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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesday, 15 Septembe>', 1885. 

Petition.-Floggings in the GaoL-Fortitude Yallcy 
Eleetion.-1'\ew JHember.-Formal 1\Iotion.-Cairns 
to Herberton Railway.-}~leetions Bill-resumption 
of committee.-Adjournment. 

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

PETITION. 
Mr. ALAND presented a petition from 

inhabitants of the town and district of Too­
woomba in favour of the Licensing Bill now 
before Parliament, and especially the loc::tl option 
clauses ; and moved that it be read. 

Question put and passed, and petition read by 
the Clerk. 

On the motion of Mr. ALAND, the petition 
was received. 

FLOGGINGS IN THE GAOL. 
Mr. BAILEY said: Mr. i::lpeaker,-I rise to 

move the adjournment of the House, and I 
do so to bring before hon. members a painful 
question. Some few years ago I protested very 
strongly against the flogging of a certain criJ?1i· 
nal, and I entered my protest on that occasiOn 
for the reason that that man did not exactly 
belong to the criminal class as his offence was a 
first one, and that it was intended to administer 
a short and severe sentence. I am proud to say 
that I was successful in nw efforts on that 
occa.sion, and that the flogging was struck off 
the punishment. I am quite aware that in the 
cities and towns of this colony there have now 
~prung up a criminal class with which the law 
rs perfectly power less to de[ll unless sharp and 
severe punishment is administered. It was with 
no idle motive of curiosity that I [lnd two of my 
friends went to witness the punishment inflicted 
upon those criminals- in the gaol the other day. It 
was a spectacle that I am sure not one of us would 
wish to see again; but I wish to relieve my friends 
and myself from the imputation that we attended 
out of mere curiosity. \Ve did not. \Ve wanted to 
see whether the punishment was a punishment 
that would really effect its object, and whether 
it was what we assumed to be a puniehment 
suitable to the offences which the'e men 
had committed. I think I speak the senti­
ments of my friends as well [IS my own 
when I say th[lt the punishment inflicted was 
in excess of the object to be attained. When 
ordinary imprisonment fails to effect the punish­
ment of the criminal-when a criminal cares 
nothing for imprisonment or the restriction of 
his liberty-it is necessary to administer sharp 
punishment; but as soon as a man receives from 
ten to fifteen lashes it is perfect cruelty to go 
beyond that. Y on are then merely cutting up an 
almost inanimate object. The man has lost his 
sensation to a certain extent, and the further 
carrying out of the punishment appears to me a 
most barbarous thing. If you wish to hurt [I 
man by his skin-if you wish to flog him-ten 
or fifteen lashes will effect all the object the 
law has in view ; but when you carry on 
the flo~ging up to forty or fifty lashes you 
are laymg the lash upon [I senseless man, 
and the punishment then becomes nothing 
less than horrifying. I hope something will 
be done to limit this flogging, and that the 
number of lashes which a man may receive will 
be defined. I admit the necessity of this 
punishment in some cases, but I am of opinion 
that ten or fifteen lashes [lt a time will carry 
out all the objects that the law wishes to 
effect- [lnd that is the punishment of the 
criminal. If a criminal can only be hurt in one 
way and that is by his skin, let the punishment 

be inflicted, but not to excess. I feel pained in 
speaking on this subject, but I have such strong 
feelings upon it that I cannot restrain myself. 
I do hope that something will be clone to limit the 
number of lashes. Bad as [I man may be-murder­
ously inclined as he may be-we have no right to 
punish him by a kind of crueltv which is perfectly 
useless. I do not know what the House can do, 
but I merely wish to express rny opinion that if 
flogging is necessary the number of lashes should 
be restricted to ten or fifteen. In England, in 
the Navy 'tnd Army, the number of lashes that 
may he administered is now rednced consider­
ably below fifty. l believe no more than twenty 
lashes may be administered, but when we go up 
to fifty we are rather indulging in what may be 
looked upon as a very cruel 'kind of criminal 
sentence. I move the [ldjournment of the 
House, 

Mr. MELLOR said: Mr. Speaker,-I can 
bear out all that the hon. member, Mr. Bailey, 
has said. I think that the punishment in the 
cases mentioned was excessive. I look upon 
it as perhaps necessary in some case:; to ad­
minister castigation of this kind, and I am 
certainly more in favour of it than capital pun­
ishment. I think that flogging is far more 
punishment to the criminals and far more 
deterrent in its effect than capital punishment. 
I think myself that when a man commits murder 
he does not care about his own life being taken, 
but if he knows he is to be subject to the flogging 
process I believe it would be very much more 
effectual than the sentence of hanging. I endorse 
[Ill that has been said by the hon. member for 
Wide Bay, 

The PREMIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) said: 
JVIr. Spe:tker,- Hon. members are probably 
aware that the maximum of corporal punishment 
that can he administered is fixed by statute at 
fifty lashes. It is in the discretion of the judge 
to sentence a prisoner to fifty lashes or such less 
number that he deems fit. Of course the Gover­
nor may exercise his prerogative and reduce the 
nnmher ; but I have never known any instance 
in which that has been done. I am not in a posi­
tion from personal knowledge to express any 
opinion as to whether the punishment inflicted on 
the present occasion was excessiv·e or not; but I 
was certainly rather surprised to read that in 
one case the punishment was continued after the 
prisoner had become insensible. That requires 
explanation, and I have called upon the gaol 
surgeon to report if that is so, and if so why he 
did not stop the punishment when the man 
became insensible and did not know what was 
being done. Until I get that report I do not see 
that I can express [lny opinion on the matter. 

Mr. W_\.KEI<'IELD said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
quite endorse all that the hon. member for \Vide 
Bay has stated to the House. I quite admit 
that punishment of this kind is necessary in 
extreme cases ; but I think, with the hon. 
member for \Vide Bay, that fifty lashes is rather 
an excessive punishment, and I would like to 
see the limit reduced to something like twenty 
lashes. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
thank goodness that I W[IS not present at these 
dreadful punishments that took place on Satur­
day. I have, however, read the account of them, 
aml I wish to direct the attention of the pro]Jer 
authorities and those who read the report I did 
to this point-namely, that during the time this 
terrible lJunishment was being inflicted on one 
of the men one of the surgeons asked the other 
whether he did not consider the man had had 
enough, and while the surgeons were consulting· 
the lash was descending-there was no cessation 
whatever-and by the time their consultation 
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was over the dreadful punishment was completed 
an<l the man was taken away in the terribly 
exhausted state in which it was said he was. 

Mr. MACFARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,­
It is very evident from the remarks made 
bv the three members who attended that 
eXhibition that if many nwre men1bers go 
to see such like exhibition:, this House will 
vory soon raise its voice against punishrnent in 
this wn,y. I a1n avel'.'\8 to going to such an 
exhibition; indeed I cannot very well look on "t 
the punishment of a cat or dog'. At the same 
time we must remember that desperate diseases 
require a despera,te cure son1ethnes, a .. nd ahnost 
everything has ]Jeen tried with a certain cbss 
in the community, but not with any good effPd. 
It "ppears that this is the only kind of punish­
ment that the cbss to which I refer stctnd in 
terror of. I do not object t.o punishment in 
this wcty being inflicted once, but I think it 
is too bad to put a man's life in terror for 
perhaps two years together, lJy threatening that 
he should receive another flogging- at the end 
of tlmt time. I think if a mmi is puni:.hed 
in thctt wcty once that should be sufficiGnt, 
and that we should give him a chctnce to do 
well in the futuro, and not keep him living· 
in the terror of other lashings ctt the end of 
every yectr or every two years. I certainly 
do not disapprove of the flogging of those 
men who hold the lives of other people ctt a 
very low estimate-who care not for the life of 
anyone, and would take it away without any very 
fine feelings. I say such men as those ought to lJe 
punished, and if t:1e lash is the only thing to terrify 
them then they ought to be flogged ; but let us 
temper justice with mercy and gi \E: a ma.n one 
flogg,ing. I think one flogging is quite sufficient 
without holding a mctn in terror for years that 
he will receive the same punishment at the end 
of that term. 

Mr. BAILEY sctid: Mr. Spectker,-In with­
drawing the motion for the adjournment of the 
House I m>~y be permitted to say that I am 
sure the three hon. members of this House who 
attenclerl those floggings did so as a pctinful 
duty. They considered that it was a duty to 
themselves, to the House, and to the country, to 
witness what kind of punisHment it was that 
was inflicted. I hctve stated the concbsions to 
which we came, and I hope something will be 
done to moderate the form of the punishment in 
future. I beg to withdraw the motion. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) said: 11r. Speaker,-I have had some 
considerable experience as to the effect cor­
poral punishment has had upon men who re­
ceived it some forty years ag-o, when almost the 
whole of the popuhttion of the colony were con­
victs. As far as my experience went I never 
once saw any reformation effected in the case of 
a prisoner who was flogged, but there was one 
wcty in which I am perfectly satisfied it had a 
particularly good effect, and that w,_s, that those 
who were in a similar position to the person 
flogged got so frig·htened of the punishment that 
it made them very careful indeed to keep out of 
harm's way. I ctm perfectly satisfied that the 
effect of flogging a prisoner will not reform him, 
but it will very likely make him a great deal 
\Vorsc. I think, however, that flogging· has a 
beneficial effect in deterring others from commit­
ting crirneR; 

Mr. HAMILTON said : Mr. Speaker,-The 
great object of corpoml punishment is to deter 
others from committing a similar offence to that 
for which it is inflicted, and I do not think that 
any greater deterrent could be placed before the 
eyes of the public than flogging for the offence of 
which these prisoners were convicted. I think 
ths,t persons reading an ctccount of the sufferings 

,,f these men will think twice before putting 
themselves in the clutches of the law. My 
sympctthies are not with the prisoners; my 
sympathies are with the victims -with the 
victim whom Carmichael nearly killed by putting 
a chctin round his neck. I think we should 
simply terrify persons of that character, and 
thctt the kind of chastisement which those 
people receive will act cts it acted in Englctnd, 
where, as hon. members will recollect, it stopped 
gctrrottin:;, when every other punishment failed 
to have that effect. 

