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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Thu1·sday, 9 July, 1885. 

Illness of the C!erk.-Questions.-)Iotion for Adjourn
ment.- Additional l\lembers Bill.- Record of 
Attendance of Members in the IIouse.-Jiarsnphth; 
Destruction Act Continuation Bill.--Poliee Ofticers 
Relief Bill.-3.fember.) Expenses Bill.-Joint Com
mittees.-Local Government Act of 1878 Amendment 
BilL-New Guinea, Islnnders l~mployers COllll1Bn
sation Bill.-Address in Reply. 

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

ILLNESS OF THE CLERK. 
The SPEAKER : I have to inform the House 

that I have received a letter from the Clerk, 
stating that he is too ill to attend to his business 
in the House this afternoon. 

The PREMIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) moved 
that the Clerk-Assistant perform the duties of 
Clerk in the absence of the Clerk. 

Question put and passed. 

QUESTIONS. 
Mr. BAILEY asked the Minister for Mines
How soon will the officials to whmn have been 

entrusted the decision as to which claims on the Gympie 
Gold Field may be subs:l.dised give their decision? 

The MINISTER :FOR MINES (Hon. W. 
Miles) replied-

The Government Geologist will proceed to Gympie 
to-morrow, and the Inspector of :Thiines earlv next week, 
and will furnish a report as early as practicitble. 

Mr. BAILEY asked the Minister for ·works, 
without notice-vVill the papers in connection 
with the question I asked ye•terday about the 
Kilkivan line be laid upon the table of the 
House? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Will you 
ask that the papers shall be printed? 

Mr. BAILEY: Certainly-yes. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-! rise 

to move the adjournment of the House. I 
said last night that the loss of sheep in the 
colony had not been fairly represented in the 
report upon which the Premier based his speech, 
and which was furnished to him by the Inspector 
of Stock, and I stated that the loss was more 
like double that stated, or even more than that. 
I see, sir, that the Press this evening h<'1s taken 
it up, and stated that I had said what was 
untrue. But that is not the matter I intend to 
refer to ; I can deal with it elsewhere. I also 
said that Mr. Gordon had admitted to me in a 
letter that he was not correct in the statement 
he made ; at any rate, he sent me a letter which 
materially modified the sttttements made in that 
return. That letter I now hold in my hand; it 
is dated May 9, and is as follows :-

"I did not quite see your point of objection to my 
remarks on the sheep returns when you spoke to me 
yesterday. On reconsidering the matter, ho,vever, I 
clearly see that it will be construed into meanin;; that 
we-that is, the stockowners and Queenslandcrs gene
rally-have 'grossly exaggerated' our losses. 

"I am annoyed at having made this slip. 
'' 'l'he return was written out by me as a reply to the 

London woolbrokers and financiu·s. The forme!'. us you 
will have seen, estimated our losses at from 5,000,000 
to 6,000,000, and the latter at more than we have sheep 
in the colony." 
vVhat does Mr. Gordon say in this report which 
I hold in my hand? He says this:-

H rrhe increase, as shown by lny previous reports for 
the year 1881, was 26 per cent.; and for 1882, ~8 per 
cent. This gives an average increase for the above two 
years of 27 per cent. Starting, therefore, with the 
number of sheep in the colony at the end of 1882-
namely, 10,400,578-and allowing for an increase !or the 

years 1883 and 188-~ at the rate o! the two previous 
years, the mtmber of sheep in the colony at 31st 
Decmn'ber last would 1:tave been 16,775,000. This shows 
the losses attributed to drought during the two past 
years to have been 7,281,000." 

Now, where iR the false statement it is said I made 
last night? I say that every word that I sa.id last 
evening \vas less than I 1njght have said. I main
tain that Mr. Gm-don, in writing this report to 
order, which he evidently did, acted very wrongly, 
and in so doing deceived in an improper way 
those who might read the report. I move the 
adjournment of the House. 

The PREMIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith): I 
am not in a position to deal fully with this 
matter, because I am not in possession of the 
necessary information. ·The hon. gentleman 
has spoken of the report made by :i'IIr. Gordon, 
the Inspector of Stock, as having been written 
to order. I do not know to whose order he 
means. I do not know whether he means to 
mine. The return was sent to me in the ordinary 
way without being asked for by me or any officer 
of my department that I am aware, and I had 
no doubt when I received it that it was correct; 
nor have I any reason now to doubt that it was 
correct, as far as the information was procurable. 
I have had no explanation from Mr. Gordon on 
the subject. He has been invited to furnish any 
explanation he can, and I had hoped to h<we 
had it this evening. As soon as I receive it I 
will put the House in possession of it. In the 
meantime, I think the attack made on ~Ir. 
Gordon, under the circumstances, most unfair 
and unwarranted. 

The Hox. J. M. MACIWSSAN: I will take 
advantage of this motion for the adjournment of 
the House to correct a misstatement which was 
made last night by the Minister for Lands; and 
lest I should make any mistake, I will read the 
misstatement, and then make the correction. 
The hon. gentleman is reported to have said:-

"I an1 sorry the hon. member for Townsvil1e is not 
now here, because he pretends to know something of 
the results of the system in America. Anybody con
versant with the practical working of the land-grant 
railway system in America must know perfectly well 
that those men tYrannised to a fearful extent over the 
people who occuPied the land they got for the construe
tion of those lines, and they carried on that system of 
tyranny and opprE'"Sion from one generation to another 
till even 11ow the country has not got rid of the dire 
results.'' 

To show that there has been no pretence on my 
part, but a great deal of pretence on the part of the 
Minister for Lands, of knowing anything about 
the land-grant system in America, I may state 
that it is just twenty-three years since Congress 
granted the first land to a railway company, and 
yet th@ hon. gentleman tells us that they have 
carried on this system of oppression from one 
generation to another. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: In reply to what has fallen 
from the hon. the Premier, that he considered 
I made an unfair attack on :i'IIr. GordoN, I 
maintain that I made no unfair attack. Mr. 
Gordon has been guilty of making an incorrect 
statement, and upon that inaccurate and untrue 
information the Premier made a speech ; and I 
have no hesitation in saying that it \vas made, 
having in view the fact that the squatters are 
at this tin1e bringing their runs under the new 
Land Act. The Premier stated that this cry 
about the loss of stock was exaggerated, and 
these are the word' used in the preface to the 
return made by :i'IIr. Gordon. He says, "The 
losses have been grossly exaggerated." But 
what do we find ?-that he himself admits that 
the losses of sheep attributable to the drought 
during- the past two years are over seven 
millions, and yet, notwithstanding- this, he is 
disingenuous enough to mention in a return that 
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was re<}nired for politic,1l purposes, that the 
losses have been grossly exaggerated. The return 
was written for a special purpose-whether it 
was written to order or volunteered I do not 
care-but I say that, knowing· this falsehood 
wrcs being promulgated with reference to the 
pastoral industry, I would hrcve been failing 
in my duty did I not exposP it. As br as doing 
any injustice to Mr. Gor·don is concerned, I may 
point out to this House that Mr. Gordon is paid 
by the Sfjuatters and not by the State. He is 
paid out of a special fund, and therefore he is in 
a small degree only a Civil servant. I contend 
that if anyone finds a statement of this kind with 
reference to the affairs of the colony that is so 
incorrect-that is absolutely false-he should 
correct it, and the person responsible for the 
mistake should be severely punished. With the 
permission of the House, I will withdraw my 
motion. 

Motion withdrawn accordingly. 

ADDITIONAL MEMBERS BILL. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, leave was 

given to introduce a Bill to provide for an addi· 
tional representation of certain portions of the 
colony in the Legislative Assembly. 

The Bill was presented and read a first time 
and the second rmcding made an Order of th~ 
Day for Tuesday next. 

The PREMIEH laid on the table a map show
ing certain proposed alterations in the electorate 
boundaries. 

HECORD m' ATTENDANCE OF 
MEMBERS IN THE HOUSE. 

. The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Mr. 
Speaker,-I should like to know what action has 
been taken with regard to the resolution carried 
yesterday as to recording the attendance of hon. 
members? 

The SPEAKER: I may inform the House that 
yesterday the Clerk-Assistant took down the 
names of the members present. Those who were 
not present when the House met at half. past 3 
o'clock, or shortly after, were noted, and when 
the absent members appeared in the House at a 
subsequent period of the evening their attendance 
was recorded. To·day the same course will be 
taken by Mr. nostin, who occupies the place of 
the Cl~rk-Assistant. Until the Standing Orders 
Cumnuttee have adopted a Standin~ Order and 
the House has approved of it, and ;'egulates the 
recording of the attendance of members, the 
course now pursued is the only one that can be 
taken. 

Mr. PALM ER : Mav I ask at what time after 
the opening of the H~use are the names to be 
taken down; and whether the list will be printed? 

The SPEAKER : The instruction of the 
House is that the Standing Orders Committee 
meet to arrange the time when members' names 
are to be taken. If any members are not present 
at 3 o'clock, but are present at any time during 
the evening, their names will be taken all the 
smne. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: I should like to ask what 
will be the result when there is a conflict of testi
mony between the Ulerk and any hon. member. 
Suppose a member says he was present and the 
Clerk says he was not, how will that be? It 
would .be a very unpleasant position to put the 
Clerk m. And how are we to provide against the 
Clerk being squared, and taking the name of an 
hon .. member who is not present, on condition of 
rece1vmg half the remuneration ? I hope these 
points will receive the attention of the St.cndin" 
Order8 Committee. "' 

MARSUPIALS DESTRUCTION ACT 
CONTINUATION BILL. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, it was 
affirmed in Committee of the ·whole that it was 
desirable to introduce a Bill to continue the 
operation of the Marsupials Destruction Act of 
1881. 

The Bill was read a first time and the sec. nd 
reading made an Order of the Day for Tuesday 
next. 

POLICE OFFICERS RELIEl!' BILL. 
On the motion of the COLONIAL TREA

SURER, it was affirmed in Committee of the 
Whole that it was desirable to introduce a Bill 
to give relief to persons who, having become 
entitled to certain rights as members of the 
Police Force, have, under the Police Act of 1863, 
ceased to belong to that force but are still em
ployed in the Public Service of the colony. 

The Bill was read a first time and the second 
reading made an Order of the Day for Tuesday 
next. 

lVIEJIIIBERS EXPENSES BILL. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, it was 

affirmed in Committee of the Whole that it was 
desirable to introduce a Bill to provide for the 
payment of the expenses incurred by members 
of the Legislative Assembly in attending Parlia· 
ment. 

The Bill was read a first time, and the second 
reading made an Order of the Day for Tuesday 
next. 

JOINT COMMITTEES. 
The PREMIER said : I beg to move-
!. 11hat the following members of the House be 

appointed members of the Joint Library Conunittee, 
namely :-The Hon. the Speaker, ~fr. Xorton, and ilfr. 
Brookes. 

2. 'l'hat the following members of the House be 
appointed memberd of the Joint Comn1ittee for the 
management of the Refreshment Rooms, namely:-The 
Hon. the Speaker, }[r. Aland, and jjfr. Black. 

3. That the following members of the House be 
appointed members ot the Joint Committee for the 
managemC;nt and superintendence of the Parliamentary 
Buildings, namely:-The Hon. the SIJea.lfer1 Jlr.:Ferguson, 
an'l ~ir. :Melior. 

4. rrhat these appointments be communicated to the 
Legislative Council by message in the usual form in 
reply to their message of yesterday's date. 

The only change in the constitution of these 
committees since last year is the substitution, in 
that for the management of the Refreshment 
Rooms, of Mr. Aland forlVIr.lVIacdonald-Paterson, 
who is no longer a member of this House. 

question put and passed. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT OF 1878 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, it was 
affirmed in Committee of the ·whole that it was 
desirable to introduce a Bill to amend the 
Local Government Act of 1878. 

The Bill was read a first time, and the second 
reading made an Order of the Day for Tuesday 
next. 

NEW GUINEA ISLANDERS 
EMPLOYERS COMPENSATION BILL. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, it was 

affirmed in Committee of the \Vhole that it was 
desirable to introduce a Bill to make provision for 
the assessment and payment of compensation to 
certain employers of Pacific Island labourers who 
have been returned to their native islands by 
order of the Governor in Council. 

The Bill was read a first time, and the seco 
reading made an Order of the Day for Tuesda 
next. 



54 Address in Repl,y. [ASSEJ\fBLY.J Address in Reply. 

ADDRESS IN REPLY. 
Upon the Order of the Day being read for the 

resumption of adjourned debate on JIIIr. An near's 
motion, " That the Address in Reply to the 
Opening Speech of His Excellency the Gover
nor, as read by the Clerk, be now adopted by the 
House"-

Mr. BUCKLAND said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
should not have risen to occupy the time of the 
House in speaking to the motion for the adoption 
of the Address in Reply to the Opening Speech 
of His Excellency the Governor had it not been 
for some remarks that fell from the Hon. Sir 
Thomas Mcilwraith, leader of the Opposition, 
and also from the hon. member for Balonne, 
in speaking of me as a member of the Royal 
Commission appointed to inquire into the 
introduction of Polynesians from New Guinea. 
I can only say, sir, that when I was requested, 
at the latter end of last session, to become a 
member of that Commission, I distinctly told 
the Premier that I considered I could not 
possibly afford the time that would be necessary 
to devote to that important mission. However, 
sir, after some consideration I accepted the 
position, and I can assure vou and eYery member 
of this House that both ·I and the gentlemen 
who were associated with me on that Com
mission did our best to fathom and bring out the 
evidence which is now before you and the public. 
And when I am accused, or when it is asserted 
by the Hon. Sir Thomas Mci!wraith that I was 
bribed and bought, I say distinctly chat I was not, 
sir. My political principles have been before the 
people of Queensland for the last twenty years; 
I continue to hold those same principles to-day, 
and I belieYe I shall hold them as long as I 
remain in Queensland. I am not one, sir, who, 
for the sake of a few pounds, am likely to turn 
round from the principles I ha Ye adopted and 
believe in. I am aware that the hon. member 
for Balonne is a member of a firm which does a 
very lucrative business and makes large 1•rofits. 

Mr. JIIIOREHEAD : I do not know how he 
knows that. 

Mr. BUCKLAND: \Vel!, sir, I can assure 
you and every member of this House that, in 
accepting a position on that Commission and 
receiving the amount I did for my expenses and 
the time occupierl, I did not make 11s much as I 
h.ad done previously in f> much shorter time, or 
sn;ce I have returned to my business; and if he 
thmb that I was overpaid I can assure him 
that I was not. More than that, sir, I would 
not again undertake such a position and go into 
Northern Queensland at the time of the year 
that the Commissioners went there. 

