is now in the market, and 
its present value is £2 or £3 an acre. \Yhat 
reason can there be for completing a railway to 
give a double outl~t to the Northern land? 
None, excent to enhance the value of the land 
acquired in~ this way, and acquired by dummy­
ing too. Some of thclse lands, to the extent 
of 5,000 or 6,000 acres, stand in the name 
of a newspaper proprietor in Rockhamp­
ton. They are managed by the stockmen of 
the North Australian Company, and grazed 
over by the stock of the North Australian Com­
pany. These are the men extolled to th~ skies 
by the leader of the Opposition, and those who 
follow him--J upiter and his satellites, if I may 
call them so. If that is the fashion of things 
this House and the country desire to see ex­
tended and perpetuated, there is no doubt 
whatever that it is time for every hongst 
man to clear out of it; hut I believe we have 
still a chance to redeem the country from 
such an awful curse. A great deal of mischief 
has been done, but I hope we will effectually 
check it now; curb the aspirations and unjust 
desires and inordinate g-reed of selfish capitalists ; 
bring the land within the scope of those men who 
are able to use it and not allow it to be monopo­
lised by those who want to get possession of it, 
that they may grow rich by the labours of other 
people. 

Mr. NOR TON said: I must take notice of one 
statement of the hon. member who has just sat 
down. The hon. the Minister for Lands has 
stated that those lands on the Burdekin were 
acquired by the late Government. As I was a 
member of the late Government, I give an absolute 
denial to that statement. I am not aware that 
any land whatever was acquired by the late Gov~ 
ernment. There may have been members of the 
late Government who at some time or other took 
up land, but why the whole Government should 
be charged with having t11ken up land I cannot 
understand. I, for one, take the earliest 
opportunity of denying the charge, and I have 
no doubt others will do the same. There is one 
other m>ttter I shall refer to, w hi eh has been 
remarked upon by the hon. member, and which 
I am sorry to say led to a great deal of dis­
turbance just now-that is, his decision with 
regard to those lands, the leases of which he has 
declared his intention of forfeiting. I know 
nothing of the matter, beyond his own state­
ment ; but he will get into very grPat trouble if 
he attempts to take the law into his own hands 
in that way. According to his own showing, 
he has no right whatever to forfeit the 
land. He says the lands have been fraudulently 
acquired, and that the lessees have made false 
declarations in connection with returns sent in. 

Now if they h11ve sent in false declarationR, 
they can be prosecuted for that ; they can be 
punished for fraud; but if they have their land 
occupied with the requisite number of stock, then 
I defy any Government to put them out. They 
may take the matter into a court of law; but 
there is no court in the country which could inter­
fere with their claim. Now the responsibility in 
these matters does not rest with the·se men ; the 
responsibility of false declarations rests with 
them, and if they have mrtde false declarations 
they deserve to be punished; but let the punish­
ment be for false declarations and not for some­
thing else which they cannot be punished for. 
The responsibility in connection with these 
lands lies entirely with the Government. Before 
he accepts the application, the Government 
officer has to be satisfied that the conditions are 
complied with. That is the position of the case, 
and if he is satisfied that the conditions are cam~ 
plied with, it does not matter whether they are 
or not; the Government have waived whatever 
claim they might have had to cancel the lease. 
The lessees are bound, after the lease is issued, 
to keep the number of stock required by the 
Act on the run ; but if the Government accept 
the risk, without any of the conditions or 
any of the provisions of the Act being 
complied with, they cannot touch the holder 
-they waive their claim against him. The 
Premier knows that perfectly well. There is 
not a lawyer in the House who does not know 
that any responsibility in the matter lies with 
the Government; but before the Government 
can interfere with the lessees they must prove 
that the conditions of the Land Act have not 
been complied with since the last rent was re­
ceived by them. That is the position they are 
in, and if the Minister for Lands is going now 
to forfeit, or atteml•t to forfeit leases, the con8e­
quence will he that every one of those lessees can 
bring an action in the Supreme Court against 
him. He will h::we just the same rights to be 
acquired by the law that Mr. Macdonald 
acquired by the law some years ago. \Ve h11':e 
had quite enough of these law cases. \Vhen 1t 
comes to paying one man twenty odd thousands 
of pounds, throug-h a mistake made by a former 
Land Minister, we do not want a repetition of it 
in forty or fifty cases in the Gulf country. I am 
not defending these men-I am not saying 
whether they are right or wrong-but I wish to 
show the Minister for Land,s the absolute hlseness 
of the position he takes up. He simply places 
the colony in the position of these cotses being 
taken into a court of law, and the taxpayers will 
have to pay the cost. Any sensible man 
who reads the Land Act must know that 
perfectly well. I do not intend referring- to all 
the matters contained in the Speech ; there 
is no need to refer to some of them, and others 
have already been fully discussed. It is 
a matter for regret that the Premier did not 
say more when he spoke of the appoint­
ment of Mr. Garrick to the Agent-Generalship, 
and of his retaining his position as a Minister. 
It is rather unfortunate that, when the oppor­
tunity was offered in that way, the House 
was not advised more fully as to the position 
that Mr. Garrick will occupy, now he has 
gone home. ·what is he Minister of ? Is he to be 
the Minister of the Agent-Generalship ? He was 
a very bad general when he was in the Lands 
Office, and he was blamed by members on both 
sides for his neglect of the duties of hi,; office. 
The Minister for Works, who was dismissed 
from the Government because he would not go 
into the Lands Office after Mr. Garrick left, has 
himself told the House that he did not resign, 
but was dismissed ; he was simply gazetted out, 
which he considered equivalent to dismissal, and 
the reason was that he refused to be '" sea venger 
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for the Government, and clear out the filth that 
was left in the Lands Office. I shall not refer to 
HanscL?·d,.but the words he used l\'ere very much 
like that. We know perfectly well that Mr. 
Garrick, however estimable he may be as a pri­
vate gentleman, never had the credit of being a 
very hard worker as a Minister. It is no use 
trying to conceal the fact. I do not wish 
to say one word against him as an incH­
vidual. I liked to have a chat with him 
as well as anyone, and he was a gentleman 
whom every member of this House esteems, but 
can it be expected that one who had the credit 
of heing so idle a man as Mr. Garrick should 
fulfil the duties of Agent-General as well as Mr. 
Archer? I do not think it is reasonable to 
expect anything of the kind, and we find the 
Government do nnt entertain the opinion that it 
is either, for they fin4 it necessary to appoint a 
Board of Advice to look after him. I do not 
know whether I should speak of him as Agent­
General or as Minister for something or other. 
It is rather unfortunate that when these things 
were mentioned there was nothing said about 
what the cost to the country would be. It must 
entail some cost to the country ; we cannot 
expect three gentlemen to act as a Board of 
Advice for nothing. Surely there was no such 
hurry to have this Board appointed before Mr. 
Garrick got home, that the GoYernmentneed have 
settled the matter without referring to the House 
at all or asking the consent of the House, which 
might have been very easily obtained under the 
present circumstances, when they had only to 
ask for it to get it. It would have been mere 
courtesy to the House to go through the form. 
For my part, I should like to know what expense 
is likely to be entailed, and I think we ought to 
have been informed. I shall refer now to the 
case of Mcii!Iurdo and Davies, those unfortunate 
men who were taken away from here a short 
time ago in one of the Imperial vessels of.war. 
I do not mean to say that those men ought not 
to have been punished, but I say they were 
cruelly treated. The officers who were respon­
sible for their gross treatment-I cannot use any 
milder term-ought to have shown some tender­
ness for them, when the great object of prosecut­
ing them at all is to ensure moderate treatment 
for the islanders, whose privileges have in 
some cases been abused. Is not the meaning of 
those prosecutions the protection of the islanders, 
and to ensnre for them something like decent 
treatment ? And here are these men taken 

