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174. Insanity Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Motion for Adjournment. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesday, 29 July, 1884. 

Petition.-~Iotion for Adjournment.-Proposed Federa
tion of Australasia.-Appropriation Bill No. I.
motion for Adjournment.-Questions.-Skyring's 
Road BilL-Formal ~fotion.-Jury Act Amendment 
BilL-Deeds of Grant and Leases to Deceased Persons 
Bill-committee.-1\ ... ew Guinea and Pacific Juris
diction Contribution Bill- committee.- Native 
Labourers Protection Bill-second reading.-Tri
enniall1arliaments Bill-committee.-.A.djournment. 

The SPEAKEU took the chair at h:•Jf-past 
3 o'clock. 

PETITION. 
Mr. MELLOR presented a petition from the 

residents of the Isis Scrub district, asking that 
the survey of a railway route from the Burrum 
to Gayndah be made virl Isis Scrub. 

On the motion of the hon. member, the peti
tion was read and received. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. NELSON said he was glad to see the 

hon. Minister for \Vorks in his place again, and 
he should take the opportunity of moving the 
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adjournment of the House for the purpose of 
setting the hon. gentleman right with regard to 
some erroneous statements he had made respect
ing the \V ambo Divisional Board. He did not 
know where the hon. gentleman obtained his 
informn,tion; and when he first saw the statements 
in Hansanl-he was not present when the Minis
ter for \Vorks spoke-he was quite struck with 
the ingenuity that the hon. gentleman displayed 
when he made them. 'rhe l\Iinister for ·works 
said:-

"\\'"ell, I know a divisional board, rn·ettywell in ~nnds, 
where a resolution was moved by one of the members 
that a deputation should wait on another member, to 
ask if he was wiWng to sell a certain property for the 
use of t,he board as an office or place to hold their 
meetings. As a matter of course, the deputation 'va.i{ed 
on the member, antl the end of it was that they bought 
a whole lot of rickety buildings for £ l,700. I only 
wish I hall the power to stop it. rl'hey had the use o! 
the town ha1l at a rent of 5s. a month, and, not satislicd 
with that, they squander awa.y the money amOIF" 
themselves in the purchase of property they have ng 
use for." 
The hon. gentleman did not stop at that; but 
the week before last, when he was bringing in 
a Bill to double the endowment to divisional 
boards, he referred to it again. On that 
occasion he stated - talking about boards 
squandering their funds and employing men 
there was no use for :-

"There arc some boards 1vhcre the members, not 
knmving what to do with the rates, are dealing them 
out amongst themselves. 'rhere is the 1Vambo Board, 
who have the use of the town hall from the Municipal 
Council of Dalby at a rf.,ntal of 5s. a month. It is an 
excellent building, and the clerk of the division is also 
clerk to the n1unicipal council.'' 
He also said :-

"I believe this is the only instance that I actually 
know of, and it I could put a stop to any such practices 
I would willingly do so." 
The whole thing arose from some bad informa
tion which the hon. gentleman had got hold of, 
and a great deal from his own bad memory. He 
could distinctly contradict what was said in 
di$paragement of the \Vambo Board. The 
Minister for \Vorks began by saying the board 
had the use of an excellent building ; that was 
quite wrong. Then he said they had the hall at 
the rate of 5s. a month ; that was wrong also. 
Then he said some members of the board brought 
forward a resolution with regard to a deputt<tion. 
There was no such resolution ever brou~ht 
forward, and there was no deputation. "' 

Mr. MOREHEAD : He was piling it on. 
Mr. NELSON said the hem. gentleman then 

concluded by s:1,ying that was the only board he 
had had _any experience of. The hon. gentle
man was a ratepayer of that diYision, and was 
a member of the board for a long time. He 
did not mean to say that he was elected by the 
ratepttyers ; but he had had the honour of a 
seat conferred upon him by the late Government. 
He was a very good member during the time 
he was on the board, and attended meetings 
with a very commendable regularity, and served 
out his term of three years, which he would 
not hn,ve done if he had not been a rate
payer, n,s otherwise his seat would have been 
vacated. During that time the bon,rd got on 
very well except, perhaps, on one or two occa
sions when they had to sit upon the hon. gentle
man. He (:Mr. Nelson) did not know bow the 
hon. gentleman got on with his colleagues in the 
Ministry; but they found on the W ambo Board 
that he occasionally got infected with the idea 
that his wisdom was greater than the wisdom of 
the whole board, which was a sort of thing that 
no board could stand, and consequently they had 
to perform the process he had mentioned ; but it 
was not often-ouly once or twice, and it had a 
very salutary effect. The hon. gentleman had 
parted from th8 board on the very best terms, and 

there had been no animosity that he had heard of. 
In fact the hon. Minister for Works took the 1·0le 
ofthe "JoeHume"to the board, going in for great 
cheeseparing and keeping down their expenses 
to the utmost. That was rerfectly right, espe
cially with a board like the \V ambo, where there 
was such a large area of country, and where 
spending money in driblets would be simply 
throwing it awt~y. Therefore, they n,llowed their 
funds to accumulate in order to be t~ble to do as 
they were duiug now-to go in for very large 
works. They were building bridges, one of 
which coot £700, and were about to undertake 
another; they were also sinking wells all over the 
diotrict, n,ncl works of that sort; therefore he was 
surprised to find the hem. gentleman blaming mem
bers of boards in general, and, he presumed, the 
\V ambo Board in particular, for hoarding up their 
money. That was the very thing they ought to do, 
and the very thing the hon. gentleman approved 
of himself and aided them in doing. However, 
when he left the board and got into another 
position his principles changed. Being a mte
payer, and having been a member of the board 
for so long n, time, he ought to have known 
how to get at the truth if he heard n,ny 
rumours with regard to the squandering of 
the money. He knew that every ratepayer 
had a right to go to the boctrd's office, 
and look up books and papers, and everything 
there. That was a right conferred upon him 
under the Act. He did not, however, appear to 
have clone so, but to have been content to get his 
information from someotherquarterwhich he (Mr. 
Nelson) did not know of. The hon. gentleman 
knew very well that the office there was open 
every day except Sundtty ; and there was a good, 
intelligent, and very willing clerk there, who 
would explain everything the hon. member did 
not understand. There mig-ht be some things 
the clerk could not explain to the hon. gentleman, 
but he was sure he would do all he could. The 
hon. gentleman knew that as a ratepayer he had 
access to the board, and if there was anything 
he found fault with he could write to the 
board, or come to them personally, in his 
capacity as a ratepayer, and object to any pro
ce,edings or make suggestions. But the hon. 
gentlemn,n had done nothing of that sort, but 
chose rather, in his position as Minister for 
Works, to go and make statements to that 
House in an authoritative way ; but he 
did not state from what authority, whence, 
or how, he got his information. , He might 
state the facts of the case in regard to 
the first statement about the town hall. Every
body who knew the town hall of Dalby, knew 
what sort of a building it was. It was in 
a very inconvenient part of the town. It was 
where Dn,lby was supposed to be about twenty
five years ago, but where the modern town of 
Dalby was not. It was on th8 opposite side of 
the creek, and altogether away from the busi
ness part of the town. The hon. gentle· 
man described it as an excellent hall. It 
might have been, one day, but now it was in 
a very dilapidated state. He did not wish to 
injure the Dalby Municipal Council's property 
by saying too much about it, but he could state 
for a fact that the council had for years past 
contemplated removing it altogether and building 
another in the town ; for the present hall could 
hardly be said ~to be in the town, and it could 
hardly, by any stretch of imagination, be said to 
be waterproof. It was very old, and had suffered 
much from time and the ravages of white anis, and 
moreover, it wn,s in such a situation that it was 
liable to be flooded. During the large flood 
in Dalby the water in the town hall wn,s up 
nearly n,s high as the table of that House. 
That was no place for divisional boards' 
meetings; they had maps which they could 
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not replace under a cost of £150, besides books 
and other property ; aml yet that was what the 
Minister for \Vorks called an excellent hall. 
Then he said they could get that hall at 5s. a 
month. It was on the hon. member's own 
motion as a member of the bmud that they 
agreed to give the council 5s. a week-not 'a 
month-for the use of the hall. That had evi
dently escaped the hon. member's memory, only, 
having repeated it twice in the House, it looked 
as if he was trying to make it as bad as he 
could. They had, on the hon. member's own 
proposal, agreed to take the use of the hall 
temporarily-only for a year-at 5s. a week. 
According to the hon. member's last version 
of things, one would think that the board had 
gone in for some kind of log-rolling, and agreed 
amongst themselves to buy some other mem
ber's property. He {Mr. 'Nelson) was stating 
what the facts Jf the matter were. The idea 
of having a new board-room had been before 
the board for a very long time-two or three 
years-and the present matter commenced a long 
timQ ago. It commenced on a motion he (Mr. 
Nelson) made at a board meeting in the month 
of March. According to their rules, every 
motion coming on was circulated to all the 
members of the board seven days before the 
board met to consider it. That motion cn,me on ; 
the clerk had . sent him down a copy of the 
~vh?le proceedmgs, but he wn,s not going to 
mfhct 1t upon the House, and would simply 
state the substance of it. The motion re
ferred to came before the bon,rd on the 5th 
April. On thn,t day, the board affirmed that 
it was desirable to get a new hall for the use 
of the board. 'l'hat was the first part of the pro
ceedings. Consequent upon that there wn,s a 
select committee of four appointed, of whom he 
was one, with instructions to look out for an 
eligible site or property for the purpose. The 
select comr_nittee met, the members having, in 
the meant1me, busied themselves in getting 
offers ; and a number of offers were made, some 
in. writing and some only verbn,lly. The com· 
m1ttee met, and, after consideration, reduced 
the offers to two, and brought up a report in 
writing, signed by the chairman. That report 
was delivered to the bon,rd, and read at their 
next monthly meeting, which \Vould be in May. 
They did not even then jump at a purchase. 
One of the offers made was of a vn,cant n,llotment, 
and the other was an allotment with some build
ings on it: \Vlmt the bo:-trd did next wn,s to 
order their inspector of works to examine both 
offers, and to report upon them as to their suit
ability for the purposes of the board. He 
was ordered to make a plan of the buildings on 
one of the allotments, and also to prepare plans 
for a new building, in cn,se the board should 
decide to buy the vacant allotment. The in
spector's report, according to instructions, was 
dmwn up on the 7th June. It lay on the tn,ble 
for a week before the board met, on the 14th 
June. They then hn,d all those plans and speci
fications before them, n,nd a resolution was 
pn,ssed not to accept either offer, but to mn,ke 
an offer to one of the parties who had 
submitted an offer. In course of time the 
board's offer was accepted, and the matter then 
came before the board again for final n,pproval. 
That was on the 12th of the present month, so 
that they saw the matter extended over a period 
of three or four months ; and every one o£ the 
meet~ngs of the board which he had mentioned 
were open to the public, though he could not say 
that there was a very brgeattendn,nce of the public. 
But on every occasion there was a representative of 
the Press-l\'l:r. l'lint, a gentleman not unknown 
in journalism in the capitn,l-present ; and the 
whole of the proceedings were reported in the 
papers publisl).ed in Dalby, and of course circu· 

latecl throughout the district. Up to the very 
la.st-the 12th July-he never hen,rd a single inti· 
nmtion from any ratepayer dissenting from the 
proceedings of the board. Indeed, he did not 
know of a single ratepayer, excepting the 
Minister for Works, who did not heartily ap
prove of its action. That hon. gentleman 
ought to have made his complaint to the 
board, and not to the House; and the bon,rd 
was ready to attend to any well-founded cmn
plaint, whether brought forward by the richest 
or the poorest ratepayer in the district. But the 
hon. gentlemn,n did nothing of the sort; he 
brought his complaints before the Honse, with 
the sole appn,rent object of disparaging the 
board. The hon. gentleman was at one thne a 
member of the bon,rd, and now he seemed to 
take a delight in turning round upon it whenever 
he had n,n opportunity. He did not think he 
need say more on that point. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles): Go on; it is very interesting. 

Mr. NELSON sn,id that as to whether the 
board made a good bargn,in or not he would say 
nothing, for the board Wtts J;JOt responsible to the 
House or to the Minister for \Vorks, but to the 
ratepayers; n,nd if the ratepayers were satisfied 
he did not see thn,t the Minister for \Vorks had 
any right to interfere. The only way in which 
that hon. ge,tleman could interfere wn,s under 
the saving clause in the Act, which gave the 
Governor in Council power to step in if there was 
any maladministration or dishonesty going on 
by the board. On that point neither the Minister 
for \Vorks nor anyone else could say a single 
word. There was another matter he wished to 
mention before resuming his sen,t. The Minister 
for \Vorks had been blaming boards in general 
for paying their chairmen. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The Booroodabin Divi
sional Board pays its chairman. 

Mr. NELSON said the hon. gentleman made 
particular reference to the \Varnho Bon,rd, and he 
must know the whole facts of the case, because 
it was argued strongly when he (Mr. Miles) was 
himself a member of the board. On that occn,
sion the hon. member took a very high tone, and 
said the colony would go to Jericho if it could 
not find chairmen of boards willing to pay their 
own expenses. Other members did not take that 
view, and it was urged that, as the poorest mem
ber of the bon,rd was eligible to be its chairman, 
it was only fair, in so large "-division, that he 
should be recouped for the money he was out of 
pocket for r:ililwn,y fares, horse hire, or anything 
else. The Minister for \Vorks pushed the ques
tion to a division, with the result that n,ll the 
rest of the board were with the " Ayes," and the 
hon. gentlenmn was left ln,menting by him
self. 'l'he sum voted was £50 a yen,r, but the 
hon. gentleman knew very well that not a 
farthing of that money had ever been drawn. 
Indeed, the whole expenses of the chairman 
-from the initiation of the board in 1879 
till the present time, including the conduct
ing of elections and other matters-had not 
amounted to more thn,n £55. The gravamen of 
the hon. gentleman's charge n,gainst the boards 
was that there wn,s some underhand work going 
on with regard to the pnrchase of the hall ; but 
he believed he hscl said enough to convince the 
House and the public that any insinuation of 
that sort was utterly baseless. He would now 
ask the Minister for Works to tell the House 
upon what authority he made the statement he 
did. He begged to move the adjournment of the 
House. 

The MINISTER l<'OR WOlm:s {Hon. W. 
?vriles)said they had had a most interesting maiden 
speech from the hon. member for N orthernDowns, 
and he only regretted that the hon. me1r ber had 
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not chosen a more lively subject than the miser
able one of the 'N,>mho Divisional Board. The 
hon. member knew very well that that hoard 
were making "ducks and drakes " of their 
money and spending it among themselves. 
The hon. member knew as well as he did that 
the foreman of the works, a thoroughly practical 
man and a good carpenter, would not recom
mend the purcluse of that rotten building for 
the divisional board. 

Mr. NELSON: It is false. 

The IVIINISTEE l<'Oll WOllKS saicl the 
costly bridge which the board had built over the 
Condamine was not a highway at all-it had 
simply been built for the convenience of the hon. 
member himself. By a mistake of the reporter, 
he had been represented as having said £1,700 
instead of £700; and he repeated that the build
ing which the board gave £700 for was uot worth 
£150. It would take as much money to fit it up 
as a board-room as they could have got a new 
building for. But the whole thing was paltry, 
and he deeply regretted that the hon. member 
had not made his maiden speech on some 
question more interesting, instead of on such 
a miserable, wretched question as that of the 
Wambo Divisional Board. He (Mr. l\liles) 
should not occupy the time of the House longer 
with such a miserable, drivelling, wretched sub
ject. 

Mr. JESSOP said he was sorry the J\Iinister 
for \Vorks had lost his temper about that little 
divisional board business ; but as the hon. gentle
man had made his accusations against the 
\V ambo Board before the House in the absence 
of the hon. member (J\lr. Nelson), who was 
chairman of the board, and himself, they felt it 
their duty to contradict the statements of the 
hon. gentleman in the place where they were 
uttered. The board was accused of squandering 
the money of the ratepayers, and he (:\lr. J essop ), 
as well as his hon. friend, gave that an entire 
denial. The Minister for \Vorks had expressed 
his regret that the hem. member for Northern 
Downs had made his maiden speech on 
such a miserable, drivelling subject. 'l'hat 
hon. member harl at all events kept his 
temper, and said what he had to say in a 
gentlemanly way-which,. was more than could 
be said of the Minister for \V orb, in his reply. 
He could not give any further particulars than 
had been laid before the House by the hcm. 
member for Northern Downs, as that hon. 
gentleman had stated everything in connection 
with the affair so fully and so truthfully. The 
statement of the hon. the Minister for \Vorks 
as to the valuation was totally untrue, as the 
architect valued the place at £.)50 or £600. How 
the hon. gentleman made up his estimate of £150 
he (Mr. J essop) could not tell, but supposed it 
was· like many other statements made by the 
Minister for \Vorks at various times about divi
sional boards. \Vith reference to the hall, he 
found from the minutes of the municipal council
he w>ts there as a member of the council to defend 
the council as well as the divisional board-tha.t 
on the 2nd of September, 1879, in consequence 
of the town hall being almost unapproachable 
from the effects of floods, the meeting had to 
be held in the school of arts. On the 24th and 
25th of Septem her there were two feet of water 
in the town hall, the marks of which still 
remained, and everything outside, including the 
fence round the reserve, was carried away, 
and the fence had not been re-erected to this 
day. The municipal council continued to 
hold their meetings in the school of arts
on the other side of the creek, where modern 
Dalby, as it had been called by the hon. member 
for Northern Downs, now was-for nearly a year 
before they went hack. As to the premi&eo 
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themselves, it was decided by the council that 
they were not worth even painting, and there 
was not a member of the council at the present 
time who would not be glad to remove the 
buildings if they had the necessary funds avail
able. As to the bridge which had been referred 
to, he might inform hon. members that it 
was on the main road to St. George, to 
the \V estern district, and to Cunnamulla. He 
thought that when any hon. member, even 
a :Minister of the Crown, made such statements 
as had been made to that House on the subject 
under discussion, if the statements were false 
they should be thrown back upon him and let 
the House see who was wrong and who was 
right. He confirmed all that had been said by 
the hon. member for Korthern Downs. 

J\Ir. AHCHER said he only wanted to say a 
few words on the subject, and especially to call 
attention to the amiable temper in which the 
respected Minister frlr \Vorks had addressed the 
House. Had the hon. gentleman not got into 
such a fuming pa.ssion he (Mr. Archer) would 
have taken hut very little notice of the matter, 
but he generally ob'lerved that when people 
found themselves in the wrong they tried to get 
out of it by getting into a passion. He hoped 
that the recent injury the h•m. gentleman had 
sustained had not affected his brain or the gen
eral good temper and amiable manner he dis
played in that House. There was one remark 
made by the hnn. the Minister for Works in re
ference to the hon. member for Northern Downs 
to which he (Mr. Archer) must allude, and 
that w<ts that he (the Minister for \Vorks) was 
surprised at the hon. member for Northern 
Do\vns making his 1naiden speech on such a 
miserable subject, or words to that effect. But 
was it a miserable matter to point out to a 
Minister that he had made a great mistake in a 
statement addressed to that House? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : I made no 
1nistake. 

Mr. AllCHER said, so far as they could judge 
from the remarks made by the different speakers, 
the hon. gentleman had made a great mistake ; 
and he (Mr. Archer) said that a Minister who 
got up in his place and gave way to blustering, 
instead of answering an hon. member cour .. 
teously and proving that he was in the wrong, if 
such was the case, was in the wrong himBelf. He 
thought no more proper occasion could arise for 
a gentleman who was not only member for the 
district, but also a member of the divisional 
board, to address that House than when state
ments were made respecting the local government 
in his particular district, which could not be 
proved or which were very much exaggerated. If 
the hon. the Minister for \Vorks would only con· 
sider the grief hon. members suffered at his absence, 
and how glad they were to see him return, he 
probably would avoid such a display of passion 
as had just been seen by that House. 

Mr. NELSON said he was sorry the Minister 
for \Vorks had lost his temper over the matter, 
because everything that he (Mr. Nelson) had 
stated to the House was capable of proof. He 
simply asked the hon. gentleman what proof he 
could adduce for the statements he made, 
but the Minister for Works did not say a 
word about that. But he said that he (Mr. 
Nelson) knew perfectly well that the board were 
misusing the funds. He (Mr. Nelson) denied 
that 'in toto to his face, and defied him to 
prove that there had ever been a single six
pence diverted by the board to an improper 
use ; he had not 'the courage to try to do it. 
The hon. gentleman further attempted to justify 
his action by saying that in his opinion the 
property was not worth the money paid for 
it, as if that were any jlll>tification for his 
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statements. If it appeared to his judg-ment 
that the board had been " had " like the 
Minister for Lands in the Clermont case, why 
did he not s<>y so ? But such was not the 
case. He (Mr. N elsou) wa,s satisfied that 
the investment was a good one, and one that 
could be made to yield a revenue to the 
board. 'rhe Minister for \Vorks also said that 
he was surprised at him making his maiden 
speech on such a mi;;erable subject ; but he 
would remind the House that the matter was 
introduced by the :Minister for ·works himself, 
who was a member of the board, and who could 
have had the matter discussed and settled at a 
board meeting. \Vith the len.ve of the House he 
would withdraw the motion for adjournment. 

Motion withdrawn accordingly. 

PROPOSED FEDERATION 01<' 
AUSTRALASIA. 

'The SPEAKEH mmounced that the A,!dreso 
agreed to by the House on \Veclnec;day la't h:1r! 
been ~ngros,ed, and he luvl laid it before His 
]~xce1leney the ( loYernor, n.t OoYern1nent J--I on se, 
that afternoon, and, on 1Jehalf of the Hou,e, asked 
His Exce:lency to transmit it to the Secretary 
of l:ltate for the Colonie' fm preeentation to Her 
Majesty. His :Excellency, in reply, stated tlmt 
he would comply with the wishes of the House 
at the earliest possible opportunity. 

APPIWPHIATION RILL Xo. 1. 

The SPEAKEH also announcer! that His 
Excellency the GoYernor had formally n.ssented 
to this Bill. 

:MOTIOJ'\ FOR ADJOURNMK:\"'1'. 

::\Ir. HAMILTON said he intended tu con
cluue his remarks with a motion. On the 17th 
July, a deputation waited un the :Minister for 
\Vorks to request him to investigate some 
charges made by them against \Varden Lukin. 
On that occn.sinn the Minister for Works mar!e 
a staten1ent regarding \V arden Hodgkinson, of 
the Palmer Gold Fidel,:. He (Mr. Hamilton) 
would read an extract from the report of the 
deputation in the Courier, which extract h:<d 
been stated by the gentlemen present to he 
perfectly correct. The Minister for \Vorks 
said:-

"He had on his ta1Jle a revort from Cold Warlltm IIollg
kinsou, which he was prepare(! to :-:ay was intelllie(l to 
ruin tlw pnlJlie, aud had bc(m prf'pared witll that pur
pose: alHl111'. Iludgki11.s11n had been paid for Uoiu~ :-;u. 
Xo <.luulJt t'Olue of the g-en!leltJC11 pre..;ent had ~ecn it; it 
was about two daims 011 the Palmer." 
\Vhat dicl that meau? It weant, if true, that 
an official holding the highest position on one 
of the most import,mt goldfields in the colony 
had conspired with some scotmdrels, for the 
sake of a bribe, to swindle the public; that 
he had prostituted his official pnsition in making 
an official report containing false statements, for 
the purpose, as the Minister for \Vorks stated, 
of ruining the public. He had been under the 
impression that the Minister for \Vorlcs was a 
man of honour-and personally he esteemed him ; 
but he considered that no man of honour
no man with one scintilla of manly and honour
able feeling-could be capable of making such 
statements regarding any man unless he was 
convinced that he had proofs which justified 
him in making them. \Vhat he (Mr. Hamilton) 
wished tn know was, whether \Varden Hodg
kinsnn had been dismiesed ; because if the 
:Minister for \\'arks believed thltt \Vanleu H"']g. 
kinson had been guilty of what he had charged 
him with, then that officer was not worthy 
of his position, and slwuld not have been allowed 
to retain it for a. Hingle 111o1nent ; if, on the 
other hand, he harl been allowed to retain his 
J?Osition, theu the ?>Iini:oter v.·ho aHowed hiln 

to do Ho, after having tualle such charges a.ga.inst 
him, was unworthy of his po~ition. H.e heg;;ed 
to move the adjournment of the House. 

The J\IIXISTEH FOE wmm:s said that as a 
motion on the subject had been tn.bled thnt after· 
noon, and as he did not wish to prejudge the case, 
he had no intention of making any remark on it 
at present. He would wait till the proper time 
can1e. 

1\Ir. ::\10 HE HEAD said the hrm. gentleman 
had already prejudged the case ; he lmd pre
judged it outside, He would n.sk the hon. 
gentleman a question that had not been asked 
bv the hon. member for Cook-Had he taken 
steps to suspenr! Mr. Hodgkinson? If the hon. 
gentleman belieYed that the statements he 
bad made the other clay were true, surely 
he nn1Ht ha.ve taken f'mue 8teps to prevent 
that officer fnnu doing any further wrong----if he 
had done any at all---until, at all e1·ent,;, the Select 
Committee that was <t]Jpointed brought up its 
report, which might not be agreed to by 
the House. Th~t the ::\linieter for \Y orb had 
been guilty of a bment:tble fault no one would 
d~ny. J-la ving made sweeping chttrges against 
::\[r. Hodgkinoon, he !lOW RheltLrer! himself 
behind a put-up motion for a select committee 
to inquire into the truth or otherwise of hi,; rash 
statements. Surely the hon. g-entleman would 
tell the1i1 the reasons which induced him to make 
those statements? 

The MIXISTER l<'OR WOHKS : I will tell 
you before I have done. 