Motion, lJy leave, withdrawn. 

FORTITUDE V ALLEY ELECTION. 
The SFEAKER sairl : I have to inform the 

House that on the 2nd September, in accordance 
with the 2nd section of the Additional M em hers 
Act, I issued a writ for the election of a second 
member for Fortitude Valley. That writ was 
returned to me this morning by the return­
ing officer, endorsed with the name of John 
J'.Ic::\Ictster, J<:squire, as havin:; been duly returned 
to represent the electoral district of l<'ortitude 
V alley in the Legislative Assembly. 

NEW MK:\IBER. 
Mr. John l\1cM<tster hctving- been introduced 

by the Colonial Trectstuer and 1\Ir. Buckland, 
was sworn in, and took his seat for the eleetoml 
district of Fortitude V alley. 

FORMAL MOTION. 
The following formal motion was agreed to :­
By Mr. N0RTOX-
rrhnt there be laid upon the table of the House, a 

Pucturn showing-
1. 'l'he number of actions bronght against the Govern­

ment since the lst January, 1883, in conneetion with 
railway accidents. 

2. The names of Jllaintiffs. 
3. rrhe amount of damages claimed. the amount 

awnrdcd, and the costs allowed against the Government 
in each case. 

·1. rrhe fees paid to counsel for Crown, specifying to 
\VhomlJaid; an<l the fees paid in connection with each 
case. 

CAIRNS TO HERBERTON RAILWAY. 
The 1\IIKISTER JfOR WORKS moved­
That the Speaker do nmv leave the chair, and Lhe 

House resolve it~clf into a Committee of the I.Yhole to 
consider the following rcsolut.tons, namely:-

1. r.l'lmt the House approves of the plan, section, 
and book of reference of the proposed railway from 
Cairns to Uerberton (tirst section), from 0 1nile~ to 
21 miles and including the 1-1~harf line, shown by the 
said plan, as laicl upon the table of the House on 
rruesda~', the Stlt instant (being from 2 miles to 8~ miles, 
the 1_-)lan, section, and book of reference of the line 
described ns the alternative line, and passing hy way of 
~election 138 ). 

2. That the plan, section, and book of rcfm:cncc be 
forwarded to the I.egislative Council, for their approval, 
by message in the u~mal form. 

Question put and passed, and the House went 
into Committee accordingly. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS, in moving 
the adoption of the resolutions, said the proposed 
milway from Herberton to the coast waB no 
exception to the general rule. He did not know 
how many suggestions had been made by the 
inhabitctnts of Port Douglas and in the neighbour­
of the J ohnstone River and Mourilyctn Harbour, 
concerning the route the line should take. He 
might inform the Committee that trial surveys 
hctd been marle to each of those places-to Port 
Douglas, to Cairns, and to Mourilyan Harbour. 
After those hctd been completed--

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Do you 
scty there was a trial survey made from Herberton 
to each of those places? 

The HoN. J. ::\:I. MACROSSAN : From Her­
herton to each of the three -ports ? 
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS said that 
after those trial surveys had been reported on 
]\fr. Hanna.m was sent by the Government to 
report a~ to which, in his opinion, was the line 
most suitable to construct. l\lr. Hannam was 
there, he thought, about eighteen months ago. 
Mr. Hannam was in favour of the line from 
Cairns to Herberton, but immediately after 
his report was made a deputation came down 
from Port Douglas representing that the sur­
veyor who was sent to make the survey of the 
line from Port Douglas to Herberton was a 
young and inexperienced man. 'l'hey srtid 
something more than that, hinting that he was 
addicted to taking more than was good for him. 
Under those circumstances, he had informed the 
deputation that a surveyor would be sent to 
re-survey the line, and if it could be proved that 
it was the most accessible and easiest line their 
representations W<>uld be taken into considera­
tion. Mr. Ballard was instructed to send up one of 
the best surveyors he had-and all the official sur-

eyorsweregood. lVIr. Hmmam wasthegentleman 
sent ; he surveyed the line and his report was 
unfavourable. There was also a deputation from 
the neighbourhood of the J olmstone l{iver and 
lVIourilyan Harbour, who urged very strongly 
that that was the route the line should pro­
perly take. An individual named Dr. Tornassi 
communicated with the Railway Department, 
and said he was prepared to show a line 
that would be a saving of £100,000. He 
could only inform the Committee that all 
those representations had been fairly considered, 
and the engineer was instructed to ascertain if 
the otaternents made were correct. A l\Ir. 
Ga.rdiner, who was a. civil eng-ineer, was en1-
ployed by parties interested at Port Douglas, and 
he also surveyed a line from Cairns to Herberton 
by way of Collinson's Gap. As a matter of course, 
being employed by private persons, he (Mr. 
Miles) presumed it was his duty as a servant 
to endeavour to give satisfaction to his employers. 
However, he reported upon the S'Irveys and con­
demned the line recommended by the officer.~ of 
the Railway Department from Cairns to Herber­
ton, and proposed to show how a saving could be 
made of £100,000. That was a large sum of 
money, and he was bound, at all events, to give 
the fullest consideration to it. A survey party 
was sent to test the line, and the result was 
that Mr. Gardiner's calculations were all dis­
persed. He need say no more of l\1r. Gardiner 
than that he reported on the Port Douglas route, 
and estimated that it would cost only £4,200 a 
mile. Anyone who had been in the locality and 
knew the country would know that a surveyor 
who could say that a line could be built from 
Port Douglas to Herberton for £4,200 a mile 
must be a lunatic. He could assure the Com­
mittee that the officers of the Department 
had put the estimate for a considerable 
portion of that line at £12,000, and he was 
perfectly certain that it would take all that, if 
not more, to cover it. He need say no more with 
reference to lVIr. Gardiner and his recommenda­
tions than that in the report he sent in to his 
employers he said:-

"The average cost per mHe for constructing a lino of 
railway from Port Douglas to Ilerberton will not be 
greater than £1,,200 per mile." 
It was needless to consider the matter further 
when Mr. Gardiner could put forward such a 
statE·ment as that. Of all the rough country 
through which he had ever travellecl there was 
none rougher and more difficult than that be­
tween Port Douglas and Herberton. Every 
consideration had been given to all their recom­
mendations, but it always resulted in this : that 
whenever they came to be investigated self­
interest was always found to be at the bottom of 
them. The Government h11d come to the con-

elusion that the proper route to take the line to 
Herberton was from Cairns. By adopting that 
route they had the ad vantage of starting from a 
good port, and he had been told, by those who 
understood the matter, that by employing a 
dredge for two or three months to remove a 
sandbank at the entrance to the port of Cairns 
the whole of the Royal Navy could be anchorerl 
there in deep water. That was a question which 
the Government had to take into consideration ; 
for what would be the use of taking the railway to 
a pbce where they wonlll have to expend as much 
money to make a port as to constmct the rail­
way 'I Of course the residents of Port Douglas 
were extremely anxious to have the railway 
there, for it would acl,'ance the vttlue of their 
property. But the Government were in the 
position that they had no more interest in one 
place than in the other, and they could deal with 
the nmtter in a way that the country, and not 
pl'ivate individuals, should be benefited. No 
matter which way the line was taken, it would 
be a costly one-he did not believe that even 
£12,000 a mile would finish it. However, a very 
long" time had elapsed since, he thought, the 
previous Government voted a sum of money for 
the construction of the railway; dming the two 
years he had been in office he had never lost 
sight of it, and he had never withdrawn the 
survey pctrty from the route that was rQcom, 
mended by l\Ir. Hannam. No delay whatever 
had taken place ; the work had been pushed 
forward as rapidly as possible. The country, 
as he had said, was very difficult, and it was 
well to subject ectch route to the most careful 
examination in order finally to decide upon the 
b<"•t route possible. He could not do better, 
perharB, than readlVIr. Hannam's report. I~ very 
hon. member would give that officer credit, at all 
events, for efficiency. He believed, he was cor­
rect in stating that the track over tlw Main ltange 
to Toowoomba was found by l\Ir. Hannam ; 
and the Government hacl enough confirlence in 
l\Ir. Hannam to take his opinion in preference to 
that of all the Gardiners that ever were created. 
JYir. Hannam's report was as followed:-

"I have the honour to fonn11·d, under sc}mrate cover, 
Parliamentary plans, sections, and books of reference 
in dnplicate, of the first section of the raihvay from 
Cairns towards Herberton. 