•away, chained to the deck like dogs, not treated 
like men. There was one poor unfortunate man, 
a cripple and in bad health, who was chained to 
the deck of the ship like a dog for the public to 
look at ; a> if there was any necessity for this 
when the ship was lying in the middle of the 
river and there was no possibility of their escn,p­
ing. If an armed force had come on board to 
rescue them, they might have been chained then. 
Did they expect that they would have jumped 
overboard and escaped before a boat could have 
overtaken them? The case is one of absolute 
brutality, and it is simply a disgrace to the officers 
of the Imperial Government that it was allowed at 
all. Apart from that, I think the treatment they 
received was rather hard. They were kept 
dangling about here for months, and had a 
number of witnesses here whom they might 
have had examined ; they had their legal 
advisers here to defend them, and when they 
came here I believe they had some funds. 
They were taken a way from their friends, to where 
they can get no counsel whatever ; where no 
witnesses can he called in their defence, and if any 
witnesses are called at all they will be witnesses 
for the prosecution and tending tocriminate those 
men ; and under these circumstances I ask what 
sort of defence have those men a chance of making? 

They are simply handed over to destruction ; and 
befo.re they were convicted they were chained like 
brutes to the deck of the vessel. English justice, 
sir, demands something more than that. It 
demands that men should be treated as innocent 
until they have been ·convicted, "'nd I say that 
on the occasion to. which I refer occurred the 
gravest violation of justice which has yet been 
made public in this colony. I do not think it 
necessary to say anything about the Land Bill 
to-night. A good deal more than was necessary 
has been said upon it already, and I think 
it better to refrain from discussing it until 
the proper time comes for discussing it ; when 
it is laid before us and we know some­
thing about it. As connected with it, however, 
I cannot help referring to a very remarkable 
statement made by the Minister for Works, who 
looks so very wise to-night. We have been told 
that the Land Bill is to deal justly by every­
body, and yet, in one of the speeches recently 
made by the Minister for Works, we were told 
that under its operations the land would bring 
in quadruple its present rent. I say it is abso· 
lutely impossible for the land to be made to 
produce quadruple the present rent without 
injustice being done somewhere. I am inclined to 
think the hon. gentleman spoke rather wildly, 
and we all know that dinner parties, especially 
in the middle of the day, when the sun 
is very hot, have a tendency to that sort of 
thing. Mention of the Land Bill leads up to 
another subject. A proposal was made not long 
a.go-a most extraordinary proposal, and one 
which was extolled in the Telegraph as a truly 
grand design. The design and proposal was to 
take away the lands between the Museum and 
the Bridge and let them out .for commercial 
purposes ; to take away the lands round to the 
Garden Point, and treat them in the same way ; 
to build a wall between the Gardens and the 
river, of course ; no stores were to be built there 
immediately, but a tramway was to be con· 
structed along the shore, and the ships could 
discharge their cargoes alongside of the tramway. 
Of course there would have to be wharves there 
then, and possibly in a very short time after, 
storehouses would have to be built, and in a 
little after that they would really have to, cut 
another slice off the Gardens. I would point out 
that the T el eg1•aph referred to the matter, not 
merely as a scheme which might take place, but 
in a tone of authority; and spoke of the whole 
thing ~.s a truly gmnd design. ·what was the 
result? The mayor and aldermen did not seem to 
Uke it, and at a meeting held after it was mooted, 
they raised their voices in objection to it and the 
mayor was instructed to wait upon the Premier 
and raise an objection to the land being taken 
from them. He did so, and, objected to the 
Gardens being interfered with and to land being 
taken which the corporation claimed. The 
result was that the Premier then found out 
what he ought to have discovered before, 
that the corporation had a just claim to the 
land, and so far from having the slightest 
intention to interfere with the Gardens in any 
way, he said he would himself be the very 
first to object to any interference with the 
rights of the people. Does it not look a 
little ridiculous to have the Government organ 
speaking \vith authority of this scheme as a 
particularly grand design, and next week for 
the Premier to say he knows nothing about 
it. Apart from that, the people of South 
Brisbane had to be considered in such ,a 
matter. They have a line running down 
to the wharves, and I have no doubt the 
Chairman of Committees, Mr. Fraser, had 
something to say about the matter. I am 
quite sure some little conversation of that 
sort increased considerably the forgetfulness of 
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the Premier, with regard to this "truly urand 
design," referred to a few davs before' by the 
Telegmph. \Ve are tolcl in am;ther part of the 
sreech that-

"'£he Revenue Returns for the last twelve months 
indicate a continuous and increasing prosperity. 'fhe 
mnnner in ·which the Loan reccntlr offered in Lonrlon 
was taken np affords ample ]lroof Of the opinion held 
in Great Britain of onr ·wealth and stability." 