Mr. MOilEH[,;AD: The hrm. gentleman said 
he would tell them before he was done ; but they 
wanted to know now what induced him to make 
those charges-clelibentte charges 2gainst the 
honour and character of an official holding a high 
position in the Ciovermnent Service. Inc;tead of 
that, he intimated that he would not give an 
answer because a select conunittee 'vas to 
be appointed. \Vonlcl that select committee 
have been nHn-ed for had it not been for 
the notice tn.ken of the matter by the 
public Press? \Vonld that committee h:i,;e been 
mover! for to allow the Minister for \Vorh to 
skulk behinr! it had it not been for a le,.,ding 
article in the Cow·ia, the other dtty, plainly 
setting forth that either the ::\Iini,ter for \V orks 
shonhl retire from his po.;itiun ur that \Yarden 
lloJg-ldnsun should Le di""1Hi~~ed ; that there 
was no middle course•. Ho (i\Ir. }lorehead) 
hoped the Hottse W<>nld not submit to such a 
course of procedure. He hoped they would 
drag front the hou. geutlenHtn, if they eonld get 
them in no other way, the reasons that 
caused him to cast such an apparently 
foul aspersion on the character of a high 
official. If JYiini;;ters were allowed to make such 
statements, ruining the repntn.tion of those they 
n.ttn.cked, there was no safeguard for any Civil 
servant in the colony. Those were matters that 
chould be fully gone into by that House. He 
did not know whether n,n action for libel would 
lie agn.inst the Minister for \Vorks or not; he 
hope,! it would, though his legal knowledge was 
not sufficient to enable him to give a definite 
opini0n on that point ; but if such an action 
would not lie in the case of a Civil servant, then 
it ought to do. He held that a Minister had no 
right to ntake Hnch charges unle!-is he was prepa.n:·d 
to- defend t hmn, a.nd gi Ye full rea8ons for lwsing 
made them ; but in the pre,ent case the ho11. 
gentleman had elected to shelter himself behind 
a committee which hnd not yet been appointed, 
and which might not be appointe'l. He would ask 
the hon. gentlenntn whether, in the 1nea.ntinw, 
he had suspended 1\~arden Hodgkineon' 

The :;III~ISTER l'"OR WOFFS: I 11i1l ;;i1e 
an anower at the prcrer time. 
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The PRE:\IIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) said the 
statements made by his hon. friend, the Minister 
for \Vorks, were undoubtedly of a very serious 
character. The matter was one thttt should be 
thoroughly inquired into, and he knew no better 
mode of inquiry than by a select committee of that 
House. He was, therefore, very glad to hear 
his hon. colleague the member for North Bris
bane, J\-Ir. Brookes, give notice of motion for the 
appointment of a committee for that purpose, be
fore whom all the papers and information could 
be laid. When the whole ofthematerialconnected 
with the matter was before the House it could 
be fully discussed, and the blame placed where 
it should lie, if it should lie anywhere. But in 
the meantime the House wa.s not in a position 
to discuss the matter. They had no information 
as to the circmnstances under which the report 
wa~ 1uade. Hou. nwtnben; had, of cotU'~-5e, seen 
the report, bec>tuse it had been laid upon the table 
of the House; hnt they had uot seen the vapers 
relating to it, nor were they :cware of the circum
otance' snrronnding the ca,e. He did not profeH·' 
himself to be thol'lmghly conversant with it, 
but as soon '" he saw the report of his 
hon. colleague's Hpeech he at once c:cme to 
the conclusion that the matter required inquiry. 
As to the question, what was to be done with 
\Varden Hodgkinson in the meantime 1 Of 
course he could not continue to occupy his 
position1 and when the inquiry was going on his 
presence would be required in Brisbane. The 
Government had not yet had an opportunity of 
dealing with the matter, and he did not wish to 
prejudge it in any Wtty. He should advise his 
hon. colleague, the ~finister for \Vorks, when the 
Cttbinet met to-rnonow, which was the first 
opportunity since his accident, to relieve lYir. 
Hodgkinson of his duties for the present. In 
the meantime it was not practicable or possible 
for the Holme to discuss the matter. 

Mr. ARCHER &'tiel he thought the House 
would agree entirely with the hon. the Premier, 
that they were not prepared to discuss the 
matter at present. What hon. members com
plained of wns that the hon. ~Iinister for \Vorks 
had nut only not discussed it but had pre.i udged 
it, and allowed it to go forth to the public that 
there wns a man in the Public Service who had 
undoubtedly prostituted himself so far as to 
take hribes for the purt"'"e of benefiting himself 
"nd of defrauding the country. Jf the l\lini.ter 
for \Vorks had had the slighteot suspicion, he 
shonlcl ha1·e suspendecl the officer in <[LJestion, 
imcl it did not reqnire a Cabinet Conncil to meet 
together for that serious purpo:;e. It wns not 
a case of dismissal, but for inquiry, and 
if the ::\Iinister for \Vorks had had the 
slightest suspicion that the charges made 
against \V arden Hodgkinson were true, he 
should have suspended him before he had seen 
one of his colleagues. The suspension would 
have gone forth at once, and then the question 
would have arisen as to dismissal; nnd the whole 
case would have been gone into. Thnt would 
have been the usual course, and the hon. the 
Premier knew it quite well ; but he now came 
forward to try and shelter his colleague, 
the Minister for Works, who, when answer
ing a deputation upon another subject alto
gether, made the vilest charge aga,inst a 
public servant that had ever been made 
against any public servant in the colony. Th[tt 
was what hem. members cmnplained of-·-nut thnt 
they wanted the matter t!iscussed at present. 
Nobody expected that. They wanted the facts 
before them before they could discuss the mntter; 
but they had asked the 1\Iinister for \Vorks 
if he had taken the steps which any ordi
nary man would ha,•e taken, when he wa, 
preparBd to u~e ~;uch }a~g".1J_ge in !.~ega!.·d to a 
public ser\ ant- that was, tu smpend him 

until he could inquire whether the charge 
made was true or not. But he had not done 
so. He had stated the charge as a matter of 
fact; and, whether it was true ·or false, the hon. 
gentleman had put himself in a position such as 
he believed no other Minister of the Cwwn had 
ever put himself before in this colony. When 
he used the words he did tn the deputation, 
he should have suspended the person to whom 
he applied them, long before he came into the 
House prepared to defend them. 

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said, seeing 
no other member on the Ministerial benches was 
willing to follow up this very unpleasant subject, 
he wished to say a few words upon it ; and he 
might say that if no other member of the House 
had taken it up that afternoon he intended to 
have clone so. He was perfectly thunderstruck 
when he saw the statement made by the 
Minister for \Vorks, voluntarily and quite apart 
from the subject upon which the deputation 
cnme to ldm upon, thnt n public officer-a judi
cial officer--lmd been guilty of receiving a bribe to 
make a false report for the purpose of swindling 
the public, without that oflicer having been 
suspended and the whole thing inquired into. 
The 1\Iinister for Works did not seem to under
stand his responsibility. The Premier could not 
shield him behind the excuse of waiting fur a 
Cabinet Council. Any member who had ever 
been a J\,finister, or any member of the House, 
knew full well that the Minister for Works as 
Minister for Mines had full power, and if he 
believed-as he undoubtedly did-the charge he 
made against IV arden Hodgkinson, he should 
have suspended him at once, and not have made 
thP matter public, and still have kept him in 
his place for weeks afterwards. The hon. the 
Premier knew that his colleague had made a 
great mistake. Even if the charge proved untrue, 
it would do serions injury to Mr. Hodgkinson. 
It had gone forth to the whole of (lueensland
the whole mining population of the colony knew 
the charge against him. Hon. members had 
been told that a motion had been tabled asking for 
a select committee-for what purpose'! Did the 
Premier not know ns well as he (C\1r. Macrossan) 
did, that a select committee would find out 
nothing? Did he not know that, to be able 
to judge of the truth or falsehood of the report 
in question, it would require a committe~ of 
ntiniug t>xpetti:;, who would have to go to 
the .Palmer, and judge the ground from its 
appearance'! \Vhltt did hem. members of the 
Htmse know abont the truth or untruth of the 
statements made in the report? The thing 
was ridiculous. It seemed to him that the 
proposal for a committee had been put up by the 
Minister for Works, knowing that some member 
would call his action in question for making the 
charge he did. He could put it down to nothing 
else. It was simply a blind. And then, who 
were to be the members of the committee? The 
only member upon it who knew anything at all 
ahout mining was the hon. member for Gympie,
(Mr. Smyth); and he (Mr. Macrossan) conte_n~ed 
that the men upon it should understand mmmg 
choronghly, and not be squatters, lawyers, or re
tired ironmongel'!!. 'l'hey should all understand 
mining, and even then it would be nearly 
im P<'"sible for them to ascertain the truth or 
fnlsehood of the report made by Mr. Hodgkin
sun. It should be investigated on the ground, 
and then the question could only be decided by an 
inspection of the different claims reported upon 
by him in his report, dated October last. He 
was surprised that the Premier should h>tve nt
tempted In shield his colleague in the way he had. 
The hrm, gentleman admitted that it was not 
fitting for i\lr. liodgldn»,on to ren1ain any longer 
in hb P• _.itiun, because he would probably be 
re:luired c\u1',"ll hero. That·wa" a ;·try milk-an<l· 
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water way of putting it, seeing that he ought to 
have been suspended four weeks ago. He (Nlr. 
1Iacross:1n) hoped the hon. gentlenmn would 
te:1ch his hon. colleague the Minister for \V orks 
to keep his tongue more under control, :1nd not 
express his opinion that an officer of his depart
ment had been guilty of receiving bribes. 

Mr. HAMILTON said that the Premier had 
conveyed the impression that the report which 
had been referred to was one which had been 
made lately ; but that was not the case. It w:1s 
made nine months ago. The .Minister for 
Mines had stated th:1t he would :1nswer his 
question in proper time, but he (Mr. Hamilton) 
said that now was the proper time. JYfr. 
Hodgkinson was a warden in his constituency
one of the most importa,nt goldfields in the 
colony--and he was in a manner a judge 
exercising authority over the properties of men ; 
and therefore, if there was the slightest suspicion 
of anything but fair dealing on his part, he should 
be suspended at once. The head and front of 
1/Ir. Hodgkinson's offending w:1s this: That he 
had spoken in favour of ~ome claims in 
which the hon. the Minister for Mines had 
stated Sir Thon1as Mcilwraith was interested ; 
and they all knew that the name of Sir Thomas 
Mcilwraith was like a red mg to a bull when 
mentioned before the Minister for Mines. As a 
matter of fact, Sir Thom:1s :Nlcilwmith did not 
haJ?pen to be a shareholder in any of those 
cbnns ; that, he (Mr. Hamilton) had ascertained 
from the registered list of sh:1reholders. He 
would draw attention to the fact that the Colonial 
Secretary had withheld the inform:1tion tlmt 
\V arden Hodgkinson h:1d wired to him askin<Y for 
a departmental inquiry. J\fr. Hodgkinson"'w:1s 
entitled to have such an inquiny instead of an 
inquiry by a select committee, one of the 
members of which was his :1ccuser. \Yarclen 
Hodgldnson's report, which he held in his hand, 
was perfectly correct, :1nd the statements which 
harl been made affecting his honour were utterly 
false. He would read the parts of the report to 
which exception h:1d been bken. He referred to 
three reefs, but one w:1s only incidentally men
tioned, and no particulars \V ere given in connection 
with it, so th:1t none of the st:1te111ents could refer 
to that reef. The reefs were the "Comet," the 
"Queen," and the "Ida"; and the following 
was what Mr. Hodgkinson st:1ted in the report 
which the Minister for Mines dechred he framed 
for the purpose of swindling the public-

" At the Gregory, operations are being languidly car
ried on, crippled by the want of capital; the only com
pany at work having started in debt and being depen
dent upon the forbearance of their bank for permission 
to meet present wants, by eating out the eyes of tllC 
mine, and destroying all hope of proper development. 

.. It is to be noted. in conjunetion with subsequent re
marks UIJOn the 'lda,' that the ' Queen' Reef in this· 
c.listrict (the Gregory), after having crushed 3,-W9~ tons 
of quartz for 11,186 ozs. 7 dwts. 8 grs. of gold, came upon 
a belt of poor stone, owing to the intrusion of ~L sand
stone bar. 

" This check brought t.he proprietary upstanding, and 
a valuable mine now lies idle from a cause of such 
frequent occurrence on all goldfields as to be unworthy 
ot consideration, were its effects not so disastrous as ii1 
the instance under notice. 

" Speaking broadly and despite these difficulties, the 
following figures will give s01ne faint idea of the richness 
o! the Pal mer reefs. 

"The first crushing~ took place in 1Si6, !ram which 
year to the end ol1880, 13,3,~0 tons ol quartz yielded 
29,222 ozs. 8 dwts. 11 grs. of gold. In addition to this 
the 'Queen' line or reef yielded 3,-:t9D~ tons, returning 
ll,lSG ozA. 7 dwts. 8 grs.; the 'lda' 1,782 ton:;;, yielding 
11,616 ozs. 8 dwts. 21 grs.; while, during 1881, 1,39-t tons 
returned 2,393 ozs. 9 dwts. 3 grs. 

"rl'his gives an average per ton for 24,000 odd tons, 
taken from more than 100 claims situated in various 
vortiOUS Of t,hjs extensive district, of 2 OZf'l. 5 dwts. per 
ton, w1Iicb, be:tring in mind that every pound of ;:;tort.e 
from every worked r·ecf in the clistrict is incluclell, is a.
yield, >O !iw as thirty )·ears' peroo)la) exp.ericuee of 
u:umnJ lJOes, to me uu_partt!Jeled. 

"The great gold-producing colony or Victoria cannot 
exhibit nn average or hal!-an-oun<'e per ton. 

"Again, the average earnings or qnnrtz tninpn; on the 
Pal mer Gold l!'ield were, for 1880, £197 per man, and for 
1881 £226 per man. 

"It dopy; seem strange that within a brie! period more 
than £1,000,000 (one million) of British capital has been 
sunk in reeting- (on most imaginative report) in the 
'Vynaad, one of the most notoriously unhealthy spots 
in British-Indian territory. r.I'he only proved authorisa
tion to date for this outlay has been a few trial crush
ings, one of which, a small parcel, yielded (4) four ounces 
to the ton; and the others some (2J two dwt:t It would be" 
diflieult to find gold-bearing reefs on the Palmer so poor 
as the latter, but many lodes have erushed large parcels 
of stone for returns far exeecding the former. Yet 
such is theintlnence of official representation from that 
countrv; so intimate the association between its resi
dent!:; ind home capitalists, and so powerful, and I may 
add erroneous, the vulgar connection between wealth 
ancllndia, that subscribers flock to thrmv their money 
into a jungle, where it is necessary to treat every 
Jo~uropean miner as an expensive and imported exotic, 
leaving unheeded the vastly more legitimate and less 
hazardous forms of mineral investment open to them in 
fields like the one under notice. 

"The 'Queen,' 'Comet,' and 'Ida' reefs have been 
worked to a greater extent than any others. Being all 
three analogous in their characteristics, I 'vill confine 
description to the latter as the more important and the 
tirst taken up for mining. 

"'fhe 'Ida.' line of reef is situated on a gentle rise 
one mile north by east of :.\Iastown, the official and 
commercial headtgmrters of the l'almer Gold l<1ield. 

'' rrhe bearing of the reef is north 106 def,'l'ees cast, 
the underlay dipping south. 'l'he lode, according to 
1\iining Surveyor Kayser's ofliciaJ report, averages (18) 
eighteen inches in thickness, and is unusually persis
tent and free from faults. It (the lode) cm:..sists of a 
dense white ct1·stalline quartz with blue amorphous 
laminations Yery regular, and showing gold freely both 
in the stone and lines or cleavagfl'. Foot and hanging 
walls are well defined and formed of black slate." 

The rest of the report w:1s "imply general. 
Further on it stated :-

" Tlle nrul-3hings of the ' Ida' mine to Llute ha Ye, from 
a total of 7,099 tons, yieldecll3,246 o:~.s. 8 d\vts. 2 grs. A 
li:..t of the seYeral ernshing~. as also a plan c.f the lease 
nnd working-s, will be fonnd annexed." 
How could :1ny select committee of the House 
ascertain the truth or untruth of th:1t report ? The 
way to :1scertain it w:1s by inquiring of the mining 
registrnrR upon the P:1lmer. The statements 
were true : he wn..H in a position to know that as 
well "' anyone in the House, for he had been 
six or seven years in the "Queen" reef, though he 
was not interested in it now, and could have no 
motive for spectking well of it. He threw back 
the foul statement of the Minister for Works, 
that Mr. Hodgkinson had acted in any way 
dishonourably ; and he was sure there were hon. 
members on both sides of the House who felt 
perfect confidence in his integrity before hearing 
his denial of the chtnges made against his 
clmracter . 

Mr. BLACK said he thought it w:1s very 
much to be regretted that the hon. the Minister 
for \Vorks should have allowed his tongue to 
rmtstrip his discretion as he had done, not only 
in this particular matter, but also in his official 
uttemnces in the House in connection with 
divisional boards. He thought it was only 
reasonable that the public should look upon 
Ministerial uttemnces with a certain amount of 
respect; otherwise the public would lose all con
fidence in the Mini"try for the time being. 
When they found one member of the Mini"try 
giving utterance to statements which, judging 
from the very lame explanation which had been 
given to the House, appeared to have been 
made-to s:1y the least of it-in :1 very msh man
ner; and when they found that, although there 
were no less than twenty-five hon. members 
in the chamber on the Government side of the 
Hou,e, they all sat there quietly, and not one of 
them got up to say a single word in connection 
\Vith a matter which was of very considerable 
importance to the veorle of the colony-when 
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they found them all sitting there like so many 
dumb sheep, allowing the Premier in o lame "ort 
of way to try and whitewash the hon. the Minis· 
ter for Works-what confidence could the 
public of the colony have, not only in the 
Ministry for the time being, but in the probable 
result of an inquiry by a committee nomi
nated by hon. gentlemen on the Government 
side of the House, and composed as they saw 
this committee was to be composed? It 
was not very long since they had a parlia
mentary committee-the Elections and .Qualifi
cations Committee-composed of four members 
from the Government side of the House and three 
from the Opposition side; and what had they 
now? They had a committee composed of 
Messrs. J<'oxton, Smyth, and Brookes, from the 
Government side. As regarded the hon. member 
for Carnarvon (Mr. }'oxton), he believed him to 
be a very able lawyer, but he knew, probably, 
as much about mining as he (Mr. Black) did. 
Mr. Smyth, the hon. member for Gympie, he 
believed, was a gentleman who was tolerably 
familiar with mining--

The PREMIER : I rise to a point of order. 
Has the hon. gentleman any right to refer to a 
motion of which notice has just been given, and 
which has not come before the House? 

Mr. SPEAKI<~R: I must call the hon. member 
for Mackay to order. It is out of order to 
discuss a motion which is not before the House. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The hon. gentleman was 
only speaking of possibilities. There is no 
committee of this House yet, therefore the hon. 
gentleman was quite in order in pointing ont 
what might occur if the gentlemen mentioned 
were put upon that committee. 

The SPEAKER : Of course if the hon. mem
ber puts a hypothetical caHe he may do so. 

Mr. BLACK said that in order to conform to 
the rules of the House he would speak hypotheti
cally. Assuming that the junior member for 
North Brisbane, Mr. Brookes-if such a thing 
were credible, or possible-were placed upon a 
committee of that sort : what would the publie 
think? I think I am in order in putting it in 
that way. 

Mr. BROOKES : I rise to a point of order. 
The hon. gentleman did not put that very hypo· 
thetically. 

The SPEAKER : I do not think the hon. 
gentleman is out of order in putting it in that 
way. 

Mr. BLACK said he thought the Speaker's 
ruling was perfectly correct. They would 
assume that two other hon. gentlemen, whom 
he would mention by name, i'!Iessrs. Donaldson 
and J essop, well known in the House-if the 
public knew that those two gentlemen, well 
versed in the affairs with which they had been 
connected for years past, namely, squatting-~ if 
the public were to imagine that they could 
possibly be selected to act on a committee 
requiring an infinite knowledge of mining 
affairs, would they not believe that the 
result of the committee must be a lament
able failure ? }<;ven before the committee 
was appointed by the House, he could tell hon. 
gentlemen that in his opinion the attempt to 
have the committee was simply to burk the 
whole thing and to whitewash the Minister for 
Works. If it had been necessary that the com
mittee should have been appointed, he main
tained that it was the duty of the Minister for 
Works, directly the facts came to his knowledge, 
to have at once suspended Mr. Hodgkinson, and 
have held a departmental inquiry without delay. 
But what were they told ? The hon. Premier 
gave them to understand that to-morrow the 
Cabinet would take into consideration the neces-

sity or otherwise of suspending \V arden Hodgkin· 
son-or rather he would recommend his colleagues 
to do so. ·would they suppose the hon. :Vlinister 
for Works ever went to the Premier for per
missi<m to do anything ? They knew from ·his 
independence of character that he did things 
straight off ; he did not go and consult his 
colleagues. Had he consulted them before he 
made that most libellous charge against \V arden 
Hodgkimon, they would have advised him not 
to be too hasty. But he knew the hon. gentle
man, and resrJected him as a man who had a will 
of his own, and who was not going to be led by 
the ad vice of his colleagues in the matter. A 
charge such as had been made against Warden 
Hodgkinson was, to "ay the least of it, a most 
erne! one, and the result of the committee would 
he that the whole thing· would be left very much 
as it was at present ; and Mr. Hodgkinson, 
although he might he reinsta.ted, would have a 
stain left on his character which it would be im
possible ever to remove. He did not know Mr. 
Hodgkinson, but he believed he had most ample 
grounds for entering an action for libel against 
the Minister for ·works. He did not believe 
that any Ministers were privileged to slander 
private individuals like that, or even public 
individuals ; and that was the position the ban. 
Minister for W arks had placed himself in. He 
had, so far as the public could judge, brought a 
most unfounded charge-unfounded because, had 
the Minister for \Vorks evidence to substantiate 
the charge, it was his duty to have suspended 
Warden Hodgkinson at once, and not have 
allowed him to remain there, carrying on the 
duties of his office, and, if the charge was correct, 
continuing to swindle the public, as the hon. 
Minister for Works said he had reason to 
believe he was doing. The position of the hon. 
Minister for Works was a very lamentable one 
indeed. He thought the accident which the hon. 
gentleman received lately was one which would 
entitle him to a certain amount of consideration, 
and its ill effects were painfully apparent just 
now when he referred to the hon. member for 
Northern Downs in the way he had. He en
tirely lost his temper, and referred to a matter 
which he considered one of considerable impor
tance to the colony-the general management of 
divisional boards-as a miserable affair. It was 
not a miserable affair at all. 'rhe divisional board 
system was on its trial throughout the colony, 
and the public were only too glad to see that it 
was to have a thorough trial. The Minister for 
Works on one occasion described it as a " curse 
to the colony," and then went still further by 
denouncing a reasonable complaint, such as that 
brought forward by the hon. member for North
ern Downs, as a "miserable affair." That was 
enough to make them lose faith in the divi
sional board system, or else in the Minister for 
Works, who had the duty of administering it. 

Mr. BROOKES said that unfortunately he 
was obliged to be absent from the Cha1nber 
during the remarks of some hon. gentlemen on 
the matter before the House ; but from what he 
heard of it he must confess that he was simply 
astonished. He really did not know what the 
hon. members meant. There was one meaning, 
and only one, that he could attach to the 
speeches they had been making for the last hour 
-and that was, that they wanted to waste the 
time of the Assembly. He might remark to 
members of the Opposition that, if they thought 
that the people who read HC<nsard were not 
quite well able to judge between common
sense and "balderdash," they were misLaken. 
A great deal of what had been said had really 
nothing to do with the question at all ; that W!Ls 
very obvious, especially in the case of the last 
speaker, who merely wished to vent his spleen 
on the Minister for ·w arks. There was no virtue 
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or strength in anything he said against the 
Minister for vVorks; and he showed exceedingly 
bad taste in endeavouring to excuse the Minister 
for Works on account of his recent accident. 
They were really in danger of forgetting they 
were gentlemen. He could remind hon. mem
bers opposite, through the Speaker, that a similar 
accident might befall any one of them at any 
moment. He believed they were gentlemen, 
but they were run away with by their 
violent partisan spirit.. Frequently during· the 
present session he had seen the hon. leader of 
the Opposition get up when he had not '" word 
to say, and not a single idea in his head ; yet 
he talked "balclerdash" for half-an-hour, inter
spersing it with coarse-spun levities which, in 
his own opinion, were wit. vVith reference to 
the motion of which he had given notice that 
day, he would just say one word, if in order. He 
was really innocent of any of the motives im
puted to him. He did not know and did not 
care about the Minister for Works in the matter, 
but in common with every other hon. mem
ber he read the papers and saw what had 
been said about the Minister for vVorks in 
a paper which was ostensibly the leading 
paper of the colony. He saw there the most 
extraordinary statements made, and if they 
were true or only haH-true, and the Minister 
for vVorks could not rebut them, he should be 
as willing as any hon. member opposite to say 
that the hon. the Minister for vVorks had been 
ill-advised in his speech. People in cold lJ!ood
people in possession of calm dispassionate senses 
as he \Vas at present-would say that, to bring the 
matter to a point and get at the truth, it was 
very proper that notice should he given of such a 
motion as he gave notice of that afternoon. 
Why in the name of common sense and 
justice there should be all that hubbub about 
the motion of which he had given notice he 
could not understand. As for the hon. member 
for JI!Iackay going so far as to name the members 
of the committee and assume they would do this 
and that and the other, he must say the hon. 
member mistook the office of a leg·islator alto
gether. The hon. member prejudged the matter; 
he prejudge<] him ant! other gentlemen besides 
him. He objected to be prejudged. It was 
qnite tin1e to judge hin1 when smnething was 
found ont against him that was blamable. He 
must say he regarded the style of debate that 
had taken place as showing to the world at large 
that the Opposition was a weak Opposition
weak mentally and weak politically; and that 
because they could not find any solid subjects 
upon which to found a debate, they talked all 
round the compass upon every possible subject, 
and did not hesitate to behave in a very un
gentlemanly manner when everything else failed. 

Mr. NORTON said the hon. gentleman who 
had just sat down said the Opposition had 
wasted the time of the House ; but he would 
like to know whether the hon. gentleman had 
himself thrown any light upon the subject 
before the House. The real question was not in 
connection with the appointment of the com
mittee-that was a mere side issue; but the 
real question was whether the Minister for 
'Vorks did his duty as a responsible Minister 
when he believed a warden was guilty of the 
deliberate acceptance of a bribe, and still allowed 
him to retain his office. That was the question 
before the House. The Minister for Works was 
bound, as a responsible Minister, to take notice of 
the actions of officers under him, and if Warden 
Hoclgkinson was an officer under his control, was 
it not a proper thing for the Minister to do, when 
circumstances came before him which induce<l him 
to believe that vVarclen Hodgkimon accepted a 
bribe in n, way that amounted to robbing the 
publjc-w:t~ it pot his rjuty ~o suspend that 

officer? It was not a matter for that House or 
for the Ministerial Cabinet to decirle, but 
for the :VIinister him.self to decide. It was a 
matter he was responsible for, and it was 
his duty to accept the responsibility. What was 
the use of having a responsible Minister at 
the head of a department, if the officers of 
that department were to be allowed to perpe
trate iniquities of that sort? He did not take 
any particular heed of the notice given that clay. 
He did not think· a discussion of it was appro· 
priate to the occasion at all. The question 
resolved itself into this : 'The Minister had a 
duty to perform, and he was respon,ihle as a 
Minister for neglecting to do that duty. So far 
as vV arden Hodgkinson was concerned, although 
he believed the Minister for vVorks was 
making what he believed to be correct state
ments concerning that gentleman, he hoped he 
was led to form his conclusions by some matters 
put before him which were not before the public. 
He did not know very much about Mr. Hoclgkin
son, but he had always heard him spoken of as a 
gentleman of the very highest reputation. ·He 
said it was a cruel thing to make such charges as 
those against any man, whoever he might be, 
and it wa' especially a cruel thing for the :Ylinis
ter for "\Vorks, at the head of his department, to 
ignore his own responsibility and make those 
terrible accusations against officers who were his 
own subordinates. 

Question of adjournment put and negatived. 

QUESTION"S. 
~fr. SCOTT asked the Minister for "\Vorks-
1. Is the survey of the Emerald and Springs:nre rail

way completecl t~if not, when will it probably be 
finished? 

2. When will tenders for this line probably be called 
for? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied
!. Xo. 
2. 1'he Chief Engineer has been instructed to prepare 

plan~. and tenders will be inviteU a~ soon n~ they nre 
sutticientl:y forward. 