An HoN00RABLE ME1!BER : He got the fever. 
Mr. BUCKLAND : Yes, I got the fAver. I 

had four days' touch of fever-I admit that ; 
and I can say this, Mr. Speaker-that every 
member of the Commission suffered more or less 
from ill health. It was not at all a favourable 
time of the year to be there. 

Mr. JIIIOREHEAD: Not a fit place for a 
white man! 

Mr. BUCKLAND: No, nor for black men 
either, for I can tell you that not only were 
white men suffering but black men also. Poly
nesians by scores were laid up in the hospitals ; 
there was no exception. 

Mr. MOREHEAD :How will it suit Germans? 
Mr. BUCKLAND : I think, very weli indeed, 

and I 'vould inelude Englishmen, Irishmen, and 
Scotchmen as well. I have also this to say, 
sir, and I am very glad to have this op· 
portunity of mentioning it : that in every 
instance, or nearly every instance, the Com
missioners were met with every assistttnce 

and hospitality from the planters in the dis
tricts we visited. Every attention was shown 
to them, and in more than one instance 
apartments were set apart and servants ap· 
pointed to wait upon thfilm if the Commissioners 
would accept such assistance; and I can only 
say that I wish the Commissioners had been 
in a better position to return the hospitality and 
kindness which was displayed towards 'them by 
the planters. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Get a special vote for it. 
Mr. BUCKLAND : It is all over now; it is 

too late. Although the hon. the leader of the 
Opposition, in speaking on this subject, has 
as,;ertecl that the report is not borne out by 
the evidence, I can say that a great number of 
;;entlemen have spoken to me in reference 
to the report, not only in Queensland, but 
also in New South \V ales ; and in every 
instance men of every shade of politics as
serted that a fairer or better report could not 
have been drawn from the eYidence. Well, sir, 
if that is the case I say that 1 am proud to have 
my name associated with snch a report. 

Mr. :!\fOREHEAD: \Vhat gentlemen in New 
South \V ales saw the report? \V e only got our 
copies this nwrning. 

Mr. BUCKLAND : The report has been in 
New South \Vales several weeks. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : And the evidence? 
Mr. Bl!CKLAKD: And the evidence. I saw it 

there, ttt any rate, fiye weeks ago, and I think if 
hon. members had applied to the Government 
Printing Office they would have got copies long 
since. IV ell, I think, sir, that this matter 
is now cleared up, and the only alternative 
for the Government, after receiving the report, 
was to return those islanders to their res
pective home". I heartily approve of their 
action in doing so, and I believe the majority 
of the people of the colony also approve it. 
That there was little attention paid to the 
islanders when the steamer "Victoria" laid 
off :Flat-top Island, and that the boys were 
subjected to some neglect, was unavoidable, 
because the time of the year was most unfavour
able for taking out supplies. In conclusion, I 
may say I feel fully eonscious of having done my 
duty, and I am certain the other Commir•.sioners 
have done theirs in bringing up a faithful and 
true report of the evidence produced before them. 

Mr. P ALMER said: Mr. Speaker,-Very 
little has been said by the last speaker with 
reference to the question before the House. He 
is apparently merely interested in the report 
of the Polynesian Commissioners, anrl for that 
reason has confined himself to it. I think, if the 
Speech itself may be taken as tt forecast of what 
is to come, we may expect a very uneventful 
session. It displays an absence of Yigour, and it 
may be almost classed amongst the I m·o·tcbnc. 
I believe iG is as common-place a speech as we 
have had before ns for many s<essions. There is 
no doubt that the Government of the country have 
an opportunity, if they have the capacity and 
the energy and possess the knowledge-they 
have the opportunity to make their mark upon 
the colony and upon the history of the colony
such an opportunity perhaps as may not offer 
itself very often to a party with such a com
manding majority as they ha Ye. The question 
most interesting to us now is-Will the Govern
ment make that mark upon the colony ; will 
they leave such an impress upon it as the late 
Administration left upon it, in the opinion of 
the public? 

The PREMIER : I hope not. 
Mr. P ALMER: ·whether they leave that 

mark or not time will show ; but there is nothing 
indicative in the Speech at the present time to 
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show that they have accepted or grasped the 
position in a way that should command the 
attention of the members of this House. In the 
first place, there is no reference made to what 
was mentioned in the bEt Speech-of a railway 
to the Gulf of Carpentaria. It may seem that 
that is merely a local matter. 

The PRE:!\HER : The money is voted for it. 
Mr. P ALMER: No reference is made to the 

carrying out of that railway, and we know that 
money is voted for a great many railways. The 
proof will be in the carrying out of the line. 
As I say, people may consider this a merely 
local matter, and it may be deferred; but it has 
been the ambition of every leading man in 
Queensland to connect the north coast with the 
east coast by some manner or means. There 
have been various projects for doing so, but 
most people are unanimous in the opinion that 
it is a national undertaking. 

'I'he PHEMIEH : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. P ALMER : That is the most conspicuous 

of the railways on the Loan Estimates. I may 
say I believe it will yet be left for South Aus
tralia, who has already passed us in large public 
works, to he beforehand in carrying through 
the transcontinental line. Thoy are making 
one in the North; the tenders for two 
sections have been let, and the line from 
the South has gone a long way towards meet
ing it. Of course it is one of the opportu
nities offered this Government to make its mark 
by emulating the public spirit so conspicuous 
in South Australia. The same may be said in 
reference to the telegraph, in which respect they 
are far beyond us. Another way of looking at it 
is, that this connection would be made by a Gulf 
line connecting the lines in the South, where the 
country is much easier for building a railway line 
than by constructing the coast line, which would 
have to cross innumerable rivers and creeks. 
The coast line will cost ten times the amount 
of a line through the western part of the country. 
I have the opinion of 11r. Hannam, an engineer
ing Burveyor, that he has never Reen country so 
suitable as the country in the Gulf for carrying 
out a cheap railway. So much so is that the 
case that he is disgusted with it, because there 
are no opportunities for the display of engineer
ing skill. I say again, time will show if the 
Government are sincere in their idea to carry 
out what has been the dream and ambition 
of every public man who has ever held office 
in Queensland. No reference has been made 
to a movement in the North which I have 
lately had an opportunity of being witness to, 
and that is the separation movement. I had 
no idea that the feeling on that question was so 
deep as it is and as I have lately found it. They 
feel that they have a grievance ag·ainst the 
South. They feel that they have been ignored 
in more nutters than one : in the matter of 
representtttion, which I see there is allusion 
made to in the Speech, for one thing. 'l'hey also 
have a grievance with regard to money matters, 
and I have long ago referred to a return that I 
called for last session to show that in the district 
which I represent, alone, there has been received 
and paid into the consolidated revenue over a 
quarter of a million sterling, or nearly £233,000, 
whereas there has been expended on public works 
a paltry £17,000. Of course the expenditure has 
been increased lately, but so also has the revenue 
increased. Such glaring discrepancy between 
revenue and expenditure is not peculiar alone 
to the district which I represent. These are 
the reasons why the North feels it has a very 
great grievance against the South. I do not .-my 
there is anything in the coolie being mixed up 
with separation. It is the opinion of those who 
are mostly interested in the North-property 

holders and men who have a stake in the North 
-those are the people who seem to be most 
favourable to separation, while on the other 
hand only those who are here to-clay and 
gone to-morrow are the opponents of it. With 
regard to the Speech itself, all that can be 
said upon it has already been said in better 
words than any I can bring to bear upon it. The 
first question raised in the Speech-an<;l :> great 
question it is-has reference to the expechtwn sent 
to the Soudan. The question has gTeatly aroused 
public spirit; and although I would not ?e so 
unpatriotic, being Australian born, as to drspar
age the glory or anything else connected with 
that expedition, still I venture to hope that 
when Australians have again to shoulder the 
musket and go forth to battle they will have a 
better canse to fight for than the one for which 
they were sent to the Soudan. ·when we have 
the Prime :Minister of England himself ad
mitting in the House of Commons that they 
had no war with the Arabs-that they had 
no occasion to fight them-I cannot see why we 
should send our men there to shoot down 
those unfortunate men whose great fault was 
that they were defending their country and what 
are to them their homes. I do not wish to cnst 
the slightest slur upon the great commoner and 
statesman who lately ruled the destini@S of Great 
Britain, and who has taken such a conspicuous 
part in her councils for more than fifty years. I 
only say that we have his authority that Great 
Britain had no cause of war against those unfor
tunate Arabs, and I cannot see why Australian 
should be mixed up in a quarrel in which they 
hn,ve no concern whatever. 'I'he next question 
to which the Speech refers is one in which great 
public interest has been taken-that is, the 
steps taken with reference to New Guinea. On 
account of the shadowy extent of territory left to 
England, it matters very little to us Queens
landers what kind of a Government will be 
instituted there, but it is very peculiar that they 
should commence by inaugurating the system of 
passports-cam pelling people to procure pass
ports before they can visit such a country as 
:1{ ew Guinea. That is one of the blessings we 
are going to lHtve under the government of General 
Scratchley, and we shall have to procure a pass
pc,rt to enable us to cross the narrow sea which 
divides that island from the Queensland coast. 
It is now apparent to everyone that the action 
taken by the Earl of Derby with regard to New 
Guinea is one which reflects very little credit 
upon his statesmanship, and it shows that he did 
not consider the interests of the colonies in the 
least. Respecting the Royal Commission t 
which reference has just been made, I must 
say I am surprised we did not receive theh 
report before. I certainly read portions of it as 
it appeared in the newspapers at the time, and 
the conclusion I came to was, that for an official 
report it was a particularly sensational one-too 
sen,ational altogether for an official report on 
evidence. Another thing that struck me was, 
why was not the evidence of the agents them
selves taken? The excuse made was that they 
were not available, but I have reason to believe 
that almost every agent is in the colony now, 
and if their evidence could have been got it 
1\·ould have thrown great light upon the pro
ceedings. 'l'he Commissioners, in their report, 
refer to the great desire which those islanders 
always exhibited to return to their native country. 
But anyone who has had anything to do with 
"new chums" will find that almost every one of 
them begin by exhibiting the same longing to get 
back to the country they came from. Even after 
they have been in the colony twelve months or 
longer, I have heard them curse this country 
and wish they had never seen it-men who were 
receiving good wages, and had every reason to 
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be satisfied. That is nothing uncommon, and 
it has often made me angry to hear these men, 
after deciding to come here and knowing what 
was before them, abuse the country and desire 
nothing better than to return from whence 
they came. It cannot be considered anything 
extraordinary that these islanders, who came 
from a land where they could live easily and 
indolently, to a country where they were made 
to work, should desire to return to their homes. 
The question of expense is one that will come 
before the House; even the passage money, 
at £6 a head, will come to a very large 
sum of money. But of all public questions 
I suppose none has been discussed so much 
in all parts of the country as the Land Act 
we passed last session. My own opinions on it 
are well known to hon. members, so I need not 
state them again; but during my travels through 
the country I have met no man who had a kind 
or a good word to say for the measure. I met 
many who objected to it very strongly, but not 
one who spoke of it in a friendly way. I also 
noticed, Mr. Speaker, that a paper called the 
Toowoornbn CMonicle, which, I think, must be 
run pretty much in the interests of Ministers, con
demned the very first action of the new Land 
Board in assessing lands lately thrown open at 
Toowoomba, and stated that if the board had 
had experience of that part of the country 
they would never have made the mistake 
they did in putting such a high value on 
the land. That is qnite correct, and, following 
up the same line of argument, we may ask 
how is this Land Board going to inspect all the 
available land in all parts of the colony so as to 
assess its value ? They are as liable to make the 
very same mistake in other places in this large 
colony as at Toowoomba, which is, I may say, 
at their doors. The Act was introduced partly 
as a revenue measure, but I can point out to the 
Minister for Lands where he has not gone to 
work in a proper manner to extract revenue 
where it would have been got. I refer IJOW to 
the settled districts of the North, where 
thousands of pounds might have been put 
into the Treasury if the land had been 
thrown open at a reasonable rental. It 
is absurd to suppose that the land north of 
Cooktown, even taking Cooktown for a starting 
point, and from there right round to the borders 
of South Australia-a very large area of l<tnd 
which is now lying idle-would be taken up at 
£2 per mile. That land is being used now with
out any rent being paid for it. If the rent had 
been reduced to 10s., a great deal, in fact the 
whole of it, would have b~en taken up long 
ago. The argnment used is that just outside 
this line thirty miles from the coast, which is 
the boundary of the settled districts, the rent 
of the land is 5s. per mile under the Act of 
1869, whereas inside that imaginary boundary 
line it was £2 per mile. When we consider the 
difficulties there are along the northern coast in 
settling the land-the dangers and losses by the 
blacks-which are not imaginary, I can assure 
you, JIIIr. Speaker, but which assail everyone who 
tries to settle there-the losses from fever and 
sickness, and the other trials incidental to occu
pying new country-when we take these matters 
into consideration, I think very little objection 
can be made to the proposition that these lands 
should be leased at 10s. per mile, which would 
bring in a revenue to the Treasury which is not 
forthcoming now, and never will be as long as 
these lands are fixed at such a high rental. 
The fact of the matter is that people are using 
these lands without paying any rent at all, and 
nobody will, even upon a yearly tenancy, make 
the necessary improvements for carrying on a 
cattle station; for it is only cattle country. I 
think that under a five years' lease men might be 

tempted to put np improvements to carry on 
such stations. In a paragraph in the Speech, 
referring to a matter which is of great interest 
to Northern constituencies, it is stated:-

"Your early consideration will be asked for a mensure 
to O'ive additional representation in the Legislative 
Ass~mbly to certuin parts of the colony 'vhich are now 
inadequately repre,.,ented." 