I , deny in the first place that the revenue 
returns do indicate an increasing vrosperity. 
Absoh;tely the contrary is the fact, and I say 
the pnce the loan so!tl at in London indicates 
anything but good faith in our prospects. In 
connection with this I may refer to a speech 
made by the Colonial Tre"'"'rer a short time 
ago. In the speeches which that h<m. gentle­
nuLn rnade in going round his dii:itrict he 
put the Government in the best position he 
conld before the country, and the Colonial 
rrreasnrer a] so, though lH~ri:apR not unnaturally. 
He referred to this loan as very much better 
thttn that abomina!Jle loan which got the name 
of "the l\Ici!wmith loan," and this is how he 
slwwetl it : The first portion of the l\:Icllwraith 
lortn .of £3,000,000 was sol<! in 1H79, and brought, 
I thmk, abont £U2. The latter portion was sol<l 
iu 18R2, and that brought £100 Os. O'f<l., and the 
way the hnn. member proved that his own loan 
went off much better was this :-He struck an 
average of the prices at which the two lots sold, 
an~ by doing so made out that the average 
pnce of the whole loan was rather less 
than that which the last loan sold at. That 
was a disingenuous way of doing it, and it 
conveyed a sorr1ewhat false ilnpression. Let r:.s 
ask in what position the country was when the 
first portion of the l\Icllwraith loan was sold in 
1870. The Liberal Government had just gone 
out of office, and they did not leave the Treasury 
in a very flourishing condition, but so much the 
reverse that it was considered the first portion of 
the loan had gone off remarkably well at a little 
over £90. That accounts for the deplorable 
s~le of the first portion of the loan. But, 
s1r, the· Mcllwraith Ministry remained in 
power for some years, and the finances of the 
colony somewhat improved in that time. l<'rorn 
being a deplorable deficit they were gradually 
worked up into a surplus ; then the surplus 
increased more and more, and not only that, bnt 
the country was in a most prosperous' state from 
one end to the other. If this loan then brought 
over £100 Os. O'fd. per cent., it is quite possible 
that if the other portions of it httd been kept 
back-if it had been possible to have reserved 
the whole of the three-million loan until 1882 
-it might have sold at par ; and I have not 
the slightest hesitation in saying that if the 
whole of that loan harl been kept back it would 
have sold better than the loan that was placed by 
the Government the other day. But in order t'o 
make this matter more clear, I would point out 
that it is the normal state of things for a Libeml 
Government to go out of office leaving an empty 
Treasury ; or more than an empty Treasury-a 
large deficit ; while, on the other hand, it is the 
normal condition of a Government formed from 
this side of the Honse to create and leave a 
surplus oa going out of office. In May, 1870, the 
Palmer Government came into power, and there 
was a deficit in that year of £23,000. There 
had been a deficit for each of the four 
years previous to that ; and the very first year 
they were in power there was a surplus of 
between £3,000 and £4,000. In the following 
year the surplus increased to £137,000. In 1873, 
there was also a surplus of £158,000. In 1874, 
there was again a change of Ministry, and it had 
a most extraordinary effect upon the Trettsury. 
This was the result. The Macalister Ministry 
came into power in January, 1874; at the 

end of that year, the snrplus of .£158,000 
in the previous year was reduced to £39,000. 
In the next half-year there was a deficit of 
£31,000, ancl in the following year a deficit 
of £51,000. It was then that the hon. gentle­
man who now occupies the position of Treasurer 
came into office, and I will do him the justice 
to say that he managed to effect a certain 
amount of reform. He took office in 1VIay, 187G, 
and in the following year there was a surplus of 
£()7,000. The next yettr there was a surplus of 
£15,000, and the next there was a terrible fall­
ing off. The h<m. gentleman seemed to fall 
away from hi" good ways altogether. In 1878-!J, 
the deficit was £216,000. That was under the care­
fnl management of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Dick­
san). In J an nary of the following year, the l\1cii­
wraith Government came into power. For the 
year 1H79-80 there was still a deficit shown of 
£Gl,OOO, but the real deficit was £190,000, because 
in order to make the deficit appear small " sum of 
£129,000 was transferred from the Railway 
H.eserve Fund. If that sum had not been added 
there would have been, as the result of the hon. 
gentlmnan's financial arrangen1ents, a deficit of 
£1!10,000. From that time forward we have the 
extraordinary coinchlence that again with :1 

change of Govertnnent the finance::.; began to 
improve. In 1880-1 there was a surplus of 
£2GG,OOO, but thio was partly made up of £2:12,000 
transferred from the Railway Heserve Fund. 
In the following year there was again a sur­
plus of £218,000; in 1882-3 it was £lio,OOO; and 
for the six months ending December last year, 
there was, as the result of the management 
of the late Government, a surplus of £218,000. 
I think there is something very remarkable 
about this. \Vhenever a Liberal Government 
comes into power the snrplus rapidly vanishes, 
and continues to vanish, and when they leave 
oflice there is a he::tvy deficit ; and as soon 
as the members on this side form a Govern­
ment the deficit disappears, and there is a surplus 
year after year until the other party come in 
again. Is not that remarkable? And I am 
prepared to show that the same thing that has 
taken place before is now commencing :tgain the 
very moment hon. members opposite come into 
power. 

The MINISTER JWH. WORKS : There are 
no land sales. 