The Ho:-.. B. B. MOTIETON asked the 
l\linister for \Vorks-

H he will cau~e a Hurvey to be made of a nailwny 
Ronte Irom the llurrum to t~ayndah by the Isis Scrn1.l. in 
aceordnnco 'vith a petition forwarded to him from the 
residents or the Burnun unU IRis SeruL ~ 

The l\IIXISTElt FOR WUIU\}l mplied-
Yes. 

SKYRING'S JlOAD BILL. 
Mr. BEATTIE moved-
That leave be given to introduce a Bill to close a road 

privately dedicated to the public over subdivision "A" 
of portion 59, parish of ~orth Brisbane. <'ou~t~·. of 
Stanley, and to open in its stead a road over subchnswn 
'· d a" and '' d b ·• of the said portion. 

Question put and passed, and Bill read a first 
time. 

FORMAL MOTION. 
On the motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, it was 

resolved-
'rhat there be laid upon the table of the Hou~e. all 

Papers, including the Report of the lute -:\It·. R. J. l:)tllith, 
eonne<~ted with the selections taken up by .\lt'. Gl'cenup 
and others on Texas ltun. 

JURY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 

Mr. CHuBB moved-
That leave be given to introdn('C a Bill to amend the 

laws relating to jurors and to amend tile Jury Act of 
186i. 

Queetion put and pasRed, and Bill rea.<! a firRt 
time. The second reading of the Bill waR nmde 
an Order of the Day for Th11rsday nexL 
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DEEDS OF GRAXT AND LEASES TO 
DECEASED PERSOXS BILL-COJ\1-
MITTEJ<~. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House resolved itself into 
a Committee of the Whole to consider this Bill. 

The various clauses and the preamble were 
agreed to. 

The House resumed, and the Bill was reported 
without amrmdment. 

On the motion of the PREMIElt, the third 
reading of the Bill WitS IWtde an Srder of the 
Day for to-morrow. 

NEW GriNEA A?\D PACIFIC ,H"HIR
DIOTION CONTJUBUTION BlLL
COMJVIITTEK 

On the motion of the PRE:viiER, the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House rAwlved itself into 
a Committee of the ·whole to consider this Bill. 
The various clauses itnd the preamble were 
agre0d to. 

The House resumed, and the Bill was reported 
without amendment. 

On the motion of the PRK:\HER, the third 
reading of the Bill was made an Order of the 
Day for to-morrow. 

NA't'IVE LABOURERS PROTECTION 
BILL-SECOND llEADING. 

The PREMIER said : This Bill is introduced 
to restrict the employment of aboriginal natives 
of Austmliaand New Guin€•a on ships in Queens
land waters, in connection principally with beche
de-mer fishing. I have reason to believe that, 
at the present time, great abuses prevail in that 
respect, and that great numbers of natives of 
Cape York Peninsula, both on the eastern and 
western side, are frequently taken on board 
vessels without supervision, and that some
times they are brought back, and sometimes 
not ; it is not known whether they are or not. 
There is no real reason why we should not pro
tect the aboriginals just as the Polynesians are 
protected ; they, as we know, are amply pro
tected. In 1881, an Act was passed called the 
Pe:trl-shell and Beche-de-mer Fishery Act. 
That Act has clone a great deal of good in regu
lating thr'"e fisheries. The provision contained 
in it on the subject of nativ~ labourers is the 11th 
section, which provides:--

u It .shall not be lawful for any master or other person 
to employ any Polynesian or native labourer in the 1 

pearl-shell or bl·che-de-mer fishery, unless under a 
written agreement recorded in the custom-house or 
ship}Jing oflice nearest to the place where it is intended 
to employ such labourer; or under a license issued under 
the provisions of the Pacific Islanders Protection Act, 
1875. 

•· All engagements of Polynesians or native labourers 
made out of Queensland shall be strictly in accordance 
with the shipping laws of the eolony or country 'vhere 

1 made. 
"Any master or other per:-on who employs any 

l>olynesian or native labourer in the pearl-shell or bt::che~ 
de-mer fishery otherwise than as herein vrescribed, or 
who !ails to produce the agreement of any Polynesian or 
native labourer when required so to do by an officer of 
eustoms or member of the police force, shall be liable 
to a pen;Llty not exceedi11g ten pounds." 
These provisions have been found to be insufficient. 
It was reported to the Government in 1882, 
by Mr. Fahey, the Sub-collector of Customs at 
Cooktown, that very serious abuses existed. 
~T n.tives v ... ere taken under very suRpicious circun1-
stances, on the coast to the north and also to 
the south of Cooktown; they were collected in 
small boats, and brought np sometimes to 
Cooktown, and then drafted into different 
ships. Since then, Mr. Chester, of Thursday 
Island, has mtlled the attention of the Gov
ernment to the same evils in connection 
'vith ships in Torres Str!tits; ~tnd l11,tely, within 

the last month, and after directions had been 
given to have this Bill drafted, I have receiv.ed 
similar complaints from the present Police 
Magistrate at Cooktown. It is quite necessary, 
therefore, to take some steps dealing with 
the matter. That being the object of the 
Bill, I will point out the way in which tha 
Government propose to deal with the question. 

1 Of course, only ships engaged in our .waters 
can be tonched ; but, as all the ships en-

1 g!1ged in the trade will con1e into our water~, 
because the islands where beche-de-mer fishing is 

1 carried on belong to Queensland, we shall be able to 
catch them at some time. It is proposed, in the 
first place, to repeal the 11th secti•m of the 
Pearl-shell and Beche-de-mer l<'i5hery Act. 
Then it is proposed that-

" Xo native l~Lbonrer shall be employed or carried on 
board of any vessel trading in Queensland wnters tmle~~ 
he is carrieli on the ship·s articles in like manner as a 
seaman forming part of the crew of the vessel, and has 
been engaged to se·rve in accordance with the pro·vision::~ 
of this Act." 
This provision is analogous to that in the Act 
regarding the kidnapping of Pacific Islanders. 
Then, by the next section-the 4th-no native 
labourers must be engaged except by the master 
or owner of a vessel, and except in the presenco 
and with the sanction of the shipping-master of 
the port at or nearest to which the engagement is 
made. In the 5th section, it is provided that the 
shipping-mr.ster is to explain the agreement to 
the labourer and see that he understands it ; and 
attach his signature. He is also to keep a regis
ter of all engagements, and both the master and 
the labourer are to sign their names in the book. 
It is also provided that the shipping-master shall 
also enter--

" Particulars of the per:;;onal appearance o! the native 
labourer, snfllcient to identify him, and shall deliver to 
him a metal token, inscribed or impressed with such 
letters and figures as shall be sufficient. to show where 
the entry relating to him can be found; and a copy of 
such particnlars, letter~. an:l figures ~hall be entered in 
the ofliciallog of tl1e vessel." 
This has been suggested by one of the officials 
I have referred to, as necessary for the purpose 
of identifying an islander or labourer. Clause 
G provides :-

"}~very such agreement shall contain the following 
varticular~ as term~ tllereor, namel.r :-

11> The nature, and, as far a~ practieahlc, the 
duration, or the intended voytlge or engage
ment. 

(2) ']'he capacity in which the native labourer is 
to serve; 

(3) The amount ot wages which the native 
labourer is to receive ; 

(·1) A scale of provisions is to be furnished to each 
native labourer." 

Then come the penal provisions for enforcing 
the Act, which are, of course, very necessary. 
Clause 7 provides that any vessel violating the 
provisions of the Bill by carrying "any native 
labourer, with respect to whom the provisions 
of the Act have not been observed," shall be 
forfeited, and the master and owner shall be 
jointly and severally liable to a penalty not 
exceeding £500. There is no other provision 
practicable. 

Mr. ARCHER : It is too strong. 
The PREMIER : It is not too strong, with the 

exceptions we have provided for. \Vhat we have 
to do is to prevent the kidnapping of Australian 
natives as well as South Sea Islanders. The 
provisions with respect to Pacific Islanders are 
exactly analogous to these. I have information 
that the kidnapping of our own natiyes has been 
going on for a considerable time; and we should be 
prepared to put it down withanequallystrong hand 
as the kidnapping of South Sea Islanders. Then 
there are provisions respecting the discharge of 
natives. At the present time there are no satis
factory proyjsio?s for their engagement, and some 
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of them do not come back, [Lnd what becomeii of 
ther~1 we do not know, and there is no way of 
findmg out. Therefore it is provided that if 
the master or owner of any ves~el, or any 
other person, discharges or pays off a native 
labourer otherwise than as prnvidecl-i. e., in 
the presence of the shipping master- he 
shall be liable to a penalty not exceedinc.· 
£50; an4 if he arrives in any port of Queens~ 
land havmg a less number of native labourers 
on board than are carried on the ship's articles 
he shall be liable to a penalty of £100 fur every 
labourer he cannot account for. 'rhat is the 
~mly way we can get :::t the difficulty. Of course, 
rf a labourer should dre or desert, the master will 
be able to say what has become of him, and if 
he cannot account for him, he, tO"'ether with the 
myner, will .be liable to the-pen~lty. I think, 
wrth the assrstance of the police boat we have 
up north now, and the boat likely to be sent 
there-one of the new gunboats-we· ~hall be able 
to put down the abuses that are going on. The 
next clauses are formal provisions, and then we 
come to clause 13, which contains the excep. 
tions :-

(/The provisions of this Act shall not apply to anv 
native labourer who is employed as a lJoatman oi1 
board of any boat in any port in Queensland, with the 
sanction in writing of the prineipal officer of Custom::. 
of that port." 

Of course there is no reason why natives ~hould 
not be employed as boatmen at Cooktown or any 
other place, provided it is done with proper 
supervision. The clause goes on-