That does not refer in any way, even now, to 
the North, although it is the North that has 
need of huger representation. I have heard that 
some of the Southern constituencies are to be 
further represented; but it will scarcely be fair, 
in view of the increase of settlement that pro
ceeds up north now-and I have only to refer 
to the Customs returns to prove it-that when 
there is to be additional representation in the 
Southern constituencies there should not be addi
tional representation in the North. That is 
a measure which we will have to discuss fully 
before long. 'l'he district I have the honour 
to represent certainly requires another member. 
It has taken me four months to go over it, 
and then I failed to visit many places in it. 
I suppose by the time I returned to Brisbane 
I travelled about 6,000 miles, in going to 
the district, travelling over it, and return
ing to Brisbane. Many other matters have 
been referred to by members, which I need not 
waste the time of the House in going over. The 
last loan has been discussed so much that I can 
throw no fresh light upon it; I can only say that 
it is very peculiar that this colony, one of the 
richest, I suppose, in Australia, could not float a 
loan as well ao South Australia, a colony in which 
progress has not been as extensive as it has been 
in Queensland. I am quite certain that the acti<:n 
of the :Minister for \Vorks with regard to the rail
way contracts is one that we shall see the fruits 
of before long, to the gTeat disad' antage of the 
colony. I think there is nothing so much to the 
discredit of this colony, which has such a large 
system of railways now, not only in progre~s, but 
in anticipation, as to reject or cast any slur upon 
the system of tendering. The best thing we can 
do is to encourage all the tenderers from the other 
colonie~, \Vhere the n1eru1s [Llld plant are avail
able to carry out these works for us at as cheap 
a rate as possible. I will refer now to the remark 
made by the Colonial Treasurer, when he said in 
his speech that the blame in regard to the labour 
que,,tlon lay in the ;wtion of the leader of 
the Opposition. He said his action in annex
ing New Guinea waB the laughing-stock of 
everyone at home. I only know that the 
leading papers at home indorsed his action, 
and that the colonies unanimously indorsed 
it, and I he,.rd the leader of the Opposition 
state there from his seat, that before he left 
office he left orders that no recruiting should 
take place from New Guinea or any part of its 
coasts. So that no blame can be attotched to 
him for the abuses that have been shown to 
have taken place. The question which is last 
upon the paper, J\Ir. Speaker, is one of the most 
important in the Speech, and it is one also in 
which the Government may, if they choose, make 
their mark upon the colony to its advantage. 
There is no question more important to the 
colony than that of the conservation of water, 
alluded to in thP Speech in this manner :-

"I trnst, also, that time may allow of your dealing 
with the important question of the supply and con
serYati.on of water, npon which much valuable infor
mation has been and is still being obtained by my 
Govermnent.'' 
I think it should not read, " that time" may 
''allow." I think they should insist that time 
should be made to deal with this question 
thmoughly and efficiently. There is n<~ 'l~testion 
upon which the people of the colony willmdorse 
the action of the Government more than they 
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will upon that of the conservation and supply 
of water, not only in the \Vestern country, but 
even in the towns which are beccnnjng very 
populous, and in which water is a matter of 
great considera,tion. There is too much 1nonev 
being spent in buildings, in brickH and 
mortar, ttnd such matters, which yield no 
return. Hundreds of thousands of pounds 
have been authorised to be spent upon public 
buildings, which will never gain for the Govern
ment as much of that supjJort which they are 
anxious to receive from the people, as a proper 
system of water supply in the interior. I think 
that, as most of the heavy guns have now fired off 
their shots, it will be needless for a small firearm 
like myself to take up the attention of the House 
any longer. 

Mr. ALAND said: Mr. Speaker,-I was in 
hopes that the debate upon this question 
would have closed last night. I "'lppose I 
also am one of the small guns ; ]Jut I think 
it is my cluty, although I am a very 
small gun indeed, to say a word or two. 
I will first remark that I have had the honour 
of sitting in this House for several sessions, 
and hearing a similar debate to this disposed of, 
and it strikes me that any Speech which has 
been brought forward by the Government of the 
day has always been objected to by the Opposi
tion, and I suppose it will be so to the end of the 
chal'ter. The Opposition believe that the Gov
ernn1ent can bring forth no good thing; and as 
to the Government, I suppose they have no 
more charitable feeling tow 1rds those who 
oppose them. But it appears to me, sir, 
that full attention has not been given to 
the Speech which His Excellency delivered 
to us. The Speech has been criticised cer
tainly, but very mildly. I suppose that in the 
programme which the Government have laid down 
there is nothing which hon. members on either 
side of the House can object to. There has also 
been some criticism upon the administration of 
the affairs of the colony during the recess, and I 
certainly think that every hon. member must 
admit that the criticism has been of a very mild 
nature indeed, and thttt the charges which hon. 
gentlemen opposite have sought to hurl against 
the heads of the different public departments 
have likewise been of a very, very mild nnture. 
It rather amused me to listen to the opening 
remarks of the last gentlemnn who <;poke, for I 
have never heard of matters such as he has 
referred to being put into the Governor's Speech. 
\Vhy, it was only during the last session of Par
liament that this House passed a loan vote in 
which was included a sum of money for the work 
he has mentioned. A deviation of the Too
woomba line was also passed, but we did nut 
expect that railway to be mentioned in the 
Governor's Speech. \Ve have full faith in the 
Government; at least I have. 

Mr. PALMER: I know you have. 
Mr. ALAI'\D: And I have no doubt the hon. 

gentleman has too. \Ve have full faith in the 
honest intention of the Government to carry out 
the progmmme which they laid before Parlia
ment last session. And I think, too, it would 
have been out of place for the Government to 
have introduced the vexed question of separation 
into the speech addressed to Parliament by his 
Excellency. If the Ministry now in power 
thought it a very desirable thing for the colony 
to go in for-if it were part of their policy that 
they should rend this colon~' in twain and split it 
np into a number of small colonies-then I could 
understand that the subject should form part of 
the Governor's Speech. But I think the present 
Ministry do not hvour the proposal for separation 
-that it is not part of their programme to grant 
separation unasked for by the persons living in 

the northern part of the colony. I must take 
e_,ceptiou to some of the remarks which have been 
made, both by the gentleman who has just sat 
down and by the hem. member for l\fackay, as to 
the renlity, the sincerity-the dec]J sincerity, I 
think the hon. member for l\Iackay saicl, or some
thing to that effect-of the people up north in 
their wish for separation from this part of the 
colony. I am not the apostle of separation, sir, 
but I think it may be said that the hon. member 
for l\Iackay is. I remember that some two years 
ago the hon. gentleman told us in this House 
that if we <lid not allow the planters to have 
cooliee we should have an ag·itation in the 
northern part of the colony for separation. 
\V ell, sir, you know that thio House and the 
country came to the determination that we 
should not have coolie labour in the colony. 
And what did the hon. member for IVIackay do 
as soon as the question was definitely settled? 
He started on his separation mission-! was 
going to say accompanied by .Mr. vVilliam Coote, 
but I am not quite sure of that. I presume lYir. 
Coote is one of the gentlemen of whom the hon. 
member for Burke spoke as gentlemen of 
means and influence having property in the 
country, who are agitating this question of separa
tion. However, aR soon as Parliament was 
over the hon. member for }fackay started on 
his 1nission, and, auwng other places, visited 
Charters Towers, where, as has been said, the 
miners listened re~ 1 ·ectful!y to him but at the 
same time were not disposed to accept his views. 
I have lately travelled over some parts of the 
1'\ orth. I am sorry I wns not able to get to 
Mackay. Someone, I believe, said that I was 
afraid to go to J\Iacby. \Vell, I am not 
afraid to go to l\Iackay, or any other part of 
the colony, or to meet any man or men in any 
part of the colony. I am not afraid to do any
thing of that sort. I made inquiries while 
I was in the North on this subject of separa
tion, and if hon. members will take my belief 
in the matter, it is this: that there is nothing 
like a consensus of opinion upon the subject
there is no unanimity of opinion on the subject. 
I do not refer to Charters Towers, where the 
expression of opinion is altogether in favour of 
non-separation; nor do I refer to Havenswood, 
or to Cooktown, where also the feeling is certainly 
against separation ; but I will refer to 'l'owns
vil!e, which is the town, I suppose, most of 
all towns in the colony, that expects to gain 
by this se[Xtration movement. It is true, as 
the hon. member for Burke says, that those who 
are agitating the qnestion are persons holding 
corner allotments in the place, and syndicate 
firms there. Those are thA parties carrying on 
the movement, not the working men of the 
colony-men who ha,-e been of late despised, 
men who have also been spoken of in a very 
patronising tone. The working men, who 
are the backbone of the colony, and who will 
have a great deal to say on this subject of separa
tion, and whose opinion will be respected, are 
not. in favour of the movement. They do not 
see, in the first place, what they have to gain 
by it, and they will not get this iclea out of 
their heads-lot these advocates of separation 
do what they will-that the separation and 
coolie business go hand-in-hand together. I 
believe I am right when I say that the 
separation movement started in lYiackay of 
late; that it started there in connection with 
the agitation for coolie labour ; that when the 
planters saw there was no chance, as matters 
at presccnt stood, of getting the particular kind 
of labour they wantecl, they came to the conclu
sion that if they coHld get separation they would 
get just the kind of labour they required. But 
that sort of talk did not go down at Townsville, 
and the promote"" of the movement were com-
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pelled to alter their arguments and to disclaim 
:tny sympathy with the planters' view. I believe 
It has e:'en been said that they have no sympathy 
at ttll With Mackay on this question. 

Mr. BLACK: The present Minister for 
vVorks agitated separation in Townsville three 
years ago. 
~he PREJYI~I~R : Y on must take that with a 

gram of salt ; It wants seasoning. 
Mr. BLACK: The Premier was present him

self on the occasion. 

. Mr. ALAND : I should like to know whether 
It was an after-dinner speech to which the 
~on. gentleman refers, becaube, you know, lYlr. 
Sp~aker, that ;na:'y funny things are said after 
~mtmg an~ drml~mg. Very likely, in this case, 
It was a little bit of chaff by the Minister fur 
Works ; possibly he said something like this : 
"vVhy do you . not go in for sepamtion ?" 
Now, I should hke to take notice sir of the 
attack which has been made upon the Minister 
for \Vorks for his action in reference to the con
tracts for rail way extension. A ureat deal has 
been made of his calling tenders ~nd acceptin u 

n"!ne of them, but making a private arrangement 
With :Mr. Bashford. Those who have made the 
charges against the Minister for \Vorks alto
gether forget, or at any rate have not mentioned 
that lYir. Bashford's tender was the lowest, anc\ 
that, therefore,, the. Minister in making the 
arrangement With hun was guilty of no injustice 
to the. other tenderers. It wmild have been a 
very chfferent matter had he gone to the lowest 
but one, or the lowest but two and offered 
then; the contra.ct at a price lower than J\Ir. Bash
ford s tender; m that cttse Mr. Bashford would 
h2-ve had a _very good ground of complaint. 
G ncler the ctrcu!n~tances, although I might 
deprecate the _1\.hmster bargaining with ten
derers at all, still I cannot see that any injustice 
has been clone to the other tenderers. But 
w~y.do not the hon. gentlemen who attttck the 
Mmit<ter for IV arks tell us that bv the action 
that gentleman took he saved the country some
thmg like £GO, 000 or £70,000? They were very 
ple~sed to be able ;o say that by something 
which the hon. the Treasurer said and which 
was reprinted in son1e papers at' hon1e, the 
country suffered a loss of some £63 000 · and 
why in tl;is .case do they not g\ve 'credit 
w~et:e credit Is due? Then, as to the poor 
1\Innster for Lands, he deserves a very great 
deal. I am not altogether plt\1Sed with the 
manner in which the Land Act has been initi
ated. I am not going to say that I disapprove 
of that Act. I do not mind repeating what I eaid 
when the Bill was under discmsion-that the 
~and ~\.et of 187G, if it hatl been honestly admin
Istered, was good enough for me. However, I 
g;we my support to the measure brouuht in last 
year, and it is too soon to be"in tJ; find fault 
:with it, esr~eeially as it hns sc,;:~,ccly yet come 
mto operatiOn. Let us wait till the bnds which 
are t.o be leased l."':ve itll been thrown open, and 
see If the provtswns of the Act work well 
and if they do not then we can find 
fault with it. Then the Minister for Lands 
hr:s heen grum~led at very much for the 
Timber RegulatiOns which he sought to 
enforce. I was in the House some two vears 
ago, and helper] the other side to pass a Bill by 
which an export duty of 12s. a hundred wtis 
placed on log cedar. I believed in that at the 
time, and I am not sure now that it was not a 
proper thing to do. I believe that Bill went 
right through, and only remained for the third 
reading; but a hubbub was raised by the timber
getters, pressure. was brought to bear by some 
members of the House, and the whole thing was 
let slide. I think that was quite as weak and if 
they choose to use snch wordtJ "" "conten{ptibl~," 

it was quite as contemptible as the weakness 
displayed by the Minister for Lands in issuing 
regulations and then reralling them and issuing 
others in their stead. Then the Minister for 
\Vorks-I do not stand here as his apologist, 
but I do believe in fair play-the Minister for 
\Vorks has been taken to task for his action 
about the carriage of cattle on the Southern and 
\Vestern line. I think the hon. member's ex
planation was a very good one : he found that 
the rates he was charging were higher than those 
charged in the colony of Victoria, and he assimi
late<] them to those charged inN ew So nth \V ales. 
I think that was a very good reaeon indeed, and 
one that ought to be accepted by every member 
of this House. There is another thing, sir, I 
wish to say. I think a spirit of fairness ought 
to be exhibited by the Opposition ; and I notice 
that no member has referred at all to the second 
paragraph of the Speech. A great deal has been 
said about the Soudan expedition from another 
colony, but nothing has been said about this 
second paragraph. It is to this effect :-

" Sinne I last had the opportunity of consulting you, 
events have occurred whicb appeared to indicate the 
nece~·iity of immetliate preparation for the defence of our 
coasts against invasion by a power hostile to the British 
Emvire. Prompt measures were taken by my adYi~ers 
to meet this emergency, and it is ·with great plemm.re 
that I record the satisfaction with whicll I observed the 
loyalty nnd alacrity displayed by the inhabitants or all 
parts of this colony in coming for"\vard for the defence 
of their countn'. I am confident that under similar 
circumstances the same willingness to perform their 
duty will always characterise the people of Queensland. 
Yonr sanction will be asked for the expenditure neces
sarily incurred iu connection with this subject." 
Now, sir, we all know that the Government did 
take very ttctive steps in this matter, aud that 
very considerable expense was incurred over it. 
I think the lettder of the Opposition might have 
giYen us an expression of opinion, and told us 
whether he thought the Government did right 
or wrong in taking the steps they did take. I 
say myself that the Government deserve great 
credit for the prompt manner in which they 
acted. .Fortunately the dang·er was averted, but 
there is no doubt that, had a descent been made 
U]JOn our coast by any hostile power, the means 
which the Government adopted would have 
been effectual for the purposes for which they 
were intended. I think the Parliament ought to 
thank the Government for so promptly attend
ing to the interests of the colony in this respect. 
X ow, sir, there have been speeches presented to 
this House which perhaps contained a list of 
matters of a much more pretentious nature than 
those submitted in this programme ; but the 
submitting of mensures and the passing of them 
through the House are two very different things. 
I know that for the last two or three years, since 
I have been a member of the House, we have 
httd a ho't of measures presented at the begin
ning of a session, but there has 1Jeen a tremendous 
slaughter of the innoc9nts before Parliament 
closed. The Governn1ent now in po\ver, how
ever, do not do that sort of thing. I do not 
think we slaughtered any innocent last session
we only slaughtered two simple innocents last 
session ; and if we get through the prograrnme 
placed in our hands this year without any 
slanghtering, Parliarnent n1ay congratulate itself 
upon having done .son1e good work. I must 
say that I am disappointed to find that the 
Bill to continue the operation of the Marsupials 
Destruction Act of 18tH goes no further than 
it does. I was in hopes that the Government 
would have attendee! to that matter. Petitions 
have been presented to this House-I believe the 
hon. member for Blackall presented a petition on 
the subject of flying-foxes. It is a small matter 
to talk about flying-foxes, but we know that 
small things often become great nuisances. 