"Also plans, etc., of an alternative line leaving the 
main line at 2 miles, and rejoining it at 7 miles, with an 
extra length of 111 mi.le. 

"I 'vas instructed to send in 14 miles only, bnt there 
being no accessible site for n temporary terminus near 
14 miles, I have managed to get 22~ miles completed so 
ns to include a stn,tion site near the crossing of the 
r.l'hornborough road and tclcgrn,ph line over the Barron 
ltiver about the falls. 

"This length of 221miles comprises the most difficult 
11ort.iom; of the railway route from Cairns to Herbert~m. 

"Starting from the shore of t1Je ha.rbour at a pmnt 
where there is·deey water and a good site for a railway 
\Yharf the route runs throngh railway reserves for about 
three-quarters of a mile, including a site for a yassenger 
station on the bank of the IJieby Creek; thence skirting 
the to\vn allotments and through the town reserve O\'cr 
swmn1J.Y ground to 2 miles. (Here the alternative lino 
diverges to the right.) Continuing still over swampy 
country the main line reaches the foot of the "\Yhitfiold 
Range at 3 miles, and rises to nrinsmead's Gap at 45-
milc\;;, Here a tunnel of about lOchains \Vill be required, 
the formation being 196 feet below the lowest }Jart of 
the ridge. Thence descending and Cl'OSRing Preshwater 
Creek nt 5-} miles, the line commences the ascent of the 
mountains at about i r.-:.ilcs. 

"(Here the alternative line would rejoin the main line.) 
''Precipitous spnrs and gullir-; necessitate a tortuous 

line and heavy \Vorks from S~ miles to 18~- miles, where 
the level of the Banon Ji1alls is surmonntcd~tlw 'vorks 
are especially h0JLV.Y from llmilcs to 15} miles, there 
being twelYe short tunnels in this distance, besides 
numerous cuttings. 

"After passing the top of the Barron Falls the route 
is comparatively ea,~y for the remaining distance to 
22~ mile~, which is some distance past the crossing of 
the road and tclcgr::tlJh line from Cairns to rl'lwrn­
lJorough over the Barron River above the falls. 
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"'l'hc ouly bridges of importance on this length will 
be those over .l!1roshwater Creek-two deep gullies near 
la mile:j-Ston.\' Creek, and Surprise Creek, the re1~t of 
the deep gullies being very ::.hort and carrying little 
water. 

"'l'hree su1·vevm·s and hvo assistants arc :.:ctting out 
t.lw pcrmancn( eentrcs on this length-a work of 
extreme <liiliculiy, mving- to the dense s<Tub covering 
the steep mountain si<lcs. In this process the section 
1vill be mnch improved ancl the works reduced to ~L 
1ninimmn.'' 

Then Mr. Hannam refer~ to the alternative 
line:-

" '!1WO miles from Cuirns an alternative line, 6-l miles 
in length, may diverge to the right, keeping along the 
Hats in the general cllrcction of tbc road from Cairns to 
1.hc r.owcr Barron, skirting the foot of the spurs of the 
\rhitlield Range, and rejoining the ma.in liue at abont 
7 miles, 1vith an increased length of I} miles. SeYeral 
nasty s'vamps have to be crossed, and the crossing of 
.Prcslnvater Creek 1vill not be so favourable as on the 
main line. 

"On the other hand, the expensive tunnel at Brins­
mcad's Gap, and the ascent to a.nd descent from it, wHl 
he done away with, and hYo 1niles' lcs.s l1l'ivatc land will 
be passed th1·ough. Also the alternative line could be 
eomplctcd at lea,~t twelve months earlier than the main 
line, tltus greatly facilitatiug- the vmrl.:s on the remainder 
of the length, while a saving of at least £12,000 would be 
eil'cctcd in favour of the a.ltcrnativc line. 

"I have, therefore, no hesitation in stron~ly recom­
mendinp; the alternative line. T jf l~arron road, in SJlite 
of its extra. length of about It miles. 

" J.s it will undoubtedly become necessary to run a 
line along the shore a.s shown on the plan, I have sup­
plied also a section thereof-being on ~L railway rcsClTC 
no book of reference is required." 

He did not know that he could :;·ive any more 
information on the subject; but if"'' he should 
be g-lad to give it. 

'rhe Hox. ;r. M. l\IACROSSAN said that 
now they had the plans of the Herberton and 
Coast Rail way they might expect the drought to 
cease. They need not de.,pair of anything after 
that, for which they had waited so long with 
patience ; and he thought gentlemen on both 
side.s of the House who \vere suffering for Wttnt 
of water might expect a c1eluge shortly. . It was 
now three years, all but a few weeks, smce the 
111oney for the line was voted by the House. He 
(1-Ion.l\Ir. Macrossan) was Minister for \Vorks at 
the time, and he brought the proj ectforward. Even 
l>efore the nloney\vas voted, r:;o anxious was he to 
get the rail way made that he was in connnunimttion 
with the gentleman in charge of the Central Rail­
way survey staff, to get a competent surveyor to 
. ,urvey the line. He knew himself that it wonld 
be a difficult line to survey, as anyone could tell 
who knew the country. Nevertheless, it was 
di,:;raceful either to the survey staff to have 
delayed the smTey so long, or to the Gov­
ernment for having kept the survey back 
so long. 1n this CLilony there were two 
snrvey staffs doing less work thitn was 
done in the neighbouring colony by one staff ; 
more money was spent in New South IV ales 
on railway construction, and yet in Queensland 
they had two suney statls doing the wmk ; 
and in spite of that, there was a line that 
had been three years under survey, and the 
plans were yet incomplete. It was a dis­
grace to \vhuevcr was concerned or connected 
with it. At the end of the year 1882, some 
months after the money was voted, he put on the 
work a man supposed to be the best 'urveyor on 
the Nmthern survey staff-J\Jr. Monk; taking 
hirn a way fron1 a line he was as anxious as pm;~ 
sible to have surveyed, becm!Sed it benefited his 
own constituency. That was the line extending 
to liughenden; and a cmnparative novice \vas 
put on to complete the work there. He even 
promisedl\Ir. :Monk a bonus if he would survey 
the line quickly, and find a route that would be 
practicable in a reasonable time. The result of 
all that was th,tt the whole stren:;th of the survey 
staff had been occupied trying to find fault with 

independent private surve,vs mad.e on one line, !"nd 
tryin•" to make a survey If possible fmm Cairns 
to H;rberton. He was sorry to hear the Min­
ister for \Vorks make a 5tatement which he 
thouaht he would not have made unlos8 he had 
been n misinformed. 'l'he hon. gentleman said a 
trial survey had been made from each of _the 
three places - i\Iourilyan Harbour, Can·ns 
Harbour, aud Port Douglas Harbour-to Her­
berton. That was not the case. No survey had 
ever been made from :;\Iourilyan Harbour, unless 
it \Vas a survey for a gentlen1an ~o walk do\':ll 
the range in three or four days With an aneroid 
barometer in his hand. .Mr. Hannam cer­
tainly did that, if th>tt was to be calle?- a 
survey. That was eighteen months ago1 and smce 
then nothing had been done to ascertam whether 
it was a more favourable route than the one 
before the House or the one suggested by the 
private independent survey of ~h: Port Douglas 
people themselves. Thehon.lYimisterfor vVorks 
told them that he had never lost sight of the 
;;urvey. Perhaps he did not ; .but nei~her did 
some other hon. members lose sight of It. Last 
yectr hc(Hon. i\Tr. J\Tacrossan) moved for t!1e pro­
duction of all correspondence connected with the 
surveys, and the hon. m~!nber for I<;cnnedy put 
a 'Jne~tion where the milway was mtended to 
start from. He was answered-that was nearly 
twelve months ago-thttt Cairns had been de­
cided upon. He (Hon. Mr. J\!Iacrossan) knew that 
Cairns had been decided upon oeveral months 
bofOl'e that, and yet it ha~ taken all this. time to 
proclnce the plans-over fifteen months smce the 
Government made up its mind to have the 
survey made from Cairns. This was what Mr. 
13allai·d said on the very question of the Mon­
rilyan Harbour route. l\Ir. Uanmun went down 
there early in the year :-

" According to :.ur. IIannam's report, dated 26th Feb., 
the distance from IIcrberLon to }Iourilyan by this route 
is estimated at ninety miles, being thirteen mile~ 
longer than the Cairns survey; but I belie Ye that an 
actual survey might make this distance very mncll 
shorter-indeed, as far as I can sec, the distances to 
IIcrberton from each of the three ports would prove 
ver.'r similar should permanent surveys .be caref~lll.Y 
made. I mn also bound to state that I tlunk that 1t IS 
quite possible that an ea::'icr line coul<l be made from 
Herbcrton to J1Iourilyan than lJy either of the other t\YO 
routes ; bemmsc it appears probable that a more ~radual 
descent of the range could be made, cxtcndlng over a. 
distance of some twenty miles, instead or from nine to 
thirteen miles, a~ on the other two surveys . 