" In the case of a native labourer who is carried direct 
in a vessel to any such. port for the purpose of being 
en~aged under the provisions of this Act tthe proof of 
wh1ch purpose .s~1all be upon the rwrson alleging the 
fact), the provision~ of this Act shaH not apply in 
~~~·~f~J ... of such native labourer while he is being so 

The provisions of a Bill of this character, to be 
effectual, must be stringent. It is no use makino· 
them so that they may.be eYaded. I believe that 
these provisions will bRsnfficient; that is, that with 
proper supervision and inr1uiry-seeing whether 
there are more labourers on board veG,sels than are 
on the articles-they will be sufficient to put down 
the abuses complained of. Of course, the Gov
ernment can only den! with the subject upon 
the information of their officials, who have on 
several occasions during the last three years caJled 
the attention of the Government to the n~cessity 
of remedying the existing state of things. I 
move that the Bill be now read a second time. 

Mr. ARCHER : I am certain, sir, that no 
hon. member on this side of the House would ever 
think of opposing any measure for the purpose of 
doing justice to native labourers employed on 
board \'essels. I have not the slightest intention 
of adversely criticising this Bill, althmwh when 
the hon. the Premier was speaking in ;~gard to 
a particular clause I interjected that it w:cs too 
strong. I refer to clause 7, which says:-

"If any vessel trading in Queensland waters carrie:;; 
any native labourer ·with respect to wham the vro
visions of this Act have not been observed, such w~~sel 
and her cargo shall be forfeited to Her )IajE'f,ty, and the 
master and owner shall be jointly and severally liable to 
a penalty not exceeding five hundred pounds." 
Now, sir, woulrl it not have been as well to 
have mentioned some less penalty that conic! 
have been imposed without having to refer the 
matter to the Executive Government? ~is I read 
the clause, if anything is broken un<ler this Bill 
-it may be some trifling matter-still it is im
perative that the vessel and cargo are to be for· 
feitecl, and that the owner and master are to be 
fined in the sum of £500. Breaches of this 
mea,ure might take place for which no just 
man would ever suppose such a punishment 
ought to be imposed; and when the courts 

which have to pronounce the penalty have done 
so, the case will lmve to go to the Execntive 
Government for relief. I am now speaking 
under correction ; there may be some wonderful 
legal way of getting out of the difficulty, but 
I see many breaches that might be committed 
under the Bill, hut which woulrl not justify any 
such punishment as this. The hon. the Premier 
said, "In that case do not employ native 
labourers." That is all very well, but why 
make it prohibitive to employ native labourers? 
In fact he can hardly do that, because he 
exempts native labourers in the employment of 
the Customs. The 13th clause says :-

"The provisions of this Act shall not apply to any 
native labourer who is employed as a boatman on 
board of any boat in any port in Queensland, wHll tlle 
sanction in 'v-ritingof the lll'incipal officer of Cnstotns of 
that. port." 
\Ve know perfectly well that many natives are 
very useful in the management of boats in bad 
weather. I myself owe my life to the pluck and 
en<lurance of a Sonth Sea Islander when I was 
capsized from a boat. They are splendid fellclws 
in a boat. I have known several occasions when 
white men would nnchmbtedly have perished un
less they had been saved by South Sea Islanders. 
I do not see why native labourer" shoulcl be 
exempterl simply on the sanction of the collector 
of customs at any port, when under clause 7, 
for the slightest breach of the regulations, the 
whole ship and cargo are to be forfeited, and the 
master and owner fined £500. It will certainly 
lead to people not being convicted many times 
when guilty, because people will see that it is 
perfectly absurd to carry such provisions into 
operation. It would, therefore, be better to 
amend the clause so that the law will not have 
to be qualified by the Executive. I am perfectly 
in favour of what the hon. the Premier is 
trying to effect by this Bill ; I wish that 
every native labourer on board ship, or in any 
other place, should be properly treated-have 
fair play and the same protection as white men; 
but unless some hon. gentleman learned in the 
law will get up and explain that clause 7 does 
not mean what I understand it to mean, I should 
certainly like to see it amended in such a way 
that all who have not hac! a legal training could 
see their way to support it. The Bill has my 
complete sympathy. I ,]o not think I ever 
ill-used a man on account of the colour of his 
skin, and I do not want to see him ill-used. I 
shall do what I can to pass the Bill through 
committee, but the 7th clause is too difficult 
for a layman to understand; and unless there is 
some alteration made in it, or some fuller 
explanation given of it, I shall certainly oppose 
it in committee. 

Mr. P ALMER said he was glad to see that 
an attempt was being made by the Government 
to protect the natives of New Holland. It was 
the first time any attempt hac! been made to 
re>tlly protect them, and, from a visit he hac! 
late~y paid to 'l'hursday Island, he was 
quite sure there was plenty of room for some 
guardianship such as the present Bill was 
intended to supply. He knew it was the 
custom of the pearl-shellers to go on the main
land and capture natives, following the camps for 
days and taking men to employ them as divers. 
The question was, were those men returned to 
the place' whence they were kidnapped? There 
was nothing in the Act to ensure that, and they 
knew that the tribes were so cut up that if'" 
native were not restored to his own district 
he would get out of the frying·pan into 
the fire, and very probably be killed before 
he reached his own tribe. He had no doubt 
that a great deal of the animosity shown by 
some of the natives of Northern Australia to
wards Europeans was due to the injustice to 
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which they were subjected by the penrl-fishers 
and others. He was inclined to think, with the 
hon. member for Blackall, that clause 7 was too 
stringent, and would be in practice prohibitive. 
It was a pity thn,t the services of the aborigines 
should he altogether ignored, as they were 
valuable to many fishers in the Straits. He could 
quite bear out what had been s::tid with regard to 
the injustice frequently dealt out to the native 
inhn,bitn,nts of the colony, and as far as he could 
h" should support the Bill. 

Mr. BEATTIE said that the penalty in clause 
7 n,t first sight looked very severe ; but taken 
in conjunction with the latter part of chuse 13 
he did not think it could cn,use any great hal·d
ship. The latter part of clause 13 said:-

H In the case of a native labourer who is carried direct 
in a vessel to any such port for the Imrpose of being 
engaged under the provisions of this Act (the proof of 
which purpose shall be upon the person alleging the 
fnct), the provisions of this Act shall not apply in 
respect of such native labourer while he is being so 
carried." 
Therefore, if anyone who obtained the services of 
n,boriginals did not proceed at once to some port 
to make the necessary agreement, he deserved to 
come under the operation of clause 7 ; but if he 
meant to employ the natives legitimately he was 
protected by clause 13. The penalty looked 
heavy, but it was necessary to make it'heavy so 
as to compel those who employed natives to 
make the necessary agreement. He understood 
that the Government would have some super
vision over vessels belonging to other colonies. 

The PREMIER : Yes, if they are in Queens
land waters. 

Mr. BEAT'l'IE said that in that case of course 
all vessels employing- those aboriginals would be 
compelled by clause 7 to come to some Queens
land port and placethemsel ves underthe opemtion 
of the Act ; and so long a» that was done he 
believed the necessary protection would be given 
to aboriginals employed in the pearl fisheries. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said : I shall certainly not 
oppose the second reading of this Bill, although 
I think that sentimentalism in the way of pro
tection of the black aboriginal mce of this 
colony is running rampant. I am perfectly 
certain the hon. the Minister for Lands could 
point out how he and others assisted in 
sweeping the blacks out of the western 
portion of the colony, and very properly, 
too, no doubt. "\Vhere the white man appen,rs 
the black man disappears, as was said by 
a very great authority, John Arthur Roebuck, in 
speaking with reference to the New Zealand 
war. There is no doubt it should be so, and it is 
so. "\V e may mitigate the severity of the process, 
but that is all, and this is merely a measure of 
mitign,tion. I am sure the junior member for 
North Brisbane thinks the sooner the black races 
are swept out the better. I am sure he detests 
them, nnd I think he would support a measure 
which would hurry their departure to another 
and possibly a better sphere than they now 
occupy. I think a great many of the details 
of this Bill will require amendment in com
mittee, but so far as it goes on the philanthropic 
lines which the Premier loves so much, and so 
far as it is intended to ameliorate the condition 
of the decaying races, which must be swept out 
before half-a-century is over, he will have my 
cordbl suppor.t, and that, I am sure, of every 
member of this House. At the same time, I 
think that by bringing in measures of this sort and 
attempting to stave off the inevitable, he is doing 
nn immense amount of injury to existing interests. 
After all, the white man-so I was frequently 
told at the last election-is the person to be 
particularly considered. I think the white man 
is perhaps not altogether considered in this 
measure. Some of its provisions will tend con-

siderably to hn,mper two very importn,nt indus
tries in the northern portion of the colony-the 
pearl fishery and the beche-de-mer trade, which 
hnve certainly been interests of very consider
able magnitude in the past, and probably will 
be equally so in the future. As I said at the 
outset, I do not intend to oppose the second 
reading, but I certainly think the measure 
~hould be amended in detail. Some of the 
penalties proposed to be inflicted for any breach 
of this measure must be reduced. Further, I 
may point out that the Government are taking 
upon themselves an enormous redponsibility when 
they prefer to use black labour to white labour 
in the Government service. That is, I think, 
the meaning of the 13th clause. vV e can only 
assume that it has been introduced at the 
instance of the hon. member, the "fifth wheel," 
or at the instance of the Minister for Lands, 
who has always expressed a strong opinion in 
favour of black labour against white. He has 
told us he always managed his own station with 
black labour instead of white, as he found it 
more reliable, and-whn,t is, no doubt, of more 
importance to him-cheaper than white labour. 
I trust we shall have some amendment to clanse 
13-a number singularly enough known as "th 
devil's dozen." I trust we shall have that 
amended so that none but white men will 
be employed by the colony of Queensland
that there will be no attempt to introduce black 
labour in that direction ; but these are matters 
of detail, that will be al)'lended in committee. I 
shall not oppose the Bill. Black men must dis
appear; but we can make their departure as 
pleasant as we can; they have to go. 

The ATTORNEY- GENEHAL (Hon. A. 
Rutledge) said: I agree with hon. members 
who have spoken on the Bill who nre all 
of opinion that something ought to be done 
to remedy the evils that are known to exist 
in the northern parts of the colony in the 
treatment of the aboriginal natives. Cases have 
recently come under my observation in which 
not only have aboriginals been kidnapped, but the 
death of some of them has been caused in the 
effort to abduct them. Quite recently, :1 vessel, 
anxious to obtain some of the natives from our 
northern coast, ran deliberately into a canoe 
containing a number of natives, destroying the 
canoe. Two ·or three of the natives lost their 
lives, and the others were captured n,nd taken 
away for the purpose of beche-de-mer fishing. I 
think that this Bill strikes at the illegal employ
ment of aboriginal natives in connection with 
beche-de-mer fisheries. A provision is made that 
all the natives taken on board a vessel must be on 
the ship's articles, but the fact that they ::tre is 
no preventive to their being employed for the 
purpose of diving in connection with the beche
de-mer fishery ; so that really the passing of a 
measure like this will not affect the number of 
natives who may be legitimately obtained and 
employed in connection with the development 
of these fisheries. Although the provisions of 
section 7, which hn,ve been adverted to as some
what stringent, do seem severe, it must be borne 
in mind that those provisions cannot be made 
operative in the same way that the provisions of 
sections 8 and 9 can-by summary proceedings 
before a justice of the peace. The Government 
would have to be satisfied first that such a 
breach of the provisions had taken place as to 
justify the interference of the Colonial Secretary; 
and when he was satisfied that such a breach had 
taken place he would set the law in motion, in 
order to have the parties guilty of the breach 
punished. The bre::tches of sections 8 and 9, where 
the penalty is small, can be heard before a justice 
of the peace. There is a slight misapprehension 
in the minds of hon. gentlemen with regard to 
section 13. Now although there is reference there 
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to the permiSBion of the customs officer being 
obtained, it in no way implies that the employ
ment of these 11atives in boats is to be confined 
to boats that are the property of the Govern
ment, or employed by the Customs Department. 
All that is reqllired is that any private person, 
who has aboriginals \Vho are expert boatlnen, 
~<hall obbin the authority of the local customs 
officer before he can employ those aboriginals 
for the purpose of manning his bnate. In 
reference to what fell from the hun. mem
ber for Burke, I think there is ample pro
vi~ion n1arle here for tho~e nati 'Te~ being re
turned, so far as is pos~ible, and to the pla.ce frmn 
which they were taken. They must be taken 
before the shippingmasterat Cooktown or Thurs
day Island, or wherever the shipping master is, 
and he will a.scertain all the facts connected with 
the place where the men lived, and they must be 
taken back to the place where they were shipped; 
and every proof of uonn ,tideR with regard to 
these men will have to be given before those 
who employ them cfln discharge themselves 
of liability. Although some of the provisions 
do appear at first sight to be stringent, they 
are no 1nnre so thr.t.n the circnmstanceR require. 
No one can be more anxious to have all the 
interests <lf the colony protected than the pre
sent Gov·emment; and I think members of the 
present Governn1ent, while doing that, do not 
claim that they, more than members of the 
Opposition, are anxious that while the existing 
interests of the colony are maintained they 
shall not be maintained at the expense of the 
violation of all those principles of humanity that 
ought to guide ns in dealing \Vith an inferior race, 
who, as the hon. member for lhlnnne lms said, 
are bound to go, by the very natural process 
which results from the contact of white with 
black races. There is no reason why we, by any 
active violation of these principles, should ex
pedite their going by one day sooner than in the 
natural course nf events they ought to do. 

The l\'ITNit;TER ]'OH LANDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) said: The unqualified condemnation in 
which the hon. lea<ler of the Opposition indulged 
of this measure, on the ground that it would 
interfere with the success of the b<>che-de-mer 
fiBhery-if he thinks that the preservation of an 
industry of that kind is of much more importance 
than the destruction of the mttive.< of the colony by 
any ruf!ian.s who choose to eugage them without 
control at all--will not be agreed with by nutny 
members in this Hotme. The mttives have been 
gros.sly ill-used along· the coast, as I know they 
have been in the interior, to which the hon. 
gentleman also referred. He spoke of my having 
some knowledge of the way in which the blacks 
have been treated in the interior; and all I can 
say is that if there had been a measure conceived 
or framed Hmne fifteen years ago on the sa111e 
principle that this Bill has been, and applied to 
the interior of the colony, it would have been a 
very good thing indeed for the whites and the 
blacks too, as we should not have suffered to 
anything like the extent we have from the 
depredations of the blacks. A measure of this 
kind is absolutely necessary to control the ruffians 
who exist arnong white Inen, in a country where 
they are positively without check, as when a 
country is first se'ttled. I shall not attemvt to 
1elate the horrors ttnd atrocities I have kno'wn 
committed in the interior of this country. It 
would take up the time of the House, and only 
horrify hon. members, to relate such a history of 
villainy as I ha\'e known peq•etrated under the 
auspices of the Gov·ernment of this colony, 
some fifteen years ago-I do not care who the 
man is. The native police were reserved by 
them, and protected against the representations 
of those who were cognisant of their ill-doings. 
The Gaverrpne~t did that on all occfloionH, (Oinq 

there 'ms no chance of getting bare justice done 
tu the blacks. The same villainies have been 
perpetrated on the northern coast, and I believe 
this mea,ure will h:we the effect of deterring 
villains from committing such acts as they have 
been guilty of in the past. 

l\lr. MIDGLEY '"'icl the question before the 
Hou.,e was one which justified him in feeling 
that the present Government were actuated by 
feelings of friendship and sympathy toward; the 
weak. If he were to try to say something to 
de"ignate the character of the late Government, 
he should say, perlm]"-<, that they were the friends 
of the strong. He gatherer] from the speeches 
of the hon. Premier and the lam. Attorney
General that they knew of cases of abuses and 
cruelties which justified them in taking some 
prompt and deci;ive measures to remedy those 
abtmes and put an enfl to those cruelties. He 
was sorry, but not surprised, to hear the hon. 
member ·for Balonne say that the aboriginal 
race of the colony n1ust go. He v.ras more 
sorry and surpriHed to hear, in any measure, 
the same expression and the same opinion 
endorsed by the hon. Attorney-General. He did 
not know himself where the nece;sity lay for 
fmming such an opinion as that. He be
lieved that if the aboriginal inhahitants of the 
colony had been humanely, kindly, and properly 
treated by the white men of the colony, they 
would probahly never have had, with regard to the 
North, any labour difficulty; and never have been 
under the necessity of introducing and discussing 
the measures which had been advocated from time 
to time to meet the rerjuirements of the sugar
planters. He believed that kind d work, 
at any rate, was a kind of work which they would 
have been willing and able to have done. He 
did not see where the moml or physical necessity 
arose for the black race being exterminated ;-that 
the adv-ent of the white man to any part of 
the earth where the black man had lived for cen
turies should mean that the black man must go. It 
had been the violation of the law with regard to the 
sale and supply of intoxicants to those ignorant 
aboriginfllnatives of the land that had been the 
cause of their decay ancl rain, and he hoped that 
amongst the measures which the Govennnent 
would seek to supplement the one before them 
woul<l be one with reg·ard to the supply of intoxi
cating drinb to aboriginals, because he knew the 
law in that respect was very frequently violated. 
vVithont going tu the North of Qneensl:md for 
cruelties and violations of the lmv-without 
goino· further away than Sandgate, there were 
from" time to time lmrdly disguised violatiol!s of 
that hmmtne and merdful l::tw. The sights he 
had witnessed and the sonnets he had heard 
satisfied him that the law intended for the 'pro
tection of those men was very frequently vio
lated in that neighbouring wntering-place; and 
the reproach would hang over the whole of the 
publicans of Sanrlgate until those violations of 
the law were sheeted home to the guilty 
party. He was in sympathy with the mea
sure ; bnt he noticed, iu reading through 
the Bill-and before the discussion began he 
mentioned it to the senior member for 
Ipswich -that the /th clause was perhaps 
excessive, and might make the Bill unworkable 
by its severity. The penalty to be inflicted for 
a violation of the law seemed out of all propor
tion to any penalty inflicted for any similar 
offence against any white man in the service of 
any employer of labour. The second part of the 
7th clause was to his mind the most object
tionable. Other speakers h::t<l dwelt upon the 
first part of the clause, hut that did not seem to 
him to be so objectionable as the second part, 
because it was there provided that, on reasonable 
suspicion that any of the provisions of the law 
had been viohted, the police nmglstmte or tha 
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officer of Customs might seize and detain the 
vessel of the supprmed transgressor. In those 
northern ports there was, at times, a good 
deal of friction between the captains and sailors 
of vessels and the Government officials, police 
magistrates, or custom-house officers as the 
case might be. Allegations had been made 
in the past of acts of injustice inflicted by 
them on men engaged in the northern waters, 
without any sufficient grounds. There was now, 
and had bec•n for some years past, a petition or 
something of that sort in the Colonial Secretary's 
office-it would be a waste of time to discuss 
whether the allegations contained in it were true 
or not-in which the Ca)Jtain of a vessel trading 
in the northern waters alleged that his ve~sel 
was wrongfully seized and detained, and left to 
rot on the beach, by the unjust action of the 
Police Ma!!istrate at Somerset. 

The PREMIJ~R: If you ask for the papers 
you can have them. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said he did not want them, 
as he had seen them and knew what the man 
alleged. He could conceive it quite possible for 
there to be jealousies and heartburnings, and 
the supposition that one man was encroaching 
upon the authority and position of another ; and 
to give any official the very great power which 
the 7th clause contemplated, to the collector 
of customs or police magistrate, would, he 
thought, be placing in the hands of an unscrupu
lous man, or any other man, too great power and 
authority. Supposing an aboriginal employe hap
pened to lose his copper or brass token-it might be 
his only article of wearing apparel or adornment, 
perhaps-while diving, or through carelessne"s, 
the police magistrate might demand the produc
tion of it, and on its not being forthcoming 
mig-ht proceed to extremities with the captain of 
the vessel. The penalty under the clause ought 
to be diminished-ought to be made more in 
proportion to the penalty provided in similar 
cases-so far as there were similar cases of trans
gression of the law. With an amendment of 
that kind, he trusted the Bill would pass, and 
that it would be followed by other measures to 
more efficiently and completely protect the 
aborigines of the colony from the greed, lust, 
and unscrupulous practices of white colonists. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he had no doubt the 
hon. member (Mr. Midgley) had said what he 
had said, believing that every word of it was 
true ; but had the hon. member's experience of 
blacks been as extensive as his (Mr. Stevenson's) 
own, and h:.td he been as well informed about 
them, he would not have stated that had the 
blacks been more humanely treated in the past 
they would now have been living side by side 
with the white colonists. The hon. member also 
commented on the statement of the hon. member 
for Balonne, that the blacks must disappear 
before the whites. He (Mr. Stevenson) did not 
understand that hon. member to express his 
satisfaction that such a state of things should 
exist. 

Mr. MOREH:BJAD: Certainly not. 
Mr. STEVENSON said it had been the uni

versal experience, in other countries as well 
as in Australia, that a weak race disappeared 
before a strong one. The hon. member must 
have noticed that in Brisbane and other thickly 
settled parts there were now very few blacks to 
be seen, not because they had beAn intentionally 
wiped out by the white m:>n, but because they 
had contracted the vices of the white man 
without his virtues, and were gradually dis
appearing in consequence, and there was no help 
for it. Not a single' member of the House, 
he was satisfied, wished to treat the black mce 
cruelly, but the fact remained the same that it 
W!IS disappearing before the w}lite race, and th? 

white race could do little or nothing to prevent it. 
As to the Bill itself, he did not >tt all disagree with 
it, for he believed it would correct almses which 
now existed. At the same time. it would be as 
well to meet those abuses as fairly as possible, 
and not introduce clauses which were likely to 
operate in a way that was not intended. He 
had noticed lately that some hon. members on 
the other side only answered arguments adduced 
by Opposition speaker5, by abusing some mem?er 
of that side or some person or some class whJCh 
was "upposed to be fri~ndly to it. The Ministi'l' 
for Lands, for instance, in his speech on the Bill, 
had not made use of a single argument in its 
favour. In fact he never spoke about the Bill, 
but restricted himself to a tirade of abuse against 
the squatters and inhabitants of the interior, for 
the way in which they had ill-treated the blacks. 
As one who had a large experience amongst the 
blacks of the interior, and of the way they had 
been treated by the whites, he (Mr. Stevenson) 
could give a flat denial to what the hon. gentle
man had said. His experience amongst the 
blacks in the interior of the colony had been far 
larger than that of the Minister for Lands, and, 
with one or two exceptions, he had never seen 
among the pioneers any cases of ill-treatment of 
the blacks except where they deserved it. If 
white men were to c0lonise andcivilisethe country, 
there was not the slightest doubt that they must 
t'1ke measures to defend themselves when attacked. 
He would say-and hon. members who had had 
experience in outside country would agree with 
him-that when the blacks did attack, the most 
humane way of treating them was to treat them 
decisively, and give them a salutary lesson 
which might do good and prevent great loss of 
life in future. It was all very well for the 
JYiinister for Lands to talk about blacks' 
protection. If the hon. g-entleman did not 
go himself, he •ent men who could as 
well defend themselves against the blacks as 
anyone. Although he sat clown in a quiet 
corner, and was like a little king in the country, 
he got them to do his work, and did more harm 
than anyone. That was well known on the 
Dawson. He was supposed to be a blacks' 
protector, and what wa.s the result? \Vhen they 
committed depredations, they went to the hon. 
gentleman for protection, because they knew 
that he worked his station by blacks. Those 
attacks on white men were known to tribes at a 
distance, and it was known when they were 
to he made ; and when they used to fly 
to the hon. gentleman for protection, and the 
police came after them, they of course got 
frightened, and ran away, accompanied by all 
the civilised blacks working on the station. 
Then the hon. gentleman used to blame the 
police; and in fact it was men like him who 
worked up the agitation against the nati -:e 
police. He (Mr. Stevenson) contended that rt 
was impossible to hold property and protect lives 
unless at times such action was taken as had been 
referred to. Of course the blacks had sometimes 
to be attacked, but it was in self-defence. How 
otherwise 'vere pioneers to go on? If an oYerseer 
were killed, were they to sit down like dumb clogs 
and not do something to avenge themselves? It 
was all very well for the hon. gentleman to sit iu 
a civilised part, and make tirades against men up 
country who had done his dirty work If the 
hon. gentleman knew as much about innocent 
lives being taken as he (Mr. Stevenson) did, he 
would be more careful in what he said about the 
injury clone to the blacks. No one who knew 
his (Mr. Stevenson's) life in the country would 
say that he ever ill-used blacks; it wa.s well!mown 
that he had always been friendly towards them. 
He did not deny that he had used the blacks on 
his station, the same as the Minister for Lands ; 
b11t he was ldnd to them, v.nd he had men J:!lldef 
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him who were kinrl to them. He spoke warmly 
on the subject. He saw the other day that a 
man who was his overseer for years, and after
wards his manager-a man who was always kind 
to the blacks-and who, having lately taken up an 
ontside station, had been murdered by the black• 
when out after his cattle. \V ould the Minister for 
Lands blame the residents or the police in that 
district for acting in a decisive manner to pre
vent such a thing happening in the future ? 
He was sure there was not a single member of 
the House-whether thev liked the blacks or 
not-who would blame them for defending them
selves. He was sure that no hon. member with 
any common sense would accuse them of taking 
the lives of blacks, except where it was aetually 
necessary for self-protection. He was glad to 
say that during all the time he had been in the 
colony he had never known of any men he 
had had under him, or any of his neigh
bours, ever indulge in lawlessness in any 
way, or who had ever taken action against the 
blacks unless it were necessary. It was 
not fair for the Minister for Lands, the repre
sentative of a squatting district, to get up and 
lead the general public, who did not know any 
better, t6 believe that the blacks were being 
wiped out in a lawless manner. ·with the pro
visions of the Bill, except the objectionable parts 
that had been pointed out, he agreed; and he 
would do his best to support any measure for the 
protection of the bliwks of the colony. 

Mr. JORDAN said he had not understood 
the Minister for Lands to cast any reflections on 
the ]Jioneers of settlement in Australia ; he 
thought his remarks pointed in this direction: 
that great cruelties had been perpetrated from 
time to time among the aboriginals. 'rhere was 
scarcely a single hon. member, he thought, who 
would not admit that. He did not understand 
the Minister for Lands to say that those cruelties 
had been committed by the squatters, No 
doubt the law was that, when civilised people 
occupied large tracts of country, the original 
inhabitants must disappear before the foot
steps of civilisation. If those people could be 
civilised or taught the value of labpur, then 
that law would not operate. ·while he be
lieved that great cruelties had been perpe
trated, he rather thought the Government had 
been to blame in the matter, because they had 
initiated a syst~m of black police, which he 
thought was a cruel system and could not be 
properly regulated. Of course the country must 
be settled, and the earth must be tilled. The 
law was that barbarous people, who did not put 
the land to its legitimate use, and who simply 
hunted over it, would disappear before people 
who would till the soil and who knew the value 
of labour. That had proved to be the case 
in all countries where aboriginals had been 
found. He took exception to the general 
tenor of the remarks made by the hon. mem
ber for Balonne, who seemed to think that 
there was an inconsistency in that part of 
the Bill which provided for the legitimate 
use of aboriginal tribes in the coasting trade, 
and the general tendency of legislation under 
the present Government against the employ
ment of black !<tbour. The two things 
were to his mind perfectly distinct. He 
was utterly opposed to black labour in 
the ordinary sense of the word-that was, the 
importation of large numbers of people from 
other parts of the world in order to give cheap 
labour to the sugar-planters, or any other class 
of people. But he held that the aboriginals of 
this country had a natural right to employment ; 
that was a very important distinction in his 
mind. Could it be said that they should come and 
take possession of a country like this, and refuse 
employment to its inhabitants? 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Why don't you give 
them representation? 

Mr. JOHDAN said he would give them repre
sentation when they were educated. He said it 
was not absolutely necessary that the aboriginals 
should go, if they could be taught the value 
of labour ; then they could hold possession 
of land, because they would put it to its 
legitimate use. On that principle he had 
alwn,ys held that they should employ abori
ginals whenever they could ; and he thought the 
Government made a mistake in not trying to 
get hold of the young people of aboriginal tribes 
and teach them the value of labour. Efforts had 
been made in that direction, which had been to a 
certain extent successful. The South Australian 
Government had been endea1·ouring for many 
years to civilise the aboriginals, and had set 
aside reserves as agricultural establishments in 
order to teach them the value of labour ; but 
they had not been generally successful. He 
thought that in the northern parts of Queens
land, where there were still large numbers of 
aboriginals, reserves should be set apart for 
their use. In 1881, he took some trouble to find 
out the number of aboriginals in the North, and, 
through the kindness of the Commissioner of 
Police and other gentlemen interested in the sub
ject, he arrived at something like a rough idea of 
the number. It was a rough approximation, at 
the least, but a great many were still there ; 
and he held that reserves should be set apart 
for those poor people, n,nd an effort made to 
teach them agriculture and the value of labour. 
He knew that there was a great deal of truth in 
the remarks of the hon. member for Normanby 
--that the squatters must protect themselves, 
and that it was necessary that those people 
should occasionally receive a saluLary lesson. 
But he was afmid that there was a great deal of 
cruelty sometimes covered under the idea of giving 
"a salutary lesson." Some years ago, he became 
part proprietor in a station at Caboolture, about 
33 miles from Brisbane-125 square miles of 
country which had been given up some yen,rs 
before, because the aboriginals werg very trou hie
some and some people had be~n murdered there. 
They held that place for about five years, and they 
were subject to the visitation of those people, 
who came in considerable numbers from Bribie 
Island, and very fierce they were ; but during 
the whole of that time none of their serYants 
were ever maltreated or molested in any way. 