An HOliOUl\ABLE MEMBEI\: Rabbits. 
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Mr. ALAND: Yes; the rabbit is very small
very little larger than the flying-fox, I suppose
yet their depredations are of serious consequence 
to the districts infested by them. But mar,mpials 
are of serious conseequnce to the pastoral inte
rests, and that is the reason why special mention 
is made of them even by a Liberal Government. 
To otherproducinginterests, however, the question 
of flying-foxes is of as much importance as that of 
the rabbit invasion is to the pastoral interest. 
Though there is no promise of a measure dealing 
with flying-foxes this ses~;ion, I trust the i\Iinbtry 
will not forget that there are fruit-producers in 
this colony, and that their interests are being 
jeopardi~;ed if not almost entirely ruined-jeopar
dised to a far greater extent than the sugar 
industry is by the withdrawal of black labour
by no attention being paid to this matter. I am 
very much pleased to see the introduction of a 
Bill to amend the Local Government Act of 
1878, with respect to loans for waterworks and 
in other respects. \Vhat the other respects 
are I do not know, but as far as loans to 
waterworks are concerned that is certainly a 
move in the right direction. I speak on behalf 
of the municipality which I have the honour 
to represent in this House, and also on behalf 
of several other municipalities whose members 
have spoken to me on the subject. It is highly 
necessary, and I am glaLl the Government have 
recognised the fact, that the borrowing powers 
of a corporation should not be crippled by any 
amount they may have expended on their water 
supply. 

Mr. FERGUSON said: Mr. Speaker,--I had 
no intention to take any part in this debate, 
but I do so now for the reason that 
hitherto the whole debate has been confined 
to the northern and SOLlthern parts of the 
colony, while not a single reference has been 
made to the central districts. Being one of the 
representatives of the central part of the colony, 
I cannot allow the debate to close without saying 
a few words. If there is one district more than 
another entitled to the consideration of any 
Government it is the Central, yet the present 
Government have totally ignored that district. 

i\Ir. ALAND: Oh! 
Mr. FERGUSO:N: And I will prove it before 

I sit down. I was astonished when I came to 
Brisbane and oaw the prosperity in this part of 
the colony. But what was the cause? Simply 
the large amount of money-public money
expended in this part of the colony. l'\ot a 
single vote pa'"ed last session or the previous 
session has been expended in the Central district; 
but votes passed only six months ago are in 
cour,,e of expenditure about Brisbane and 
Ipswich. The Central district has suffered 
lately more than any other part of the colony. 
In theN orth there are fair seasons ltnd plenty 
of rain; in the South there have been fair 
seasons also ; in both North and South there is 
an amount of prosperity not witnessed in the 
Central district, where there has been a drought 
for the h>St three years, from which every 
industry is suffering. If ever there was a time 
when the Government should assist a district to 
tide over a time of depression, now is the time 
they :'hoHld do something in rega,rd to the 
Central district; but, as I said before, that 
district has been ignored in every shape and 
form. I will refer to two or three items 
for which votes have already been passed. 
Several years ago the sum of £2,500 wtts voted 
out of loan for an immigration depot at Rock
hampton, but the la~t Government thought that 
amount too small, so they put another £5,000 on 
the Estimates. Now there is an amount of 
£7,500 on the Loan Estimates for the work, and 
though everyone acknowledges that in no town 
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of Queensland is there a public institution in 
such a disgraceful condition as the depot at 
Rockharnpton, vet the Government have not 
be6un the work·. \Vhen the Attorney-Genemi 
and the junior member for North Brisbane 
made a tour in the North a few months 
before the last general election, they called at 
Rockhampton on their return. They held a 
public meeting in the school of arts - but 
before that they visited the various places of 
interest in the town-and while addressing 
that meeting, which was a very large one, they 
said that the immigmtion depot was a disgrace 
to the colony. They added, however, that as 
soon as their party came into power, which they 
expected would be in a few months, that state of 
affairs would be altered. But what do we see? 
The party got into power, but not a single 
sixpence has been expended on that insti
tution since they have been in power. And 
this is not the only case. There are many 
other instances, but I need not go over them all. 
This, sir, i' the general treatment the Central 
district ha,s received ever since the present 
Government has come into power. It has been 
ignored in every possible way in 1nany other 
respects. About two months ago, on the 13th 
i\Iay, the Government decided to advance loans 
for the encouragen1ent of deep sinking, at 
various scales, on our goldfields. This is a 
matter, of course, that affects every part of 
the colony. The gold-mining interest is a very 
important one at the present time in every 
part of Queensland; but what have the Govern
ment done? They have applied the scheme 
only to Gym pie and the Northern gold-mines-to 
oix in all-Gympie, Charters Towers, Ravens
wood, Hodgkinson, Palmer, and the Etheridge
ignoring altogether the Centml district. I am 
not alluding merely to the Rockhampton dis
trict, although the gold discoveries there are of 
a very important character; but the whole of 
the Central district has been completely ignored 
by the Government in this instance. They have 
passed from the southern to the northern part of 
the colony, leaving that t!istrict out altogether, 
although there are something like six or seven 
crushing n1achines in course of erection there ; 
and they have limited the depth of sinking to 217 
feet on some of the Northern goldfields, although 
there are shafts in the Rockhampton district 
that are down 280 and 285 feet ; and on the 
Gladstone goldfields there are some down over 
300-about 350 feet. Still no notice whatever 
is taken of that part of the colony. It is the 
same with things generally. In fact the Gov
ernment have not visited the district for the last 
twelve or eighteen months. No member of the 
Government has thought it worth while to visit 
that district during that time, and they are 
ignorant of what is its condition and what are 
its requirements at the present time. \V e 
have been told by the hon. the Treasurer 
that the colony is in a pnmperous state, 
but, as far as I remember, that hon. gentle
man has not been north of Brisbane for the 
last two Ol' three years. If I were a resident 
of Brisbane, and only knew wh;lt was going 
on in this part of the colony, I also should say 
that the colony w'"s prosperous; but the hon. the 
Treasurer has not visited the North for years, 
and therefore he cannot know the depressed state 
of affairs in that part of the colony. I think it is 
the duty of the Government to study the interests 
of one part of the colony as well as another. 
Then again the Government have decided. to 
establish schools of mines on three goldfields 
-Gympie, Charters Towers, and Herberton. 
Why should the Central district be ignored in 
that matter also? The Government are prepared 
to grant £500 to start these schools and to give 
£2 for every £1 subscribed; and I say there is 
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no district in Queensland or in the Australhm 
colonieB where a school of mines would be so 
valuable, not merely to the r:olony but to the 
whole of A nstralia, as the Central district. Hon. 
mem hers kuow that gold ha,c, been discoYered 
~here under rnost exceptional circun1stances. It 
IS of a charactAr not likely to be found in any 
other J?art of the world, and it is puzzling the 
geolog1s~s and other scientific 1nen, not only of 
Australia, but of the \:orld; and still the Govern
ment pass over that district and do not think it 
worth while considering in ~ matter of this kind. 
These ar~ matters that I think the attention of 
the House should be called to. The Central dis
tric~ has not been mentioned by a single member 
dunng the debate. It is ignored by the Govern
ment, and hon. members have passed over it in 
silence. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: We will resume Mount 
Morgan. 

Mr. FERGUSON: 'l'he sooner you do it the 
better. I shall not allude further to matters 
connected with the Central district but will 
now refer. to the Speech itself. Th~ first para
gmph I wish to allude to is this :-

"I regret that little advantage has hitherto been 
taken of the Act passed bv you durino- last session to 
facilitate the introduction- of indeutut'Iabonrcrs from 
]~urope. There is strong reason, however, to anticipate 
that employers of labour '"ill :shortly avail themselves 
of the provisions of this Act to a conSiderable extent." 
The Government expre.qs regret that the planters 
of the North have not taken advantao·e of the 
Act passed last ses~ion, but say they expect that 
they are going to do t"O: There are many hon. 
members present who w1llremember what I said 
when this measure was before the House last 
session. I said it was the most dangerous 
measure for the majority of the people of this 
colony that was ever introduced into this House 
-that it was a measure that struck the fir,,t 
blow for the reduction of the wao-es of the 
working classes-and I now see th~t what I 
"aid is about to come to pass. \V e are 
told that the planters are going to avail 
themselves of the provisions of this Act to 
a very large extent, and what will be the result ? 
Here we are importing into the colony a low
paid Continental class of labourers at the 
expense of the taxpayers-the very people with 
whom they will compete, and whose wao-es thev 
will. reduce. There is not the slightest use 
thinking tlnLt these men will remain on the 
plantations in the North after they have arrived 
in the colony. 

Mr. NELSON: Unless they die there. 

Mr. I<ERGUSON: I am certain they will not 
remain there. They may sign any agreements 
you like in Europe ; but the agreements will be 
broken as sure as they arri"" in the colony, and 
what will be the consequence? That they will 
leave the North, come down to the South; in 
fact spread all over the colony, and compete with 
the working men of the country. That is what 
the effect of this will be, as soon as the measure 
i':troduced by the Government is put into opera
tion by the planters. And even if it were other
wise, what would be the consequence? \Ye 
know that at the present time planters are ]lay
ing about 25s. per week for ploughmen and 10s. 
a day for mechanics, but this indented labour 
from the Continent will include all classes
mechanics, field labourers-all descriptions 
of labour will be engaged and come out 
at the rate of J.Os. per week, and the result 
will be that the men at present employed 
on the plantations in the North will have to 
leave, because the phtnters will not keep them at 
their present rate of wages when they can ccet 
other labour from J!:m·ope to take their place ,:'t a 
much lower rate. Therefore the effect will be 

that the whole of the working men of the colony 
will suffer. The wages of all classes of bbour
field labourers, town labourers, bush labourers, 
miners, and all classes of mechanics-everyone 
will ha Ye their wages reduced as soon as that 
scheme is put into operation. This is exactly 
what I said when the measure was before the 
House, and I see it is coming to pass and will 
come to pass Yery soon. The next paragraph of 
the Speech says :-

"Immigration has been maintained at a mnderate 
but steady rate, and I am glad to know that the immi
grants introduced hnvc been of a elass well suited to 
the requirement~ of the colony." 
I deny that. I know of my own experience that 
of the class of immigrants that have been 
coming into the colony during the last twelve 
months at least 25 per cent. are fit for nothing 
after they arrive here. I have been informed 
by two or three medical gentlemen, who knew 
perfectly well what they were speaking about, 
that about 2.'5 per cent. of the immigrants that 
are coming out from England at the present time 
are in bad health-in fact, that they are suffering 
to some extent from disease of some description; 
and the hospitals of the colony are getting full of 
them. 

The PREMIER: You have been misinformed, 
that is all. 

Mr. :B'ERG USON: I am sure I have not. At 
all events, I belieYe the gentlemen who informed 
me that 25 per cent. of the immigrants coming 
here are diseased-that they are suffering from 
consumption or some other disease which they 
acquired before leaving England. I know myself 
that many of thPm are (!Oing straight to the hos
pitals of the colony after they arriYe here, and 
I know also that even lunatics-persons who 
were lunatics before they left England-have 
been arriving here; so that it is evident there 
is something very lax in connection with the 
conduct of the Immigration Department. I 
believe myself that the wrong is at the other end
in England ; but that there is something wrong 
there cannot be the slightest doubt. I do not 
know whether the Government are aware of it 
or not. I do not know whether thev have 
an appointed medical officer to look after the 
emigrants that are sent out, but if they 
have he ha~ certainly been carrying out his 
duty in a very slovenly and bad manner. I have 
been informed that 300 passengers who had to 
come out to the colony to fill a certain ship were 
put aboard in less than half-an-hour, and were 
examined in that time-shoved on like a flock of 
sheep through a gate. That is the way people 
are brought out here, and that is the way we 
suffer. I am not making a rush statement, 
because I have got this on very good authority. 
I do not intend, Thfr. Speaker, to make a long speech, 
but there were two or three matters that I could not 
allow to pass without giving an opinion upon them. 
The last paragraph of the Speech I consider 
the most important, as it refers to the conserva
tion of water. There is no doubt that the day 
will soon come when this country will ha Ye to go 
in for water conservation on a very large scale. 
The day will also come when we shall have to take 
up the question of irrigation. \Ve can pass all 
the Land Acts we like, and dispose of the land 
as much as we like, but we can never settle the 
people on the land until we generally adopt a 
ByHtein of irrigation. The experience \Ve have 
had of the climate of Queenslancl is sufficient to 
show us that there is not the slightest chance of 
settling the millions of people that tbe colony is 
capable of receiving until a system of irrigation 
is introduced. I ha,·e read with much interest 
lately the reports of the hydraulic engineer 
whom the Victorian Government sent to America 
-or rather, not his reports, but the reports of the 
gentleman whom one of the Thlelbourne papers 
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sent with him. It appears that in a number 
of the districts they have visited the climate 
and the average rainfall are almost similar 
to those of certain parts of Queensland, and 
I feel convinced that if we would go in for 
irrigation the value of the la,nd would be greatly 
enhanced. If we had passed th" last ten-million 
loan for irrigation purposes it would have 
enhanced the value of land in Queensland more 
than anything else. I do not know that I need 
say anything farther. There appeared to me 
one or two matters of too much importance to 
allow them to pass unnoticed. 

Mr. MAOF ARLANE stcid : The hon. gentle
man who has just sat clown has ailoptecl his 
usual tactics in reference to Rockhampton and 
the Central districts. He reminds me very much 
of the Parnellites in Ireland. They get a great 
deal this year, and yet come for more the next 
year. \Vhy, llockhampton is the most pam
pered town in the whole of the colony ! I have 
no hesitation in saying that the tactics adopted 
by its represenbtives have been very succes<ful. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: The insurances are 
lower. 

Mr. ::\IAOFARLANE: I do not know what 
the hon. member means. 