Certainly that was very reasomtble. This was 
what he said as to whether the survey had been 
made or nc.t :-

"There is no doubt the country is difficult, and ren­
clcred more so by the thick scrub, but I have no solid 
evidence before me to show that this eould be a worse 
or more expensive line than either of the other two." 
-13ecau,;e he httcl no surveys. So the hun. 
gentleman misinformed the Committee when 
he said that a survey wccs made from each 
of the three placeoJ, bec<tuse such was not 
the cetse. Had a survey been made frulll 
l\Iourilyan, he dared say it would h,we been 
found, as :Yir. 13allard himself there said, th:tt 
the ascent of the range wuuld have been much 
easier to make in twenty miles than in nine miles 
or thirteen miles, as in each of the other two cases. 
But that was never tried. Mourilyan Harbour 
was carefully tabooed. From the start the officers 
of the Hailwtty Department-he did not say that 
the Government were responsible-were deter­
mined that Cairns should be the place from 
which the railway should go. He thought the 
Minister for \Vorks lud some inkling of that 
himself in his own mind. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No; I 
have not. 

The Ho;-;. J. l\L 1\IACROSSAN: He thought 
the hon. gentleman had some knowledge-that 
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rumours had come to his mtrs '"bout some of 
the survey officers having lmd land purchased 
by them or for them in Cttirns. The hon. gentle­
nmn told them-he (Hon. Mr. J\bcrossan) <lid 
not know upon what authority, as he did not 
hear him quote it in the report he read-that the 
line was going; to cost £12,000 per mile or over. 
Did he mean tlmt it would cost £12,000 per 
mile from Herberton to the co:tst, or only from 
Cairns to the end of the section? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No; only 
through the mountainous country. 

The HoN. J. M. MACIWSSAN said it was 
only a few weeks ago since he had heard from 
the same authority that it would co:ot £20,000 
per mile. That was when he askecl the qnestion 
when the Government were going to table the 
plans of the railway from Herl.Jerton to the 
coast. \Vhen he asked that question he "as 
informed that it would cost £20,000 per mile. 
He hoped, but he was very doubtful, looking at 
the section, that it would cost no more th»n 
that. Anyhow, the amount of cost was not 
mentioned in the report, or the hon. gentleman 
would luwe read it. He did not think the 
Government were quite blameless in the matter 
of the delay of those plam, because it ho.cl come 
to his knowledge that they were in the possession 
of the Government for several clays, "'nd th"'t was 
the reason \vhy, t\vo \Veeks a.go, he tabled a n1ntion 
calling for a select committee to inquire into the 
route. He was determined that the Government 
should either give the select committee or table 
the plans, and the con•equence was the plans 
were tabled on the first sitting day afterwards. 
They were in the hands of the Government several 
days before. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : What 
about that? 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said ho knew 
the hon. gentleman was undecided whether he 
should table them or not. He did not sec why, 
even admitting the difficulty of the country, it 
should have taken ne,>rly three year,, to bring 
the phtns to the state they were in at present. If 
they h"d been determined not to take ad vantage 
of the position which they occupied in the l'\ nrth, 
as a mineml producing country, it might he under­
stood. He thougl,t the h<m. gentleman must be 
aware of the advantage the North h:tcl ]Jeen to 
Queensland hitherto, and was likely to be in 
the future; he must abo see what an advantage 
it would he to have railw"y communication 
with mineral districts such as Hel'herton ; 
and it seemed to him to he very discreditable 
that the plans should have been kept back oo 
long. He thought that if the Government had 
been thoroughly in earnest, "'ml impressed their 
earnestness upon their otlicors, they woulu h:ne 
had the plans twelve months ago. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: \Ye wanted 
you hack to push them on. 

'l'he HoN. J. M. :iYIAUlWSSAN said th"'t 
the hon. g·entleman told his con,;tituents two or 
tlu·ee weeks ago, at the opening of the Killarney 
Uaihv"y, that he hoped to have the plans of the 
first section of the vin nctco-the direct line to 
\V arwick, which was not "'n easy line-on the 
table of the House that session. That line was 
only voted at the end of last year. Compare the 
hon. gentlernan's a,ctivity in regard to that line 
with his activity in regard to the other! \Vas 
there an hon. member in that Committee who 
did not know the difficulty of ascending the 
Main Range on the direct line to \Varwick? It 
was at least 500 or 600 feet higher at the top of 
the gap than at Toowoomba. Instead of being 
2,000 feet high, the range on the line to \Varwick 
was about 2,500 or 2, liOO feet. The difficulty 
on the Herberton Railway could be very little 

more than that on the \Varwick line. 'l.'he 
country was a little more broken, but the 
height was net t~o g-reat, and, in f;pite of that, 
the bun. gentlem»n expected to have the pblH 
of the fir:ot section of that line on the table 
before the end of the session, while he had t"'kcn 
three years to bring forward those of the line 
before the Committee. He said ag»in it was 
discreditable to the Government and clis­
creditalJie to the Survey Department "'s well; 
and it w"'s time that some change was made 
in tlmt tlepartment when it took three 
years to produce such plans. \Vould any­
one, looking at those plans, believe the line 
could he umde for £12,000 per mile? There 
was over a mile of tunnelling in the short 
distance shown on the plans. He did not 
think there was anything like it anywhere 
in Australi»-82 chains or 83 chains of tunnel 
in about 12 or 14 miles. The ascent of the 
Range between I1"wich and Toowoomha w,>s 
n1ade in a, rnost extru.vagant \vay, and a.t a 
tinl8 \vhen they ·were 1nere novices in railwa,y­
nmking, hut he believed it ditl not cost more than 
the propo:;edlinc as it appe:1l'ed upon tlmt plan. 
\Vhat he chictly blamed the Government for was 
the length of time that had been t»ken in not 
pmhing on the surveys as they ought to h»ve been 
n.ncl relying upon the subordinate officers entirely; 
because the reports which the hon. gentleman 
reacl, and that which he reatl from last year's 
"VoteH and Proceedings," were shnply bnsed 
upon the reports of subordinates. J\Ir. Hannam 
simply wont over the Port Douglas route in » 
c'uTi,ge, and if that constituted "' survey-no 
matter wh»t ability he h»d to speak with 
authHrity on the disputed point-it seemed to 
him (Hon. i\Ir. J\Iacrosc.an) that railway survey­
ing must be extraordinarily easy, at le>ast in tlmt 
Jn<rticubr case. Instct1d of walking over tlmt 
lino with his subordinates, as he ought to have 
done, and seeing for himself, Mr. Hann»m drove 
upon the main road. Then, as for .i\lr. i\Ionk, he 
simply walkeu from the top of the mnge with 
J\Ir. l'ahnerston, who was " better bu;;]nn:m 
th>tn Mr. Hannam-who was looked upon "'s 
being the hest huslnnan in the North, where 
there were many good ones. They simply 
w:tlked down the range with "'n aneroid hal'o­
metel', "'"d fl'om that J\1r. J\lonk condemned that 
route. Allowing that the Caims l'oute was the 
best, the Govel'nmcnt made up theil' minds fifteen 
months ago to adopt that route, and why had they 
taken all that time to produce the plans? Let 
the hon. gentlen1an answer that. The rmt:-;on 
was that, so long as they could keep the railway 
dangling between the ports of Cttirns and Port 
llonglas, they commanded the votes of both 
place,;. That was the reason, and they would 
have kept it dangling still only for the motion he 
tabled a few week,; ltgo. 

The 1\IINISTJ<:It ],·og \VOI{KS said he wscs 
very sorry that he lmd incurred the displeasure 
of the hon. member for 'l.'ownsville, but everyone 
knew that that hon. gentlmnan was rt hea.ven~ 
lJorn J\Iinister for \V orks-according to his own 
opinion,