Mr. NOR TOX : Land htts nothing to do with 
it, as I shall show the hon. member by-and-by. 
The revenue for the last twelve months, we 
are told, "indicates a continuous and increa- ... 
sing prosperity." But the bun. the Colonial 
Treasnrer has just published the Treasury 
returns, and when he made that statement he 
should have remembered that those returns 
were not only for the past twelve months, but 
also included the returns for the last quarter. 
Now, if there is "continuous and increasing 
prosperity," it is only natural to expect 
the last quarter's returns to be in something 
like proportion to the three previous quarters. 
But there is " tremendous falling-off, and the 
hlling-off is in items which show whether the 
country is prospering or not. I think the 
revenue derived fron1 taxation gives us as clear 
>W indication as most other things as to the pros­
perity of the colony. I<'or the whole year the 
revenue derived from that source showed in 
round numbers an increase of £98,000, while for 
the last quarter the increase was only £20,000, 
or, instead of being one-fourth, it is scarcely one­
fifth. Territorial revenne I shall not refer to. 
There is a decrease, and that we expected. 
The policy of the Government was to make a 
reduction there, and it should not be included 
in my argument. "Gnder the head of Railways 
the increase for the year was £10G,OOO; and if 
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it had gone o': at the same rate, during the last 
quarter, the mcrease would have been £26,000 
instead of £14,000. There is an increase in 
Post and Telegraph, Harbours, »nd Escort J!'ees 
for the year, of £22,000, but for the last 
qu»rter, of under £4,000. Other receipts show 
an incre»se of £12,000 for the qu»rter,·• which 
is h>tlf th»t of the whole year. In the tot>tl 
revenue proper, the incre>tse for the year w»s 
£182,000, but the increase for the l>tst quarter 
was only £25,000. Does not that indicate 
more than anything else the prosperity of the 
country? Is that not a truer indication than 
any other matter which can be brought forward, 
because here we have no fictitious statement, 
but an indication which marks better than 
anything else the actual state of the country? 
Instead of going on with the continuous increase 
stated in the Speech, there is an enormous 
depreciation, which is only the normal condition 
of things when those gentlemen get command 
of the Treasury. That is too plain to be lost 
sight of, and the statement in the Speech is too 
palpably incorrect to be passed over in silence. 
There is an item at the bottom of the statement, 
"Hefund for rejected pre-emptives, £76,878." 
Does the hon. gentleman know that, if the 
pastoral lessees refuse to take back the money, 
they can force the Government to give them the 
pre-emptives? It is childish to suppose that we 
believe the Government have only to say-"\Ve 
won't take the money ; you can have the money 
back." The legal members on the Government 
side must know that they can be forced to give 
up the pre-emptives, and even the Treasurer, 
if he looks into the matter, must see that they 
must grant the pre-emptives, the money for 
which has been received by Government. They 
are bound, not in honour, but in law, to give 
them up, and they cannot escape. The refusal 
to do so will only involve the country in enor­
mous law costs, as in the case of the Gulf runs. 
Any man of ordinary common sense can see that 
what I have stated is correct, and I know that 
it is in accordance with the opinions given by 
gentlemen of the legal profession. 
• Mr. MOREHEAD : I should like to hear the 
Attorney-General's opinion on the subject. 

Mr. NOR TON: Let us now go to the other 
side of the accounts and see what is going on in 
the way of expenditure. For the whole year 
there is an increase of general expenditure, 
of £193,000. From the Loan Fund there 
is an increase of £461,000, from the Trust 
J!'unds an increase of £30,000, and from 
the Surplus Revenue Fund an increase of 
£40,000, making a total increase of £726,000. 
I am not going to say that the present 
Government are entirely to blame for that, 
but I say thPy know what expenditure is 
going on, and yet they have the assurance to 
tell the country in the Governor's Speech-in 
the face of an increased expenditure and a de­
cided falling-off of receipts-that the country is 
in a state of continuously increasing prosperity. 
I say it is nothing of the kind, but just the re­
verse, and the Government know it. I must now 
refer to that loan. The hon. member (Mr. Dickson) 
congratulated himself very much on the splendid 
price our loan realised-I believe it was £96 10s. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREH: £fl!l 10s. 
Mr. NORTON: Yes, that is the price. Now, 

let us compare that with the price received by 
South Australia. The population of that colony 
is rather more than that of Queensland ; her 
finances were in a deplorable condition; she has 
now a deficit of nearly £400,000; and at the 
time the loan was actually floated there was a 
deficit of about £300,000; not only that, but 
there was a prospect of no immediate settlement 

of qncsticms of taxation or finance, but every 
)>rospect of a change of Government. Neither 
one side of the House nor the other had any 
settled fiscal policy. The late. Governm<;nt· 
brought forward a system of taxatwn, on whrch 
they were defeated. They withdrew th~t system 
and proposed another. The members m oppo­
sition had some vague ideas with respect to 
taxation; but it was never known what they 
proposed to carry out and it is hardly known 
now. In fact, thf state of South Australia was 
about as bad as any of the ·colonies ever has been 
-it was rather worse than Queensland was when 
the Mcllwraith Government came into pmver. 
Its state was not only bad in that respect, 
but having last year "introduced 4,000 immi­
grants, the condition of the colony was such that 
employment could not be found for. them, and 
the Government had to provide relief to keep 
them from starving-. But notwithstanding their 
position, and the fact that the indebtedness of 
that colony was pretty nearly as much as our 
own, the Government of South Australia put 
their loan into the market and received for it 
£100 6s., while Queenslanrl, with an enormous 
surplus, receive<! only £99 10s. 

The OOLO~IAL TREASURER: Having 
been compelled to come after South Australia by 
an unwise promise made by the late Govern­
ment. 