Mr. ::'\fOREHEAD : I am stating a fact. 
Mr. MAOF ARLANE : Well, I do not under

stand what it means. I may refer to a remark 
made by the hon. gentleman who just now 
interrupted me. He has said that hon. members 
on this side of the House were like a lot of dumb 
dogs who did nothing else but warm the cushions. 
In reply, I may say that there is a good deal of 
the little parrot about hon. gentlemen on the 
other side, who keep on coo-cooing, and indulge 
in a good deal of repetition. I think it is far 
better that a member who has nothing to say 
should warm th" cmhions rather than get up and 
talk a lot of balderdash. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Why do you not follow 
yom· own advice? 

Mr. MAOFARLANE: The hon. member is 
evidently not a believer in the saying that 
speech is silver and silence is golden. \V e fre
quently hear the rolling of the hon. member's 
silvery tones because he believes in talking; but 
it would please the House much better if we 
had some of his golden notes of silence. There 
is not much, Mr. Speaker, in the Governor's 
Speech to bring out very great enthusiasm. It 
certainly has not had that effect either on this 
side or the other, and I must confess that there is 
as little in it as I have seen in any speech for 
the last seven years. \V e therefore need not be 
surprised that there was little warmth of feeling 
exhibited on the other side, because there is very 
little to get up steam about. The leader of the 
Opposition, in speaking of the Land Bill, said 
that that Bill was condemned by all parties. He 
said it was condemned by the Press of the Darling 
Downs and in fact generally condemned. N ow,that 
remark has had more to do in bringing me to my 
feet than anything else. I deny that the Land 
Bill passed last session is generally condemned. 
It is not ; and if we were to take a vote of the 
colony at the present time we should find that 
the people lutve just as much faith in it as 
when it was passing through. So far as I am 
concerned, I have just as much faith in the 
Land Bill as I had when I did all I could to 
pass it through its various stages last year. It is very 
true that up to the present thne the L11nd Board 
has not been a great succPss, but I do not think 
it would be hir in this case to condemn them 
for the way they have managed their business. 
They were not given a fair start. The principle 
of survey before selection was adopted, and there 
was a demand for land. They were conse-

quently placed in a dilemma. This is what 
I blame the Land Board for. They should 
not, as they did, have thrown open what 
land they had, but waited until they were 
ready, they threw open land that had been pre
viously rejectell over and over again, and conse
quently peopl~ would not have it. ~d they had 
wan tee! to make a good impression, and magnify 
the importance of the Land Act, they would have 
waited until they had sufficient land from the 
divided runs to satisfy the demands of the 
people. They have not satisfied the demands of 
the selectors; and I think it was bad judg
ment to throw open bad land when they 
ought to have waited until they had such land 
at their disposal as would have provided for 
all classes. A little more business tact on the 
part of the Government in instructing the Land 
Board would have averted the mistakes that 
have been maQ.e. The hon. member for 
Townsville last night made a few remarks 
with reference to the Land Act. He said 
something to the effect that the Premier had 
brought the Bill forward for party purposes. 
That Land Act will yet, I believe, be considered 
by the people of the colony as an Act to benefit all 
classes of the community ; and I believe that in 
after years, when it has begun to work, and 
when revenue begins to come in from it, it will 
be generally admitted that one of the wisest 
Land Acts ever passed in this colony was passed 
in 11384. \Vith the hon. members for Rock
hampton and Townsville, I agree that the last 
clause in the Speech is one of the most important 
-that is, with regard to the conservation of 
water. That is an old friend; it comes up 
almost every year, no matter which party is in 
power. The promise is continually being made, 
but somehow or other it is never carded 
into execution. \Vhy that is so I really 
cannot understand. A g·ood supply of water is 
admitted to be one of the things most urgently 
required in this colony, and yet it is not 
attended to. I trust that will no longer be the 
case, and that the Government will have time 
this session to carry through a Bill dealing with 
the conservation of water. Another promised 
measure is a Bill dealing with the reform of the 
liquor traffic, and local option. I speak of this 
because the hon. member for Townsville last 
night, who evidently does not know very much 
about local option, expressed a hope that it 
would be thrown out. If that hon. gentleman 
has any idett of becoming a member of the next 
Parliament he had better alter his tactics with 
reference to local option. We are all here by 
the local option of the constituencies we repre
sent, and any candidate who will dare to deny to 
the electors the right of local option will very 
likely find himself outside the House when 
the time comes that he wants to get into it. 
'There is local option and local option. I may 
say that I do not know anything about the 
new Bill that is to be brought in. If it is 
anything like the one in New South \V ales it 
will be as great a failure here as that has been 
there. But I have a better opinion of our 
Government: I believe they understand better 
what local option means, and will introduce such 
a Bill as will satisfy the people by giving them 
power to veto public-houses in th~ir own districts 
if they feel disposed to do so. It is simply local 
opinion carried into effect. I was struck with a 
remark of the Colonial Treasurer last night, in 
replying to Sir '.f. Mcilwraith, with regard to 
the revenue and expenditure Qf the colony for 
the past year. He said that an income of nearly 
£3,000,000 had been raised from a population of 
:300,000, and asked us to eo m pare that with the 
income and population of the other colonies. \V ell, 
such a comparison shows that we are a long way 
ahead of them ; but it must be remembered that, 
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if our income is larger in proportion than that 
of other colonies, so also is our expenditure. 
If the expenditure of New South IV ales were at 
the same rate per head as that of Queensland it 
would amount to £10,000,000. I trust that in 
his forthcoming Estimates the hon. g·entleman 
will do his best to meet his expenditure by his 
income. It tells tremendously against a colony 
when its expenditure exceeds its income ; and 
although we have nothing very grave to fear, yet 
as one who has always stood here and mainktined 
that our expenditure was a! ways too great, that 
we were too liberal, I maintain that the Colonial 
Treasurer should strain every nerve to make his 
expenditure trtlly with his income. If we expend 
£100,000 more than we rec('ive there is some
thing wrong, and that something requires to 
be righted ; and it can only be righted by 
members of the House setting their faces against 
all unnecesse1ry expenditure and keeping it 
down. There are a few members on the cross
benches on both sides who have always set 
their faces against unnecessary expenditure, and 
I should not be sorry to see them form a third 
party so as to check any Treasurer or Minister 
from increasing his expenditure at such a gallop
ing pace as we have seen in the past. I know 
some hon. members think I am going too far in 
this respect, but if a business man were to spend 
in 1884 the profits he made in 1883 he would be 
going to the bad. I say we have been going to 
the bad this last year, and the Colonial Treasurer 
would have done better, when he saw how 
things were going, even to have sold a little 
more land, so as to square his Financial State
ment-I do not mean ''cooking" it, but for the 
purpose of keeping faith with the public; 
because people outside, who only see the broad 
fact that the expenditure has exceeded the 
ncome, come to the conclusion that we are going 

behind. I do not think the Liberal Government 
is any more to blame than the Conservative Gov
ernment, but there is always a disposition in a 
Liberal Government-I have noticed it especially 
in this colony-that if the money comes well in 
they like to see it go well out-they will spend it 
if they get it. It will be far better to keep down 
our expenditure so as to prevent the necessity 
for any fresh taxation. Another of the measures 
mentioned in the Speech is a Bill to amend and 
put a limit to the operation of the Pacific 
Isla~iders Act of 1880. I hope we shall be 
able to carry such a Bill as that into law. 
I have always been in favour of this measure 
from the time I had first the honour of a seat in 
this House. I have always advocated putting a 
limit to the incoming of kanakas, and I believe 
it will be far better for the sugar-planters in 
the North that the thing should be completely 
stopped. They will then know where they are, 
and how to plan for the future. I am very glad 
indeed that this Bill is promised, and I hope it 
will pass. ~With these few remarks I shall give 
way to any other gentleman who wishes to 
address the House. 

Mr. CHUBB said: Mr. Speaker,-Iagreewith 
my friend, the hon. member for Mackay, that 
this is one of those occasions upon which it is 
the duty of hon. members to express their views 
upon the administration of the Government 
during the recess, and also upon the subjects 
which are shadowed forth in the addresg of His 
Excellency. I believe it is the function of the 
Opposition to criticise, and criticise fairly, the 
acts of the Government. At the same time I do 
not think it is the function of the Opposition to 
offer blind and unreasoning opposition to every
thing the Government has done or proposes to 
do. Nor can I say at once that I am prepared 
to crmdemn all that the Government have 
shadowed forth in the Speech, and whttt they 
have done during the recess. With some of their 

actions I agree to a certain extent ; others I do 
not believe in. I will therefore run through the 
several matters I propose to touch upon. I am 
suffering from a severe cold, and do not feel able 
to say much or talk for very long. To deal with 
the matters seriatim, I at once indorse and 
cordially approve of the action taken by the 
leader of the Government in reference to the 
war scare ; but I regret very much that, owing 
to the vacillation of the English Cabinet, such 
a scare ever arose. I am glad to know that the 
gentlemen to whom we owe all that has taken 
place have given place to another set of rulers, 
and possibly the trouble that would have been 
likely to have arisen under the administration 
of 1\ir. Gladstone is likely to be permanently 
removed, or, at any rate, for a long time, 
by Lord Salisbury, tbe gentleman who fuas 
succeeded him. ·with regard to the offer of 
men and arms made by the colony of New 
South 'Wales to the mother-country, it is signi
ficant that we have not had the opinion of the 
Premier or any member of the Government 
as to the propriety of that action. Not a single 
member on the Treasury benches has expressed 
his opinion as to whether that was a right thing or 
a wrong thing, althnugh the leader of the Opposi
tion has not failed to express his views. I con
sider it to have been an unconstitutional action, 
though at the same time it was a bold and 
patriotic one. I do not think that it should 
have been undertaken without the sanction of 
the Legislature of New South Wales. It has 
precipitated the Australian colonies into the 
arena of foreign politics, and no doubt we have 
attracted the eyes of European nations to our 
wealth >tnd position. However, it devolves upon 
us, now that attention has been drawn to us, to 
prepare for defence. I have said, JYir. Speaker, 
that the action of the Government of New South 
Wales in sending a contingent to the Soudan 
without the sanction of Parliament was uncon
stitutional, and so it was. Their action should 
have had the immediate ratification of Parlia
ment. Speaking, therefore, as one who believes in 
the Constitution, the action must be condemned ; 
but as an Australian, one must express one's 
admiration of it and also a hope that if similar 
circumstances arise again the same action will 
be taken, not only by New South \V ales but by 
other colonies as well. Now, sir, His Excel
lency has told us that this action will have 
the effect of bringing the Australian colonies 
"conspicuously into notice throughout the civil
ised world, and drawing closer the bond of union 
between them and Great Britain." I think we were 
entitled, and that the Government of New South 
Wales were entitled, to have the opinioN of 
Ministers upon the action taken by the Govern
ment of New South \V ales. If we are looking for
ward to federation of the colonies it is only right 
that one Government should express their view of 
the action taken by another Australian Govern
ment in a matter which was of vital consequence 
to all Australia. I think it would be scarcely 
fair for the Government to abstain from giving 
public expression in this House to their opinion 
of the action of the Government of New South 
\V ales in sending troops to the Soudan ; but as 
yet not a single Minister has said whether he 
approves of it or not. \Vith reference to the 
state of affairs in New Guinea, it is very much 
to be regretted that Her Majesty's Government 
did not act in a more determined way, and by 
their prompt action have secured the sovereignty of 
the whole island, instead of the paltry half-Guinea 
which the G!adstone Government have left us. 
I was sorry to hear the Colonial Treasurer stig
matise the action of the late Government in 
reference to the annexation of New GuiRea as a 
fillibustering expedition. That action has had 
the approval of every other Governm~nt in 
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Australia, and I regret that it should have 
remained for our political opponents-at least, 
for some of our political opponents--to stigma
tise it as a fillibustering expedition. That action 
was tltken from purely patriotic motives ; it was 
taken from a desire to secure the shores of these 
colonie,-of Queensland especially-against the 
aggression of any foreign power which might 
settle in New Guinea. \Vhat may happen in the 
future none of us can tell. Suffice it to say 
that Germany has now settled in New Guinea. 
If the time should ever come that a rupture will 
tltke place between Great Britain and her colonies 
and Germany, we may then feel the effects of 
the policy of the Government of :iVlr. Gladstone. 
\Vith reference to the Commission of Inquiry into 
the case of the natives who were brought from 
New Guinea, I think that it was a very proper 
step for the Government to take to appoint that 
Commission. It was a very proper step indeed, 
and I have no fault to find with the report, but 
I do object to the constitution of the Commission. 
I am not going to say a word against the personal 
honour of any gentleman appointed on that 
Commission. :Mr. Kinnaird Rose I know 
slightly, and I have nothing to say against 
him. ]\[r, Milman, the police magistrate of 
Cooktown, was a man who should not have been 
placed on that Commission. He had taken an 
active part in connection with the islanders in 
the "Forest King " case ; he had also been mixed 
up in other matters relative to this labour trade, 
and I think that it would have been better for 
the Government to have left him out. That 
he gave a fair judgment I believe, and so with 
respect to the hon. member for Bulimba, 
but we know that that gentleman is a 
determined supporter of the pre•;ent Adminis
tration, and that his public utterances-in 
fact, almost his daily utterances-display a 
most uncompromising opposition to coloured 
labour of any kind. He must, therefore, have 
a prejudice in that direction, and under those 
circumstances it was a most unfortunate thing 
that he should have been placed on the Com
mission. I have read the report of the Com
missioners, and to-day I read a small portion 
of the evidence ; but apart from that report 
and apart from the evidence, I believe, 
from my own knowledge of other cases, 
that a great many of the islanders brought 
here did not understand the nature of their 
agreement; and I say so for this reason, that 
when certain cases were brought before the 
Snpreme Court recently there was apparently 
nobody-not even the interpreters who were 
on the ship when they were obtained-to be 
found who could communicate with some of 
the islanders who were called as witnesses. I 
have no doubt, therefore, that many of the 
men were not acquainted with the nature of 
their agreement. At the same time the evi
dence given by these natives through the 
interpreters-I notice two interpreters whose 
names I will mention, Cago and Toiameena 
-was most unsatisfactory. Those interpreters 
were interpreters in the " Hopeful " case, and 
their manner of interpreting the evidence of 
the natives at the trial was most unsatisfactory. 
The jury were satisfied, but it was unsatisfac
tory ; many times the interpreters were unable 
to communicate with the natives, and very 
often could give no answer at all. I recollect 
one case in which one of the witne,ses distinctly 
swore that a boy w>ts shot thro<Igh the breast 
and that he saw the bullet-hole in his back. In 
his evidence before the Commission that witness 
stated that the bov was shot in the back. 