1 
h_nt not accorcl.ing to his (the Minister 

for \V ol·k,'), becmu;e a greater bung;l~r never 
existed. \Vhy, what had he been domg ever 
since he came into office? Correcting the hon. 
gentleman's blunders. 'rhe hon. gentleman had 
n1ade lines on most extraordinary curves ; he 
lmd made them on gradients of 1 in 50, ttnd 
with the increased traffic the trains could not 
start on them. If anyone would travel along the 
Sandgate line he would see what they had been 
compelled tu do there to remedy the difficulty. 
But here they had the hon. gentlemen saying 
that the Government had not done this. that, 
am! the other. He (the Minister for \Vorks) 
did not profes8 to be n,n engineer, and neYer 
interfered. He thought it was not his place 
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to go and inotruct professional men in the 
construction of railways, and he would not 
attempt to do it. The hon. member for Towns­
vi)lo had cost the colony sums of money that 
nng-ht well have been saved if he had allowed 
vrofessional men to carry out their duties with­
out interference. Look at the wretched cun·es 
nml gradients of 1 in 25 and 1 in 30 ! ~What 
was the uoe of the railways that the hon. g-entle­
man had constructed ? They were utterly useless. 
~Well, the hon. gentleman said the plans n,nd 
'pcuifications had been in the hands of the 
Uovernment for a very long tiine. Supposing 
they had? He had explained to the hon. member 
that the survey 11arties were now making the 
l?ermanent survey and pegging out the central 
hne. \V.hat mr~tter WC\8 it if the plans were 
pe~ssed th1s munth or the next? He would ask 
the l;on. member, i.f he .condemned the line, why 
he d1d not g:o on w1th h!s motion? \Vhy did he 
not go on w1th the motwn for the appointment 
of a select committee to inquire as to which was 
tl_Je best route? The hon. g-entleman lmewthat he 
Lhd not dare to do any such thing. He knew 
verfectly well that that would ha.-e been the 
means of .sJ::elving the railway altogether. 
He (the Muuster for \Vorks) freely admitted 
~lmt there had been great delay in bring­
mg the plan.s forward,. but when they 
cmne to cons1der the Lhfhculty that had 
to be gone through, time must be taken to 
select the best route. He could not accuse him­
self of not doing sufficient work, and he knew that 
1\Ir, Surveyor Monk had been on this line ever 
since he w:ts sent up north. He had never been 
t11ken away. He was not in a position to say 
\~hether the pernmnent plans would arrive in 
tune, but he knew that there would be no 
further delay. A greo,t deal of time had been 
lost _in n1aking trial sutveys in order that the 
re~jmrements and representations of the people 
nught be met. The hon. gentleman saiu no trial 
survey lmd ever been made between Herberton 
and iVIourilyan Harbour, but he could assure the 
!'on. member that " trial survey was made and 
1t was found that the rise that would have to be 
made would have .been considerably over 800 feet 
-that was, a he1ght of SOO feet had to be sur­
mounted over and abo\·e the heio~ht to be n·ot 
over on t.he other routes .. And n~t only tl~~t, 
bt:t th~ chstance wo:1ld be mcreased by eighteen 
nules 1f the Mounlyan route were adopted. 
~V.lut. was the use of going on with a 
lme hke J,hat ?-and the conclusion come to 
l;y the Government was tlmt the most 
hk:ly route and the best route was from CtLirns. 
qmms hctcl a good harbour, tLnd surely the 
Government were bound to consider the interests 
of the country in the construction of the line. 
The people of Herberton were perfectly indif­
ferent--so long"" they had a milwr~y they did not 
cn,re-m;d he was perfectly satisfied that, so far 
as the (xoyerment's action was concerned, there 
\;as nothmg else that they could do. The 
G,~vernment must receive the reports of their 
officer.~ or they must dismiss them. As far as 
tl;e report of J\lr. Gardiner was concerned, and 
Ius statement that the line from Port Douglas 
to Herberton could be made for £4,000 " mile 
th?s~ facts were sufficient to make him (th~ 
I>Ilmster for \Vorks) disregard that gentlemtLn's 
statements. The hon. member for Townsville 
had got that i~fon:mtion, ~ut he had ways and 
me,,ns of gettmg mforrnatwn that nobody else 
had. The hon. gentleman said that the line 
would cost £20,000 a mile. 

. The H_oN. J. M. MACROSSAN: I "Ot that 
mformatwn from the 1\'Iinister for \Vorl(s him­
self. 

. The ~I.INISTER FOR WORKS said all the 
mformatwn he had was obtained from officers of 

the Government, and they put down the cost at 
£12,000 a mile. Of course he was not going to 
dispute that. The hon. member for Townsville 
charged the Governn1ent with n?t 1)ushing on 
the survey : but what nvn·e could they clo? There 
had been three survey paTties on the ground, 
and the hon. gentleman must know perfectly 
well that when survey partie:; lmd to go through 
miles of dense scrub the work was one of great 
labour and not easily got 0\'er. And not only 
thttt, but they had to make many trial surveys 
to test the different routes. All he could say w::t.~ 
that he wa,; not in a position to push on the plans 
any quicker than they had been pushed on. 

The Ho!'! .• J. M. MACROSSAN said he 
thought the hon. gentleman understood him 
when he said that the authority that informed 
him that the line would cost £20,000 a mile was 
the same that had said it would cost £12,000. 
£12,000 a mile was not mentioned in the report, 
an<l therefore the Minister for \Vorko must have 
ohtained some additional information since. 
Now, the hLm. gentleman said something about 
the Sandgate line. The steepest grade on that 
line was 1 in 50, and the~t was the ruling grade all 
overtheSouthernand \VesternRailway. That was 
the grade all the way up the Main Range, and 
if the hon. gentlenmn found fr~nlt with thr~t grade 
then he founcl fault with all the engineers that 
had been employed in the colony. The hon. 
gentleman made a statement when he we~s speak­
ing before, which it was right should be corrected. 
He (Hon. I>1:r. ~Macrossan) had no desire to 
dispute the ability of any officer in any Govern­
ment department, but neither did he think it right 
that one officer should be lauded at the expense 
of another. The hon. gentleman stated that 
J\Ir. Hannam was the surveyor who found 
out the route over the l'IIain Range. Well, 
11r. Hannam was simply a boy under iV[r. 
Smith, the engineer whom the hem. gentleman 
dismiosed, and who surveyed the line from 
Toowoomba down to the foot of the range. 
If, therefore, there was any advantage to be 
W'ined or any laurels to be worn, then 11r. 
Smith was the man to wear them, and not Mr. 
Hannam. He said again that the Government 
did not do their duty in trying- to find out a 
better route than the one now before hon. mem­
bers. The lar·gest part of their strength was 
concentrated on the line from Ce~irns to Herberton. 
\Vith reg11rd to the route from Port Douglas to 
Herberton they clid very little, but left it to the 
people themeelves to survey it and then sent a 
surveyor to criticise the survey made by them. 
He might be mistaken in saying· that it was Mr. 
Hannau1 who went down theTange carryinu an 
aneroid br~rometer in his hand; but whether 
thr~t was a proper survey he would leave to hon 
members of that Committee. ' 

The PREMIER said : Of course there was 
no sati.sfying the hon. gentleman. Last week 
he wanted to put that nmtter off indefinite],. 
until a select committee had made inquiri~s 
as to which was the best route. That would 
take the whole of the session, and should the 
committee come to a different conclusion from 
the one arrived at by the Government another 
survey would have to be made and the matter 
might be delayetl two or three y'ears lon<"er. He 
(the Premier) did not think the peo1~le could 
thank the hon. member for his advocacy in push­
ing on the line. 

The Ho;;. J. M. MACROSSAN: They can. 

The PREMIER : How could thev thank the 
hon. member for pushing it on? 'It was per­
fectly well kn?wn by e.vcrybody familiar with the 
count.ry that 1t was chfficult country to survey; 
h? d1d not know any more difficult. That 
chfficulty, he supposed, presented itself to the 
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preceding Government, of which the hon. gentle­
man was a member, but what had they done 
towards fixing the route? 

The HoN .• J. M. lVIAClWSSAN: Nothing 
toward~ fixing the route. 

The PHEMIER: Not very much. They 
gave instructions for prelinlinary snrvey~ to be 
made, and the first report of any 'alue was one 
from Mr. Hannam on the 28th Ji'ebruary, 188,1. 
That was almost immediately after the present 
Government came into office. Thev had that 
to go on, but it was scELrcely sufficient, and 
they waited a little longer. When they got further 
information, the first thing then to be done was to 
adopt some route, and they fixed upon the Cairno 
ronte as the proper one to adopt. They certainly 
did not take very long in deciding that, and if any 
charge could be made against them it was that 
they had made up their mindo rather hastily. 
I,n coming to the conclusion they did, they con­
sid~red the three r.ival routes-the Port Douglas, 
Cairns, and Mounlyan routes. 'Vith respect to 
the Mourilyan route, there were very serious 
objections to it which seemed to be fatal, so that 
the Government did not think they were justified 
in making any further inquiries in reference to 
it. In the first place, a line from there would 
have to cro~s the range at a height of 4,000 feet 
to get to Herberton, whereas a line from Cairns 
would not lmve to go higher than 3,200 feet. In 
the second place, that line would not have been 
the slightest use to the goldfields that Jay west 
of Port Douglas and Cairns; it would not lwve 
been of any use to the Hodgkinson, which 
was very rich not only in gold but in other 
minerals ; whereas a rail way from Cairns or 
Port Dou~las. would benefit that country. 
Another obJectiOn was that Mourilyan had nut 
a sufficiently large harbour. Mourilyan Harbour 
was a pretty-a remarkably pretty-place, but 
as for its being a harbour there was no more 
rooni in it than there was in the rea,ch of the 
Brisbane River at the bELck of Parlimnent 
Ho'use, between the bridge and the coal wharf. 
It was a very pretty spot, but it was not the 
sort of harbour rec1uired for the large trade 
that was expected from the country to which the 
proposed railway would extend. Those were the 
objections to the Monrilyan route. It might 
be said that the harbour was larger than 
that. It appeared so on paper, and it was so 
at high tide, when there was much more 
land under water; but :1t low tide, when there 
was not so much covered, it was not, as he lmd 
said, for practical uses any larger than the 
reach of the river behind that House. Then 
as to the Cairns and Port Douglas routes. 
The height to be surmounted before they got 
to the top of the rang-e was about the same 
in each caoe. The distance was about the 
same. The route to rort J JouglaH wtts a little 
longer, the difficulties of constmction were about 
equal, and the cost would probably he about 
the same. Then the Government had to con­
sider the two ports. N ubody could oay that 
l'ort Douglas was a good port, or that it 
could be made a good port by the expendi­
ture of any reasonable sum of money, where as 
Cairns was one of the finest harbours in the colony 
or in Australia. It was a magnificent harbour. 
Under those circumstances the Government 
made up their minds twelve months ago that 
the Cairns route should be adopted. Having 
done that they had to consider the best wtty 
to get up the mountains. They rejected the 
suggestion of Mr. Ballard that he should try to 
find a route further southward towards the 
n1ulgrave. The surveyors were instructed to 
ascertain the best way of mounting tile mnge. 
He certainly thought they had t;tken long·er 
than they might have done, but the Government 