Mr. ARCHER : What year was that? 
Mr. JORDAN : 1853. 
Mr. ARCHEH: The place was settled 

sixteen years before that, 
Mr. ,JORDAN said he knew it was, but that 

particular country had been given up because 
the blacks were so troublesome. A housekeeper 
and some other people had been murdered. 

Mr. MORE HEAD : How many years before? 
Mr. JORDAN : Three or four. 
Mr. ARCHER: My brother took up the 

place sixteen years before-in 1840. 
Mr. JORDAN: Just so. He would not 

detain the House long. The rule they laid 
down was that the blacks were never allowed 
near the house. When they came to the station, 
some person was sent to show them where they 
were allowed to camp. They were not punished if 
they killed cattle ; it was considered when they 
did this it was because they were hungry for 
food-and not from wantonness-and they killed 
very few. They were never punished by being 
given "a salutary lesson"; and in a short time 
the people on the station were perfectly secure. 
Men went out looking for cattle, leaving no one in 
the houses but women, and •ervants, and children, 
and they were never insulted or disturbed in 
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any way. He belieYed that there was a great 
deal of truth in the remark that the outrages 
committed by blacks were generally in the way 
of retaliation. He should be the last to say 
that squatter~ generally had behave<! cruelly to 
them, because he believed that generally they 
treated them humanely ; but there had been 
individual cases of cruelty, and they knew in what 
direction they, in the first place, often occurred. 
Improper proceedings took place on the stations 
sometimes by the servants or overseers, and 
then the tribes retaliated. He believed that if 
they were treated humanely, a great many of 
those people might still be saved. He heartily 
approved of the Bill, and should give it his 
cordial support. 

Mr. BLACK said hon. members had got away 
from the Bill before the House, into a discussion 
upon the aboriginals of Australia-a subject that, 
from their utterances, some of them knew very 
little about. The last speaker referred to the abo
rigin<Lls as having a natural right to employment, 
and he (Mr. Black) did not think any hon. mem
ber or any sensible man was likely to object to 
that. The hon. member advocated the Bill 
because it was intended primarily to afford that 
means of employment to which those people 
were legitimately entitled; but he (Mr. Black) 
found from the title of the Bill that it 
was a mea;;ure " to restrict the employment 
of natives of .hiStralia and New Guinea." 
It seemed that the New Guinea native 
was to be introduced into the colony for the 
the bllche-de-mer fisheries, whereas the Govern
ment, in their wisdom, had prevented them 
from being employed on the sugar pl",ntations. 
It seemed to him a strange anomaly that those 
people should be allowed to be em played in the 
beche-de-mer fisheries, where every possible 
supervision over any labor of that kind was 
required, and yet, for an industry vastlv more 
important than the bilche-de-mer fisheries, 
and where the GoYer·nment ha<! every oppor
tunity of exercising the most careful supervision 
and protection to those people, they were pro
hibited from being employed. \Vhilst the Gov
ernment apparently wi,hed to pose well before 
the working men of the colony, so far as the 
sugar industry was concerned, by doing all in 
their power to prevent the employment of coloured 
labour in that industry, yet they came down to 
the House and actually proposed that the same 
description of coloured labour should be actually 
introduced into another industry in Queensland. 
That was one of the inconsistencies which the 
hon. the Premier might be able satisfactorily to 
explain, but which seemed to him to be a 
very strange piece of inconsistency. The 
House had been told by one hon. m em her 
that if the aboriginals had been properly treated 
in the past they would at the present time 
probably form a satisfactory solution of the 
Labour question in tropical Queensland-that 
was to say, they would be sufficiently numerous 
to supply the agricultural industries of the North 
with a sufficiency of suitable labour. From that 
view he entirely dissented. He did not care if 
they had the same aboriginal population as was 
in the colony fifty years ago ; the aboriginal 
native never did any work in his own country. 
The aboriginal native of Queensland, or of 
Africa, or of the South Sea Islands, did no work 
in his own country : he hunted ; it was the 
women who had to do the arduous work. An 
aboriginal of this country might work very well 
if he were taken over to :Fiji, but he would never 
work here--that is, he would never engage in 
continuous work. The native of the South Sea 
Islands engaged in no continuous work in his 
own island, but when brought under our some
what higher civili,;ation, he worked ; and "' 
it would always be. In this country the 

proceos \Yas going on which took place in 
all the other countries of the world - the 
survival of the fittest; and all that they could do 
was to see that so long as the aboriginal race of 
the country existed, their decrease and gradual 
extermination should be made as painless and as 
comfortable to them as possible. More than 
that they could not do ; more than that no 
country in the world had ever been able to 
achieve ; and beyond that they could never 
expect to go. \Vith regard to the Bill, what
ever might have been the intention of the 
Government in it, it contained such conflict
ing clauses as to render it almost inoperative 
unless amended in committe0. He referred espe
cially to the conflicting nature of clauses 3, 4, 
and 13. Clauses 3 and 4 read thus:-

"3. No native labourer"~ 
which, of course, includednati ves of N ewGninea
" .:;hall be employed or carried on board of any 
vessel trading in Queensland water::; unless he is 
carried on the shi11's articles in Lke manner as a 
seaman forming part of the crew of the vessel, and has 
been engaged to serve in accordance with the provit;ions 
of this Act. 

"4. X o native labourer shall be engaged to serve on 
board ot~ or in connection with, any such vessel for any 
voyage or period of time, by any person other than the 
master m· O\vner thereof, nor shall any native labourer 
be so engaged except in the presence and with the sanc
tion of the shipping master of the port at or nearest to 
which such engagement is made." 
According to thoee two clauses, he would like to 
know how a ship engaged in the beche-de-mer 
trade was ever to get a crew on board. They 
were conferring upon shipmasters the ability to 
go to New Guinea to get a crew; but what did 
they find ? If they- were even carried, they could 
not be engaged except before a shipping 
master. Did the Government propose to send 
a shipping master to New Guinea for the 
purpose? Clause 13 was probably intended to 
provide for the case of a vessel which had to 
go away to get a crew; but it might happen that 
a vessel would sail away from some northern 
port, or from New South \Vales, with half a 
crew on board, and procure the necessary labour 
there without ever taking them before any 
shipping master. They might then go away 
and engage in the beche-de-mer fishery, and 
after a time go into Cooktown or some 
northern port ; and they were actually 
allowed hy the Bill to have those men on 
board, and employ them for the whole time 
in the pearl fishery. The Government were 
about to provide for the introduction of the New 
Guinea native to carry on the work of the pearl 
fisheries, as the aboriginal natives were not 
nearly numerous enough to supply the demand. 
He would not say it was not a good principle. 
If the New Guinea native could be found to do 
the work which our own countrymen were 
certainly unable to do, and if the colony 
of Queensland could benefit by the pro
secution of the pearl-shell industry, Queens
land would be doing wrong if she did not 
allow it to be carried out; but it must be 
undoubtedly under the same proper regulations 
as would apply to all coloured labour introduced 
in the colony ; and the Bill did not provide for 
that regulation. Hon. members had already 
spoken about the extreme penalty to be inflicted 
in the event of any evasion of the Act under 
clause 7. 'l'hat was a most arbitrary clause. A 
stupid interpretation of the Act-such as many 
Government officers were very pr·one to give
might cause very serious loss to a trader engaged 
in a lawful occupation-an occupation which the 
Government of Queensland had invited him to pro
secute. The vessel and the whole cargo might be 
forf<'ited, and the extreme penalty of £500 be in· 
f!icted. The whole Bill, like a great many others 
that the Government had introduced, was very 
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crude in its provisions. It had been hastily written, 
!'nd had evidently been written hy people resident 
m the southern portion of the colony, who were 
not conver-.~ant with, or, if they were conversant 
with, were not in sympathy with the industries 
of J'\orthern (lueensbnrl. Ho had no doubt that 
the Bill would pass its second reading; but 
before it became law it would require very 
careful redsion in committee, and such amend
ments introduced into it as would enable it to 
meet the requirements of that portion of the 
colony to which it was intended to apply_ 

l\Ir. BlWOKl~S said he thought the Bill 
was a very good Bill. It had been very carefully 
drawn up indeed, and he regarded it as a Bill that 
had been drawn up on the advice and suggestion 
which the Government had received from people 
in the northern ]Jarts of the colony. So far from 
its being a southern Bill-whatever tlmt might 
mean, if it meant anything at :tl!-it was one 
which represented northern industrieo ; and he 
was very glad it had been brought before the 
House. He had never seen anyone so ingeuious 
as the hon. member for JYiackay was in twisting 
and turning everything to his own little and perni
cious views. vVith reference to the way in which 
the late speaker spoke of the 13th clause-a clause 
as plain as it could be to any grown-up man-the 
hon. )!;Bntlcman appro>Lched the subject with a 
bias. He regarded the employment,>£ coloured 
l:tbour in Queensland waters as exactlr the 
same thing as sweating and working them to 
death on sugar jllantations on the land. The 
Bill was intended to correct certain abuses. 
The hon. member fur :i\lackay did not seem 
to recognise any abu:se.s ; or, if he did, he 
rega,rded thmn as the ine,·itable consequences 
of the beclre-<le-mer tisheries. There were other 
speakers tlmt afternoon who regarded the Bill 
a.s an interference with vested interests-th:tt 
was the sugar-pbnters' cry again. They were 
not to behave like Christian men because of some 
vested interest. The colony would endanger 
every interest, whether vested or not, if it stood 
in the way of morality and institutions, or 
sully the fair fame of their British name and 
lineage. ~urely that was intelligible, and 
he trusted that the hon. member for i\Iackay 
would cease his childish talk on the subject of 
coloured l<tbom·. The Bill wrts a goocl one and 
would recommend itself to eyen the persons 
employed in the trade. All persons in that trade 
vi.·ere not rascals and villains ; so111e of then1 would 
be very gbd to he protected ; and the beche
de-mer men and pearl fisheries could be conducted 
on honest principles. It was unfair for the hon. 
n1ernber to treat the Bill as an intriguing way 
of bringing in the natives of New Gui;1ea. That 
argument recoiled upon those who used it. If 
the aboriginals were too few to do the work, 
it was because they had been stolen away and 
killed off or landed in places they never came 
from, and were consequently killed by other 
natives, or by the other vices which character
ised the people engaged in the trade, and the 
kanaka trade. The Bill was a preventive, and 
as he believed it would encourage the trade and 
give it an air of respectability, he would vote 
for it. • 

Mr. MACFARLAKE said the hon. member 
for JYiackay was "''mething like the man who 
belie1·ed that there was nothing like leather, only 
he believed in sugm. He neYerrose to speak on any 
subject without dragging in black labour and the 
sugar industry. 'l'he hon. gentlenw .. n ulight take 
the hint and say a little le;,s on that imbject in 
future, seeing it had been so thoroughlv trashed 
out in the House during the laot few years. The 
title of the Bill before the House was unfor
tunate; it ,\-,l~ not a Bill to reE:trict so nnwh a!! 
to encomae;e the legitimate employment of 

aboriginak The natives of J'\ew Guinea, and 
the north generally, were often kidnapped and 
employed against their wills, and the Bill was 
intended to regulate that matter so that those 
natives, if employed at all, should be employed 
in a legitimate way and properly treated. . Like 
some other members who had spoken, he drd not 
believe in the 7th clause, although he had no 
objection to a yessel being seized on susj>icion. 
Still he thought the fine of £500 mentioned in 
the first part of the clause might be reduced. 
He trusted the Bill would tend to the better 
protection of the natives who were engaged in 
the fisheries. 

Mr. NORTOX : I was rather surprised to 
hear some hon. members getting up and advoca
ting the employment of black labour-members 
from wh01n we are accustomed to hear the very 
opposite argmnents on other occ;tsions. That is 
the argument followed by the hon. member who 
has jnst sat down, and it is :tlso the argument 
which h:ts ftdlen from the junior member for 
Xorth Brisb:tne. 

:Yir. BROOKJ<:S : It is not. 

:Ylr. l\ORTON: Tha.t I say is the argument 
used by those gentlemen. I know the hon. 
member did say he was opposed to black labour ; 
but this Bill provides for the employment of 
black crews on vessels . trading in the beche-de
mer fisheries. The whole of the crew, it 
appears to me, may be bbcks, and yet we re
member the time when hon. members here 
were creating all the excitement they could
and that at a time when there was quite enough 
excitement without any particular agitation on 
the part of leading men~-against the employ
ment of any but white labour in ships. Do hon. 
members not remember the time when the 
A.S.N. Company were employing Chinese on 
their boats? 

The ATTOHNEY-GENERAL: That was 
not the beche-de-mer fishery. 

1\Ir. NOl'tTON : I am not going to split hairs 
about the bl\che-de-mer fishery. I am talking 
now about the vessels trading in Queensland 
waters; and I do not care whether they >tre em
ployed in beche-de-rner ti'heries, or in the coast
ing trade. It is nothing but a case of legal hair
splitting, to speak of the Chinese not being 
eng-aged in bt1che-de-1ner fishing. I cannot see 
what difference it ntaktJH in this e11se. They were 
employed in 1·es"els tmding in QLleemdand 
waters. 

'l'he A'1''1'0RX.EY-GK2\EIL\L: The seamen 
on the A. S. N. steamer" do not dive. 

Mr. NOHTON: I am g'lad to hear that they 
do not dive. I think we are ]Jretty well aware 
that it is not part of the business of the sailors 
on the A.S.N. boats to dive. Anyone who sails 
up north, however, will find that it is often the 
business of the natives ahout Bow en to dive, 
but the s"ilors do not generally join in the 
pastime. 

1\Ir. BHOOKES : They only die_ 
Mr. NOR TON : I find by this Rill that any

one engaged in this trade is to be allowed to 
discharge every white sailor he has, and 
employ blacks in their place. The blacks are 
not confined to rliving, by the Bill, bnt may be 
engaged in every employment about the ·ship, 
so far a~ I can sec ; and therefore iYe are quite 
justified in saying that members, in advocating 
the passing of this Bill, are really ad ,·ocating the 
employment of black labour. 

Mr. BROOKES: J'\othing of the kinLl. 

Mr. NOR'l'ON: I do not pity any very great 
deference to the.Attorney-Geneml's opinion. 

The ATTOHNEY-GENERAL. I did not 
~peak, 
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Mr. XORTOX: Because it is not very long 
ago, in a Supreme Court cu~e, the h(m. gentlernan 
drew a definition between the killing- of a black 
ma.n and a white. The lwu. 1ner11bE'r \Va:; ]Jl'o
secuting a rnan for killing [\J 1)ln.ckfellow; and he 
proeecuted him for manslaughter, and took the 
opportunity to tell the judge that if he had 
been a white man who was killed he would have 
prosecuted the prisoner for murder. 

The AT'rORNEY-GEKERAL: I said no
thing of the kind. 

Mr. NORTON : I am sorry to rile the hon. 
gentlmnan. 

Mr. BROOKES: It is not true. 
The ATTORNBY-GEN:ERAL: You know 

that is not true. 
Mr. NOR TON: It is a most lamentable fact 

that the hon. members sitting on the Treatmry 
benches now are nl ways being- uliKreported. I 
rmnernher reading that, and I wa~ very Inueh 
struck with it at the time. I know the Attomey
General iR a. Yery lnunane u1ar11; and jt ::;truck me 
as a V>~::ry unu:5ual distinction fnr hhn to nutke. 
I hope the hon. gentleman ha~ been misreported, 
as usual. So far as the employment of natil·es 
of the country iK concerned, it iR a good thing 
that they should be employed, as far as they crm. 
This Bill, however, not only restricts their em
ployment, but almost prohibits it, because, in 
order to engage them at all, they must be 
engaged in smne seaport town. 'V e know, 
in the North, in most of the seaport 
towm;, there are not generally a very large 
number of natives congregated. They corne 
there for "· time, lmt do not stop. \Vhat is 
more, it is not desirable that they should be en
couraged to come there at all. The object should 
be to keep the natives away from the towns as 
much as pos:;ible, becau>e they have a tendency 
to h1.ke up all the worst habits of the white 
population. \Vhen they become more civilised, 
as we call it, they come into the towns and 
acquire the very '''<>rst habits the white men 
have. Instead of merely restricting the employ
ment nf the aboriginals the Bill almost prevents 
it. \Vith reg-an1 to New Guinea, I do not 
exactly see why we should limit the empl<>y
ment of the natives in thi:; particular ser
vice. If the Bill said thev should be em
ployed as divers, I would ·admit that there 
was smne ~Pll:->e in it. But there i~ no Rta.:h db
tinction ; and J ,uu incline<! to dou!Jt whether 
it 1~ a wi::;e pr(lVi:.;inu, now that \'e~sel~ are 
trading in the labour busilleHH, they should 
be restricted fron1 goiug to New Uniuea while 
we allow others to g-o there. I am r1uite 
sure that if this Bill passes, ttn attempt will be 
made on this side of the Honse, if it is 
not done by the Premier, to restrict the 
employment of these natives solely to 
the occupation of diving. Apart from that, 
as the Bill now stands, I would ask hon. mem
bers if they consider it at all probable, when 
black men are taken away on board these vessels, 
miles from where there is any supervision or 
chance of supervision, that they are likely to be 
treated with any more humanity than blacks are 
on plantations? I do not think it at all probable. 
For that reason I believe it is a very dangerous 
thing to allow bt1che-de-mer fishers to employ 
any nmnber of these blacks more than are 
actually required for the purpose of diving. 

The Ho~. J . .'il.l\L'cCROSSAN said: The hrm. 
Premier, in introducing the Bill this afternoon, 
Raid it was dr".fted principally on the representa
tions of two Government officer~ in the Korth, 
whose lHtnleK he rnentioned-one wars a, gentle
nw .. n in charge of Custnllit:l :1t Couktown 1 and the 
other wa -, he believed, Mr. Chester, at Thm·s
day Island. He oaid lh'1t these ~entlemen hac!, 
<tt different Litueo within the last few ~-ears, made 

repre~entation~ of outrag-e~ having been cmn
mittecl ngainst the aboriginal population of Aus
tmlia, in the North. The only outrages which 
the hon. geutlmnau uwntioned were tha .. t Hotne 
natives were taken on board vessels in the North, 
and sometirnes they were never brought ha-ck a.ga.in. 
That is about the cool est reason I ever heard 
for introducing a measure of such irnporta,nce. 
Beca.w.;e a few natives 1nay have been ta.ken 
away from the ?\orth, and so1ne probably died or 
were drowned before they could be returned to 
the sarrle vlace, a Bil1 is bronght in legaliRing the 
employment of aboriginal natives in a c0ndition 
of life in which they a,re not now employed. 

The PR:ExiiER: The Bill you bronght in 
yourself legalised it. This is simply amending 
your own Bill. 

The Ho~. J. M. :\IACROSSAX: Thehon. gen
tleman might just as well keep his temper till tlw 
close of the de hate ; and when the Bill goes into 
connniHee he will ha Ye '' chance of repeating 
all he has ~air{ before, and ~ayiug ;;1,s un1eh 
more as he likes, and we will Ji,ten to him 
patiently and without interruption. Through
out this Bill the word "tr:tding" is em
ployed, and the wnrcl " fh;hing') only cornes in 
incidentally. \Ve htwe a great many ships em
ployed trading between (lueen:;lmHl ports, and I 
think I may defy any hrm. member tu say that 
he ever saw a blackfelluw employed on any one 
of them. This Bill has been brought in by 
:gentlemen who are utterly O]J[lmsed to the em
ployment of !Jlack labour; who have said, 
"l?eri~h the sugar indw~try, if jt cannot live 
without black labour" ; am) yet its object is to 
encourage the en1ployn1ent of black ln .. bour in 
'ituations now occupied by white meu. I am 
rather surpri,ed thtLt the Premier doeB uot see it 
in that light. I giYe him credit for being ani
mated in the matter by the best intentions, but 
we may be mistaken in thmu, a!lll we rtll know 
that the wny to a certttin place is paved with good 
intentions. It is also unfortunate that the name 
"New Cluinea" should have been employed in the 
Bill. \Veall remember that when thelatePremier, 
Sir Thomas l\dcllwmith, took the bold step of 
annexing New Gniuea, through l\Jr. Chester, it 
was charged against the coli>ny of (~ueensland 
that we wanted to take possession of New 
<Xuinea, not for the pnrpo.:-;e for which we :-:;aid 
we wanted it, nmnel_\', to prevent any other 
power from taking possessio11 of it, but for the 
purpoRe of procuring labour for the plantation:-;. 
'.l'o attempt to legislate for .:\' ew Guinea would 
tend to g-ive a colonr to the chat·ge then made 
against the colony. 'rhisis the first time, I think, in 
nnr history, that we have attempted to legislate 
for New Guinea. 

The PRE:VIIER: No. In 1881 we passed 
the Beche-de-mer I<'isheries Act-your own Bill. 

The Ho~. J. M. MACROSSAN : Seeing 
that we have been charged with trying tu 
establish the slave trade in New Guinea for 
our sugar plantations, we should be extremely 
careful in our dealings with that country, 
until it is formally taken possession of, which 
we all hope will be very soon, and then 
it will be under the protection of a Power 
which will prevent us, or anyone else, from 
taking away the native:; of New Guinea for 
any pm-pose whate,·el". I was rather anmsed 
at the tendency of the discussio11 shortly after 
tea. Jt seemed to be drifting into the usual 
nnnnal dif:lcussion wheu the police \'otH eonw.:; up 
in the Estimates. \Vhen I entered the Chamber 
the h,m. member (1Ir .. Tordan) was 011 his leg,,, 
awl the tenor of his discussion seemed to me to 
he a rather mnrder0us one. Certainly that hon. 
rnen1her waK a.bont-

,, Thr: nulrls~t·lT!!JTiner 1 man 
That elel' scttttled sh1p or cut a throat," 
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But his intention seemed to be tn civili"e the 
nath es of t.;\ueenslancl off the face of the earth. 
The hon. member said that if they would accept 
our civilisation, and learn to work, and become 
eJucated, they need not die off ; but that if they 
did not do these things they must inevitably go 
before the white man. That is a most murderous 
doctrine fur such a Christian gentlenmn to 
preach to the House. There is nu necessity for 
the black man to disappear from the face of the 
earth, even if he does not become civilised. 
There is plenty of room in Auot.ralia for all of 
us ; and it certainly see1ns to 1ne a strange 
theology that God created the white man to 
chase the black man from the face of the earth. 
My friend, the leader of the Opposition, 
says it is being clone all the same. If it is, 
all I can say is I am afraid it is being clone 
contrary to the laws of nature. This Bill, though 
framed with the best intentions, will require 
to be carefully revised in committee to make it 
w!1at the Premier evidently intends it to be, a 
Bill to prevent the kirlnapping of aborigines. 
If it is simply confined to them, and if they are 
restricted to the work they are employed in now, 
an~ are not permitted to engage in occupations 
which are very seldom followed bnt by white 
men, it will be a good Bill. But if we legitimise 
their employment in trading vessels we sh<1ll 
make a very grievous mistake. I hope the 
Premier, before the Bill goes into committee, 
will put his ingenious mind to work, eliminate 
all reference to trading, and confine the Bill 
entirely to kidnapping for fishing purposes. It 
will then be a very good measure, and prevent a 
recurrence of those outrages which have been 
represented by those officbls, Messrs. }'ahey and 
Chester. 

Question put and passed, and committal of 
the Bill made an Order of the Day for to· 
n1orrow. 

TRIENNIAL P ARLIAlVIEKTS BILL
COMMITTE:E. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the House 
went into Committee of the Whole to con:;icler 
this Bill in detail. 

Preamble postponed, 

On clause 1-" Repeal of 31 Vie., eh. 8, s. 29"
Mr. MOREHEAD said that, after what fell 

from hon. members the other night, he thought 
the Premier ought to give some reason why the 
duration of the present Parliament was to be 
extended beyond that of any future Parliament, 
as proposed in the Bill, 

The PRE:YliER said he had given quite suffi
cient reasons, in moving the second reading, why 
he did not then think it desirable that the Bill 
should apply to the present Parliament. In the 
last Parliament he introduced a similar measure, 
and hon. members now sitting on the Opposition 
side were then unanimous in their condemna
tion of the idea that the Bill should apply to the 
then existing Parliament. They declared that 
it was entirely inconsistent with constituti<mal 
practice. He was convinced by their argu· 
ments, and intimated his intention of modi
fying the measure accordingly ; and he did 
so when he brought in the measure a 
second time, in exactly the same language as 
that of the present Bill. He did not know 
why hon. members changed their opinions when 
they changed sides of the House. He had never 
done so himself. H<:m. members might laugh, 
but they could refer to his records for the last 
twelve years and see whether he had changed his 
views according to the side he occupied of the 
House. He could give m10ther reason, and a 
very forcible one too, why the Bill should not 
~tppl;Y to the preoent Parliament. If it did, the 

present Parliament would ce<tseto exist in October, 
1887. That would probably be in the middle 
of a session, which would be extremely inconve
nient--

Mr. MOHEHEAD : Call Parliament together 
earlier. 

The PREMIER: In the year 1886, too, the 
.census would he taken, and it undoubtedly 
would be the duty of whatever Government 
might be in power, as soon as possible, to provide 
for a redistribution of electorates. It would be 
perfectly impossible to do that before the 
session of 1887. The result of being compelle\l 
to dissohe the present Parliament in 1886 
would be that either the new Parliament 
would have to meet in its present form, 
as it was very unlikely that it would assist in 
destroying itself, or else the redistribution would 
not come into operation until the expiration of 
that Parliament. Those, he thought, were suffi
cient reasons to ju~tify the course that had been 
taken with regard to the Bill; and he did not 
know any good reasons why it should have been 
brought forward in any other shape. 

.Mr. MOREHEAD said that if the Premier 
had tried to tie himself in a political knot he 
could not have been more successful. He said 
there would have to be a redistribution in 1887; 
but he forgot that, according to the Governor's 
Speech, an Additional Members Bill was to be 
brought in during the present session. \Vhat 
did the hon. gentleman mean? \Vhy did he not 
bring on that Bill before he gave them the 
Triennial Parliaments Bill? \Vhy should not 
the additional members have something to say 
about extending the present P<trliament to five 
years? The hon. gentleman's whole argument 
went for nothing. He had not given a.n answer 
to a straightforward rtuestion. \Vhat had they 
to do now with the next census ? All they 
had to deal with was the system of triennial 
parliaments- was it a good one, and if so, 
whether it should not apply to the present 
Parliament. The question whether Parliament 
would be dissolved in 1886, 1887, 1888, or 1889, 
was nothing if the principle wn.s a good one. 
The hon. gentleman had brought forward no
thing in favour of not applying the Bill to the 
present Parliament. Of course be had a majority 
at his side-that was a convincing argument so 
far as that Committee was concerned; but he 
(Mr. Moreheacl) did not know it was so far as the 
public were concerned. The wounded snake was 
to be dragged its slow length along ; because it 
would be wounded before the five years were 
past, and it would drag a very seedy tail before 
the end of the time for which the hon. member 
proposed to insure his .life. It was simply a 
Life Insurance Bill which the· hon. member pro
posed ; but he did not know whether he would 
succeed with it. If the principle of triennial 
parliaments was good, let it be so admitted, 
and let it be applied at once. Let not the 
hon, gentleman give himself a larger sentence 
than he deserved. Let him be content with 
three years. That would be quite enough to 
enable him to become "honourable" for all 
time, and probably. to obtain the title "SirS. \V. 
Griffith." If he would limit the duration of 
the present Parliament to three years it would 
at all events give him the "honourable" title. 
The hon. gentleman certainly ought to give the 
Committee some good reason for his objection to 
so applying the Bill. \Vere hem. members 
opposite afraid to meet their comtituents in 
three years? The members of the Opposition 
were quite willing to meet their constituents ; 
but it seemed as if hon. members opposite were 
afraid of that. Hon. members of the Oppo
sition were willing to accept the principle of 
triennial parliaments ; they were willing to abide 
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by the decision of the Committee if the Bill was 
made to apply to the present Parliament ; but 
they would not assent to the measure as it 
stood-allowing the present Parliament to last 
for five years. 

The Ho". J. M. MACROSSAK said he 
did not believe in the Bill at all, and if 
he had been present at the second reading 
he should have voted against it. The rea
sons give1_1 by the Premier for not applying 
the tnenmal system to the present Parliament 
were very weak indeed. The first reason he 
gave was that the Opposition had convinced him 
that it would be wrong. He was very glad 
that hon. members on that side were able 
to cm~vince him of anything; but it seemed 
that m regard to another Bill--that dealing 
with the payment of members-they had not 
been able to convince him that it should not 
apply to the present Parliament. They were 
consistent, but he was afraid they convinced the 
hon. g·entleman very much against his will, and 
that he was of the same opinion still. The next 
reason he gave was, that in lSRG a census \vas to 
be taken, and it would Le very inconvenient if 
Parliament was to dissolve before a redistribu
tion of sea,ts took place. But th>tt was a 
nmtter entirely in the hanrl» of the Government. 
They could arrange, if they wished tlmt the 
Hedistribution Bill »hould come int; operation 
with the new Parliament tlmt would come into 
existence in 1887, if the Bill under discussion 
became l>tw as a three years' Bill; so that 1·eallv 
both reasons were very \veak ones, and h~e 
thoug-ht all hon. membm·s must admit that thev 
would scarcely hold water. He believed that 
another reason given by rtn hon. member, if not 
by the Premier himself, was that it was not 
likely they were going to commit suicide. 
That was a very tangible reason ; it was 
one that appertled to their self-interest; and 
no doubt it was the only reason for which the 
Bill brought in was not to >tpply to the present 
Parlimnent. The only argument he ever hrtd 
heard in favour of triennial parliaments W>ts 
th>tt it was a good thing for members to meet 
their constituencies often >tnd give >tn account of 
themselYes, and that if they h>td served their 
constituents well they would 'be re-elected ; and 
if not, their constituents would be >tble to s>tv 
"You shall g·o ; we will 9:,et better men:,', 
He believed the hon. the l remier expressed 
himself as being in fayour of the annual 
system, so that, if the triennial system was 
good >Lt >tll, it was good for the men compris
ing the present House. Surely, if it was good for 
their successors, it must be good for them, and 
there was therefore great inconsistency in the 
Pren01ier'e >tction in not applying- it to the present 
Parliament. 

lYir.lYIACFARLANE said that on the second 
re>tding of the Bill he st>tted that he was in 
favour of trienni>tl pa.rliaments, and alw>tys h>td 
been so. At the same time, however, he thought 
the C',-overnment would do well to give way on 
the point of applying the principle to the present 
Parliament from the passing of the me>tsure. 
He woul~ n?t apply it from the beginning of the 
present l >trlmment, but from the passin" of the 
Bill, or the end of the seseion. He thought that 
would be hir to both sides of the Committee, 
and he should vote for an amendment to that 
effect. 

Mr. CHFBB said the Premier ho,rl stated just 
now that hon. members on that side seemed to 
c~ange their opinions in the House as they cha,nged 
Sides : but th>tt could not apply to him, because 
he was not in the House when the hon. gentle
man introduced his Bill on a former occasiou. 
On the second reading ofthe Bill, he (l\Ir. Ohnbb) 
~aiel it would be only honest, when they were 
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altering the Constitution, to nmke the law apply 
to themselves as well as to their successors, and 
that he would introduce an amendment to that 
effect in committee. It W>ts all very well to say 
that there were difficulties in the way of making 
the Bill apply to a certain Parliament, but there 
were no difficulties in the way of people 
who desired to act honestly and fairly. The 
amendment he had to propose now w>ts, th>tt 
>tll the words in the 2nd line of the cl>tuse, 
commencing with "shall," and concluding with 
"be," be omitted, with a view of inserting 
"is herehy," so that it would re>td :-

1. The t\venty-ninth section of t.he Constitution Act 
of 1867 is hereby l'cpealed. 

Mr. NORTON said that, when the second 
reading of the Bill w>ts mO\·ed, the Premier lmd 
given as his reu.son for not n1aking it apply to 
the present Pm·liament that the House could 
not be expected to commit suicide; >tnd the same 
objection W>ts raised by the Coloni>tl Treasurer. 
\Vhy did t!Jey not use the same argument now'/ 
vVhy make other excuses?-for no one woukl 
ever regard their attempted explanations as 
>tnything but excuses, if they t>tlked the whole 
evening. Oue argument just used was th>tt the 