Mr. NORTON: I am g-lad the hon. gentle­
man has been betrayed into that statement, 
because it is absolutely incorrect. If the 
hon. g-entleman had not been taking a nap, 
South Anstralia would not have gone into 
the market before Queensland. The hon. 
member appeared to be most anxious when the 
House last sat, that the loan should he floated 
at the very first moment. If he was so very 
anxious, why was not the loan offered to the 
public on the very clay after he was freed from 
the condition as to time made by the late Gov­
ernment? But he was not ready. He was 
having a quiet nap; or else in his private office, 
attending to private land sales and pourtraying 
their allocations in such splendid colours as to 
make anyone believe the sites were equal to the 
G>trden of Eden. He was doing one of these two 
things and had not time to attend to the public 
interests; consequently the loan was not re.11dy 
as 5oon as it might have been. South Australia, 
however, took advantage of the hon. member's 
apathy ; they were wide-awake, and they carried 
off a lot of the surplus money in the London 
market. To a certain extent I admit that our 
loan was a good one ; but I say it was only a 
good one, with the understanding that it was 
badly managed, and that if it had been well 
managed it would have been quite as good as 
South Australia, and ought to have been better. 
Now, I have a few words to say with 
reg-ard to the railway policy. We have not 
heard much about it, because there is an 
extraordinary reticence on the part of Ministers. 
When the hon. member for Townsville made a 
very able speech this evening, not a Minister 
got up to ,.,nswer him. I think they ought to 
have had the courtesy to remember that that hon. 
gentleman has occupied a very prominent place 
in this House. There is no man who has shown 
more ability than he has, and, therefore, he 
ought to have received some reply. _The Premier 
told us that the hon. gentleman's speech was too 
complimentary for the Government to answer, 
but that was· a poor way of getting out of it. If it 
was too complimentary, surely it would have been 
a slight mark of courtesy, under the circumstances, 
if some Minister had got up, and just said that 
there was nothing to answer in the hon. member's 
speech, and that it was very gratifying to know 
that it was so complimentary. But there was 
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nothing of the kind ; and I say it was an 
absolute want of courtesy to let an hon. member 
like him speak after the first Minister, and allow 
the speech to pass unanswered. The fact of 
the matter is that hon. members were afraid to 
speak after the speech of the hon. member for 
Townsville ; that is about the size of it. The 
Treasurer looked at the Minister for \Vorks and 
said, "You get up ;" and the Minister for \V orks 
looked at the Treasurer and said, "You get up." 
I do not say they used those words, but they 
looked them. One was frightened and the other 
was afraid, and the result was that they sat 
there until my hon. friend and the member for 
Mackay got up simply because not a soul on the 
Government side was prepared to do so. I ask, 
is it decent? Hon. members must know it i' 
not. Now I come to the railways. 'Ne have 
heard that we are to have early and vigorous 
action with regard to them. I don't know where 
the early and vigorous action is to come from ; 
for we are aware that the :Minister for Works 
has said that a good deal depends on whether 
the Land Bill is passed. \Ve have the hon. 
member's own authority for saying that that 
Bill is to be passed before a railway is brought 
in. We are aho told that the effect of the 
Bill shall be to quadruple the income which 
the land now produces. I am unable to see how 
that can be done under any possible condition 
whatever. Whatever the Land Bill may be, it 
is utterly impossible that the rents from the land 
will be quadrupled during the next four or five 
years ; it is simply absurd. I think the hon. 
gentleman who said that must have wished he 
had not spoken like that, because the thing is 
so terribly absurd, particularly coming from a 
gentleman who has been connected with the land 
all his life. I remember him when I fir;;t went 
into the bnsh in1852; he was nota youngster then, 
and he had been connected with the land a good 
while at that time. Can anyone believe that the 
hon. member has forgotten .a much in connection 
with the land as to believe it would be possible, 
under any circumstances whatever, to quadruple 
the rents received from the land within three or 
four years ; he knows quite well it is not pos­
sible. But I must refer to a statement made with 
regard to the income received from our railways. 
The hon. member who made the statement said 
that the net revenue received from our railways 
would more than pay the whole of the interest 
on the cost of their construction. I say that 
that is as grossly incorrect as any statement 
could possibly be. Instead of returning 4:\! 
per cent. on their cost, I will under­
take to ooy that onr rail ways do not 
return 2?J per cent. Does the hon. mem­
ber think that anyone who knqws anything 
at all about it will accept his statement as an 
absolute return from the rail way expenditure, 
except as a statement from departmental returns? 
And hon. niembers all know that they are nothing 
but departmental returi1s. They know perfectly 
well that the Commissioner for Railways is 
responsible for the money he expends ; he has 
nothing to do with the raising of loans ; he is 
responsible merely fffi· the money entrusted to 
him ; and he does not concern himself about the 
cost of money. We know that some of our money 
was raised at a little over £80 ; for some of the 
money expended on our railways we have got, 
for every £100 debenture, somewhere about £80. 
Now, are we to drop that £20 altogether and not 
take it into consideration? I maintain that 
there is not one loan for railways which has been 
yet placed for which we have received par, 
except that one in 1882. But when the money 
is first raised, we have in the first place this 
absolute loss, and in addition to that we 
have the interest from the time the money is 
borrowed until the rail ways are constructed 

and begin to give returns; and we have many 
other things which are not included in the 
railway account at all. Is the cost nf the 
carriages and waggons included in the returns 
as part of the cost of the railways? We have 
spent hundreds. of thousands of pounds that 
are not taken into account, and yet the two 
gentlemen who ought to know more about the 
subject than anyone else absolutely say that 
the railways are giving a net. return of 45! per 
cent. upon the cost of construction. Under the 
circumstances, I think the hon. gentleman must 
see that I am justified in saying that the railways 
now completed are not paying 2;\- per cent. on 
the cost of construction. I did intend to say 
something about the arbitration case of Mr. 
Wade's. \Ve ought to h:;tve had some reference 
to that in the Speech. It is a matter of unusual 
moment, because it is departing not only from 
the ordinary manner in which the business of the 
Railway Department is conducted, but it is going 
altogether beyond the law. I do not intend to 
say much about it now, because the member for 
Townsville has called for the papers, and 
when they are laid on the table I will be 
quite prepared to . go fully into the matter. 
It is a matter that requires a great deal 
of explanation. I know that evidence was 
not taken for the Government as it ought to have 
been taken. It .was never even asked for, and I 
know also that it was most important evidence. 
The time will come when we will have to reckon 
these matters up, and I will only say now th.at 
if under ordinary circumstances this matter looks 
suspicious, how much mor.e so does it look when 
taken in conjunction with the . Minister for 
\Vorks' promise to be good to his f~iends ? I hope 
the hon. gentleman has not paid that m<;mey yet, 
because there will be a jolly row over it. I 
say, the hon. gentleman cannot pay it without 
the sanction of the House. 'l'hat .money 
must be voted, and if it is paid before it 
is voted I warn the hon. gentleman that he 
will catch it, I intended to say something 
about that unfortunate land transaction at Cler­
mont, but, as the Minister for Lands has con­
fessed tliat he inacle a mull of it, t do riot intend 
to say anything more except this : that the hon. 
member's first promise to protect Mr. Higson's 
claim ought riever to hrtve been given. But he 
made another mistake. \Vhen advised that 
the improvements had been increased after the 
promise had been given, he recognised theri Mr. 
Higson's claim for further improvements. I 
say that Mr. Higson had no more claiin to 
that land than a blackfellow, and no man who 
takes up land ~in that way is entitled to 
any further consideration than to be al­
lowed to remove his improvements. I am 
glad the hon. member has spoken so plainly 
about this affair, but there is no doubt a grave 
mistake was made, and I think that he was in 
duty bound to withdraw the promise ; or, if he 
felt bound to keep it, I think he should only 
have kept it to the extent of allowing compensa­
tion for improvement5 already on the land 
when the promise was ~made. There is nothing 
more I wish to refer to to-nil!ht. There were 
one or two other subjects I had wished to refer 
to, but they have been spoken to very fully by 
others, and, under the circumstances, I sha]l say 
nothing further about them. 