The PRE:'.fiER : That was another affair
another murder. 

Mr. CHUBB : If my recollection serves me 
aright, it was the same occasion, The boys told 

different stories, but in the main I believe their 
story was true, and that they had no rettl know
ledge of the nature of their agreement. I have 
therefore no fault to find with the Government 
for their determination to ,;end those boys back, 
and under the circumstances I think they can 
do no other th:m offer the planters compensa
tion-full compensation. If the planters are not 
morally responsible for the action of the Gov
ernment >tgents and their own agents on board 
the vessels, then if they are to receive compen
sation at all it must be in full. It is impos
sible tu draw a line. It is quite true, as His 
Excellency points out in his Address, that 
the master of the vessel is formally and nomi
nally the agent of the planter; the Act makes 
him so. The acts of the master of the vessel 
are legally the acts of his employers; but it 
must not be forgotten that tl1e Gove'rnment send 
with each vessel an officer of their own, whose 
duty it is to see that the boys. are. properly re
cruited, and when the boys arnve m the colony 
there is another Government officer whose duty 
it is to satisfy himself by personal examination 
of the natives that they thoroughly understand 
the nature of their agreements. Now, sir, these 
hoys referred to in the Address could not have 
been landed unless both the Government agent 
on board the vessel and the Inspector of 
Polynesians in Queensland had certified that 
they understood the nature of their agreements. 
That being so, the planters are morally absolved 
from responsibility, and the compensa.tion which 
this House will be asked to give should be 
made full and complete. In this connection I 
may say that I am glad to see that the Gov
ernment are about to introduce a Bill to put 
an end to this traffic. It is a pity it was not 
done even so late as two years ago, when the 
present Government took office, and when they 
were invited from this side of the House to 
bring in a Bill to stop it. Of course it will 
be retorted upon us that we ought to have 
done it, but two wrongs do not make a right. 
Even if we were wrong in not doing it, the 
Government were still more wrong when they 
knew of these abuses in not putting a stop to 
the traffic. The Colonial Secretary says it was 
after they took office that they first became 
aware of these abuses; then that was the time 
to take action. If any attempt is made by the 
Government to carry out this programme, so far 
as putting a limit to this traffic is concerned, 
it will have my support. \Vith regard to the 
Crown Lahds Act of 1884, I am inclined to think 
that sufficient time has not elapsed to give it a 
fair trial. I do not believe in the Act, which I 
belie,-e will eventually turn out an excellent one 
for the pastoral tenant, and not a g;)od one 
for the selector; but inasmuch as the country 
has passed the Act, and a majority ·of this 
House has made it law, I do not think that three 
months is sufficient time to give it a fair trial. 
I believe the Act will be a failure, but I am not 
prepared to condemn the Government until we 
see how far they are going to make their prog
nostications true. At the same time, I think 
they are to blame for not making provision for the 
loss of revenue that would take place before the 
Act came into successful working. \Vith regard 
to the promised measure for additional repre
sentation, it iR one which has been wanted for a 
long time ; and I hope the Government will give 
the North the additional representation to which 
it is entitled. 

The PREMIER : The Bill is on the table. 
Mr. CHUBB : I think it was decidedly unfair 

of the Premier and the Colonial Treasurer to 
level a charge against this side of the House of 
attempting nefarionsly to damage the success of 
the loan. At first I was inclined to think that 
no charge was intended, but that it was simply 
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an expression of opinion by those hon. gentlemen 
-that they were carried away by their feelings, 
and fastened on this as an excuse to account for 
the loan not h,wing been so successful as the 
Victorian loan. But I ha\ e changed my opinion; 
and I think that, while the charge is not made 
in direct language, it is 1nade by innuendo and 
insinuation. I base my opinion ,;n this : Y ester
day the Colonial Treasurer was asked if the 
Govern1nent lva,s in pos:5ession of any infornla
tion leading to the identification of the writer of 
the letters referred to, and the deliberate answer 
he gave was-

" No; but there is reason to believe that they were 
written by politir:tl Ol)ponents of the 11rc'"'·ent Govern
ment, and not by persons interested in tinance." 
Now, sir, the political opponents of the present 
Government are on this side of the Home, or 
ought to be. 

'fhe PREMIER : Thev arc not all m the 
House. · 

Mr. CHUBB : They are represented in the 
House, and must he connected in some way, 
either by sympathy or otherwise, with the mem
bers on this side. It was unfair and undig· 
nified, and there were not the slightest grounds 
for insinuating that members, or the politic:tl 
opponents of the Government, had anything to 
do with that charge. I repudiate it entirely, 
and I am quite sure every member on this 
side does so also; hut it is very easy to supply 
the reason ; it is this-there was a commonplace 
attempt to rig the market in order to so depreciate 
the loan that it might be sold at a lower price 
than it would otherwise have fetched. It was 
simply an attempt to make money. Surely, if 
the attempt had been made hy the political 
supporters of the Opposition their references to 
the Government would have been much hroader; 
hut there is no reference to the Government 
except that mentioned by the Colonial Treasurer, 

The PREMIER : Yes, there is. They said 
the loan was to make railways for the supporters 
of the Government in small places. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : It is quite true. 
Mr. CHUBB : Assuming that is so, does the 

hon. member say that it is not true ? 
The PREMIER : Yes. 
Mr. CHUBB: It may not he true in the 

sense in which it is expressed, hut it is true 
as a fact that railways are promised in all the 
electorates which are represented by sup
porters of the present Government. You may 
twist the words as much as you like, but 
the fact remains. That is the most natnral 
thing to he seized on by any money-jobber 
determined to make money by depreciating our 
loan. Financial agents at home are well ac
quainted with the colony. They know all our 
proceedings. They see our newspapers, and they 
know what is going on in Queensland as well, if 
not better, than we do ourselves, and it is very easy 
to get enough facts to formulate their charges or 
ground their attempts to damage the colony. There 
was no attempt made by any members on this side 
of the House, or knowingly, anyoftheirsupporters, 
and there is no evidence of 'such a nature; but 
there is abundant evidence to show that it was 
a pure commonplace attempt to rig the market. 
I notice that the Speech says that various public 
works that are sanctioned have been pushed for· 
ward with expedition. I wish I could say that 
statement was accurate, because there is one public 
work sanctioned by this House which has not been 
pushed forward with any expedition at all. I 
allude to the railway from Bowen to Haughton. 
That railway has been sanctioned by this House 
to this extent : it has been included in the Loan 
Act, the money has been voted for it, and 
borrowed, and has been lying in the Treasury for 

two years, and there remains. That pul_Jlic work 
has certainly not been pushed forward w1th expe
dition; and I can only say that considering the 
Government, through their mouthpiece, the 
:\Iinister for \Vnrks, told my constituency they 
would give them another railway in place of it 
at once, I was surprised he did not, at the 
beginning of the session, lay on the table 
the plans of a section of the pet railway 
he has substituted for the first one this House 
sttnctionecl. I am informed on good authority 
that the Parliamentary plans of fifty miles of 
that railway are ready, and that there is nothing 
to prevent Parliament being asked to sanction 
the construction of that section if it is the in ten· 
tion of the Government to go on with it. 
I am told-and we have Hcmsard as an authority 
-that the hon. gentleman in charge of the 
\Vorks Department stated that he intended to 
make that line under any circumstances-the 
line which was going westward-the limit not 
being mentioned; hut I am given to understand 
that he intends to take no step till he ascertains 
the result of certain coal-boring operations on 
the Bowen River. If that is the case, I can only 
say that the constituency I represent has been 
very much misled, for I was informed that the 
hon. gentleman promised them that railway 
without any conditions at all. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS; No. 

Mr. CHUBB : I can only express my surprise 
that if the Government are really sincere in 
their public works policy, for which they obtained 
authority for a loan of £10,000,000, they have not 
tabled the plans of that railway already. But I 
have not much hope of seeing the line, for which 
money has been already voted. Therefore I 
cannot agree with that part of the Speech which 
says that public works are being pushed forward 
with all expedition. I know several other works 
for which money has been voted hut which have 
not been carried out. Nothing has been done yet 
towards the court-house at Charters Towers, 
hut possibly the Attorney·General may have 
something to say about that. I have not had 
the opportunity of going further north than 
Bowen during the recess, but I understand from 
the hon. member for Rockhampton that there 
are many works promised in his district hut not 
carriedout-therehave been plenty of promises no 
thicker than piecrust. It was said by the leader 
of the Opposition on Tuesday night, refer
ring to the speech of the ban. member for 
Fassifern, that he was very much hampered by 
the ten-million loan, inasmuch as· the public 
works policy of the Government was complete 
for the next three or five years, and it would 
he impossible to raise any furtherfunds hy way of 
loan for other necessary public works. The Premier 
re)Judiated the suggestion, and said it was not likely 
that members were held together in that way
that there was no chain round them, because the 
public works were already sanctioned. So was 
the Bowen line, hut it has been put off. What 
is easier than for the Government, if they wish 
to retain the support of their followers, to delay 
the construction of a public work sanctioned, or 
to get up an agitation in respect to rival routes, 
and so put the thing off from year to year and 
not do it at all, or only at the last moment when 
they find it absolutely necessary to obtain 
support? J ndging by their action with regard to 
one railway it is quite possible and not improbable 
that they may do the same in regard to others, 
more especially when they find it necessary to 
give some excuse to members on their own side 
of the House, in order to retain their su]Jport 
during the present Parliament. There is no 
necessity to give any excuse for treating Opposi
tion members in that way. I say it undoubtedly 
does hamper members in the free criticism they 
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may be inclined to offer on the policy of the Gov
ernment, :tnd that it is unconstitutional to vote 
money which can never be spent during the 
lifetime of the present Administration ; to 
hamper their supporters and also to hamper 
the succeeding Government; and the evil 
which has been done will yet be felt. 
With reference to the measures which are 
promised for consideration this session, there are 
some, I believe, to be useful and necessary. I 
suppose the Bill "for facilitating sales, leases, 
:tnd other dispositions of settled land, and for 
promoting the execution of improvements there
on," will be an adaptation of the J<~nglish Act 
of 1882, and that the one "to consolidate and 
amend the laws relating to justices of the peace" 
will be an adaptation of the Summary J nris
diction Act of 1879~both Imperirtl Acts which 
have worked very well, anrl will be very !Heful 
here. \Vith regar<l to the Bill to amend the 
liquor laws, I shall certainly give some support to 
it. On that subject, sir, I hold views some shat 
in accord'tnce with those of the hon. member· for 
Ipswich. I am not prepared to go so far, per
haps, as he is, but I believe that the liquor law 
does require amendment. I believe that pn blic
houses should be shut on Sundays, at any rate in 
large cities, and I believe that there should be a 
prohibition against the employment of barmaids 
in public-houses. 

HoNOURABr,E MEMBERS : \Vhat ! Oh ! 
Mr. CHUBB : And there are other matters 

that require amendment. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : Amend the liquor! 
Mr. CHUBB : I do not care whether the 

liquor is amended or not. It clues not trouble 
me very much. It is certainly time that the 
present law was amended, and I think some 
very efficient amendments ca,n be made in the 
administration of the liquor traffic. I do not 
think it is a good thing to see the liquor revenue 
of the colony increasing every year. No rloubt 
it brings in revenue, and no doubt it is considered 
an impolitic thing to offend the publicans, hut I 
believe, sir, in maintaining the welfare of the 
colony, and in regard to that measure I shall 
certainly do all I can to amend the existing law. 
I am rather curious to see the last Bill men
tioned:~ 

"A Bill to make provision for Regulating the Tndth 
of Streets and IJnnes, and to prevent the Subdivision or 
Land in such a manner as to be Injurious to the Public 
Health." 

\Vhether that proposes to place a minimum on 
the size of allotments~whether they are not 
going to :tllow any more 16-perch allotments~ 
remains to be seen ; but it seems to me very 
much like locking the door after the steed is 
stolen to bring in a Bill of this kind. I have 
been told, sir, that there are as many 16-perch 
allotments in Brisba-ne and its immediate neigh
bourhood as would if built on carry a popubtion 
of something like 2,000,000. Perhaps there will 
be some provision in the Bill to consolidate these 
16-perch allotments and to re~ell them to persons 
who will hold them in blocks of not less than two 
or three acres. If so, it will be a very good Bill. 
At any rate it will send up the price of large 
blocks of land, and may be a very good thing for 
the land-jobbers. I hope that something will 
be done with reference to the supply and conser
vation of water. The report of the Engineer in 
charge of that department is very encouraging. 
I think a great de•:tl of good work has been done 
during the past year, and I hope that more 
will be done, because, unless water is plenti
fully supplied in outlying places, a lar[(e 
extent of country will be unfit for settle
ment. I am sorry, sir, to see that although 
the revenue is increasing in one sense it is not 
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increasing in proportion to our expenditure. I 
do not think it is a good thing to see that our 
expenditure has exceeded our revenue by nearly 
£100,000. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : That was 
explained last night. 

Mr. CHUBB : One item that I wish to allude 
to especially is st~tmp duty. A large sum has 
been received under that head, and I do not 
think it shows a sound or prosperous state of 
thing-s. I think it shows that there has been a 
large amount of unwholesome speculation in 
land. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : It may be accounted for 
by the frequent change of Postmaster-General. 

1\fr. CHUBB: I think, sir, if you want 
evidence of commercial morality, or wish to draw 
a parallel as to the attempt made to damage our 
loan, you have only to look at the commercial 
morality that exists here in connection with 
the land syndicates. I know some cases in which 
they have invited their friends to a picnic, and en
deavoured to sell them, at very largely increased 
prices, land which they had bought for a nominal 
sum. That was to their own personal friends. 
That, sir, may be considered an honest transac
tion, but if that kind of morality exists in Queens
land~and I know that it does-in fact I know 
some gentlemen who hold their heads very high, 
who have been connected with such transac
tions~ I say if that sort of morality exists here, 
we do not need to go very far to find a similar 
kind of morality amongst the financial agents in 
London who wanted to rig the market in order 
to reduce the price of our loan. I think there 
will be no difficulty in finding it there. I have 
now reviewed the several matters dealt with in the 
i::lpeech. I trust we shall soon have some of these 
measures p!:tced before us for consideration ; 
and, as far as I am able, I will do my best to 
assist in carrying into law those matters which I 
consider beneficial to the colony, while, on the 
other hand, tho'e which I do not approve of will 
have my most determined opposition. 