! Go1·ernment had been convinced by the argu
ments of the other side when the Bill was before 
the House 'ome time ago. He (Mr. Norton) did 
not think any argtunent w>ts ever used by any hon. 
gentleman on his Hide of the Committee against 
the measure >tpplyiug to the then existing Parlb
ment. The only instance which ha,d been quoted 
<A snch an argtunont being used was the case of 
the Colonial 'l're>tsnrer, who used it when he saw 
there wrts no chance of it passing at all. If 
members now sitting on the Opposition side did 
believe in that m·gument a,t all, something similar 
must have taken pl>tcc to what was recorded in a 
tale of a Protest>tnt and C>ttholic who argued for 
a long- time, each ende>tvouring to convert the 
other. Ji'in>tlly, the Protestant's arguments con
vinced the C>ttholic, 11nd at the smne time the 
Catholic's argmnents converted the Protestant. 
}'or his part, he never believed in the principle of 
triennial parli>tments, and h>td· heard no satis
factory re>tsons adduced in support of it. He 
would particularly oppose the present clause. As 
fortheargumentthatthey did not think the House 
should commit suicide, it was only a question of 
time. It must come a little sooner or later. 
He did not think it w>ts a matter of very great 
import>tnce whether the term was three years or 
five; but, if the Premier's principle was adopted at 
all, it must be m>tdeto apply to the present House. 
If they were going to give s>tuce to the goose 
they must give it to the gander. It would be 
much more reason>tble, and would be some 
evidence of sincerity on the Premier's p>trt. 

Mr. STEVEKS said he did not think the 
action of the Bill should be retrospective. He 
was quite in accord with the principle of triennial 
parliaments ; >tnd he thought if it were to apply 
to future parli>tments it should apply to th'e 
present one ; but the three years should com
mence from the enrl of the present session, and 
not from the beginning of the Parlimnent. 

Mr. lVIOHEHEAD s>tid it appeared to him 
that if there w>ts any good in the principle it must 
commence ab initio. If the Government did 
not >tg-ree to th>tt, they could not be honestly in 
favour of triennial parliaments. Surely the 
Oi'position, who were in the minority, ought to 
he the ones a,fraid to meet their constituents! 
Those on the other side, who had everything to 
g-ive >tnd everything to promise, ha,cl every advan
tage in making the present the first triennial 
P>trlimnent. ·what did it matter whether the 
Parliament closed a year earlier or a year later, 
as far >ts those hon. gentlemen were concerned? 
The n1ernbers on the Opposition side bowed their 
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necks to the axe ; they admitted they were de
feated; they denied the expediency or propriety of 
triennial parliaments; but, having been defeated 
on that subject, they wished the thing to be done 
thoroughly, and to have the present Parliament 
made triennial. He was sure the hon. gentlemen 
opposite could not object to the stand they took. 

Mr. JOHDAN said he did not agree with the 
condition laid down by the hon. member who 
just sat down-that if the principle were a good 
one it should apply to the present Parliament. 
The present Parliament had been elected all over 
the colony on the understanding that it was 
to last five years. A large majority of the 
population of the colony would be very much 
disappointed if the Parliament were to commit 
any act of suicide. A gentleman who had been 
Premier of the colony-a man of large mind a,nd 
great ability-was notorious for having declared 
that what the colony wanted was administration 
rather than legislation. That was Sir Arthur 
Palmer. He (Mr .• Jordan) thoroughly endorsed 
it. They had had admirable legislation in the 
colony. During the very first session of the 
first ~ueensland Parliament, they passed laws 
on the most important questions that could affect 
the interests of the colony, which, if they 
had been hithfully and honestly a<hninistered, 
would have lasted the colony till the pre.,ent time. 
He alluded especially to the Al-ienation <>f Crown 
Lands Act. They had been cobbling am:l] •ullin;.: 
down a:nd trying to build up some land ·'Y"tem 
e\-er since-for uwre than bventy yetLr.-.;-~ and 
\\'ere beginning ~tga.in now. }[c helien3d that the 
·gm about to be introdnc:ecl would he the l >est 
Lam! Bill that had ever seen the light in the 
Australian Colonies, an<l that tlmt view wuuld 
lm endorsed by a great majority on the second 
reading. The more he looked into it the more 
Hatisfied he was with it generally; but they mio-ht 
pass that Land Bill, or, if it could be possibl~, a 
perfect Land Bill that had no defect or flaw 
whatever, and if it were badly administered it 
would prove a great failure. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD : If they make you one of 
the commissioners under the Bill. 

Mr. JORDAN said administration was what 
was wanted. He could easily conceive that 
members of the Opposition had proved it very 
easy indeed to change their opinions entirely on 
the question of triennial parliaments. \Vas it not 
a somewhat remarkable circumstance that every 
member on the Opposition side was a convert to 
the system? At least, so he gathered from the 
speech of the hon. member for TownsYille, who 
had made a mistake in sitting upon that side of 
the Committee, because he was a thorough I.iberal. 
He fnnnd that hi;-; opinion~ npon an~· great 
question of Austrnlinn politics g-enemlly ngreecl 
almost exactly with the nvinimts hdd by the hun. 
rne1nber for Tnwn.svillt.>. 

Mr. MOHEHEAI>: Then you had better 
cmne over here. 

::Yir .• JORDAN : J~yery member on the other 
side was in favour of triennial parliaments. They 
were very anxious that the present Parliament 
should come to an end in the least possible time,· 
Hl that they might have a chance of again sitting 
on the Treasury benches. Under the ch·cum
stances the Premier should stick to his Bill in 
its present form, and not for one moment allow 
anybody on either side to alter his purpose, as if it 
were altered it would be damaged. The pr~sent 
Govern1nent were initiating a new system ; 
they were laying the foundation of the colony 
afresh, and \vould provide land for settlement, 
and labour for the planter-a system which would 
answer nmch better than that already in use. 
European labour, not Jtalians or Maltese-he 
did not believe in them. He agTee<l with the 
h\ln, member for Blackall that no lo\l'·claos 

labour was desirable ; he believed in labour 
from the north of Europe. The sugar industry 
would be thoroughly established by a system 
of that kind. As they were laying the foundation 
of the colony afresh, they must have time to 
make sure work of it ; and if the Government 
foolishly suffered themselves to be snuffed out by 
the clever management of the hon. gentlemen on 
the other side of the Committee, or should be 
intimidated by the threat which had been held 
out by the hon. n1ember for Port Curtis-that 
there would be opposition of a very determined 
character in connection with the measure unless 
the pre§ent Government yielded to their views 
in bringing the Pa,rliament to an end in three 
years-if they should be influenced by that, it 
would he a bad thing for the colony. They knew 
what the administration of the Land Act would 
be in the hands of gentlemen on the other side. 
It would not be worth the paper it was printed 
upon: they knew that fr:nn vast experience, 
both here and in the other colonies. In UHil an 
Act was passed in New South \V ale.~ which 
allowed free selection before survey, and was 
to bring an innnense arnount of capital frmn 
Great Britain. How was that Act adminis
tered? Look at the terrible effect~: 36,000,000 
acres of land were alienated in that colony, anrl 
a. greHter 1-'ortion wa,~ in the hmHb of bankt-5 and 
other n1cnwy-lending in.stitutiotHi of the colony, 
anci the sqtmtters were compelled to lmy the bud 
in self-defence from rliohonest Kpecnlatoro. That 
lmcl lJeen the result of the umlaclministmticm of 
wlHtt was conKidered to be the most liberal Land 
Act ever l"""'ecl in Austmli;~, 

.'\(r. ,\l{CHEI~ saicl he did nut think while he 
lmd been a mem!Jer of that Honoe he had ever 
heard such a speech as had been given by the 
junior member for South Brisbane. In the first 
]Jlace, he stated that the present Government 
had been returned by a large majority for the 
purpose of carrying out some principles, and he 
said that those principles would be overturned 
if in three years' time a majority oppused to them 
were elected and in power. Therefore, he seemed 
to imply that the majority of Queensland of the 
present day should overrule the majority of 
Queensland of three years hence. They must have 
time to carry out their mea."n·es. whether they 
met with the approbation of the people of Queens
land or not. Supposing the people of lo>ueensland, 
in three years hence, diKagreed : they would not 
have a voice ; they would be bound by a word 
given five years before. He clid not want to be 
offenHi ve, but surely the hon. g-entlerna.n 1nust 
see the absurdity of his argument ! If a short 
I>arliatnent \\·ftS good for the Jnn·po::;e of :-:howing 
wl1<1.t was the opinion of the people of llueens
lmHl, 'vhy waR it not U.~i gond no\V aR it 
wonlc\ be fcmr years hence? If they were to 
hn \·e a. voice in the go\·ern1nrmt of the colony, 
they ought to ha.ve n. voice in three yen,rs 
hence as well as in four or Jhe years hence. 
\Vhy ask fiye years from the present time for the 
present Government? The hon. member actually 
answered now, because the people might in three 
years return another Government which would 
not ag-ree with the present, and thus the present 
Government, which at present did agree with 
the opinions of the people, would not have time 
to carry out their policy. But if the people were 
to have any voice in the government at all, they 
ought to have it with one Government as well 
as with another. They knew quite well what 
the ]nesent Government would have clone had 
they got into power ~hortly after the Mcii wraith 
Government took office. They wnulrl have done 
away with the mail service, for example. They 
knew that the present Premier wrote home 
to the managers of the British·l]l(lia Company 
to tdl them that when he ~ot into power he 
\Vottld uut lo•Jk upou tltc ccgt-cement made l>y :'ir 
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Thomas Mcilwraith as binding. The letter~ were 
published, and everyone there knew that was done. 
\V ell, did anyone on that side then say that there
fore the Government ought to extend thetimeofits 
sitting on purpose to secure that mail service? 
The hon. Premier made a great mistake. \Vhy, 
he was no more gan1e now to break that agreeM 
ment than to fly from the top of the Rouse. He 
knew that proposal was carried through by 
a statesman who saw into the future of Queens
bnd, and what that mail service would do for it; 
and he would no more dare to attempt to carry 
out the threa,t he made in that letter, than to fly 
from the top of the Hotme. But sup]JOsing the 
people of (~ueensland had seen that the mail 
service was a mistake, and that the country 
would be impoverished, and the whole country 
suffer by it, and that the price paid for it was 
too high : hon. members opposite would h>tve 
come into power, and would have doue what 
they threatened to do; and why should not they, 
if they came into power, and the whole country 
sawthattheGovemment measures were mistakes 
-why should not they be able to take their places 
without waiting until they had time to carry into 
effect a policy which the country did not approve 
of ? That was a case in point. The hon. member 
for South Brisbane thought thltt the (iovern
ment elected should be allowecl b carry out 
its measures, and that no one shonld cavil 
at them ; >tnd he (1\Ir. Archer) s~tid that if 
the country ea villed at their measures, am! did 
not want the1n, a ne\v Uoverrnnent ought 
to tttke their places. The previous Govern
rnent brought forward no rneatitue for Hhortening 
Parlialllent. They were perfectly satisfied that 
the measures they brought in were good, in spite 
of the opposition they met with from the other side 
of the Honse. He had a very great respect for 
the present Premier, and he believed him to be 
the first lawyer in Bri,,bane ; but he had made 
a great mistake in the present instance. He 
was not a statesman, and did not see as clearly 
as the leader of the present Opposition then did. 
If the people of Queensland had agreed with 
the present Premier, he would have at once 
abolished the mail service. The hon. mem
ber for South Brisbane wanted to keep the 
present Government in for five years, so that 
they should esktblish certain things. Supposing 
thmm thing~ were a tniHtake, the next Par
liament which came in would simply do 
away with them if they thought so. If, for 
example, when the pre.,ent Oppo,ition again 
can1e into power - rLnd everyone there waf:) 
certain there would be a change by-and-by, 
whether in three, five, or ten years he could not 
tell, and he probably would not be here at that 
time; at all events a change would come, and 
if, when they got into power, they chose to alter 
the present state of things, that would put them 
in the same position as the hon. gentleman at 
the head of the present Government took up 
when Sir Thomas Jlilcilwraith was at the head 
of the last Government. The hon. member for 
South Brisbane actually argued that the present 
Government ought to be kept longer in power than 
the country agreed with them, simply to carry 
their own views into operation. Did ever any 
one hear such an absurd argument? If the 
people, two years from that day, agreed with 
hon. gentlemen opposite, they would return 
them and if they did not agree with them they 
would reject them. If the principle of the Bill 
was not to apply to the present Parliament, why 
should it apply to future parliaments? If the 
people of Queensland were to govern, and 
Parliament was to sit for three years instead offi ve, 
let it be from the time the present Parlianmnt 
'vaH elected. J f the gcntle1nen whn 11nw t'at Oll 
the Trea:1nry l1enche5 had nut the confidence of 
the counlry in three year~· time, let them al'real 

to the country. If the country had not confi
dence in them they would shift their seats, but if 
the country had confidence in them it would 
make no difference at all. He could not 
,;ee one argument to answer that. As to 
saying they should have time to develop their 
policy, the hon. member for South Brisbane 
said the policy of the present Gover;unent 
was a wise one ; but the hon. member drd not 
represent the wisdom of the whole colony. He 
(Mr. Archer) thought it silly. How was the hon. 
member going to prove that he was right and he 
(Mr. Archer) wrong? He said let the people 
decide. Let them have three years' parliaments. 
He did not like them, and he pointed out 
when the hon. gentleman brought in the 
measure, that parliaments of long duration 
were best. What had the short parliaments 
of :France done for France? What had all 
her parliaments done for :France? They began 
in 1793 to kill each other, and they continued 
cutting each other's heads off for a very long 
time ; they had lutd ever so many revolutions, and 
continued with parliaments shorter and shorter, 
and had done nothing with them. He would 
not go through the history of Europe ; but they 
knew perfectly well that every country of 
Europe, every parliament, short or. shorter, 
as it might be, had been an utter failure 
as compared with the Parliament of England. 
They would not take the triennial system with
out arguing it to the bottom, nor would they 
permit the present Government to do as it please<l 
without nllowing the people of the colony to 
express their opinion upon it. The Englh;h 
Parliament had in eveything been an advance 
on every other representative in,titution that 
evBr existed in the world, and its duration 
was seven years. If the colony was to have 
trienninl parliaments, the existing Parliament 
ought to be a triennial one, and must be sub
ject to the s•w1e law as its successors; and it 
was time the Premier began to realise that what 
was sauce for the goose· was alw sauce for the 
gander. 

Thel'R};MIERsaid he was surprised to find the 
hon. gentleman beginning obstruction at so early 
a period of the debate. He was at a loss to know 
what the hon. gentleman's speech amounted to. 
It was not what he expected from a man like the 
hon. member for Blackall, who had posed so 
often as the Mentor of the House, and the model 
of good manners in debate. The Bill ought to 
be considered entirely apart from any particular 
Government or any particular Parliament. If 
in three years, or two years, or one year, the 
present Government ceased to command the 
confidence of the people of the col,my, it was 
quite time for them to go ; and if the measures 
they passed were bad, the sooner they were swept 
off the better. Speaking of his own party as the 
party in power, he believed its interests would 
be better consulted by shortening the duration 
of this Parliament than by lengthening it. He 
had said that previously, with respect to 
previous Governments as well as the present, 
and he had no hesitation in repeating it now. It 
wonld be extremely inconvenient for the present 
Parliament, however, to terminate prematurely, 
because it would not be possible to have a redistri
bution of seats tilll889-fi ve years from the pre
sent time. There was, therefore, great force in the 
suggestion of the hon. member (Mr. Macfarlane) 
that the present Parliament being an exceptional 
one, should be extended for a period. All 
admitted thnt redistribution was necessary; bnt 
they were now too far from the last census 
to be able to deal with it on the basis of 
that cen,us, nor wonhl they be ahle tu de»l 
"·ith it uutil tliey got the returns of tho 
cen~,ls of 188{1; which wnuld be 5ome thue ll! 
1.:,;:{. A~; ;;oon a~ a F.e(,{idributiotl Bill wa~ 
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passed, the dissolution would necessarily follow. 
·were it not for that, he should feel much dis
posed, on further consideration of the matter, 
to restrict the present Parliament to three 
years like the others. For his own part, he 
believed that the shorter the Parliaments, 
the better it would be for the country, for the 
Government, and for the party. The reasoning of 
the hon. member for Blackall was very inconsis
tent. The rruestion was one affecting the Consti
tution of the colony. It was not introduced to 
spite one Government or one party, or to favour 
one GovermRent or one party, and ought to be 
dealt with on broad and general principles. The 
question before the House last week was, whether 
it was desirable that the duration of Parliaments 
in the colony should be shortened. The majority 
on that occasion declared that they should be 
shortened, and the question now before the 
Committee was a matter of detail, as to whether 
the duration of the present Parliament should 
be shortened, and, if so, to what extent. It must 
not be forgotten that that Parliament could be 
dissolved at any time-that was a prerogative of 
the Governor--it might be next year or the 
year after, or sooner; nobody knew what might 
happen. He had no desire to see the present or 
any other Parliament last for its full term 
of five vears. But the matter now before them 
was, as"he had saki, ,me of detail, and, as he had 
pointed out, it would be a practical inconvenience 
if the Parliament was made to end before the 
passing of a Redistribution Bill. 

The Hos. J. M. MACROSSAJ'\ saicl it 
would be the easiest thing to pass aRedi9tribution 
Bill, even though the duration of the present 
Parliament were restricted to three year.,. The 
present Parliament met in November, 1883, and 
it was quite pos9ible to pass a Redistribution 
Bill, and for a new Parliament, elected on that 
basis, to meet by November, 1886. 

The PREMIER : The census returns will not 
be in by that time. 

The Ho". ,T. i\f. MACIWSSAK said they 
could be expedited; and Parliament would at>sist 
by voting the necessary expenses. 

The .PREMIER : The census is taken every 
five years. 

The HoN. J. M. IVIAOROSSAN said it was not 
like a law of theMedes and Persiant:. They could 
change the census year as they could change 
anything else. It did not follow that the census 
should always be taken every five years; indeed, 
at the present rate of progress of the colony, it 
might be advisable to take it m·ery three years. 
Redistribution was certainly necessary, for many 
of the electorates had altered consider<tbly since 
the last Redistribution Bill was passed. If the 
present progres3 of the colony continued, it would 
be necessary to have a new Redistribution Bill 
every five years. The hon. gentleman must see 
that he could deal with that question as easily as 
with anything else. The House might be called 
together in .!\larch, and it could pass a Hedistri
bution Bill, and get through the Estimate•, 
before the Parliament, if the present Bill 
were passed, would expire by effiuxion of time. 
There was nothing to prevent his scheme being 
carried out to the fullest extent if he chose. He 
agreed with the hon. gentleman entirely ; but he 
disagreed with the hon. member for South bris
bane, as he considered that when a Government 
had lost the confidence of the country it should 
lose its position, and give place to another Gov
ernment which had the confidence of the country ; 
but, unless a dissolution took place, how was 
the opinion of the country to be arrived at? 
If the present Parliament existed for five years 
-and hon. gentlemen on the other side of the 
Committee lost the confidence of the country in 
three years-they wc;>uld ijoJd office fo•· two yeal'l:> 

without hearing the opinion of the country, and 
there would be no means of arriving at that 
unless by a dissolution. If the Premier believed 
in his principles, and wished to carry them out, 
let the three years be applied to the present 
Parliament. He (Mr. Macrossan) saw no incon
sistency whatever in saying that three years 
should apply to the present Parliament, though 
believing at the same time in five years' Parlia
ments. He was only applying the hon. gentle
man's own principle, and saying that if the 
principle was a good one it ought to apply to 
the existing Parliament. 

Mr. iVIIUG L:EY said he had been glad to hear 
what had fallen from the Premier. He thought 
that all the leading members quite agreed with 
the principle of the Bill. There appeared to be 
different impressions as to what the Liberal 
platform at the last election wa;;, and what hon. 
members had pledged themselve8 to. He him
self, in canvassing the .Fassifern electorate, dis
tinctly stated that he was in favour of three 
years' parliaments, and he was elected on 
that understanding. He also promised that 
at the end of every session he would go 
tn hear what his constituents had to say 
about him, :1nd tlmt at the end of three 
years he would see if they would elect him again. 
He thought that the feeling of any Government 
with regard to the three years' Parliament was 
similar to that some people had with regard to 
Heaven-namely, that it was a very desirable 
and happy place, but they did not want to 
go there ju8t yet. He was convinced that 
his constituents distinctly understood that he 
would advocate three year,' parliaments-the 
present Parliament to be included ; and just 
as they expected the Liberal majority to 
deal with the Labour and the Land que,;tiom, 
so they expected the House to deal with the 
Triennial Parliaments question promptly. He 
had heard hon. members on both sides making 
use of the term "commit political suicide." He 
believed if they were to proceed on the lines they 
were on now there would be no political suicide, 
and that, when they went to the country, they 
would have the approval of the people for the 
course they had adopted. If a proposal was made 
to let the Bill apply to the present Parliament 
he should vote for it. If that amendment was 
lost, and an amendment limiting the duration of 
the present Parliament to three years from the 
end of the present session, he should vote for 
that also. 

Mr. l\IORJ~Hl~AD said that if the suggestion 
made by the hon. member for J<'assifern were 
adopted, or if the Committee adopted the amend
ment proposed by the hon. member for Ipswich, 
the duration of the present Parliament would 
practically be for five years, or close upon it. 

The PREMIER : }'our years. 
Mr. MOREHEAD: The hon. gentleman had 

said that one of the great planks of the Liberal 
platform wa8 triennial parliaments. But during 
the election-though he knew he was rushing 
into the full tide of political prosperity-he said 
nothing to the constituencies to the effect that 
he intended the present Parliament to last for 
five years. He led the electors to believe that 
he would at once put the system into force, 
otherwise he would not have got their votes. 
The fact was that he obtained votes on the under
standing that the system would apply to the 
preseut Parliament. The hem. member for 
Fassifern had said that he was elected on the 
promise that he would vote for triennial 
parliaments. The Premier told them that 
the principle of quinquennial parliaments was 
a bad one, yet he was going to perpetuate 
that system. Then he had made about the 
coolest apd ,uost b1·a~en assertiop tha-t )lad ever 
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been made in a Parliament, and that was that 
there could be no redistribution until1889. vV as 
the hon. gentleman going to dictate to the Com
mittee? vVas he to be the arbiter of the votes 
of h<m. members, because he chose to say tlmt 
there shnuld be no redistribution till 1889? The 
hon. g·entleman knew quite well that if re
distribution took place he dared not then 
appeal to the country, with the Ipswich 
group representing a small fraction in the 
country, and being over-represented in nu1nbers. 
The hon. gentleman dare not come down with a 
Redistribution Bill, because, as soon as he did, 
he would propose his own dnom. The clique 
that had r:'led the country so long would then 
cease to exJSt. He dare not do so, so long as he 
was supported by, or had to rely u pan, that rotten 
crutch-the Ipswich bunch. Hon. members 
might laugh, but he repeated the statement, that 
rotten crutch-the Ipswich bunch. A rottener 
crutch no Ministry ever leaned upon, as more than 
one hDdfouudout. And yet the Premiergavethem 
as a reason why the present Parliament should 
last for five years, that a Redistribution Bill 
could not be brought in until1889 ! He main
tained that a Redistribution Bill eould be 
brougl)t in within the next two years or even 
less time, upon fair and just lines. The hon. 
member for Bundanba represented about 480 
electors or something of that sort. 

Mr. FOOTE : You do not know anything 
about it. 

:i\Ir. MOREHEAD : He knew that the hon. 
gentleman was a man of considerable weight. 

Jlilr. FOOTE : I represent far more electors 
than you do. You represent sheep and cattle. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : He maintained that ifthe 
hon. the Premier was in earnest, from what he 
had said, he could make the Bill extend to the 
present Parliament. The hon. gentleman said he 
should be prepared to deal with the existing 
Parliament as with any future one, and he (Mr. 
l\lorehead) hoped he would carry that out. He 
had no doubt that the hon. gentleman him
self would propose an amendment of the 
lRt clause so that it would tend in that direction, 
and if he did so he would certainly receive the 
support of both sides of the Committee. As he 
had pointed out, the suggestion of the hon. mem
ber for Ipswich, Mr. Macfarlane, although made 
no doubt in perfect good faith, and with the best 
intention, would not meet the case, because it 
would extend the period of the present Parlia
ment to nearly five years-to considerably over 
four, at any rate. 

Mr. FOOTE said he should not have risen to 
speak, had it not been for the impertinent remarks 
made by the hon. member for Balonne. That 
hon. member a short time ago chastised the 
Premier for " boiling over," but he himself 
seemed to have "boiled over" just now. He 
alluded to the "Ipswich bunch." He (lYir. Foote) 
was not aware that there was an Ipswich 
bunch. There used to be an Ipswich bunch 
some years ago, and they kept the party, of 
which Sir Arthur Palm er was the head, in power 
for three years, and he supposed this was the 
thanks the Ipswich people and those round 
about it were to get for having done so. The 
h<m. gentleman said the ''rotten Ipswich bunch." 

Mr. MORE HEAD: I wish to correct the hon. 
member. I said the Ipswich bunch was a rotten 
crutch to lean on. 

Mr. BROOKES: You said" rotten bunch." 
Mr. FOOTE : He did not care a snap of his 

fingers what the hon. member said, either inside 
the House or out of it. If the Ipswich members 
were half as rotten as he (Mr. Morehead) was
socially, politically, a.nd otherwise- they would 
very soon cease to exist. The hon. gentleman had 

alluderl to him personally as representing a very 
small constituency, but he represented double or 
treble the number of electors that Lhe hon. gentle
man did-far more than double-so that on that 
score he had little room to talk. He hoped the 
Government were not such fools as to be hood
winked by hon. m em hers opposite. Personally, 
he did not believe in the Bill. He did not go 
before his constituents at the last election, having 
been elected without opposition. He did not do 
as the hon. member for Balonne did-canvass one 
electorate and then another, and at htst go 
to an electorate where they could hardly get a 
man to represent them. In that way the hon. 
rnentber n1anaged to get, or rather to crawl, into 
the House, and a miserable representation he had 
given his constituents. \Vhen the hon. member 
alluded to other hem. members personally he 
must expect to be treated in the same way. He 
would now allude to the hon. member as leader 
of the Opposition. He said that there was 
never a greater mistake made than in having 
a gentleman such as the hon. member to 
lead a party in that House. Any combi
nation or party which had any respect for 
itself, and expected to be respected, should be 
represented by a member who was respected, 
and not choose a larrikin to represent them. 
They should choose a man of some weight. If 
they had selected a gentleman who, though not 
so heavy, corporeally, as the hon. member, had 
very much larger influence-the hon. member 
for Townsville-they should have had legislation 
and not larrikinism. A• he had already said, he 
should advise the Government not to give way 
on the Bill one iota. Hon. members opposite 
were not in the habit of giving way when they 
were on the Government side of the House, and 
now it was their turn not to give way. Person
ally, he did not care whether the Bill passed or 
not. He hoped, however, that the Government 
would stick to their measure and carry it 
through. Hon. members opposite had threatened 
opposition and so on, and it was a long time 
since they had had any real downright opposi
tion. It was a long time since they had sat up 
all night-and he did not see why they should 
not do so that night, if there was obstruction. 

Mr. BLACK said it was a great pity that 
hon. gentlemen on the other side should allow 
their angry passions to rise. They had been 
told that during the last elections the constitu
encies generally expressed themselves in favour 
of trie1mial parliaments. No doubt some of 
them did, hut he did not think that that question 
was considered of so much importance as that of 
redistribution ; and he could not imagine anything 
that would cli.gmt many electors of the colony, 
especially in the North, more than the statement 
of the bon. the Premier that no redistribution 
could ]JOBRibly take place before 1889. That was 
that the present inequalities of representation 
were to last for five years longer-that not
withstanding the growing population in the 
northern districts, the present ]Jreponderating 
southern influence was to continue for another five 
years. He repeated that nothing would disgust the 
northern constituencies more than that statement. 
It would entirely outweigh any importance that 
would attach to triennial parliaments. He did 
not himself think it was considered of such very 
great importance as some hon.membershad stated. 
On the second reading he had plainly stated that 
he was quite willing to waive any objections he 
had to the measure, provided it was made to 
apply to the present session. The preamble of 
the Bill said "Whereas it is expedient to shorten 
the duration of parliaments." If the hon. the 
Premier really believed it was expedient, when 
the Bill was brought in to shorten the duration 
of parliaments- and no doubt he arrived at 
that decision from mature consideration and 
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conviction-then it was expedient that prodsion 
should take place at once ; and as the hon. 
gentleman had distinctly told them that for five 
years there could be no redistribution of elec
torates--

The PRK~HER : I never said anythino of 
the kind. " 

Mr. BLACK said the Premier had just told 
them that for five years it would be impos•ilJle to 
have a redistribution of electorates and he (Mr. 
Black) considered the injury clone t,; the colony by 
the present Parliament remaining in office five 
years would be inmtlculable. He understood the 
hon. the Premier interjected that he did not say 
so, He wouhl be very glad to have an explana
tion from him of what he did say ; because hG 
understood from an hon. gentleman behind him 
that the Premier did say that. He (Mr. Black) 
took it down at the time, and he understood the 
Premier to point out that the census could not 
possibly take place till 1886, that the return 
could not possibly be in till 1887 that in 1888 
the Redistribution Bill would be brought in and 
that it could not take effect till1889. ' 

The PREMIER said he sometimes wondered 
whether the hon. member for Mackay simulated 
~isun~erstandir~g, as it seemed perfectly 
lmp'?ssiole for h1m to get up without misrepre
sentmg what he (the Premier) had said. It 
seemed to be a disease with the hon. gentleman, 
who had not made a speech for the last fortnight 
wit~out misrepresenting the contents of some 
plam document that he had in his hand 
or mi~repre~enting 80me plain speech. He (th~ 
Prem1er) did not say that no redistribution 
could take place till 1889. He pointed out the 
necessity for its taking place earlier, and 
showed that the effect of the Parliament dis
solving in 1886 would be to put off the redistri
bution till 1889, while, if it sat durino- 1887 the 
Redistribution Bill could be passed" that year. 
He had said it twice that evenino- and had 
made it as plain as he could, ancl''he thouo-ht 
he could make himself comprehensible , to 
ordinary intelligences ; but the hon. gentleman 
got up, taking the argument he had brouo-ht 
forward. as an objection to the proposals of the 
other s1de, and had used it as an aro-ument 
in favour of those proposals. He would once 
more e!'de:tvour to make himself clear : not that 
he believed the hon, member had misunder
stood him the last time. The elate appointed 
for holding the census was the 1st of May 1881). 
It would be impracticable to deal w1th the 
Redistribution Bill during that year, because 
the returns co~ld not be in, and anybody who 