ccmld not hurry the snrveyors. lYir. Ballard said 
he could not do it any faster, and 11r. Hanmtm 
said he could not do it any faster. He (the 
Premier} certainly thought they might have done 
,;o, It had then been said that there Wl~>; a 
route by Collinson's Pass which made the ascent 
several.hundred feet less. A statement of that 
kind could not be allowed to go without in­
quiry, and it was found on examination that 
the pass was 350 feet higher than the pro­
l""ed route. Another question then arose as 
to wh~t was the best route for letwing the 
to'lvn, and a deviation 'vas suggested, which it 
was said would effect a saving of £12,000 and 
enable the line to be completed a year sooner. 
Those matters had been settled by the sun•eyors, 
and they had been able to senrl down their plans 
and confidently recommended the route before the 
House as the best route. Then a few days 
elapsed before the plans were laid on the table 
of the House. 'l'he rea,;on was tl1b: tlmt 
knowing there waR nruch difference of opinio_n 
as to which was the best route, he asked !us 
hon. colleague to allow him to see the plans 
before actually decicling on the route. They were 
sent to his (the Premier's} office, and he looked 
at them as soon as he could, and the next clay 
they were laid on the table of the House. 
'l'hat was the hi.story of the delay. There wtts 
no deltty as far as the Government was con­
cernerl other than was absolutely necessary. 
But that was not a matter of much conse­
'luence; what he wished to point out was that 
the Government gave every attention to the 
three routes, ,cnd had decided upon the Cttirns 
route as the best. 

The HoN. J. M. 1\IACROSSAN saicl he 
would like to ;,ay just a word or two about the 
select committee that he had moved for. Hon. 
mmnbers would rmnernber that abont ten \Vecks 
ago he asked the niinister for \Vorks when he 
would be able to lay the plans of the Herberton 
Railway on the table of the Honse. The amwcr 
was- in about ;;ix weeks. He (Hon. l\lr. 
1\bcrossan} gM·e him six weeks, and at the end 
of that time he knew that the hon. gentleman 
had the plans in his oflice. He heard that the 
hon. gentleman was undetermined as to whether 
he would lay them on the table, and he therefore 
rnoved that rnotion knowing that it would force 
his hand, whichitdid. Now>ts to the surveydnmdc 
before the hon. gentlell!an got into office, cer­
tainly he (Hon. Mr. Macrossan) did not tell the 
surveyor,; the route they were to adopt, but he 
pmmised them a 1Jonus if they would find a good 
route, ttnd find it crnickly. Perhaps the l'remior 
did not believe in the bonus sy·Jtem or he might 
have had the snrveys completed sooner than they 
had been. The hon. gentleman himself admitted 
that there had been delay in bringing the plans 
before the House. The hon. gentlem:tn had as 
rnuch knowle-Jgc of the range when the HJuney 
was voted for the line as he had now ; l1 e h<trl 
been over the range; and if hewonlcllook baek over 
hi.s speeches he would find that he had stated 
tlmt it wnuld take six months to make a. nrvoy. 
He asked him (Hon. Mr. 1Iacrossan} if he had 
a competent surveyor he could send to do the 
work, and he replied that l\Ir. Hannam had not, 
and he could not send Mr. Hannam himself. 
The hon. gentleman then said-with the same 
knowledge he lntd now of the different routes­
that he thought it would take flix months: and it 
had taken six times that. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the Premier had 
accused the hon. member for Townsville, JYir. 
j,Iacrossan, of having endeavoured to put off this 
'luestion indefinitely in asking for a select com­
mittee. That was not so. Ho should give a 
lustory of the reasons which induced him. Some 
time ago they became ttware that the plans of 
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that line were in the h<mds of the l\Iini.ster for 
\Vorks. He interviewed the Minister, who by the 
way told him that the cost of cun~truction of the 
first section would <worage about £1G, 000 per mile. 
He asked him how it was that the plans had not 
heen laid on the tahle according to promise; he 
stated that he wanted more information before 
doing so. The hon. member for Townsville and 
l1iru~elf, who, of course, were extrenwly interested 
iu the SlJeedy construction of this line, irnagined, 
<end they were not alone in that opinion, tlmt the 
Government intended holding "'er the phtns until 
after the elections for electioneering purpooes. 
The hon. memlJer (l\Ir. 1\Iacros,mn}thim called for 
a select committee, and that action of his had 
the effect that he expected: it forced the 
hand of the Govemment and thev laid the 
plans on the table. He was glad to see that 
the estimated cost of the first section wonld not 
exceed £12,000 per mile. As this was ouly a small 
portion of the raihvay and as the reuut.ining por­
tion presented less difficulties, the average cost 
per mile of the railway would he cou.siderably 
less. It must also be recollected that from e\·ery 
other cm1st town in the colony south of Cairns 
nwre n1oney had been spent, or was necessary, 
to improve the harbour or water approaches 
than would pn.y for the c,>st of the con­
struction of the whole line, whilst the 
natural advantages of Cairns H,nhonr rendered 
it unequalled by any other in Qneen:;laml. 
Upon completion of the first section a large 
timber traffic would at once spring into exb­
tence, as there were about 12,000,000 feet of 
cetlar lying within from seven to twenty miles 
of the end of the section waiting for transit to 
Caims. There could be hardly any doubt that this 
line would not only equal but excel in remunera­
tiveness any other line in the colony. The best 
paying lines in the colony were the Gym pie and 
Clmrters Towers lines, probably becam;e there 
was a large popula,tion at each end, and ab;o 
because of the high mte,, of carriage obtained 
from the cbH:; of articles required on mineral 
fields, such as dynamite, powder, fn:;e, camllc·', 
machinery, etc. 1'\ot only would the same condi­
tions occur on this line, but it would also hav-e 
the a.d vantttge of a larg·o back carria;;o of a 
different nature to that obtained from the other 
mineral fields in the nature of tin, silver, and 
coppe1·. ..AJthongh, however, the l'einunerative 
capacity of a railwa,y should not he lost sight of, 
the great object of a GoYernment, when project­
ing railways, should he the benefit which would 
accrue to the colony and to the di.strict. There 
was no other railway in the colony which would 
show up hetter in that way thtcn the pn>po'e<l 
one. It,wonld open up the v;clley of the Barron, 
alon;,;· which it travelletl for about thirty miles-a 
valley rich in timber and in soil. It con­
tained cedar, ebony, lmuri pine, and other valu­
able timber, in incalculable <ptantities. The 
timber traffic alone from it would keep the line 
in full~-;wing for a generation. ..-:'\._t }Inryborongh 
cedar trees ;wemged from 2,000 to 4,000 feet. 
In the J3arron Valley they containecl an average 
of from il,OOO to U,OOO feet. \Vhen thio was 
cleared they would have land ready for cultiva­
tion of nnctjualled richness. It would grow any­
thing. He had seen, in his travels through that 
valley, Leautiful chocolate soil thirty feet in 
thiclmess, as indicated by the creeks. That 
land averaged an altitude of from 2,000 to 
3,000 feet. A few days smce he had heard the 
passing of certain plans advocated on account 
of the fact that from 30,000 to 40,000 acres of 
good land would he rendered acces.<ihle. \Vhy, 
that railway would open up hundreds of thou­
Sll,!lfls of acres of land e<rual to >tny in the colony. 
In speaking of the railway from Cairns to Her­
berton he did not wish it to he understood that 
he thus intended to coniine himself to Herberton 