The ATTORNEY- GENERAL (Hon. A. 
Rutledge) said: Mr. Speaker,~! did not intend 
to take any part in this debate, but my hon. 
friend the member for Bowen having spoken, 
he is entitled to the courtesy of a reply; and 
in reply to the speech which he has just 
delivered I shall endeavour to make as few ob
servations as possible. Beginning with that 
part of the hon. gentleman's speech which 
was the subject of the last observations he 
made, I would say that I do not think there 
has been any such attempt made on this side 
of the House to insinuate anything against 
the personal honour of members sitting on the 
Opposition benches a-S has been supposed by 
some hon. gentlemen. As far as I am personally 
concerned, the idea of anything political being 
connected with the attack made upon the 
Queensland loan was suggested by a paragraph 
I saw in the Brisbcme Cou?·ie?' which referred 
to a telegram, or rather a cablegram, that 
appeared in the Sydney Mornin,q Hemld stating 
that the Queensland loan had been made the 
subject of a political attack, or that an attempt 
had been made to damage it by political oppo
nents of the present Gove!'nment. That was 
the idea evidently entertained in London by 
those who had charge of the telegraph wires ; 
and that having been the message deli
berately cabled out to New South \Vales, and 
it being thought by the Cou1·ier to be of sufficient 
importance to give it a place in its columns, I 
do not think hon. gentlemen who sit here can 
be accused or ought to be accused of levelling 
insinua,tions a,gainst hon, members of any 
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political party, by accepting that statement as 
containing within it a certain amount of truth. 
There is no reason why any members of this 
House should attribute to themselves-as though 
they were the only political opponents of the 
present Government-statements of the character 
that hrwe been made as to the attempt to 
damage the Queenslaml lo"n by political 
opponents of the present Government. If it 
be true that the only reason why there was 
an attempt made to injure the Queensland loan 
was that certain speculati 1•e individuals wished 
to enrich themselves by depreciating the loan 
beforehand, that they might afterwards be able 
to sell a considerable portion of the stock which 
they had purchased at '" cheap rate under the in
fluence of the fears which their falsehoods had 
engendered, how comes it to pass that the same 
tactics have not been employer! in reference to the 
loans that have been floated by the other colonies? 
"\Ye know that New Zealand is a very heavily 
taxed colony. \Ye know what they have been 
doing in the shape of large expenditure for rail
ways and other public works. \Ye know what 
Victoria has been doing in the same direction. 
Is it not notorious that the Government of Victoria 
has been largely influencing the votes of members 
of the Legislature by means of rail ways constructed 
to the electorates of faithful supporters of the 
Government? Yet there was no attempt made 
in regard to the loan of Victoria, and it is singu
lar, to say the least of it, that attempts of this 
nature should only have been made in respect of 
the Queen>land loan. 'fhe hon. gentleman made 
reference in his speech to the alleged fact that 
there was a suspicion of truth in the allegation 
that was made by the enemies of Queensland, 
inasmuch as the Government were proposing to 
construct lines of railway to the electorates 
represented by many of their supporters. \V ell, 
of course it does happen that in the majority 
of instances the rail ways are to be made in 
or to or through electorates which are repre
sented by Government supporters ; but that 
simply arises from the fact that the great 
majority of members of this House happen to be 
sitting on the Government side of the House ; 
and if that is so it surely is not a very strange 
thing that the majority of lines proposed to be 
constructed should be lines to electorates repre
sented by Government supporters. But it is 
a fact that there are lines proposed to be 
constructed to the electorates of members who 
sit on the Opposition benches. Is not one of 
the most important lines proposed to be con
structed-the line to St. George-a place repre
sented by the hon. member for Balonne? Is there 
not also a line proposed to be constructed to Emu 
Park-a place represented by the hon. member 
for Rockhampton ? Has there not been an 
arrangement made for constructing a line from 
Cloncnrry to the Gulf, which is in the Burke 
electorate? Why, I maintain that, considering 
the proportion of members who sit on this 
side and the proportion who sit on the other 
side, the allotment of loan money has been 
as fair as could possibly be devised. Then 
again, this is quite irrespective of the proposal 
to carry lines further west, one of which will 
run into the electorate of the hon. member for 
"\V arrego and another to the electorate of the 
hon. member for Gregory. The hon. member 
who has just Sttt down made reference to a matter 
that was touched upon by the hon. member for 
Mackay-the amount of expenditure that has 
taken place in the North, as compared with 
the South. The hon. member for :Mackay 
last night informed the House that the only 
amount of money that had been voted for public 
works in the northern part of the colony, 
exclusive of the ten-million loan authorised 
last session, was £1,9134,778. I am not prepared 

to challenge the hon. member's figures, but 
the hon. member forgot to inform the House 
that those figures solely represent the amount 
opecifically appropriated in various Loan Acts 
to public works in the North. But in all Loan 
Acts since the very formation of the colony 
a large sum of money has been appropriated 
to the purpose of public roads, bridges, the 
exten~ion of telegraph, h 1,.rbour workR, loans 
to municipalities, waterworks, etc., and during 
the whole of the existence of Queensland some 
millions of money had been appropri,ted on 
different Loe~n Acts to those several purposes, 
and the Northern districts have participated in 
the expenditure not included in the £1,964,778. 
And what is the fact in regard to the late loan? 
Let the deficiencies of particular Governments 
be what they may, what is the fact with regard 
to that loan? v\T e find that a little short of ten 
millions has been authorised, and of th"'t total 
amount we find £1,625,000 has been appropriated 
for Northern railways ttlone. And there are also 
various public works authorised-such as loans 
to local bodies, the extension of the telegraph, 
and improvement of harbours and rivers, in 
which the North will also participate, and 
of which theN orth will get a very large share. 
The case of Bowen has been cited by the 
hon. member for 1Iackay and the hon. mem
ber for Bowen, and I may say that when I 
was returned for the constituency which I have 
the honour to represent it was a question that 
was very much talked about. I may say that at 
that time I had very strong feelings on the question. 
I felt that there was an injustice being done to 
the constituency th"'t I represent and to other 
parts of the interior by reason of the fact that 
goods had to be taken out of ships lying in 
Cleveland Bay, brought up Ross Creek, and 
carted a long distance to the railway station. This 
was a great injustice, and I felt that, unless some
thing was done to remedy the evil, it would be 
an improper thing not to construct the line by 
way of Haughton Gap. In fact, unless I could 
have seen some way by which deep water could 
have been reached, I should have made it a 
condition when accepting a position in the Gov
ernment. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : \Vhy, you asked for it. 
Mr. STEVENSON: You implored to be 

taken in. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I had very 

strong convictions on the point, bnt when I 
mentioned the matter to the Minister for "\Vorks 
he told me that he himself was neutral on 
the question of the Haughton Gap route, and 
that he would suspend all action until he had 
gone over the g-round. He said he would 
make it his business to see whether there was 
a justification for the construction of the line, 
and he told me at the same time it was his 
intention to extend the line of railway from the 
present terminus at Townsville down to the 
jetty. Now, the hon. gentleman fulfilled his 
promise. He went up north, but before he 
went a deputation came down from Bowen. 
They waited upon him as well as upon 
myself and others, and I said then that, in 
view of the fact that there was a main line of 
railway about to be taken to deep water, unless 
it could be shown that there was a possibility of 
additional traffic in the neighbourhood of Bowen 
-unless the deputation could show that there 
would be a certain amount of local traffic by 
reason of the existence of good land which would 
be opened to >ettlement thereby-it would not be 
a fair thing to construct a line by way of Haughton 
Gap. The deputation that came from Bowen 
assured me that upon that fact rested their 
claim. They said, "\Ve rest our claim upon this: 
that there is sufficient good land between Bowen 
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n,nd Huughton Gn,p to wn,rmnt the construction 
of the line, quite n,part from the existence of the 
interior tmffic." The Minister for Works was 
ubout to tuke the line to deep water, and thereby 
remedy the great grieYance complained of. I 
saw then that the construction of a line to 
Haughton Gap wonld mean that sixty miles of '"1-
ditionn,l carriage would have been entailed upon >ell 
commoditie.s that were forwarded to the sea-co"st, 
and m>less there was a local traffic the devel<lp
ment of which would contribute towards paying 
interest on cost of construction, it would not be 
11: proper thing to construct the Haughton Gap 
!me of railway. I expected the hon. memher 
for Bowen would have made some reference to 
the b_urning question in his constituency-: he 
questiOn of sepamtion. The hon. member for 
JVIackay is the only member who has bolclly far·ed 
that qnestiun, and he, we know, i~ au advoc.~te 
for it. 

Mr. CHUBB : So am I. 

The ATTORX.EY-GENEitAL: The hon. 
gentleman did not say a word about separation. I 
know the hon. memuerfor Bowen is a fair-minded 
man, who takes his views of public questions quite 
apart from locJJ ideas, and he has had the mhn
liness to tell his constituents that a parliamun
tary representative should not be a mere clcle
gate. The hon. gentleman dedares himself a 
separationist, and yet after the question has bren 
broug-ht forward very ably uy the hon. memher 
for l\iackay, who used 1nany strong rtrgulneHts 
from his own point of view in favour of it, he <lid 
not say a single word about it. I e:>n only tnke 
the silence of the hnn. g-entleman as being indica
tive of the fact that he is not prepared to go he<trt 
and soul for separation of the North from the 
South just now. 

Mr. ::VIOREHKAD : I will advocate separa
tion if you will go to the northern part of the 
colony. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I do 11ot 
know that if there wa.s separation I shonld 
prefer to go to the North. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: You will go farther 
before it is all over. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I do not 
know that I should like to be a sharer in the 
financial burden that would fall on the Northern 
people as a result of the separation of the North 
from the South. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Go, and take the Tre<>
surer with you. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Trea
surer could not be spared from the South ; he is 
the best Treasurer we ever had. As in remm·ks 
of that kind "present company" is "always 
excepted," I do not mean to insinuate any com
parison between him and a former Treasurer 
who is sitting opposite. Before this que,tion of 
separation can claim sufficient prominence to 
justify its being brought before the House it 
ought.to be shown that the jJeople of the North 
are really in favour of it. The hem. member for 
Mackay has endeavoured to gauge public opinion 
upon this subject during the course of his 
traveh; and, although a large number of ITler
cantilr; firms in the North appeared to favour the 
idea of separation, he found that the great bulk 
of the working n1en, particularly the n1iners, are 
utterly opposed to it, and will not have it on any 
terms. I wn,s very pleased indeed that the hon. 
gentleman was good enough tn pay the compli
ment he did to the constituency I have the 
honour to represent. He went there and had 
the opportunity of placing his views fully before 
the people, and the hon. gentlemo,n in paying 

them the compliment he has now done did 
nothing more than was just and right. They 
knew the hon. gentleman was a strong advo
cate of separation, that he was dangerous to 
meet as an opponent by reason of the urgency 
of his arguments, and yet there was no 
disposition on the part of Charters Towers 
to deny him an opportunity of expounding 
his views as fullv as he would. And he 
did expound those views fully and clearly; 
hnt after he had clone that he was far from 
ha.viug ~ucceeded in bringing about the 
result he aimed at, and a resolution was 
unanimously passed that separation was not 
desirable. And he will find out that if he 
visits Charters Towers again next year, or 
in any succeeding year, the miners there 
will be of the same opinion. There is no 
more thoughtful and clear-hettded class of men 
in the colony than the mining population. They 
are men accustomed to think, who read the 
newspapers, and who form their own opinions 
on current puulic affairs, and they are not to be 
swayed by specious arguments or carried away 
by the last comer. If they were, they would 
have been swayed and carried away by the hon. 
member for Mackay. Bnt, no. They listened 
to him, and while still under the spell which his 
speech must have produced upon them, they 
then and there declared to him what their 
opinion on this l}uestion was, and it speaks 
well for their intelligence that they have formed a 
determination not to have separation at any price. 
I do not think it is necessary for me to refer to 
any other matters touched upon by the hon. 
member for Bowen. The various questiOns men
tioned in His Excellency's Speech have already 
been ad verted to at sufficient length and with 
sufficient clearness by hem. members who have 
spoken on both sides. I cannot throw any 
additional light on anything that has been said, 
nor need I ma,ke the attempt. I am glad to find 
that no very serious accusations have been made, 
:1.nd I have not the slightest doubt that if the 
Government succeed in carrying out the pro
gramme they have put before hon. members 
they will have accomplished a work of which 
they, as a Government, will have no need to be 
ashamed. 

Mr. STEV:E~SON said: The debate this even
ing has not been a very lively one; in fact, it has 
been on the whole rather dreary, and I am glad 
the hon. gentleman who last spoke has tried to 
infuse a little warmth into it, although I must 
say of the Attorney-General that he generally 
appettrs to be most earnest when he is most 
insincere. That hon. gentleman commenced by 
telling us that no charge had been made from 
that side against members on this side of having 
influenced the floating of the recent loan. I 
ehould like to know how he interprets the 
Premier's retmtrks on that subject. Although 
the Premier, when challenged on the point by 
the hon. member for Balonne, denied it, yet he 
cannot get over his own words, which are as 
follow:-

" I should like to know who \Vas the man in Queens
la.nd who got up that conspiracy to damage the Queens
land loan-for I have not the slightest doubt that it 
was got up in Queensland, if uot in Brisbane, by 
enemies of the Government, who thought that if they 
could succeed in damaging the positioll of the Govern
mcr.t, even at the expense of damaging the credit of the 
colony, they would be doing a good vmrk. I should 
like to sea those men exposed. I 'vonder whether I am 
110w add1·essing any person who was a, party to that 
conspiracy ? ' 

Does the Attorney-General mean to say that 
that is not an insinuation by the Premier that 
someone on this ;;ide of the House was con
nected with that conspiracy to influence the 
floating of the loan in England? If the char!?e 
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was not made, words have no meaning. But 
the Premier is too much of a coward to make a 
direct charge against any members on this side, so 
he resorts to his old game and throws out insinu
ations, hoping the colony will believe that it is 
really a charge against members on this side 
that we were implicated in influencing the 
floating of that loan. I say it is a most dis
graceful charge to make, and it al5o shows the 
Premier's great want of cornrnon sense. He 
ought to know that members on this side 
are as deeply interested in the prosperity 
of Queensland as he is, and that if we had 
prejudiced the floating of the loan in England 
it would have recoiled upon ourselves. '~;here 
is not a member on this side of the House who 
would not have suffered if the last loan had 
not been floated with some success ; so that the 
hon. gentleman must know that these charges 
are simply absurd. At the same time he thinks 
that he will get a certain portion of the people 
of this colony to believe that such disreputable 
charges can be made against hon. members on this 
side of the House. The hon. gentleman next tried 
to put himself right in regard to the railway 
from Bowen to Haughton Gap. He evidently 
seems to have given this matter very great 
consideration ; in fact, it was a matter that he 
considered very seriously before he accepted a 
position in the Government. I am now referring 
to the Attorney-General. He had to quiet his 
conscience in regard to this matter before he 
could even accept an office in the :Ministry. He 
gave as his re<>son for having made up his mind 
that this railway was not required, although 
he at first thought that an injustice was being 
done, that deep water could be found at Towns
ville. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Hear, hear! 