had ever anythmg to do with a Redistribution 
Bill knew that it involved many weeks of very 
arduous _work to p_repare. Supposing Parliament 
to be dissolved 111 1886, the new Parliament 
wou~d meet in ~887! and practically no new 
parliament . m~etm!' m .1887 would proceed to 
pass a RediStnbutwn Bill, because as soon as it 
passe~ there would necessarily be a dissolution. 
Tha~ m effect would preclude the possibility of 
pa~smg the measure during that session. J~ven 
1f 1t passed the next session, the redistribution 
~ould not take e!fect for at least two years later than 
It would otherwise do. That was the reason, the only 
reason he cared to urge, why the present Parlia
!'lent should not be summarily brought to an end 
m 18?6. That reason appea,red to him to be a 
very important one, because they were all anxi"us 
that there ,should be a Redistribution Bill passed 
at the ear hest possible moment. The hon. mem
ber for Townsville had said that they mio-ht take 
the census next year. That was a rr;atter of 
convenience. Was it desirable to take the 
census ':ext year? T~e census at present was 
taken simultaneously 111 all the colonies every 
five years, and by that means they had the ad-

vantage of comparison with the other colonies. 
It was a wise system, and he din not think it 
would be advisable to give it up and take the 
census next year. That WaR the only objection 
he saw to making the Bill apply to the present 
Parliament. 

Mr. HAMILTO~ said that one reason ghen 
by the Premier for not applying the Bill to the 
present Parliament was that, during the last 
Parliament, those who were opposed to his 
policy disapproved of the immedia,te application 
of the Bill. If the Premier was going to pay 
any attention to the opinions of his political 
opponents, he would not introduce this Bill at all. 
Another reason was that, if the Parliament tenni
nated in three years, it would terminate in the 
middle of a session. That could l1e easily arranged 
by making the session commence two or three 
months earlier. The only additional reason he 
gave was that it was inadvisable to terminate 
Parliament before the redistribution took place, 
and it was undesirable that that should take 
place before the census was taken. The census 
could be obtained next year, and the Redis
tribution Bill based on that, so that the present 
Parliament could terminate at the expira
tion of three years from its commencement. 
The reasons given were an insult to the common 
sense of any member of the committee. The 
original reason given by the Premier for the 
introduction of the Bill was that parliaments 
after three years ceased to represent the people, 
and yet he insisted upon continuing in office 
two years after he considered the Parliament 
would cease to have the confidence of the 
people. If he believed the reasons he gave, 
then he (Mr. Hamilton) could only imagine 
that the Premier considered his own in
terests paramount to those of the State. He 
considered it was an attempt to lessen the tenure 
of office of the Opposition and increase that of 
the present Government. In the course of events 
the Opposition would come into power after the 
next dissolution, and the Government wished 
to take steps to prevent any possibility of their 
remaining in power longer than three years. 
The junior member for South Brisbane g·ave the 
real reason-that by agreeing to the amendment 
they would be committing suicide, as they realised 
the fact that after three years they would not 
have the confidence of the people, am:! that by 
shortening the duration of the present Parlia
ment they would be signing their death warrants. 
If they believed they would have the confidence 
of the people at the end of three years, they 
would be able to increase their term of office by 
an additional three years. 

Mr. JORDAN said therewerevery good reasons 
why the time for taking the census should not be 
altered. The Imperial Government signified 
very plainly their desire that the census should 
be taken >tt the same time that it was taken 
in England-once every ten years. They had 
had one in Queensland every five years, for redis
tribution purposes; otherwise it would be one in 
ten years. If they had it in twelve months' time 
from the present the periods would not coincide 
with the taking of the census in Great Britain 
which would take place in the year 1891. ' 

Mr. ARCHER said the Imperial Parliament 
lasted seven years, and if they followed the 
custom of the mother- country he did not 
see why they should shorten the duration of 
their parliaments. They were arg-uing altogether 
contrary to the opinions of the Imperiall'arlia
ment. If they took the opinion of the mother
country in one thing they should take it in 
anoth€r, and should not press the Bill. The 
mother-country had its census every ten years 
and here it was every five; but the intermediat~ 
one could very well be changed for once, 
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Mr. BROOKES said he should not have risen 
but for the hem. member for Blackall. They 
had heard a great deal about the mother-country 
and itB P>trliament from him during· the debate. 
Every well-informed perAon must know that the 
direction of opinion in the House of Commons 
as well as throughout the nation was in favour 
of triennial parliaments. 

:Yfr. ARCHEI{: ~Why cannot they carry it then? 
~Ir. BROOKBS said the h<m. member for 

Blaelmll knew he waR pntting a very ri<liculons 
quer.;tion. He did not like to Sl~e a, gentlen1an, 
n:mally well informed, so mnch in error as to 
the preBent ste~te of I<;nglish opinion. The 
present opinion of the Eng-li:-;h nation \VaB in 
favour of triennial parliatnents. 

Mr. NORTON said the;'e was some force in 
the argument advanced by the junior member 
for South Brisl.mne, that the Imperia,l Government 
expres,ed a wish th"t the census should be taken 
in the colonies at the same time that the census 
was taken in Great Britain. But there was this 
to be considered, that where as they took a census 
every ten yearH in England, it was taken every five 
years in Queensland, and the English census being 
taken in 1881 it would not be taken again till1891. 
The Queensland intermediate census came every 
fi l'e years, and although it might be inconvenient 
to :.lter it, it would not be of so much matter 
as if it was the census corresponding with that 
of Great Britain. It might just as well be taken 
at the end of four years, and if the triennial 
parliament system wa~ of so much importance 
tts it was made out to be, surely it would he 
better that the censns should be taken a year 
earlier than that the Parliament should hist 
more than three yearB. The argument about 
the census had only been brought on that night 
for the first time; they heard nothing about it 
when the Bill was up for its second reading. 
The Premier then simply urged that the Parlia
ments in the other colonies were triennial, awl 
said:-

H I have now snmmarise(l tlie arguments used in 
favour of the Bill.'' 
Ir was pretty evident from that that this last 
argument never occurred to him before. If it 
had been mentioned on the second rea< ling of the 
Bill it would have been listened to with more 
resvect, but under the circumstances he did not 
think they could be (''<pected to do so. The 
Premier also said:-

" ·lre do not propose to follow the exnmple of the 
Parliament that pas~ed the Septennial Act, and lengthen 
the duration of our own existence, and we will not 
attempt to c01nmit suicide by shortening it." 

Did not it look as if that was the real reason for 
not applying the triennial principle to the present 
Parliament? The Colonial Treasurer used the 
same argument. 

Mr. BROOKES asked if it was it in order for 
the hon. gentleman to read from a debate of the 
same session? It was certainly Yery tiresome, 
and he thought it was ttlso out of order. 

Mr. XOR'rO~ said if the hon. gentleman 
liked to press his point of order he should he 
happy to sit down. This was what the Colonial 
Treasurer S>tid about it :-~-

" I contencl that a Parliament, like a human heing. 
has 110 right to jeo{.ntrdisc its own ex:istcnee." 
Thttt was honest and plain speaking, ttnd when 
the Colonial Treasurer did r;peak out he spoke 
honestly-

" \\"'e have no right to curtail onr exiRtence, and, even 
if this reform were avplied to the present Parliament, 
it might interfere with the calm deliberation which hon. 
m8mbcrs no doubt intend to hestow, from the 5th of 
next month, on the Land Bill and other measures of 
great importance. I hope we shall come to the con
sideration of those nmtters in a placid frame of mind, 
nndisturbefl by the i.dea o! an approaching dil:;soln
tion." 

That was what they were told by the Colonil\1 
Treasurer on the second reading of the Bill ; 
htlt hon. gentlemen now saw that their argu· 
ments against committing suicide would not 
wash, and they were obliged to fish up some new 
objections to urge against the proposals from the 
Opposition side. What the Opposition said, 
was, that if triennialtmrliaments were to become 
the law of the lan<l and it was right they should, 
it must ],e e<[11ally right that they ~hould become 
law at once. Hon. gentlemen opposite were 
bringing np a lot nf afterth<!nghts. The hon. 
memher for Sonth Brisbane sa1d they 'hould not 
allow themselves to be snuffed ont by accepting the 
suggestion of the Opposition. \Vhat could that 
mean? How could they be snuffed out at the 
end of '" Parliament of three years any more 
than at the end of a Parliament of five 
years if they continued to represent the 
country? \Vhy they would be stronger than 
ever. 'They w~re toid, he believed honestly and 
e>>ndidly, on the second reading, why the Gov
ernment proposed to pass the Bill, and why they 
proposed it should not apply to the present Par
liament. One thing he was quite sure of-~hat 
if the question of the census had been taken m to 
consideration at all, they would have been told 
about it when it was proposed that the Bill should 
be read a second time. 

Mr. ARCHER said his veneration for their 
forefathers was such that ha could not allow miB
representations to be cast upon the Parliament .of 
England. The junior hon. member for North Bns
bane (Mr. Brookes) stated that it was admitted 
tha,t the people of England were in favour of 
triennial parliaments. He denied that in toto. 
He thoup;ht it WDS the Premier who said that in 
Lord Chatham's time the idea was held that the 
duration of the Parliament in England should 
be triennial. That was, he thought, 111 years 
ago-about 1773. The idea had never been 
:tcted upon yet, and if the English people wanted 
triennial Parliaments 111 years ago they would 
have had them 100 years ago. But they did not 
want it, and they had never agitated for i!. If 
~Ir. Bright, for example, had got up and agitated 
for triennial parliaments ten years ag-o, it wouhl 
have been carried before now. He denied that 
there was any agitation for triennial parliaments. 
But they were not arguing about that now. 
~What they were arguing now was, that if triennial 
Parliaments were good for ~lueensland the sooner 
they were brought in the better. Hon. members 
opposite said triennial Parliaments were good for 
Queensland, but were not good so long as they 
were in power. The Opposition said if triennial 
Parliaments were good fur Queensland, they 
were as good while the present Government 
were in power, as when they were not in 
power. How hon. members opposite could at
tempt to get out of that argument astounded 
him. He could not understand how they 
could sit ~tnd argue that the Parliament 
by which they got a majority· should last 
for five years, and try to cut down any sub
sequent one to three years, on the argument 
that a three vears' Parliament was best. If they 
said three years' parliaments were bad and tl;ey 
intended to stick to five years' parliaments, whtch 
were good, as long as possible, they could under
stand them. They could understand thEm if 
they took that view, and said they were bowing 
tu an inevitable necessity. But to say, ":Five 
years' Parliaments are had, and therefore we 
shall stick to them as long as we can," 
was too absurd for argument. The leader 
of the Government would eith3r have to accept 
a three years' Parliament or withdraw the 
Bill. It was absurd to say there could be 
any argument in the contention that the present 
Government should have five years and anybody 
else three. 'l'he sooner the first clause of the 
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Bill was altered the sooner it would become law, 
and the sooner the wishes of hon. gentlemen 
opposite would come into force. 

Mr. JORDAN said that he had never s"id in 
that Committee or anywhere else that he was per
sonally in favour of triennial parliaments. Ho 
thought on the subject as the hon. member for 
Townsvilledid. He did not care about the Bill him
self, but he would vote for it on party considera
tions. He remembered what happened when 
the Elections Act was brought for\Yard. H"n. 
gentlemen opposite persuaded the Government 
that having carried the f>th clause of thttt Bill 
they had carried the Bill, and they persuaded 
them to cut out certain parts of it. \Vhat were 
the fruits they gathered by their concessions? 
They were immediately charged with inconsist
ency, weakness, and vacillation. They were 
told that they introduced Bills and the Opposi
tion did what they liked with them. That 
would be the result· if the Bill before them was 
amended ; and he advised the Government to 
stick to the Bill as it was. 

Mr. STEVKt\SON said a proof had just been 
afforded them of what had often been said-that 
the Premier had some very docile followers. 
The hon. member (Mr. Jordan) had just told 
them distinctly that he thought on that question 
one way, and was going to vote on it in another. 
The hon. member also sairl he had been returned 
to support quinquennial parliaments. 

M. JORDAN said he never stated that he 
had been returned with an understanding one 
way or the other. He had never mentioned 
the matter to his constitutents, and, personally, 
he had always been in favour of quinquennial 
parliaments. The hon. member's statement was 
incorrect. 

Mr. STEVEJ'\SON said that was the im. 
pression the hon. member's spet'dl left on 
his mind, and that that was the reascm 
why he should support the present Bill, 
giYing a duration of fiye years to the exist
ing Parliament, and three years to all that 
should come after it-the hon. member being 
returned on that understnnding. As the hon. 
member had now explained himself, he had 
better go back again to his constituents before he 
voted on the Bill at all. The hon. member also 
said that, with the exception of the hon. member 
for Townsville, hon. members of the Opposition 
were all in favour of triennial parliaments. Not 
a single member on that side had ever said any
thing of the sort. l'\ ot one of them was in 
favour of triennial parliaments ; bnt, seeing th<tt 
on the second reading a majority of the House 
was in favour of that system, they were of 
opinion that it should apply to the present as 
well as to future parliaments. The .Prcmi<lr had 
gi.-en them to understanrl that in matters of 
detail he was not bound to stick to the Bill as 
it stood, but was prepared to effect a compromise, 
and let the Bill apply to the present Parliament. 
But since the angry speech of the hon. member 
(Mr. Fonte), the hon. gentlewan had adopted a 
different tone, thus showing that tlw hon. 
member and the Ipswich bunch had a good deal of 
influence over the Premier. The hon. member 
for i\'orth Brisbane had nl13o told the1n thPy 
were going to have their own way. Personally, 
he did not care whether the Bill applied to the 
present Parliament or not, but as a matter r>f 
principle he strongly objected to the Bill in any 
shape or form. 

Mr. KELSO:'ir said that he also was altogether 
opposed to the Bill. ·when the English Govern
ment gave the colony a Constitution and a fi ,.e 
years' Parliament, they gave it as the result of the 
gravest consideration, and struck what they con
sidered to be a very good measure. That system 
had been in operation since 185!1, and he did not 

think it had worked badly. The Premier had 
brought forward no argument in support of the 
Bill; he had simply quoted precedents from other 
countries, and applied them to Queensland. The 
hon. gentlenutn's rnain argurnent in its favour 
was that the colony had had two long Parlia
ments. So it had; and it had also had six short 
ones, the preponderance showing that under the 
present system parlimnents were of short dura
tion. The allusions that had been made to 
:English history were very unfortunate for the 
Goverrnnent; and it seen1ed a very strong argu
ment against the rneamre that t.he Parliament 
which passed the Septennial A~t was a trienni'.'l 
parlianrent, and they made 1t apply to thmr 
own Parliament. If they were going to follow 
precedent there was one ready-made for them. 
The reason for that change of system was plainly 
stated in the preamble to the Septennial Act. 
The hon. member (Mr. Brookes) said that the 
feeling in the old country was in favour of short 
parli~uwnts. So it 'vas, according to election 
speeches · but as soon as members got into the 
Hou.se tl;ey seen1ed to change their opinions; 
they did n<;t bring in any Bill nor agitate the 
House, although there was a good deal of 
a~itation outside. The fact of the matter 
,;'as that it depended on whatever party 
was in opposition. It was the Whigs who 
brought in the Septennial Bill. Ji'or a long 
time the Tories did not care about it, and 
did not attend for a whole session. As soon, 
however, as the political pendulum swung to the 
other side, the ·Whigs altered their views, and 
brought forward a resolution in favour of annual 
parliaments. That was the same party that 
passed the Septennial Act. Macaulay contended 
that seven years was too long·, and said that a 
wise Minister would always dissolve Parlia
ment a year before the legal term ; and that, 
as his inclination was in favour of five years 
as the legal term, there would be a di"''olution 
c>very four years. He (Mr. Nelson) quite agreed 
with those Yiews. The last two Governments 
in this colony had unwisely kept on beyond the 
fonr years; lmt it did not follm;· that the present 
Government would be unw1se too. If the 
Prenlier 'vas wise, he would~ according to Mac~ 
~tu lay and other 'mthorities, advise the d!ssolution 
with the present tenure, before the i1Ve years 
had expired. The hon. gentleman had shown 
that other Governments acted unwisely, and 
did neither themseh·es nor the country :JJny 
<rood. The present Government ought to take 
~varning from that, and advise the Gover':'or 
to dissolve at the end of four years. Takmg 
all things into comicleration, he thought the 
l •resent term of fi \'e years was the best. 
If they went into the merits and demerits of 
long and short parliaments,. there was a good 
deal to be sai<l on both s1des. It must be 
admitted that it was very important to haYe 
memlJers in accord with their constituents. Then 
thel'e were rnany young rnen con1ing of age every 
year, and it was. impor~ant. tha~ they should 
be able to exerc1se their b1rthr1gh~ as soon 
as possible. Against that there were a large 
nnm ber of new chums, who could qualify 
thenH;el Yes to Yote in six 111onths ; and it 
was better that they should wait and become 
acquainted with the colony, and be able to j1:dge 
what po.Jitics here were befme the~' exercised 
those mtes. He did not think that the passing 
of the Bill would improve matters. He said 
that not because he was a Conservative. If he 
could see that they would be any improvement 
he would go in for short parliaments. It was 
true that short parliaments gave people an oppor
tunity of eorrecting mistakes. l'\ o Parliament 
had ever made a greater mistake than the pre
sent one did at the start; and if the Bill pro
vided that the House was to l1e dissolved at the 
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end of the present session, he would Yote for it 
with the greatest pleasure. According to the 
hon. member for South Brisbane, they were never 
to have another Government like the present; 
:tnd they mnst have five years to mature their 
Land Bill. 'fhe hon. member would give the 
present aclministration five years, though no 
other adrnini,tration was worthy of it. The fact 
that on the other side of the Committee the word 
"suicide" had been frequently used convinced 
him (Mr. Nelson) that hon. members there were 
rather suspicious as to whether they had the 
confidence of the people of the country, otherwise 
they would not say that a dissolution would be 
committing political suicide. He hoped tlte 
amendment proposed by the hon. member for 
Bowen would be adopted. 

Mr. ALAND said the debate was becoming 
wearisome, but still they had learned something. 
At an early period, if he mistook not, the Premier 
signified a kind of willingness to listen to some 
sort of compromise on the Bill; but he (Mr. 
Aland) thought the tactics of hon. gentlemen 
opposite were such as to make the leader 
of the Government and his supporter% stub· 
born, and cause them to say that they 
would stick to the Bill as it stood. For his 
own part he should like to see a compro· 
mise, but his idea of a compromise and that of 
hon. gentlemen opposite was certainly very 
different. Their compromise seemed to be
" Du who,t we tell you; accept the amendment we 
offer:" but that was not his idea of a compro
mise. He thoug·ht the proposal of the hon. 
member for Ipswich, Mr. Macfarlane, that the 
Bill should take effect from the time it passed, 
or the end of the present session, wtts 
a better solution of the question than 
any other that had been suggested, and 
he should support that in preference to the Bill 
as it stood ; but he would not, for the reasons 
given by the hon. the Premier, support the 
amendment proposed by the hon. member for 
Bowen. The hon. member for Northern Downs, 
in speaking on the question, referred to the 
Constitution Act, under which the Parlia
n1ent now sat, as having been given to them 
by the Intperial Parliament, but if he (Mr. 
Aland) was right, that Constitution was a 
legacy from New South Wales when they 
received the gift of Separation from the Im
perial Parliament. But they must remember 
that since that Constitution Act was passed, 
New South \Vales had seen fit to alter it in the 
direction they now sought to alter it in this 
colony. The parliaments of all the colonies, 
except Tasmania and Queensland, were triennial, 
and no one had yet attempted to prove or had 
ventured to say for one moment that the par
liaments of those colonies had deteriorated in the 
least degree through having been made triennial. 
He believed that the Parliament of Queensland 
would be improved by being made triennial in 
its sittings, instead of ren1aining n,s it wa,s at 
present. 

Mr. MORJ<~HEAD said, a greater man than 
any one in that House-Sir Ge01·ge Cornewall 
Lewis-had s:1id that compromise was impossible 
where principle was at stake, and principle was 
at stake in the matter they were now discuss
ing-the principle had been adopted by the 
majority of that House, and that, hon. 
members on that side were trying to enforce. 
The majority of the House had decided that 
the triennial system was the proper and 
fitting way in which the Legislative Assem
bly of the colony should be constituted ; but 
strangely enough when they attempted to apply 
that principle to the present Parliament
the principle enunciated b~' the present Govern
ment, brought forward in their political pro-

o-ramme-they objected to it, and absolutely 
~uggested a compromi,;e. He held that a com
promise was impossible in a case of that sor~. It 
must be five yettrs or three ; there wtts no nnddle 
term of four years. There was no rea.son why the 
Committee should be forced to accept what the 
Government was pleased to call acompromi.,e. He 
contended that it was a mrttter upon which there 
could be no compromise whatever. vVith regard 
to the remarks of the hon. member forToowoomba, 
what was there in them"? The hon. member 
told them that no one had proved that trien
nial parlirtments in Tasmania and New South 
\Vales--

Mr. ALAND : I did not say Tasmania. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : Had deteriorated the 

Leo-islatures of those colonies. But it was for 
hh~ to prove, which he could not possibly do, 
that the effect of triennial parliaments had 
been to raise the status and character 
'"nd ability of the rcpresentati ves in t~ose 
colonies. The hon. gentleman altogether failed 
to do that. In fact he could not. He (Mr. 
Morehead) had known the Parlirtment of New 
South Wales ever since he was a boy-which he 
was sorry to say was a good many years ago
and he maintained that the present Legislative 
Assembly of that colony was no more to be 
compared with what it was twenty-five years 
ao-o than day was to be compared with night. 
B~t that was beside the question. What 
theY had now to consider was, whether 
the. Government were prepared to carry out 
the promise that they and their followers 
made on the hustings-whether they were pre
pared to give the present Parliament the same 
duration as future parliaments. , Surely the 
Government must have very little confidence in 
their past or their future actions, if they were 
afraid to appeal to the country t'Yo years ~e':ce, 
when they hoped to come back With a ma]onty. 
Thev asked hon. members to consent to give a 
lon•;er duration to the present Parliament than 
any future one, simply to enable them to keep in 
office for two years longer than >tny future 
Government could do. It was all very well 
for the Premier to say that if the Government 
were defeated they would appeal to the country. 
Did he think, that with the Payment of Mem
bers Bill at his back, which he hoped to pass, hut 
which he would not pass without every effort 
being made on that side of the House to pre
vent it-with that egg in the basket to offer to 
his followers, rlid he suppose that members on 
the Opposition side would consent to give 
him a duration which he refused to other 
parliaments ? \V as he consistent for one 
moment? \Vas he in earnest? Did he believe 
in triennial parliaments? He (Mr. Morehead) 
did not believe he did. He believed in five 
years' power for himself, and only three or 
iess for others who came after him. At :;my 
rate, hon. members on that side would fight for 
five years; and the ,hon. member, if he suc
ceeded in passing five for tJ:e presei~t Par
liament, would have the cred1t of hemg the 
most inconsistent politician who had ever 
appeared within the walls of that chamber. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member con
fessed he did not believe in three years' parlia
mer:ts, and yet, as a matter of principle, he felt 
bound to insist upon them. He spoke as if he 
had not ceased to be the boy he said he was 
so many years ago. The hon. gentleman 
had intimated his intention of preventing the 
majority from having their way -that was 
his idea of meeting the Government's measure. 
He hoped the hon. member did not intend to 
inaugurate tactics of that kind. He (the Pre
mier) would raise no objection to the application 
of the principle to the present Parliament, if it 
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were not for the extreme inconvenience that 
would arise from delaying the redistribution. 
There was no question of principle, except that 
they thought three years the proper duration 
of parliaments; but if thev >edopted that prin
ciple now they would cau;e the country very 
serious inconvenience~ The hem. member did 
not seem to be able to understand that argu
ment. A large majority of the House thought 
this three years' sy<tem de><irallle ; a large 
majority of the country thought so too ; but it 
would give rise to very cnn~idera.hle incon
venience to the country, if it applied ttJ the 
present Parliament ; ancl smely to men of 
ordinary connnnn RenRe that w~n1lcl be a good 
reason for pntting off it,, operation. The hon. 
gentleman called it a que,;tion of principle, 
and quoted Ueorge Comewall Lewis. But. the 
proper mode of npplying a rule which was, 
after all, a purely arbitrary one was a matter 
of C<mvenience, not principle. The hon. gentle
man knew very well that what he wanted to do 
was to prevent triennial parliaments from being 
adopted. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : No. 
The PREMIER: \V ell, he was pretending to 

be fighting for it, bnt really he was determined 
to prevent it passing. Of course, the hon. 
member knew he could not compel the Parlia
ment to shorten its own life. The hon. gentle
man spoke as if the Government were d~sirous 
of prolongin[( their existence lJeyrmd three years ; 
but what had the dnration of Parliament to do 
with the length of existence of a Gm·ernment? It 
was by no means certain that the present Gm·ern .. 
ment would be in powertwo years hence. He hoped 
the majority of members 011 bothsidesofthe Hou•e 
had too much common sense to allow themselves 
to be led away by party feeling. Had anyone 
attempted to give an answer to the argument he 
had used a~ to the extreme inconvenience of put
ting off redistrihntion for three years '? The hon. 
member for Port Curtis had asked why he did 
not nse the argument last week. At that time 
he said that when the matter was previously 
before "the House it was the general consemms of 
opinion that it ought not to apply to the existing 
Parliament. On further consideration, he (the 
Premier) should prefer that this Bill should 
apply to the present Parliament ; lJut, at the 
same time, he had pointed ont the extreme in
convenience which wnuld be causetl to the whole 
community by doing so. \Vl,at answer had been 
made to that ? 

Mr. MORJ<~HEAD: Dissolve Parliament this 
session. 

The PREMIER said some hon. member had 
spoken of the expression of " suicide" that had 
been used. No such expression had been used 
with regard to the Government ; the expression 
had reference to the Parliament. He believe<! 
the most suicidal thing any Government ever did 
in this country was to continue in power too long 
in the same Parliament. A large majority of 
the Committee-he believed, nearly everyme1r1ber 
of it-fully saw the force of the argument he had 
used ; and he hoped they would compel the Bill 
to be accepted by the small minority. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Compel them! 
The PRKI\'IIER : Yes, by exercising that 

moral pressure which he trusted could be exer
cised on everv hon. member in the Committee. 
He did not' speak of brute force. The hon. 
member had been speaking of brute force during 
the evening. , 

Mr. MOREHEAD : I never used the term 
'' brute force." 

The PREMIER said he did not say the hon. 
member used those words. The hon. member 

put up ninepins to knock them down again. He 
said the hon. member spoke of brute force with
out u:;ing the words. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD : How can you speak of 
brute force without using the words? 

The PREMIER said that the hon. member 
had better go back to the school he had spoken 
of so pathetically. He was prepared to accept the 
amendment of the hon. member for Bowen with 
a provi.~o that the present Parliament should 
continue a sufficient len[(th of time to pass the 
Redistrihntion Bill. \Vhetlwr it was fixed at 
three years from the end of the present session, 
or four year~ frmn the first rrweting, 1natle prac~ 
tically very little difference. 

Mr. NORTOX said that H the matter nf the 
duration of Pa1•liament was not a matter of 
principle, he did not know what the principle 
of the Bill was. The Bill must have a principle, 
and if that was not the principle of the Bill he 
did not know what was. A lawyer might know, 
but he would defy any layman to lmo;v. T~e 
Premier would not expect them to wmve the1r 
principles and make a cmnpromise. A man who 
compromised his principles compromised his 
honour. The Premier had advocated a three years' 
Parliament and had carried that principle. The 
Opposition admitted that they were beaten ; but 
what they said was that, as they were beaten on 
the principle, let it be applied at once ; and not 
give them their principle for the present Parlia
ment only when the hon. member was in power, 
and apply the other party's principle to the next 
Parliament. If they made a com]n'omise at all, 
he thought it had better be that when the 
present (}overmnent were in office they should 
have a five years' Parliament, and that when 
they were out it should only run for three 
years. 

'l'he PREMIER: I should prefer it the otber 
way. 

Mr. NOR TON said it was perfect rot talking 
about the census interfering. The hon. :Pre
mier had summarised all the arguments that 
might be used with effect, and it was not until 
he was shown the absmdity of his position that 
he found that he must have some stronger ones. 
As to the question of Slticide, he did not want 
to bring that up. The Premier introduced it, 
and he and his colleagues were the first who 
advocated the non-committal of suicide; there
fore they could not expect it to be passed 
over in silence. For his own part, he thought 
it would be absurd to make any compro
mise at all; he wonld prefer to sit up all 
night over it; but lw would rather that the 
Premier would adj.mrn the debate until to
morrow. The leader of the Opposition took 
up a perfectly rational ground, and had not 
given way one inch. He had admitted the 
defeat of his side with reference to the duration 
of parliaments ; but, having admitted that, he 
said the principle ought to al•ply to the present 
Parliament. The Premier himself said that he 
believed in the Parliament being triennial, but 
spoke of the necessity of having a census before 
the Redistribution Bill. The hon. member for 
Townsville suggested that the census might be 
held a year earlier, which would not make a 
great difference. 

Mr. BLACK said they had had another reason 
given why the present P>trliament should be quin
quennial, and future ones triennial : it was in 
order that the present Government should be able 
to bring their Redistribution Bill into effect >tt 
the end of their term of office. He had stated 
earlier in the evening that, at the last election, 
the opinion of the country was far more exer
cised in relation to the redistribution of seats 
than it was as to the dur>ttion of parliaments. 
When the country found there could r.ot be a 
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redistribution until1888 or 1889, there would be a 
great feeling of indignation and disgust through
out the whole of the constituencies which were at 
present unrepresented. The Government proposed 
to bring down a n1ea~ure during the present sesw 
si on to give additional members to certain districts. 
He could give a very good guess a" to which those 
districts were. But why should the claims of 
those constituencies be attended to when others 
were not to be taken into consideration ? 
The basis of the present Electoral Act was a 
very fair bai<is, and he doubted very much 
whether a census would materially alter the 
proportion of members to which the different 
electorates were entitled. A Redistribution Bill 
would give more satisfaction to the electors, and 
could be taken on the basis of the present elec
toral rolls, and, after that was done, should any 
inef[uality be discovered when the census was 
taken in 1886, an Additional Members Bill could 