as the terminal point of the railway. That 
would be a matter for subsequent considcmtion. 
If Herberton were found to be the best pbce it 
Hhould, of course, Le taken there; it n1ight ~tgnin 
he fouwl desirable to carry it to another portion 
uf the district. After leccving the valley of the 
Bannn the line entered into a district immensely 
rich in minerals, which it tnversed for thirty or 
forty miles. Tin, silver, all<l copper abounded 
there. The mining indm;try h"'d been languish­
ing in that di.strict for years, owing to the 
he<tvy handicap that had been imposed on it in 
the way of carriage of minerals to the port. 
Tin, which now cost from £8 to £10 freight, 
would be conveyed for lrss th~m a quarter of that 
sum. The cost uf procluctwn would be de­
crr::tsecl, whilst the facilities for production 
would be increased ; and he believed that the 
result would be that the district woulcl become oue 
of the um,t thickly populate<! and richest mining 
centres in the colony. Of couroetherailwayshnuld 
not stop at Tine~roo; it should be carried on to the 
Etheridge. After leaving the mineml distt·ict of 
'rinaroo the line towards the Ethericlge would 
travel through about 100 miles of g·ood 
pastoral count1·y, after which it got into the 
rninel'al ctnlntry sun·tnnuling the Etherillgc. 
Tlmt field, he believetl, would eventual!~- he second 
to no other goldfield in the colony. He had 
noticed that year after ~·e~tr the reports of 
the Secretary for JYiines which were !aiel on 
the te~ble of the House. showed that the average 
mummt of gold produced by men employee! on 
the Etheridge was in excess of any obtained on 
any other goldfield in (-\neen:;land. II e rcgretkd 
that the line wo., not hrther advanced. The 
1\Iini.oter for \Vorks said this was not the fault 
of the Railway Department. J'Ie quite believed 
that. They knew that if 1\Iini.oters were not in 
a hurry to have any .particnlm· survey finishecl 
they could easily give the surveyor a hint to that 
effect, which would at once be acted on. The 
hon. member for TownsYille expbined tktt only 
lately a line "ivhich IJrcsented cqna.l engineerillg­
ditliculties had plans of survey laid before the 
House in une quarter of the time, hut then that 
line was connected with a constituency which tt 
2\Iinbter hml an interest in. The excuse pre­
ferred by the Government-that they had been 
awaiting the reHnlt of the Port Douglas snney­
\\ :18 not a va.Iid one, buctulSe the l\IIini.':lter for 
\Vorks and the Premier l>oth admitted that they 
had made up their minds that the survey which 
l\Ir. Hannam had eifected from C,cims over 
fifteen months ago was the best one, all!l that 
it .should be adhered to. 'L'he plans >end 
sections laid on the table conk\ easily have been 
prepared in one-third of the time. 1'\ ow, as 
soon liS the 1\uli;tmentary survey on which the 
plans and sections laid on the table were paHHetl, 
the Hou:;e by pa:;sing them authorisetl the Uov­
crnlnent to h~1ve a pennanent survey n1ade fruJn 
which the working plans are lH'Blxtred, and thou 
tender,; were called. Now, the permanent survey, 
which had yet to be performed, always took twice 
as long ltt, the very least aH the I'arliarnentary 
survey on the strength of v;hich plans all!l sections 
were laid on the table ofthe House; therefore, if the 
Government were as dihtory in getting that perma­
nent survey finished as they had been in getting 
the l'>trliamentary Hnrvcy finished it would he 
two years and a-half yet bef<>re tenders would be 
called for the construction of this first section. 
'L'he Minister for \Vorks said that two parties 
were already employed on that line in making a 
permanent survey. They had not been there 
above a month, at any rate, because, when he 
interviewed the ::\Iinister for \Vorks, a few days 
since, to a~ce1-tain how long they had been 
employed on the permanent survey, he stated that 
he was un,-,ble to answer his (juestion until he 
wired to the Chief Engineer. He had been 
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informed el:;cwhere that the two survey parties 
had been only engaged in the pennanent survey, 
from which workin;< plans were to he prepl>red 
in a few weeks. He was afraid, at any rate, 
that tenders for the construction of the 
line would not be called for under a year, 
although he hoped that he would be mistaken. 

'The MINISTER l"OR WOHKS said the 
hon. member for Cook had been talking to his 
constituents. He had come to him oftentimes 
w"'nting infornmtion, hut he had "'lw"'Y''l been 
very guarded "'s to what information he gave the 
hon. member, becmlBe he might put a wrong 
construction upon it. 

Mr. HAMILTON : I could not get any to 
construct. 

'The MINISTER FOR WORKi::l said : 'The 
hon. member was now complaining of that 
survey t>Lking a long time to be completed. He 
thought the hon. member for 'Townsville put a 
survey p>Lrty on the direct line from \Varwick. 
'That w>Ls two years ago, and they had not even 
now been able to send in a preliminary survey. 
The hon. rnember for Cook ought to kno\v very 
well that where the country was broken and 
mountainous it was a work of time to select the 
bec;t route. He hoped the hon. member had 
satisfied his c<mstituents. He had been simply 
talking to them, and talking a lot of nonsense. 

'l'he HoN. ,T. :\I. MACHOSSAN said he 
thoug-ht the hon. gentleman was mistaken in 
;,,aying that he had put a survey party on the 
direct route to \V arwick. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If it w"'s 
nut the hon. member for 'TownsYille, it was--

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Somebody 
else. Just so. 

'The ::YIINIS'TEH J!'OR WORKS : If it was 
nut the hon. member it was his successor, the 
hon. member for Port Curtis. 

Mr. KELLl<;'T'T said he had heard it com· 
plained that there had been a good deal of 
deby in vutting the plans of that railway on 
the table of the House. He thought it woulrl 
have been a benefit to the country if the plans 
had been debyed a little longer. It would be 
remembered that he presented a petition in 
connection with that raihv"'y, signed by 400 
residents of the district. ' ' 

'The MINISTER J<'OR WORKS : I deny it. 
Mr. KELLE'T'l' said that nevertheless he 

!Jelie,·ed the 'tatement would be found as correct 
as any the ::Yiinister for \Vorks had made that 
day, ancl a good deal more correct than manv of 
the statement' made by that hon. gentlen!an. 
'l'lntt petition had been signed by ,100 resitlents of 
the district, who had gone to 'the trouble and 
expense of mnploying a con1petent Hurveyor to go 
over the range and find out the best route. They 
had several rontes surveyed, and at last thev got 
pbns laid on the table. 'rhe survey made by JYir. 
Cbrdiner showed that by commencing to a,ocend 
the range n1uch sooner than \Yas recmnn1ended 
in the fir8t survey, and going up it ~t longer 
way, they woulcl have rnuch easicrgradeK an(l the 
lino conld be constructed at much less exJ,ense. 
\Vhen they found the railway would cm;t a great 
lot of money-and from the infonm<tion they 
had got from the Minister for \Vorks they could 
not say what it would cost-after the length of 
time the milw:w had been in hand some better 
information should be t;iven them than had been 
given them that day as to what the railway 
w"'s likely to cost. It was a serious matter: 
pl"'ns were brought before them for approval, 
and they never knew anything like what they 
would cost until half the line 'was constrncted, 
and then they were a<;ked to vote as much more 

money as would have finished the line according 
to the first estimate. ·when the people of l'ort 
Douglas had spent their own money, and h>td 
not asked for a Government g-rant to employ " 
surve~·or, it was a proof that they were satisfied 
that there was a better and cheaper route than 
the one recommended. 1Ir. Amos was sent up 
to report upon that route, but before his survey 
was half-finished he was taken away from it, and 
the consequence was there h"'d never been a 
proper survey of that route, nor had there been 
a proper survey of the route to l'viourilyan Har­
bour. lHr. Amos was perfectly sati"fied, from the 
survey made by Mr. Gardiner, that the railway, if 
made by that route, could be made for £6,000 a mile. 
'The 11inister for \Vorks had told them that by 
the Cairns route it would cost £12,000 a mile. 
It was the duty of the Government when it was 
pointed out that they might save a great deal of 
money to the State-and especi"'lly as there were 
a gre"'t many rail ways to be constructed in the 
next few years-when it was pointed out that 
there might be a saving of one-third, at least, in 
the cost of a rail way-it was the duty of the 
Government to see that a proper survey Wll,S made. 
]<'or those reasons he thought it advisable that 
there should be some delay, and the people of the 
countrv would think well of the Government if 
they w"ould consider well that proposition to save 
one-third of the money it would cost to con· 
struct the Herberton-Cairns raihv"'Y· 'rhe people 
would be very well satisfied if the Government 
delayed a little longer and appointed the select 
comrnittee as suggE:8ted to consider \Yhich was 
really the hest route. 'The people of Pmt Dougbs 
had at their own expense surveyed a route, which 
was much better than any of the routes surveyed 
hy the Government surveyors, and he could hanlly 
see how the Government could refuse to accede to 
the appointment of the select committee. It 
lay with them to decide, and he could not see 
how they could refuse to appoint th"'t committee 
when there was an opportunity ofrna.kingagreat 
saving to the country. 

Mr. HAJYIIL'TON said the Minister for \Vorks 
accused him of talking to his constituent>;. 
Prohably he was. His constituents were very 
much interested in the matter, ancl were pro­
bably also interested in the opinionc; he expressed 
regarding it. He had also st"'ted that he 
wa"' guarded in giving hirn any inforn1ation, 
for fear he should put a wrong construction 
upon it. He seldom interviewed the hon. 
gentleman, but when he did go to him he 
was always very courteous and kind to him, 
"'nd gftYe him the inforrn"'tion he re'luired; but 
he had not given him the information a,, to how 
lnng the parties he spoke of had been engaged 
upon that snney. He stated that two parties 
were engagetl upon it, but he did not say how 
long· they had been so engag·ed. Perhaps he 
would give the Committee the infonrmtion, as 
he was not the only perwn interested in it. 
Pern1ancnt survey:-3 in ordinary country "W~cre 
carrietl on at about a mile a week ; but in 
extraordinary country, like the f1rst section of 
that line, the progress per week would he le,,s. 
Probably they wonld not do more th>Ln half-a­
mile a \veek, and there was every reason to be­
lieve that the working l'lans would not be ready 
under a year's time. 'The hon. member for 
Stanley stated that he had seen a petition signed 
by 400 residents of the district re(\uesting the 
appointment of a select committee. K o doubt 
the hon. member believed that those were bonc1 
fide signatures of persons interested in the con­
struction of the best line of railwav. No doubt 
a large munber of persons in one p;Jrtion of the 
district-Port Douglas--had signed the petition ; 
but with regard to the \Vatsonville names which 
appeared upon it he had recehed a telegram, 
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which he ha<1 not intended to t·e<td, bnt which it 
was desirable to relld to the Committee now that 
the subject had been brought up. \Vatsonville, 
he might say, was seven miles from Herbcrt.m. 
The telegram, which reachecl him several days 
ugo, 'V~Ls a..:; follows :-

"\Vatsonvillc 5·9-1885. 
"1'o J. IIarnil ton ~I.L. A. 