The MiNISTER FOR WORKS said: The 
hon. member for Port Curtis has broken out 
in a fresh place to-night. This is the first 
occasion he has come out on finance, and if 
he cannot make a better fist of it than he 
has done I should advise him to leave it alone. 
Before I proceed any further I wish to state, 
clearly and distinctly, that there was l)O dis­
courtesy intended to be conveyed to the hon. 
member for Townsville. His speech was so 
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considerate that there was really nothing to 
answer; and there was no desire on the part of the 
Government to take up the time of the House in 
replying to \V hat the hon. member said. There is 
one other thing to be regretted, and that is the 
attack made by the other side upon an absent 
gentleman, who, I am satisfied, has the respect of 
a large portion of the community-I refer to the 
Hon. Mr. Garrick. He has been described as' a 
lazy, indolent booby, 'and I am sure those who 
attack him would not dare to do so had he been 
present to defend himself. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Nonsense. 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS : I would 

advise the hon. gentleman to keep 11imself quiet. 
Mr. MORE HEAD : I am not at all likely to 

take your'advice. 
The MINISTER l!'OR WORKS : The mem­

bers of the Opposition have called this side to 
order for intenuptions, and I hope that they 
will set a good example themselves. I now 
come to my predecessor, who was about the worst 
l'l1inister for Works who was ever in office. He 
has taken me to task for some speech I, made at 
Adavale, and he has credited me with the state­
ment that our railways paid the interest on the 
borrowed money. What I really did say was, 
that, taking into consideration the advantages 
the country derived from railway communica­
tion, they were doing more than paying interest 
on borrowed money. I freely admit ~hat there are 
several branch lines partly constructed that are 
rather a drag than otherwise ; but they cannot be 
expected to pay until they are carried a certain 
distance to secure the traffic. The hon. member 
for Port Curtis is one of those dreamy indi­
viduals who, I am afraid, hardly knows what 
he speaks about. He has come to the conclusion 
that the Government is going to erect wharves 
round the Botanic Gardens. Never was such a 
statement made by the Government, and whoever 
made the statement made it without authority. 
Then the hon. membei' referred to the lines of 
railway that are to be constructed, and said that 
I made it a condition-that I threatened-that 
unless the Land Bill was passed there would be 
no public works. I am prepared to repeat that 
now, and I will repeat it as often as I get up' in 
this House. But he has entirely misquoted me 
on the subject. I did not say the revenue from 
the land would pay the interest on money 
borrowed, but that the Land Bill would encourage 
settlement, and the increase of population would 
assist to pn,y the interest on loans. The state­
ments made on this matter are only part and 
parcel of the charges brought against the 
Government. We are accused of repudiation 
arid· everything that is illegal. I am perfectly 
satisfied, however, tha,t if the hon. Minister for 
Lands remains in office for four years, the 
charge which has been made against an hon. 
member opposite will never be made aguinst 
him. 

Mr. ARCHER: Will the hon. gentleman he 
kirid enough to address himself to the Chair 
instead of addressing hon. members on this side 
of the House personally ? He has no right to 
address my hon. friend on this side. I insist 
upon the rules of the House being observed. 

Mr. SPEAKER : It is the duty of every hon. 
member to address the Chair. 

The MINISTER ]'OR WORKS: Mr. 
Speaker, you have 'given some extraordinary 
rulings to-night. 

l\Ir. MQREHEAD : Chair, Chair! 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS : If you 

think you are going to gag me you are mistaken. 
Mr. ARCHER: Will the hon. Minister for 

Works kindly address the Oh air instead of my 
hon. friend? 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON: I often 
wonder why it is that; when a little slip takes 
place on our side of the House, someone on the 
other side gets up to cull attention to it. 

Mr. SPEAKER : Every hon. member ought 
to address the Chair. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : I am 
exceedingly sorry, and apologise to the hon. and 
venerable member for Blackall. I can assure 
the hon. member that these interruptions are 
made for a purpose-to cause a little confusion, 
and interrupt me in my speech. 

Mr. ARCHER: I rise to a point of order. 
The hon. gentleman broke a rule of the House. 
I called attention to it, and had no motive what­
ever in doing so except to make him obey the 
rules of the House. It is a breach of the rules 
to impute motives to me, and I ask the ruling 
of the Speaker on this question. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has no 
ri~ht to impute motives. 

The MINISTER for WORKS: Would you 
allow me, Mr. Speaker, to ask the hon. member 
for Blackall, through you, what he means? I 
really do not understand him. I have had the 
honour of a seat in this House for nearly twenty 
years, and during the whole of that time I have 
never met with such silly interruptions as have 
been made to-night by the hon. member for 
Blackall. I do not know whether the hon. 
member is losing his senses. The fact of the 
matter is, Mr. Speaker, the hon. member~ 
opposite have a very bad case, and they do not 
know what to do to make the best of a bad job. 
I was charged to-day hy the hon. member for 
Mackay with not proceeding with the construc­
tion of a bridge over the river at Mackay. Well, 
in answer to that I may state that, owing to the 
Divisional Boards Act coming into operation, 
there was not a single officer in the W arks 
Department competent to design that particular 
bridge, as well as several others. Tru~, a bridge was 
designed by the Harbours and Rivers Depart­
ment, but it was to have wooden piles, and I_ came 
to the conclusion that it would be an unsmtable 
bridge to be erected there, as its piles would 
very soon be destroyed by the cobra. I did not 
think there was any pressing necessity for 
building the bridge, because the people can 
cross the river without any difficulty. There­
fore I thought it better that I should take time, 
and endeavour to secure the senices of a first­
class engineer for the purpose of designing not 
only this bridge, but others also. A sum of 
£30,000 was voted some time ago for a bridge 
at Mackay, one at Townsville, and anoth~r 
across the Annan River, hut the amount IS 
not sufficient. I am 'quite sure that by the time 
there is sufficient money available to build these 
bridges, the designs and plans will all be com­
pleted and tenders invited for the work. I think 
it is hetter, even if it is delayed a mont)l or two, 
that the work should be done substantially and 
not in such a manner that it will b~ carried away 
by the first flood. I can promise the hon. mem- , 
ber for Mackay that when the bridge to which he 
referred is built, it will be a bridge for all. time. 
My hon. friend the Premier has commumcat:d 
with the Premiers of New South Wales and Y Ic­
toria, requesting them to recommend a goo~ engi­
neer for the p'urpose'of designing all these bridges. 
I believe the Government will have to undertake 
to build all bridges of any importance in the 
colony. I am satisfied that the cli visional 
boards have not the means to do it, and I 
intend to recommend the Government to put a 
sum on the Estimates for the purpose of asslSt!ng 
divisional boards to carry out large works wh10h 
they ;1re unable to undertake themselves. There­
fore there will be constant employment for an 
engineer of that description. Some hon. membef 
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charged me with not having carried ont a rail­
way which had been authorised by the previous 
Government from Bowen to Haughton Gap. 