be brought down to rectify it. If the principle 
of triennial parliaments was a good one, the 
sooner it was brought into effect the better. 
Hon. members on the Government side also pro
posed to bring in a measure which was tanta
mount to the payment of members, and that 
principle would come into effect at once. vVhy 
was that principle not deferred until next Par
liament, too ? It was such inconsistencies as those 
which made him suspect the actions of the pr0sent 
Government. If one measure was to take effect 
from the present time, why should not the other? 
Until he was convinced that the Government 
were sincere he should certainly oppose the Bill. 
The Government in power now took advantage 
of their supporters to have their existence con
tinued for the full term of five year.Y, especially 
when they were to have payment of members 
during the present session to assist them to carry 
it out. 

The PHEMIER said that, after the speech 
they had just heard, he began to think he really 
ought to give the hon. gentleman credit for not 
being capable of unclerstanding the arguments 
from the Government side of the Committee. 
He would not say he had again misrepresented 
those arguments, but he had represented them to 
be the opposite to what they were. Pososibly, he 
might give the hon. member credit for not know
ing any better. The hrm. member said the 
colony would be extremely disappointed when 
they found that, by the present Government 
insisting that the present Parliament should last 
for five years, a redistribution would not take 
place until1879. After all the explanations from 
the Government side the hon. member insisted on 
that statement, when he knew- if he were capable 
of knowing anything-that the argument was this: 
That if the present Parliament did not last for 
more than three years, a redistribution until188D 
would be impossible. It was hon. gentlemen 
opposite who, hy insisting that the present 
Parliament should i:wt hest more than three 
years, would, if they were to have their own 
way, prevent a redistribution until 1889. He 
was fighting to make sure that if possible there 
should be a redistribution before 1889 ; and that 
was the reasen why he would not accept 
the mnendment. He was trying to arrange 
so that they would have a redistribution in 
1887- the earliest p(msible time ; and hon. 
gentlemen opposite, by their action, were doing 
all they could to prevent a redistribution before 
1889. 

Mr. BLACK said he was still not convinced, 
and he was not crushed either. He would tal<e 
the hon. gentleman's own figures. He said they 
would probably have a redistribution in 1887. 
But what did that mean? It meant that 
possibly the Government might bring in a 
Redistribution Bill in 1887 ; and he repeated 
what he said before, that it would he impossible 

for hon. members to meet under the new 
Hedistribution Bill in 1888, and they would 
not actually have a redistribution until 1889. 
He did not retract a single word he had said 
during that afternoon on that subject. The hon. 
Premier must not suppose that because he 
occupied his present position that he (:Vlr. Black) 
was easily put out. If the hon. gentleman were 
sincere in his intentions to g·i ve the country the 
fair and proper representation to which it was 
entitled he would have brought his Redistribution 
Bill in now. Now was the time to bring it in 
upon the present electoral rolls of the colony, and 
he could rectify it afterwards by bringing- in an 
Additional Members Bill. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said that whilst he regretted 
very much the position which the Opposition 
were taking upon the matter, at a former 
stage of the deba.te he had expressed his deter
mination to vote with the smaller number 
if it came to "' division, but he did not 
know whether the Government would accept 
a compromise. He had done his level best 
to bring about a compromise, and he certainly 
thought the compromise offered and the over
tures made to meet-so far as it appeared to be 
advis[lble to meet-the Opposition ought to be 
considered and gracefully accepted by the Oppo
sition. He should certainly not now vote against 
the Government, as they had expressed their 
willingness to meet, so £a,r as might be ad vi
sable, the wishes of members Ol) both sides of 
the Committee. 

Mr. STEVENSOX said he had no doubt the 
hon. member had done all he could to bring 
about a compromise, and to treat the matter 
fairly. He knew the hon. member was in favour 
of the principle of the Bill being applied to the 
present Parli[lment, and he held that if the 
principle was good it should not be departed 
from. They ought not to give in one single bit in 
the matter. The arguments of hon. members 
opposite had shown that the principle was a 
good one ; and the Opposition said that 
if the principle was good it should be carried 
out at once. Up to the present moment he 
did not think there was much disposition to 
obstruct any further than to argue the subject 
thoroughly. He thought the Premier ought to 
be satisfied with what had been done, and move 
the Chairman out of the chair. They had spent 
the night well, and a good deal of light had been 
thrown on the subject; and in order that the 
Premier might have an opportunity of talking 
the matter over with his colleagues and sup
porter,, he would give him an opportunity of 
moving the Chairman out of the chair, and if the 
hem. gentleman did not do so he (Mr. Stevenson) 
would be prepared to do so himself. 

Mr. GRIMES said he was surprised at the 
audacity of the hon. member, who, after stone
walling the Bill for the last three hours, now, 
at 11 o'clock, suggested that the Chairman be 
moved out of the chair. He hoped the Premier 
would do nothing of the kind. He (Mr. Grimes) 
was prepared to sit until Saturday night before 
he would give way to a minority of four indi
viduals. 

Mr. ARCHER said the hon. member (Mr. 
Grimes) evidently did not understand the matter. 
He {Mr. Archer) had never stonewalled any 
measure, but the f[Uestion now before them was 
a constitutional question-namely, whether a 
certain law should apply to all pal'liaments alike. 
In suvport of that principle he waR prepared to 
sit not only till Saturday night, but as much 
longer as the rules of the House would allow. He 
said that because not a single reason had been 
given why the Bill should not so apply. It had 
been shown that there was no reason why a 
Redistribution Bill should not be brought in as 
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soon as ever the Premier chose to draw it up, 
and he could carry it through with the greatest 
ease; and it could be based on the number of 
electors in the existing electorates. If the pro
posed law was a good one, it was applicable to 
the present Parliament as well as to future ones, 
:tnd until they got over that he did not think 
there was any good to be done. 

The PREMIER said that no Government 
would ever venture to bring in a Redistribution 
Bill based on the numbers on the electoral rolls. 
A Government dealing with the question of 
representation had to get statistics on the ques
tion of population. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that if circumstances 
warranted a Redistribution Bill, they also war
ranted the taking of a census. It had never 
been urged that they were bound to wait for a 
certain fixed period before a fresh census could 
be taken. If the necessity had arisen, let the 
work be done at once. The House would be only 
too willing to vote money for the census, and 
there were plenty of men to be found to collect 
it. If that log was the only obstacle it conld 
easily be moved out of the way. 

Mr. HAMILTON said that nine or ten 
months ago the Premier strongly advocated the 
necessity of bringing in a Redistribution Bill, 
hnt since he had got into office his opinion on 
that matter seemed to have changed. At that 
time the hon. gentleman did not think it 
necessary that a census should he taken before a 
Redistribution Bill was brought in. As to the 
remark of the hon. member (Mr. Grimes), he did 
not care how late the Committee sat. Having 
missed his train, it would be far more comfort
able to stay all night in the warm chamber, than 
to go hunting about for a bed. 

Mr. CHUBB said he was sorry that wiser 
counsels had not prevailed with the Premier. 
He (Mr. Chubb) was not disposed to pursue 
a course of obstruction, but he would point out 
that the Premier himself had admitted that the 
system of trienr:ial parliaments shonld a.pply to 
the present Parliament; and he had also said that 
the obstacle in the way of so applying it was the 
census of 1886, which would interfere with the 
Redistribution Bill. The contention of the Op
position was that that obstacle could be avoided 
by taking the census a year earlier, and that 
could be effected by passing a one-clause Act or 
by voting a sum of money for the purpose. He 
trusted the Premier would see his way to adopt 
that view, otherwise he would be guilty 
of a great act of inconsistency. Every sup 
porter of the Government believed he was re
turned to serve in Parliament for five years. 
Since they had got into power they had intro
duced a Bill which did not. apply to the present 
Parliament. The hon. member for South Bris
bane said that although it was a plank of the 
Liberal programme, and members had pledged 
themselves to triennial parliaments, yet the elec
tors were of opinion that the present Government 
should remain in office five years, and that the 
present Parliament would last that time. In saying 
that, the hon. member had furnisherl one of the 
hest reasons why they should not support 
the present Bill. But they had clone so .: they 
had carried the second reading-, but did not pro
pose to apply it to the present Parliament because 
of some insuperable obstacle, which really dirl not 
exist. He hoped h<m. members would see their 
way to avoid the difficulty, and that the course 
snggested by the hon. member for Northern 
Downs would he adopted. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
the whole gist of the speech made by the 
hon. member for Bowen was that a very 
small minority of that Committee should clictate 
to a large majority as to in what form the 

Bill shonld pass. A large majority having 
expressed an opinion in favour of the second 
reading, a small minority had no right to hold 
out in the manner they were doing against the 
compromise which had been reasonably offered 
by the Premier. It seemerl to him that hon. 
gentlen1en opposite persisted in ignoring the ob
jections that had been made by the Premier to 
the Bill applying, as it stood, to the present 
Parliament. The Premier had pointed out that 
if the Bill were to apply strictly in that way, 
that Parliament would expire in 18SG, at which 
time the returns under the census would not be com
plete. Hon. gentlemen said that the date of the 
census could be altered. But it should be re
mem here cl that it was desired to collect statistics 
throughout the British 1Dmpire at a certain date, 
and it was very important thn.t the time should 
not be-altered. Some of the other colonies also had 
adopted a quinquennial system of census ; and it 
was very desirable that they should atmrove of 
that div1sion of the period urider which rmperial 
enumeration took place. Therefore, he thought 
it would be exceedingly inconvenient for the 
date to he altered, especially to suit a fanciful 
idea as to the application of the principles of 
the Bill. He must say that he preferred to 
support the Bill as it now stood, believing that 
every hon. member had a right to enter an indi
vidual protest against the tenure of the present 
parliament being altered. Every present mem
ber was elected for five years, and at no time 
was it admitted that that tenure might be 
interfered with. The compromise suggested by 
the Premier was that the Bill should [tpply 
to the present Parliament, hut date from 
the time the alteration was made, or the end 
of the present session. If that were adopted it 
would not interfere with any arrangement 
as to the quinquennial census. He really 
could not see why hon. gentlemen persisted in 
their opposition to that compromise. If they 
were a large minority, they might have some 
ground for holding out ; but their present 
course was unwise and injudicious. If they 
continued to insist on their opposition, they 
would subvert all constitutional and parlia
mentary practice. He hoped hon. members 
would see that discretion was the better part 
of valour, and would he content with the 
Prernier's con1promise. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that it did not follow 
that, because they were small in numbers, they 
were not great in heart. Neither he nor other 
hon. members on the Opposition side were to be 
caught by the honied words that had fallen from 
the Colonial Treasurer. The hon. gentleman 
altogether ignored the fact that they were trying 
to carry into effect a measure that had passed 
its second reading by the votes of himself aml 
his friencls. In regard to the duties of a 
minority he (Mr. Morehettd) would refer the 
hon. gei1tieman to his elderly friend the Minister 
for \Vorks. He (Mr. lVIorehead) remembered, 
when there were only thirty-two members in the 
House how that hon. gentleman headed a 
deput~tion to the then Governor, the Marquis of 
Normanby, and gave fourteen or fifteen reasons 
why the majority should not be believed in. 
The answer· of the Marquis was too much for the 
hon. gentleman, and nearly turned his hair 
gmy. The present Opposition were jnst as de
termined as was the hon. gentleman then. 
But they said they were only too willing to 
assist the Government in passing the measure in 
its entirety as it passed the second reading. It 
was all vei-y well for the hon. the Colonial Trea
surer to ask them to withdraw their opposition 
because there were only few of them ; but that 
would be merging the Opposition into the Gov
ernment majority, and they wonld do nothing of 
the sort. They were there tn carry out what 
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they believed to be their duty. They mi«ht be 
right or they might be wrong, but they held that 
they were right and that they were upholdin" 
the principle that would be approved by th~ 
electorates of the colony if the Government were 
willing to submit the question to the test. They 
were perfectly determined that they should not 
be crushed out by the weight of numbers on 
the other side; and, as far as the compromise 
suggested by the Premier was concerned, he must 
say tha~ it was. certainly an anomaly, as far as he 
knew, ~n p~rhamentary practice in t~e colony 
for a .I rem1er to sugges.t. a cmnpron11se on his 
own B1ll ; and the Oppos1twn would not accept 
that compromise. They were quite prepared 
to go on even to the bitter end. They did 
not wish to cause discomfort to the elderly 
gentlemen on the other side, but still they were 
determined that the principle adopted by the 
House should be embod1edm the Bill and made 
>tpplicable to the present Parliament. If there 
was anything right or just in the principle it 
was right and just that it should apply to the 
present Parliament. If the Opposition were 
wrong, they were in the same boat with hon 
members opposite, because they would all hav~ 
~o appmtl to th~i;· constituents. If they were 
m a better pos1twn than the other side in 
a]Jpealing to their constituents, it would be 
d1_fferent; but, as was 'veil known, a Governnwnt 
Wl t!1 .a st:·ong lJarty was always in the better 
posJtwn m that respect, and, therefore they 
could not be cal.led selfish. in wh1tt they 'asked. 
They had nothmg to gam and everything to 
lose, because their chances of return· would be 
very much inferior to those on the other side. 
Therefore, the policy they were pursuing was a 
pt_trely unselfish one. They wanted the Com
nnttee not to stultify itself, but to carry out 
the will of the majority of the House· and 
they certainly did object to the Goven~ment 
making the Bill a stalking-horse to walk into 
power for five years and say that those who 
came after them should only have three years. 
It was clear that the Premier himself felt 
that he was doing wrong when he offered a 
?ompromise. Either the principle was right, or 
1t was wrong ; there could be no compromifle. 
J?ut when the hon .. gentlemen thought he was 
hkely to lo~e a certam sec~it;n of his own side by 
not acceptmg· the propos1t10n moved by them 
and which he th.o'!ght woul.d have been accepted 
by the Oppos1twn, he JUmped at it. The 
hon. gm:tleman did everything on the lines 
of expediency. He appeared to be no states
ma!l at all. He had accepted a compromise 
whiCh no leader of a party but himself would 
have.acceptP.d. The Opposition were determined 
to stJCk to the; principle. of t~iennial parliaments, 
an.d to see 1t embod1ed m the Bill as ap
pliCable to the present as well as to future 
Parliaments. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said the 
principal argument of the hon. gentleman in his 
last speech confut~t~ itself. f!:e put his party in 
the ~umble posJtJOn of gomg before their 
constituents w1th less chances of bein~ elected 
~t the next eleccion t.han they :ould be 
1f SU]Jporters of the B1ll, and he claimed 
for himself and party the same treatment 
as members on the Government side · but he 
f?rgot to ment}on ~hat the compromise men
twned by t~e I renu.er meant four years' parlia
mentary ex1stence st1ll ; and that the same thin~ 
applied to his side of the Committee as to th~ 
G;overnment side. He (Mr. Macdonald-Pater>on) 
d1d not object to i~ very much, bnt he regretted 
that any compromise had been offered. If they 
gave an inch to the Opposition, they were always 
ready to take-not an ell, but half..a-rlozen ells. 
They were .ra~ely met with that intelligent spirit 
oi the prmc1ple of cowpromise that should 

characterise the intelligence that he presumed 
existed on the other side. 

Mr. NOR TON said he was rather glad to hear 
the speech of the hon. the Colonial Treasurer, 
which he supposed was one of the results of 
the hon. gentleman having heard the "Oiled 
}'eather." The hon. gentleman said that he did 
not think that the Government had any right to 
give way on the subject-that they shonld insist 
upon the present Parliament continuing for five 
years, because they had been elected by their con
stituents with the understanding that it would 
be a Parliament of that duration. But that 
argument cut two ways ; and he hoped that 
when the que"tion of the payment of members 
came on the hon. gentleman would be consistent, 
and apply the same argument to that measure. 
At any rate, when that Bill came on he would 
remind the hon. member that the members of 
the present Assembly were elected- as members 
whosQ expense" were not to be reimbursed. He 
knew that the hon. gentleman wished to he con
sistent, and was sure that when he was reminded 
of the argument he had nsed with respect to 
the Bill under discussion he would give way 
at on~e on the Payment of .Members Bill. 
Hon. members on the other side, when accnsing 
them of adopting a system of party warfare, 
seemed to forget the position they themselves 
were in. Two of the members supporting the 
Government had expressed themselves as ad
her81Its of the principle of quinquennial pa~·lia
ments, and another believed that the principle 
of triennial parliaments should be adopted with 
regard to the present Parliament. Two of them 
voted for a Bill the principle of which they did not 
believe in, and the other did not vote at all. 
He did not know that there was much more to 
be said, at any rate so far as he was concerned ; 
but if they were going on, he thought the best 
plan would be tn move that the Chairman leave 
the chair. He was not disposed to do that ; he 
would rather it were done by the other side. 
He did not think the Government were prepared 
to keep them there all night, as there was nothing 
to be gained by it. If they adjourned then, 
they might be in a better temper next day-not 
that he conld say they were in a bad temper at 
present, but they were not in the frame of mind 
in which they were likely to come to an agree· 
ment. He would suggest to the hon. the Premier 
that, as it was the first time they had had any 
real conflict of opinion, it would be well to ad
journ till next day. 

Mr. P ALMER said they had had to submit to 
the principle of triennial parliaments, and it 
should come into operation from the time the 
present Parliament first sat. Personally he was 
very sorry that the triennial parliaments had 
been decided npon, becanse he considered that 
the Queensland Parliament had compared very 
favourably under the quinqnennial system 
with any other in Australia. If the majo
rity thought the new 5ystem should be applied, 
let them apply it to themselves. The Govern· 
ment wanted a five years' term so that the 
Land Bill, which was to lay the foundation of 
the prosperity of the country, should have a 
fair trial; but if they were as substantial as 
they thought they were, it would give them a 
longer lease of power if they were to go to the 
country at the end of three years than at the 
end of five. He did not see why redistribution 
of the electorates should not take place at once 
or during the next session. The increase of 
population was in the North; and a great many 
were crying out for redistribution. 'fhough he 
knew that the triennial parliaments would impose 
a very heavy tax on onlinary members, he should 
support the party to which he belonged, and he did 
not think they should agree to any eo m promise. 
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Mr. FERGUSON said he opposed the Bill on 
the second reading, and had heard nothino- since 
to a.lt~r his opi;>ion of it. If it passed as it 
stood, 1t would simply lengthen the duration of 
>t bad parliament and shorten the duration of a 
good one. They had to take it in conjunction with 
theB\11 for payment of members, which they would 
have m a day or two before them; and if that 
were adopted by the House there would be no 
P!1rlimnent shorter than three years. It would 
giVe a J!()Wer to any Go1·emment in office to re
main in offi~e throughout the whole duration of 
Parliament. There would be a huge proportion 
of members who would support any Government, 
and who '':'mid b.e kept from de,erting it by the 
fe":r of a cl!ssolutwn and loss of their £200 a year. 
W1th reference to the other colonies which had 
triennial parliaments, he did not think they 
were very good examples to follow. He be
lieved the. Queensland Parliament w.as equal, if 
not superwr, to any other Australian Parlia
ment. New South \Vales was no example to 
follow, and Victoria was worse, in the matter of 
parlittments. If the present Bill were passed it 
woulc~ be an evil to the colony. The present 
duratwn was far Letter than a reduced period, 
therefore he intended to oppose the Bill in every 
shape and form. The stand which had been 
taken by the letccler of the Opposition had 
ple>tsed him more than anything ; and if he was 
prepared to stick to it, he would support him to 
the very end. 

Mr. ~T.EVK:'\::50=" said he was prepn.red to 
stick to him too. He should like to compliment 
the Colonial Treasurer upon the speech he made. 
That hon. gentleman acmmed members of the 
Opposition of fighting for a fanciful idea. If 
they were doing so, then the whole Bill was a 
fanciful idea ; he Wits inclined to think it was. 
There was no neceosity for it. The Premier 
happened to bring the nmtter np at election 
time, and therefore considered himself bound 
to bring it before Parliament ; he did 
not think the Premier was one bit sincere. 
The leader of the Opposition had said he 
would accept the Bill if it applied to the 
present Parliament. One or two hon. mem
bers on the other side had admitted that they 
did not believe in the Bill ; and the hon. junic;r 
member for South Brisbane distinctly 8tated that 
he did not ; but added that he would vote for it. 
They had also had a lecture from the Premier on 
the position of minorities ; but the hon. gentle
man and the Colonial. Treasnrer, and their 
followers, when on the Opposition side, opposed 
measures brought forward by the late Govern· 
ment, and had the aud,,city to say that the late 
GoYernment, very soon after they cmne into 
power, did not represent the electors.of the colony. 
The present Opposition said nothing like that. 
Although minorities could not rule, they could 
take a determined stand in support of a principle, 
and could oppose a measure in everv possible way 
the power of the committee allowed, to show 
their sincerity. He would move that the Chair
man leave the chair, report pro~Sress, and ask 
leave to sit again. 

. ~1r. MOR~HEAD s.ai_d_ there was no possi
bihty of commg to a diVISIOn on the question ; 
and it would be much better if the Premier 
would take the advice tendered to him, and move 
the Chairman out of the chair. No good could 
be done by sitting there any longer. 

The PEBMIER said he preferred to have the 
matter disposed of at once. 

Mr. FOOTE said he saw no necessity for ad
journing; they might as well settle the f!Uestion 
at once. 

Mr. J\1 OHEHJ1:A]) snicl he was sure ad vice 
from the !Ion. member for Bnndanba upnn such 
<t oUbJe\:t ''""" llV doubt very valuable, becauc;e he 

spent so mnch of his time in the Honse himself. 
He ought to be competent to give an opinion. 
Xevertheless he hoped the Chairman would pre
serve the traditions of the chair, and leave it 
whenever he desired to do so. 

Mr. STEVE="S ><aid he thought the com
promise offered by the Premier was a very fair 
one. His contention on the second reading 
was that the Bill should come into effect at 
the end of the present session. The com
promise amounted to the same thing; and the 
Parliament would last four years from the 
beginning of the present Pttrliament. Witli 
regard to leaving the matter over for another 
day, if hon. members proposed to keep their 
position through thick and thin, the same thing 
would occur any other night as well as that 
night. He hoped they would bring it to an end 
th,tt night. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. member for 
Logan was like the donkey between the two 
bundles of hay. He wanted to make friends of 
both partie,. Or he was like the old man and his 
ass ; he tried to please both rmrties and would 
end by pleasing nobody. The hon. member had 
pursued that course now for some time. He did 
not know that the hon. gentleman had any 
right, or had achieved any position in that Honse, 
which entitled him to dictate to either side as to 
what course of action they should take; and he 
certainly would not allo'v the hon. member to 
dictate to him. 

::\Ir. S'l'EVEKS said it did not matter to him 
o11e straw whether the hon. member took his 
advice or left it alone. \Vhen he wanted the 
hon. member's advice he should ask him for it. 
As to the elegant simile which the hon. member 
introduced, he assumed that the old man sa.t on 
his (J\Ir. Stevem') left hand, twd where the ass 
sat was very easily seen. 

The PRE::\liEll said the Opposition, by their 
obstruction, were now insisting· that the present 
Parliament should last for five years; that was the 
argument they 'et before them now. He was 
sure their object was a very intelligent one; the 
hon. member was determined that the present 
Parliament. at any rate should last for not less 
than five years. The Government would perhaps 
have reason to be grateful to the hon. member 
before they were done. 

Mr. BLACK said the Premier misstated the 
case. The Op[Josition had been defeated on the 
second reading of the Bill, and they a,ccepted the 
defeat. They now held out for triennial Parlia
ments, but said the change should take place 
durin!,';the present session. It was all very well for 
the hon. Premier to try to convey the impression 
through Hcmsa1·d that they were now trying to 
keep up the five years' Parliament. They were 
doing nothing of the sort. They were defeated 
on the second reading, and to be consistent they 
insisted that it should apply to the present parlia
ment. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the speech made by 
the Premier just now very clearly indicated the 
presence of the moral twist with which he was 
CI·edited by the member for Townsville. The 
hon. member knew quite well that their obstruc
tion was simply because the hon. member would 
not consent to reduce the duration of the present 
Parliament to three years. 

The PREJIIIIER said he had already pointed 
out that he did not desire that that Parlia
ment should last for five years, and he had 
said it so often before that it was idle to say it 
again. 

Mr. JL\.1\IJL'l'OK saicl he cmtld only judge 
a man by his actions, aud if the lwn. l!lember 
was de~irom that Parliament shotJicl only 
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last for three years, he would vote for the 
amendment proposed by the hon. member for 
Bow en. 

Mr. NORTON said the hon. Premier came 
down with an important Bill to amend the Con
stitution Act. He first proposed that Parlimnent 
should last three years ; then he said it should 
last four ye,us ; and in his own case he said it 
should last five years. The hon. member's Bill 
was a sort of patchwork. The Opposition 
simply contendecl that the principle of triennial 
parliaments, having been carried should be 
applied to the JJresent Parliament. ' 'l'hat was a 
reas,>mtble )Jl>sition to take up. 

l\Ir. ARCHER said the Colonial Treasurer, 
when he lectured them just now, saying tlmt a 
minority had no right to oppose a majority, had 
forgotten the tactics of his own party during the 
last Parliament, when the late Government were 
met in every direction by stonewalling. 

The PREMIER: How often? Name two 
occasions. 

J\1r. AllCHEll said he would name the loan 
and the mail service. But they were now fight
ing on a cont3titntional queBtion of the higheHt 
iruportance-nmuely, that a, propn:-;ed change in 
the Constitntion should apply to the present 
Pltrliament as well as to its successors ; nml 
they were justified in their Opposition to the 
Promier"s proposal that it should not. . 

The PREJ\li.ER n:tid that memlJ~rs, espe
cially cmnparatively new uteJnlJ_er~, con1d now 
see the manner in which the Opposition pro
posed to conrluct the business of the se"'ion. 
Th: grelbt question of principle, for maintainiug 
whiCh they were prepared to do he knew not 
what, was whether the longest period during 
which the present Parliament could sit should be 
KnYernber, lSSG, or X ovember, 1887. He was glad 
to know what hon. members of the Opposition 
really considered a great question of principle, for 
which all the forms of the Committee might be 
used. But if they continned those tactics they 
nlight cease tu exist even as a, Ininority. Surely, 
they had sufficient sense to give way when the 
proper time came. Obstruction, like insnrrec
tion, was only justifiable when it was successful. 
He hoped that before many weeks were over 
wiser connsels would prevail in that camp. They 
seemed to resort to obstruction on the smallest 
pos.sible inducetnent, but pn,rliaumntary govern~ 
ment could not be carrier! on in that way for ever. 
By ob~truction they could preYent the Bill from 
becormng law ; but he was doternlined not to 
prevent the pre.,ent Parliament from dealin<' 
with redistribution; let that be distinctly 
understood. A,; there was very heavy work 
for the remainder of the week, he did not 
intend to. remain there ttll night, puniRhing 
his friends for the g-ratification of hon. gentlemen 
opposite. 

Mr. MOllEHJ<~AD said the Premier had jnst 
said he was determined that the present Parlia
ment should llo the work of redistribution. 

The PRK'YIIER : I said I would do nothing 
to prevent the present Parliament from dealing 
with it. 

Mr. MOlmHEAD said he distinctly heard 
the hon. gentleman say that that House shoulcl 
do the work of redistribution. 'The Opposition 
did not wish to prevent him; what they wanted 
was to hurry nn the work of redistribution-to 
have the census tttken at once, so that th1'l con
stituencies might be properly represented. There 
had been no obstruction, and their opposition 
had been raised with the view of mcoking the 
physician cure hituself- if the physic m>Kgoml let 
the present l'al"liament take it- that ctm! nothing 

more ; and they intended to stick to it as far 
as they could. \Vould tl1e Premier accept the 
withdrawal nf the motion and supersede it by one 
of hi8 own? 

The PHK.\IIEH: It is the usual obstructive 
nwtion. 

Mr. HAMILTO~ sttid the members of the 
Opposition were perfectly willing to listen to any 
g·ood reasons that were submitted in favour of 
the contention that it was desirable that the Bill 
should not apply to the present Parliament, 
but they had not heard o11e good or ta11gible 
rea~on. 

1\Ir. ::\IIDGLEY saitl he was convinced that 
the longer the debate htsted, the more would 
the Opprmition have to regret it. Bad temper 
and bad genemlship would have bad results. 
He (1\Ir. Miclgley) Raid at the begii>ning of 
the debate that he would have accepted a 
elate from the return of the writs ; but he quite 
nnder"tood that the Government might have 
rea~ons for HOntewhat nwdifying snch a sug~ 
gestion. He hoped now that the Premier would 
not give way, because, while there had been 
a disposition to meet the Oppo"ition iu regm·d to 
the proposed alteration, it had not been met in 
that spirit it 'mght to have been met in. 

Mr. STEVEKSOX said the only difference of 
opinion between the hon. member for Fassifern 

' and the Opposition was thttt, while he belieYed 
in the view they took, he was not prepared to 
Htiek to it. It wa~ no good hun. Iuenlbert-5 opposite 
saying they believed in certain principles, if 
they took no means to have them carried out. 
He did not think the hon. member need say 
that any bad temper had been displayed ; 
lrecause, with the exception ofrather an angry 
speech from the hon. member for Bundttnba, 
there had been very good "temper throughout. 

Mr. HA:\IILTON sttid he thought the hun. 
Inentber for }'assifern was rnistaken, in ::;aying 
that hon. members had lost their temper; they 
were all in a most seraphic frame of mind. 

J\Ir. STEVEKSON Raid that, as he nncler
stood the Premier wished to move the Chairman 
out of the chair, he (lVIr. Stevenson) would, with 
the permission of the Committee, withdraw his 
uwtion. 

:Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

The PHK\HER sail! he die! not wish to destroy 
the whole week's work for the sake of >tn angry 
night's debate; and, therefore, following the 
example of many others who had occnpied 
the position he occupied, he mO\·ed that the 
Chairtnan leave the chair, report progreRs, and 
aRk leave to sit again. But hon. rrw1nbers 
must nnderstand that it was the majority that 
was to rule in that House and not the 
minority. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Am! the hon. gentleman 
must also understand that a minority has its 
rights as well as a majority. 

Qnestion put and passed, and the Ummnittee 
obtained leave to sit again at a later hour of the 
day, 

ADJOURNMENT, 

The PR.EMil£R, in moving the adjournment 
of the House, said the order of business at a 
later hour of the day wonlcl be the N "tive 
Lal1om·ers Protection Bill, in committee ; Bills 
of J<:xchange Bill, second reading- ; Insanity Bill, 
in committee ; and then the Triennial Parlitt
ments Bill, in committee. 

The Hon'c adjm11·ned ;;t. t'nnt;r-f.,nr minute·~ 
tu 1 o'clock. 