Mr. STEVENSON : I should like the hon. 
gentleman to compare the expense of finding 
deep water at Townsville with that of finding it 
at Bowen. From the former place the railway 
would cost something like a million of money, 
whereas from Bowen to Haughton Gap and 
Charters Towers it could be made for something 
like £300,000; and not only that, but it would 
be twelve hours nearer Brisbane than by going 
vi(/, Townsville. The hon. gentleman thought 
so much of this matter that he would not even 
accept an office in the Government before he 
had quieted his conscience in this way. Is 
it not a well-known fact in Brisbane, and was 
it not the talk of Queen street at the time, that 
the hon. gentleman went crying to the Premier 
to get the office, and said that it would simply 
ruin him if he did not get it? He had staked 
his whole existence upon it; he had squared the 
Premier. Sir, it was not the deep water that he 
found at Townsville, but the land that he found 
the Premier had there that guided him, and he 
could not afford to go back on the Premier and 
vote for the Haughton Gap railway, or advocate 
its construction. It was also a well-known fact 
at the time that the Attorney-General, when 
returning from Charters Towers, distinctly 
told a gentleman on board the steamer that 
it was no use ad vacating the construction of 
the Haughton Gap railway while Sam held his 
land at Townsville. It was a byword in Queen 
street. With regard to separation, I am not 
going to speak upon that subject at the present 
time. I do not wonder at the Northern people, 
however, making some move in the matter. I 
consider that the North has been scandalously 
treated by the Premier in more ways than one. 
I am going to refer to some remarks which fell 
from the Colonial Treasurer when he congratu
lated us upon the prosperity ofthe colony. I was 
very glad to hear from him that the colony was 
in a prosperous position ; but I do not think he 

was very logical in the way he took to prove 
He told us that the colony was prosperous because 
money was flowing into Brisbane. It shows 
hon. members and the people of the North that 
when the Treasurer finds there is money flowing 
into Brisbane he thinks it is perfectly good 
enough for the whole colony. It shows what a 
Queen-street Government is. \Vhen the Colonial 
Treasurer finds there is prosperity in Brisbane 
-when he is doing well in selling 16-perch 
allotments-he thinks that that is good enough 
for the whole colony. I can tell him that the 
colony is not in a prosperous condition; and I 
say that the leader of the Opposition was per
fectly right when he said in his place that the 
very reason why so much money was in Brisbane 
at present was because things were so depressed 
in other parts of the colony. And so they are. The 
reason why so much money has been invested in 
Queen-street and suburban property is simply 
that people are afraid to invest it in any other 
way in the colony; and why? The Treasurer 
told us, of course, that we were suffering from 
drought. \Ve have been suffering from a very 
severe drought, and we are still suffering from 
it ; but although this has a very great deal to do 
with the depression that exists in the colony, the 
want of confidence in the present Government 
by capitalists has far more to do with that 
depression, and I do not hesitate to say that 
people with plenty of money would have flowed 
into Queensland to invest it in stations and 
sugar plantations, but for the course adopted 
by the present Government. Do we not know 
perfectly well that ever since the present Gov· 
ernment came into power, as the Treasurer must 
know, scarcely a single station has changed hands 
in Queensland'! Is it because there is no money 
to invest? That is not the reason. It is because 
of the insecurity of the tenure, and of everything 
else in regard to the land laws of the colony, 
which has been brought about by the present 
Government. \V e bad a proof of the repudia
tion policy of the Government last session 
when they brought in a Land Bill by which 
they tried to do away with the pre-emp
tive right; but they could not have passed 
the clause relating to pre-emptives if an amend
ment had not been brought forward by one ot 
the hon. members for Stanley-Mr. Kellett
whereby the pre-emptive right to a certain 
extent should be allowed as long as the improve
ments on 2,560 acres were equal to 10s. an 
acre, or £1,280. The discussion upon that 
clause, even by members on the other side of the 
House, clearly proved that there was no desire 
on their part to do injustice to the squatters and to 
repudiate that right. I appeal to hon. members 
on that side of the House if that was not so ? 
\Vhen the Bill went to the Upper House they 
would not even have repudiation to that 
extent, and tht>y would have thrown out 
the Bill altogether had not a conference taken 
place, whereby the 54th clause was left 
as it was in the Crown Lands Act of 1869. 
Now, sir, I say if there was any fairness, any 
sincerity, in the conference last year between the 
two Houses on the Land Bill-if the Premier 
was sincere in the compromise arrived at on that 
occasion-the pre-emptive right ought to have 
been recognised up to the present time. But 
what has really been done in this matter? The 
:Minister for Lands, in his high-handed way, has 
taken no notice of the decision arrived at by the 
conference or the views of members on both 
sides of the House as expressed in the 
debate on the Land Bill, but has refused 
every application for pre-ernption up to the 
present time with the exception of a few 
from his own friends. The hon. gentlem><n 
laughs, but a man may "smile and smile, and 
be a villain." I say it is a most disgraceful 
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thing that after the legislation of last session 
any Minister of the Crown should be allowed to 
take the action taken by the Minister for Lauus, 
backed up by the Premier. It is not administra
tion ; it is simply an act of revenge done because 
the Land Act was not passed as it was introduced 
into the House. The action of the Government 
in this matter is one reason why the condition of 
the colony is not as prosperous as it should be at 
the present time~that it is in such a depressed 
state. But not only are the squatters to be 
deprived of this pre-empti,·e right arising out of 
a bargain which they entered into with the 
State, and which has never been repudiated by 
the House, but now it is proposed in the 
Governor's Speech to introduce an amending 
Bill to upset that part of the Act passed 
last year providing for "urvey before selection. 
If an amending Bill is to be brought in to 
amend an Act which is not yet fairly in opera
tion, where is legislation of this kind to end? 
Where is there to be any finality? Where is 
there to be any security for squatters? The next 
thing will be a Bill to do awav with the indefea
sible leases granted nnder the Act. I said last 
year that it would be quite possible to rermdiate 
those leases, and that if the land held. by the 
squatters was wanted, a measure would be intro
duced taking away the leases just in the same 
manner as it is now proposed to make provision 
for selection before survey. There is no security 
whatever for squatters, and this shilly-shallying 
on the part of the Administration is another reason 
why money which would flow into the pastoral 
industry is not doing so. Much as the drought has 
affected this colony, the action of the Govern
ment in the matters to which I have alluded has 
had a great deal to do with the present depression. 
vVe know very well, as far as the drought is con
cerned, that we are not always going to have a 
drought. People understand that perfectly well, 
and know that, although perhaps there is a 
drought this year, there may be good seasons 
f~r the next four or five years ; but it is very 
d1fferent with regard to the repudiation policy 
of the Government. That frightens investors. 
And further, what do we find the Premier of the 
colony doing~a gentleman who ought to show 
to people that at any rate they may depend on 
getting fair play? vVhat does he do when he goes 
up north on one of his expeditions? Did he not in 
one of hi,; speeches, delivered, I think, at Charters 
Towers, distinctly tell his audience that there 
was one class of people that he intended 
to do away with in this colony? Did he not 
say that we want the working men, that we 
want the middle men, but the capitalists we 
can do without? Did not the hon. gentleman 
say that? 

The PRE-;yiiER: No. 

Mr. STEVENSON: \Vel!, it was reported in 
the newspapers, and I would just as soon believe 
the newspapers as the hon. gentleman. I have 
seen the statement in print in the Courier, that 
the hon. gentleman distinctly stated we want 
the working men and the middle men, but the 
capitalists we eau do without. 

The PREMIER: I did not say that. 

Mr. STEVENSON : I think that if we can do 
without the capitalists we shall not want the work
ing men, or middle men either. If the Colonial 
Treasm:er thinks that because there is plenty of 
money m Brisbane the colony is prosperous, he is 
gr~atly mistaken, and if the hon. gentleman is 
gomg to back up the Premier and the Minister 
for Lands in doing injustice to other parts of 
the colony he will find that Brisbane will suffer 
along with them. No one part of the colony can 
do without the other. Brisbane cannot do with-

out the back-country men, and it would be very 
much better if we could work well together, 
and let all go on prosperously. I had intended 
to say a word or two with regard to the 
remarks that fell from the Minister for 
\Vorks in reference to the rail way rates, but 
as the hon. gentleman is not in his place I 
need not trouble the House upon that matter 
at the present time. I shall, however, make a 
few observations concerning the Premier's high
handed action with reference to the return of 
the labourers to New Guinea, as also his action 
afterwards in regard to the planters in con
nection with this matter. In the first place 
I say this : that the Premier was primarily 
to blame for those men having come here. 
The hon. gentleman could perfectly well 
have prevented the recruiting ships going to 
the islands those men were got from ; he had 
ample opportunity of doing so, but he has 
kept this kanaka business hanging on before the 
public so that he may have a political cry. He 
pretends that he wants to do away with black 
labour. Then why did he not do away with it? 
\Vhy did he not take some action when he came 
into office with regard to this matter? There 
was a motion proposed last year by a member 
of this side of the House to the following 
effect:~ 

From and after the thirty-first day of December. 
1885, before any islanders shall be permitted to land 
from any vessel, the master of the vessel 8hall pay 
to the Collector ot Customs, or other officer of 
Customs authorised· in that behalf, the su1n of 
fifty pounds for every ~uch islander, the !-1ame to be 
paid into the general revenue of the colony. If any 
master shall neglect to pay any such sum, or shall 
land or permit to land any islander at any place in the 
colony before such sum shall have been paid for or by 
him, such 1naster shall be liable for every such offence 
to a penalty not exceeding fifty pounds for each islander 
so landed or permitted to land. 

Now, sir, if that proposal from this side of the 
House had been adopted, it would practically 
have put a stop to any more kanakas being 
brought here at all. I do not say that I agree 
with that, but if the Premier had been in eamest 
in his professed desire to put an end to the traffic 
he would have voted for the motion. He not 
only would not put a stop to the traffic: he 
actually extended it by giving the masters of 
these vessels leave to go farther afield to new 
islands. He was certainly primarily to blame 
for these islanders having come, as he had his 
agents there who saw the whole thing going 
on. Perhaps the hon. gentleman let it go on 
simply for the sake of getting up a disturbance 
and showing his own sincerity by sending the 
men back. I have not read the evidence; but I 
read the report when it first appeared in the 
Courie1·,. and I read what the hon. gentleman 
said about it, I think, at Maryborough. That 
was certainly not very creditable to him, and it 
had the effect of blackening the fair fame of the 
colony in a quite unnecessary way. NO"w, sir, 
when it wa> decided to send these men back, and 
it was proposed to get an injunction from the 
Supreme Court to prevent their being taken away, 
the hon. gentleman not only said he would take 
no notice of an injunction of the Supreme Court, 
but he actually intimated that if any planter 
showed any resistance his claim to compensation 
would not be recognised. Now, sir, this is a 
most scandalous position for the Premier to pbce 
himself in. The hon. gentleman is a lawyer, one 
of a class of men who ought' to be the first to 
respect the position of judges of the Supreme 
Court~ men who are supposed to decide between 
man and man fairly~and are highly paid for 
doing so ; yet the hon. gentleman tells the people 
of the colony that he will not take the slightest 
notice of the Supreme Court. \Vhat con
fidence can the people of the colony have in a 
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Government when the head of it acts in such a 
way? \Ve have been used to look upon the 
Supreme Court as a place where we could go for 
redress even when a tvrannical Government was 
in power; but, we" find now that even the 
Supreme Court is to be ignored and the judges 
set aside and taken no notice of. Now, sir, I want 
to refer to a matter which took place during the 
recess, which the hon. gentleman ought to blush 
at. \Vhen McNeil and \Villiams were sentenced 
to death for the supposed murder of certain 
islanders, the hem. gentleman had not the moral 
courage to follow out his own desire and hang 
them, because the people of the colony would 
not let him do it. He wished to hang those men 
for the sake of pandering to the Exeter Hall 
people, and to show what a virtuous Premier he 
was; but when the people of the colony rolled up 
as one man and prevented it, what did the hou. 
the Premier do? The h<m. member was not 
satisfied to let these men's lives be sworn away 
by a paid perjurer, who went about the streets 
of Brisbane boasting he could get any money he 
liked out of the Government to swear their lives 
away, but he must needs take a lot of kanakas 
down to gloat over these men in prison and in 
chains. I say the hon. the Premier ought to 
hang his head in shame at such an idea, which 
could only have originated in the mind of a cold
blooded and inhuman man. \Vhen he could not 
hang those men, it might please him to puni;;h 
the planters and send the kanakas back to their 
ho1nes, and Ro pose a.s a highly virtuous _man ; 
but the other thing was a disgraceful proceeding. 
I have not read the evidence, but I have had a 
large experience in island labour, and I 
know perfectly well what kind of evidence 
can be given by blackfellows. I do not say 
that the islanders should not have been sent back 
if they were improperly brought, bnt I doubt 
whether they were improperly brought. I 
believe the islanders know better than to mistake 
three moons for three yams. I say again that 
the Premier's action in sendiug the kanakas to 
gloat over the sufferings of men in chains and 
in prison was a most disgraceful one, and would 
have been impossible to fmy man with a spark of 
humanity or a trace of the milk of hun1an kind
ness. There were several things I wished to 
spen,k of, 1fr. Speaker, in connection with the 
departments of the Minister for \Vorks and the 
Minister for Lands, but as those gentlemen n,re 
not here I shall not do so now. I suppose the 
debate is nearly finished, and as most hon. mem
bers are no doubt anxious to get home, I shall 
not go on any further. 

Question put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: I beg to 
move that the Speech of His Excellency the 
Governor be taken into consideration :1t the next 
meeting of the House. 

Question put fmd passed. 

The PREMIER: I am authorised to state 
that it will be convenient for His Excellency to 
receive the Address in Reply on Tuesday after
noon, at half-past 3 o'clock. I therefore move 
that this House do now adjourn until Tuesday 
next. I may state for the information of h<m. 
gentlemen that on Tuesday we propose to dc:tl 
with the business on the paper in the following 
order :-Police Officers Helief Bill, Members 
Expenses Bill, Marsupials Destruction Act 
Contin nation Bill, New Guinea Islanders 
Employers Compensation Bill, and Additional 
Members Bill. 

Question put and passed. 

The House adjourned at twenty-seven minutes 
to 9 o'clock. 

Returns uf Slzeep. 