Mr. NOR TON: Authorised by the House. 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: All I can 

say is that if the House authorised it they did not 
know what they were about. In connection 
with that matter a deputation came down from 
Bowen urging the Government to push on this 
railway. My reply to them was, that I thought 
it something extraordinary that a railway should 
be built for the purpose of connecting with the 
Northern line, when they t<lre:tdy had communi­
cation on the sea-board. I thought there was 
something wrong about it, and I could not see 
what would justify such a work, unless the land 
was of such a quality that you could have close 
settlement which would make traffic for the line. 
I believe there is such a place somewhere 
as Haughton Gap, but nobody seemed to know 
where it was. As I understood it, the line 
was to connect with the Northern line so as 
to get a share of the Western traffic. 8urely 
we are not mad enough to build aline to compete 
with one already in existence! Instead of being 
fit for close settlement the land there is the most 
miserable and wretched I ever travelled over­
swampy, flooded country, only fit for grazing 
cattle, and it can never be turned to any other 
purpose. It is true there is some good land 
about half-way, at a place called Inkerman, but 
I found that the whole of the land l1ad been 
alienated at 5s. an acre. There is no doubt 
in my mind that the object of the previous 
Government was to build a line to Inkerman, and 
from there to a place called Ayr, to enhance the 
value of that land which they got from the 
country. I believe they dummied a good deal 
of it, for I am told the conditions were never 
complied with. There iR something suspicions 
to my min.d about the name of Ayr. I decided 
to look mto the matter closely, and, after 
making every inquiry and getting the fullest 
information, I found that the line was never 
intended to go to Haughton Gap at all, hut 
was simply to be made to enhance the Yalue 
of this land. If they had succeeded in carrying 
that railway there at the cost of the country, 
thoBe "dulnmierB," as I call then1, wonld have 
pocketed something like half-a-million of money 
out of the speculation. As far as lies in my 
power I will do my level best to put a stop to 
it, and I did not hesitate to tell them so. 
I am prepared, howeyer, to rec01umend the Gov­
ernment to build them a line to a coalfield which 
I believe to be the best in (~ueensland, which 
will be a profitable undertaking, and of which 
the State will reap the benefit. \Ve have heard 
agreatdeal about the Government repudiating the 
right of pre-emption and driving capital out of 
the country. I can quite understand the hon. 
member for J'\ormanby complaining about this, 
because his income has fallen off-there are not 
so many pelicans to be plucked. It is a big firm, 
that of Morehead and Company, and they are 
only looking after their own interests. When­
ever they get wind that a pelican is on his way 
here they look after him, put him up as an 
honorary member of the Queensland Club, and 
shepherd him carefully until they have clone with 
him. I can quite understand the hon. member 
for J'\ormanby complaining about capital being 
driven out of the country. I am almost in­
clined to agree with the Minister for Lands 
that we are better without those people. I have 
met some of those victims.; I remember well 
that some time ago a certain person drove up in a 
cab-he was not, however, one of the firm of 
11orehead and Company-and, pointing to a 
man, he said, "That is Mr. So-and-so, the 
purchaser of So-and -so." I :1m not going to 

mention names. I happened to say, "God help 
him!" when he said, "Don't say a word about it; 
the bargain is not quite closed." Those are the 
sort of people the hon. member for N ormanby is 
grieving over, and I can C[uite understand it. A 
good many men have invested their money in 
that \Vestern country, by whom Morehead and 
Company have benefited. I am not imputing 
motives ; they were simply doing their business. 
They are sharp business men, and they take pre­
cious good care that they never lose their" pelican" 
until they luwe plucked him. I have said, and 
repeat, that unless the Government can pass a land 
measure to induce people to come and settle in 
the country, and so help to pay interest on our 
borrowed money, I am afraid the large public 
works policy contemplated by the Government 
will have to stand over for a time. If such 
a measure is passed, I am satisfied that we 
may increase the population by at least 100,000 
within the next eighteen months or two ye::trs. 

Mr. ARCHER : 100,000 in eighteen months ! 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS : I can 

quite understa.nd the hon. member for Blackall 
nodding his head. He does not want population­
to his mind it is a disturbing element ; but we 
will try our level best to bring people and en­
deavour to settle the lands, so that they will 
be able to make an hone&!; living and not 
be paupers. I know I have been abused and 
charged with trying to strangle this Divisional 
Boards Bill. \Vel!, I know a divisional board 
pretty well in funds, where a resolution was 
moved by one of the members that a deputation 
should wait on another member, to ask if he was 
willing to sell a certain property for the use of the 
board as an office or place to hold their meetings. 
As a matter of course, the ,]eputation waited on the 
member, and the end of it was that they bought 
a whole Jot of ricketty buildings for £1,700. I 
only wish I had the power to stop it. They had 
the use of the Town Hall at a rent. of 5s. a 
month, and, not satisfied with that, they squander 
a way the money among themselves in the purchase 
of property they have no use for. Local go,·ern­
ment is very desimble, but I am afraid that this 
Bill will require very great amendments before 
it is useful to the country. The hon. member 
1nade some allusion to the Premier intimating to 
me that I should not say any more, but I assure 
him he was mistaken. I am perfectly satisfied 
to continue the endowment. 

An HoxoT:HAllLE ME;I!BER : \Vhat about 
doubling it'! 

The MINISTER l<'OR WOHKS: I have 
pledged myself to do all I can to continue 
the double endowment, because it would be 
utterly impossible to carry on the improvements 
unless the boards had two to one. I am prepared 
even to go further, provided they do not pester 
me to do their work. I will tell yon that I 
would sooner see the endowment three to one 
than have it reduced. I do not think I havP. 
anything further to say, Mr. Speaker. I must 
apologise to you if I have said anything unpar­
liamentary-if I have, it is entirely caused by 
the hon. member for Blackall. There is really 
something wrong with him to-night, which I 
cannot understand, unless it is softening of the 
brain. 

Question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL THEASURER : I beg to 

move that the 8peech of His Excellency the 
Governor be taken into consideration at the next 
meeting of the House. 

Question put and pas~ed. 
The PHEMIER : I am empowered by His 

Excellency to say that His Excellency will 
receive the Address in Reply from thi• House at 
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half-past 3to-morrow. I therefore beg to move 
that this House do now adjourn till to-morrow 
afternoon at 3 o'clock. 

Mr. STEVEJ'\SON said it was an old saying 
that if you gave a lie a start you would probably 
never be able to catch up to it. The Minister 
for Lands had accused him of saying· something 
that was not true. He was talking at the 
time of the forfeitnres in the Cook district. He 
(Mr. Stevenson) had said tlmt the hon. gentle­
man sent out a circular to the licensees of 
the runs in that district, intimating to them 
that their lands were forfeited, and accusing 
them of having ac<]uired the lands by mis­
repreHentationH. He in)-;tancecl one case to 
prove his statement, and B::tid that the hon. 
gentleman had acted wrongly, because he conlll 
prove that the rnns httd been taken up according 
to the spirit of the Act, if not according to 
the letter; that a certain number of cattle 
had been bought and placed on these runs, and 
that a certain amount of money had been 
expended in improvements. The hon. gentleman 
had had the hardihood to turn round and say 
that that was untrue. He (Mr. Stevenson) 
was prepared to show that his statement was 
correct ; he was prepared to produce evidence 
that the gentleman he had "lluded to-a gentle­
man named W atson, from Victoria-had bought 
l.,fiOO head of cattle ; that those cattle were 
taken up to the country; that the country was 
taken up according to the Act ; and that the 
improvements had been made as he stated. He 
could prove hy to-morrow that what he said was 
correct. The hon. gentleman further said that 
he did not send out a circular saying that the 
runs were forfeited, that he had not ttccused the 
licensees of misrepresentation, and th .. t he had only 
sent out a circular asking the licensees to show 
cause why their runs should not be forfeited. 
By the time the House met to-morrow he could 
produce the hon. member'e own circular to prove 
that he never asked the licensees to show cause, 
but that he actually forfeited the runs and 
accused the licensees of acquiring them by mis­
representation. He should like to know what 
the hem. gentleman had to say to that ; :md he 
warned the hon. gentleman that in futme, not­
withstanding any excitement of the moment, he 
had hetter be careful how he accused hon. members 
of the House of making statements that were un­
true. Heshouldnotdwellnpon the statement which 
had fallen from the hem. the .'\Iinister for IV orks. 
That hon. gentleman told the country that the 
members of the firm of ]\forehead and Com­
pany were sharp business men. That he quite 
believed, and would like fur-ther to say that he 
would like to t&ach the Minister for Lands a 
lesson in connection with his department-that 
l\Iorehead and Company could advertise runs 
to be sold without stock, without those runs 
having been acquired by perjury or fraud. 
He could point out to the Minister for Lands, 
that even the Minister for vVorks sold a run 
the other day without stock, and he did not, 
he hoped, acquire that run by perjury or fraud. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I rise to 
a point of order. I never sold a run without 
stock. 

1Ir. STI~VE::--l"SON said, if he was wrong 
he accepted the statement of the MinistQr for 
\Vorks ; at the same time, More head and Com­
pany often sold runs and leases of runs without 
stock. They made arrangements that the stock 
were to be removed; hut they were there at the 
time of the ~ale and they stayed there until the 
purchasers put other stock on. It showed how 
thoroughly intractable the Minister for Lands 
was, and that he knew nothing at all about his 
department. As he had said, the Minister for 
Lands was st~ck on a piece of land, with a few 

head of cattle, holding a large area of country· 
As was pointed out the other day by a writer in 
the Courier, he held a large area of country, with 
a few aborigines, and accused other people of 
doing thic<, that, and the other, while he really 
knew nothing about his own department. He was 
surprised at the ignorance of the hon. gentle­
man ; as if country could not be sold withouh 
stock as well as with stock. He hoped he had 
said enoug-h to show that what he had said was per­
fectly correct, and he was prepared to produce 
documents to-morrow to show that the l\Iinister 
for Lands was not correct in his statements. 

The MINn-lTEH FOR L"\.NDS: There are 
twu fonns of circnlttrH isHned, one for the le:-;!-5ees 
or leaselwlders of the Cook, and another, that is 
now being i,,,ned to the lenseholders or lessees in 
the Burke and Gregory ; and those were the 
forms in which they were called upon to show 
cause. In the others, th~y were clMrged with 
misrepresentation; at the same time it was open 
to them to explain how it was that their stock 
returns under the Brands Act rlid not accord 
with the amount of country that they held 
as being stocked. Those who will be able 
to make that explan,;tion will not be interfered 
with; and those who will not, will have their 
runs forfeited. As to the remark the hon. 
gentleman made just now-a very insulting 
remark-that I hold a run now with a small 
number of stock, that it is not stocked in accord 
with the requirements of the Act: I may say 
that I hold about 600 square miles in the Leich­
hardt district, not all of it first-class land, with 
about 12,000 head of cattle. Hon. members will 
know whether that is well stocked or not. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : I certainly should not 
have risen had it not been for the remarks of the 
Minister for vVorks, which I think he will admit 
were very injudicious. I do not think this has 
anything to do with l\Iorehead and Company, 
and I do not think the discussion should have 
been raised by the Minister for \Vorks. I have 
only to express my regret that he should have 
made the attack. It is one which I am sure he 
will be ashamed of, and, if persevered in, will 
only lead to attacks upon any member of this 
House who is in lmsincs~. 

'l'he MIXISTER 1-'0R WOicKS: "Those 
who live in glass houses should not throw stones." 
I can tell the hon. member a great deal more, 
:tnd give him names. I have purchased runs from 
::\[orehead and Company myself. I have no de­
sire to rake up these matters, and never make 
any attack upon anyone unless I have been ,.t. 
tacked. When a man a.ttacks me I will retaliate, 
I do not care who he is ; but I will confine myself 
to facts, and can give many more cases. The 
hon. gentleman knows I have purchased runs 
from him; but I always did it in a sort of way 
that I was perfectly safe. I did not buy the 
licenses; I bought the leases, and they were bound 
to protect the leases until I could put my stock 
upon them. I always like to do things sure and 
certain. I do not want to rake up these things ; 
but the hon. gentleman has to thank the hon. 
member for Nornmnby for the attack. 

Mr. MORT~HEAD : I rise to a point of order: 
has not the h~n. gentleman alrea<ly spoken to 
this motion ? 

Mr. ARCHicR : I have only to say that if 
the Ministers continue to make personal attacks 
of this kind the House will never adjourn. 

The MI::--l"ISTER FOH WORKS : I did not 
commence it. If the hon. gentleman caused me 
to speak the truth he has only himself to blame. 

Mr. l\IACDOXALD-PATERSON said he 
thought it ought to be hid down as a hard and 
steadfast rule in the House that no reference 
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whatever he made to private matters in any 
speech. He hoped they should hear no more 
of it. 

The PREMIEU: I wish to call the attention 
of hon. members to the importance of forming a 
quorum before half-past 3, so that we may attend 
at Government House at that hour. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at ten minutes to 12 

o'clock. 

Oivil Servants' Fees. 