.. JJarge vnblie meeting helcl here last night in eonsc­
quencc of Port Douglas petition to delay pa~sing Cairm;­
Ilerbcrton railway The following rc~olutions adopted 
unanimously-

" rrhat the Port Douglas petition to delay pa~:;ing 
railway pla.ns has not been signml by tJl'P"f'llt rr;,idcuts 
of 'ratsonviilo nncl adjact'Ut placc8 :md "\VC unanimously 
oppose requests contained in said petition. 

''That e<trly commencement of railway to this district 
is of vital importance to its welfare thCl''Cforc ''"o }Jl'Otest 
against nnncco~sary delay occasioned by selti.~h repre­
sentations ancl it is onr nnitccl :::Lnd earnc::~t desire that 
the plans or the Cairns-llcrberton raih"nty shall be 
passed this session. 

H~f. KELLY, 

''Chairman." 

On no other occr~sion in the colony had there been 
more trouble and delay in the nmtter of the 
surveys before a patticulat route was decided 
upon. As to the taxpayers being consulted, 
certainly the Northern taxpayers should be con­
sulted. They had not had their share of the 
public expenditure, and now, when they were 
going to get the fitst moiety of it, it was sought 
to be delayed simply on the representations of a 
few individuals. It was a <1uestion of life or 
dea,th to the petitioners which route the line 
should tr~kc, an<l in his (:M:r. Hamilton's) opinion 
the Governrr1ent \Vere correct in ~tarting the 
milway to Herherton from Cairns. 

1\'l:r. KELLETT said he also had a telegram to 
reacl. \Vhile he was speaking the 1\'linister for 
\Vorks interjected a remark to the effect that 
the ::;ignrtrtures were not genuine. On that point 
he would read the following telegram, which he 
hacl received from a very respectable resident of 
Port })ought~ :-

'' Port Douglas 3-G-1885. 
"W. KelleLt Esq. :ll.L."\. 

•· 1Yim1Jlc circnlating report names petition forged 
". e Hat,ly cnntr:uliet Llli~ Hill roUe over route yt <:; tcrday 
expre~f:les thorough ~:;atisfaction ltode for twcnty-1iye 
miles 'Vithout Ul1SCatin~ rrha11k:4 for action iY! lJCtitiOU 
Kintlly move that petition be printed. 

"GEo. L. RUTHER1'0IU>." 

1\Ir. Hutherford, who was a respectable citi~en, 
guaranteed tho,t the ~ignatures were correct, and 
he, at all events, was perfectly s'ttisfied with the 
guarantee. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he was satisfied that 
there was no more re~pectable gentleman in 
Port Douglas th;l,n J\Ir. l~utherford; at the Amne 
time the fact that he verified the names by 
ridim; over twenty-one miles showed that those 
nmnes were confined to one portion only of the 
clistriot. 

Mr. BLACK said he was very glad to find that 
the X orth had g<lt the aid of the hem. member 
for Stanley. At the same time he was not quite 
certain whether thrtt hon. member was altogether 
sincere in hi,; desire .to still further extend the 
great procmstination under which th<et line had 
suffered. It had been shown that three years 
had elapsed since the first money was voted, and 
during the whole of that time the railw<ey had 
been kept chmgling before the people of Herberton, 
1\'Iourilyan Harbour, C;tirns, and Port Doughts. 
He, at all events, was very glad to find thctt the 
Government had at last come to a deci.sion in the 
m<ttter, and had stated their intention to run the 
line from Cairns to 1-Ierberton. However much 
it might grieve cert<tin persons who dec;ired that 
the line should be brought to their particular 
port, he hoped the Minister for \Vorks would 

vut his foot down and go on with the wcn·k. 
Nothing was to be gained by the fteoh delay 
which the hon. member for Stanley seemed to 
wish for. In the southern portion of the colony 
nearly all those public works for which money 
was voted out of the last loan were already in 
progress; while the hon. memuer for Stanley, after 
money h<tcl been voted for "most import,mt line 
in the Korth more than three years ago, asked 
to have it still further postponed in order tlmt 
" select committee of the House might inquire 
into it. \Vlmt was the committee to do ? \V ere 
the members to go up to the, spot, walk throui-:h 
the scrub, ancl examine the rival routes for them­
selves? ·It must be rGmembered that they 
were not professional men; and he (l\!r. 13lack) 
had entire confidence in the survey made by :Mr. 
l\Ionk. Two and a-half years ago he travelled 
up with ::>.Ir. Monk, and he believed that 
gentleman was perfectly sincere when he tolcl 
him his belief that if a road could be found the 
route could be decided upon within six months. 
He had seen :Mr. J\lonk later, and he told him 
thtct the difficulties he had had to contend 
against were almost unexampled. It had been a 
very serious matter to find a road, and he 
bolievecl that when the railway was com­
pleted-as lw hoved it woulcl he before many 
years elapsed, it woulc1 he one of the gretctest 
feats nf railway engineering in the colony. 

The PREJ\IIER: Hear, hear! In the world! 

Mr. BLACK said that ever since money was 
voted for the Herberton railway by the last 
Government the mineml portions of the district 
had been steadily going down hill, in consequence, 
of the clifficulty of getting their minerals down 
<tnd their goods up. He had been from Port 
Douglas to Herberton, and from Herberton to 
Cairns. He h<td been twice on those routm;, and 
knew the we<tlth of that vart of the colony, both 
tuineral and agricultural ; and he could as~uro 
hon. members that what had been said about 
the magnificence of its soil, the richness of its 
minerals, cwd the magnificence of its timber, had 
been in no W<ty exaggerated. \Vhen he went fn•m 
Port Douglas to Herherton he thonght that that 
was probably the easiest route, for he was able to 
go all the wn,y by coach, whereas when he went 
by wcty of Cairns he had to walk. The ranges 
were so steep that all traffic between l-Ierberton 
and Cairns had to be clone by packhorse,;, 

'rhe PRKHIElt: This is a different route 
<tltogether. 

2\Ir. BLACK said he believed that by a devia­
tion by the Barron River they had succeecled in 
finding a ronte which was not impossible to the 
railwn,y engineering of the pre~ent day. It wuul.tl 
be a very diflionlt railway to construct, and 1t 
''as just a.-; well for the House to understam1 that 
the i'ail way woul<l he a Yery expensive one ; hut 
the resom·ces that would be opener1 up, and the 
settlement that woulc1 be encouraged would be 
enough to justify them in proceedi_ng with the 
construction of it: and when the hne was once 
decide<] upon and commenced it wonld give 
extreme satisfaction to the North. He would 
certainly urge, considering that three years had 
elapsed since the money w<ts voted,' that the 
moment the plans had received the sanction of 
Parliament the survey should be continued, 
because there was a very difficult range to 
cross before thev reached Herberton. No doubt 
that section wonld do a great deal in getting 
over the first range, but the railway was by 
no means settled then. He thought about 
twenty miles from the end of tlutt section w<ts 
throug·h good mttle country, r~nd then it went 
through ttgricnltural and mineral land, than 
which there was nothing better in the colony. He 
hoped the House would take into con:;ideration 
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the neglect the northern portion of the colony 
had received, and would not throw :my difficul­
tie~ in the way of commencing that railway, 
whrch he looked upon merely as an act of justice. 
There was another railway lie hoped to see the 
Minister for vVorks take immediate steps about 
-that was the Gulf railway. 

The MINISTJ£R l•'Oll WORKS: The sur­
veyors have been sent up. 

Mr. }}LACK said he was glad to hear it. He 
was sorry to think that procrastination was 
likely to take place in consequence of the Burke­
town and Normanton people having that r<til­
way dangled before their eyes in the same way 
as the Port Dougbs and Cairns people had in 
the present Ntse. He was sony th:>t he had to 
give his opinion in faYolu~ of the line aB reported, 
because he had receiver! extreme kindness from 
the people of Port Douglas and also at Mourilyan; 
and he should lul\·e been glad to have been able 
to give them any r0turn proportional to their 
kinclneHs; bnt, as he had told them, only one line 
could be conotructed, and when the Government 
engineers had fixed on the port, the Govemment 
were bound, in spite of all oppo3ition, to go on 
with that railway. That he hoped they would do. 

Mr. l' ALMEH said he was not acquainted 
with the inl:tnd portion of the different routes, 
but he was quite satisfied to take the opinion of 
professional men in that matter. He had studied 
the gmcles of the three different routes, and from 
his knowledge of the different surveyors eng:tged 
he was satisfied that there was very little differ­
ence between the lines from Port Douglas and 
Cairns ; what difference there was being- slightly 
in favour of Cairns. He was well acquainted 
with the harbours, frmn hnving gone up and 
down the coa;;t for many yearc;, and so far as 
lmrbour accommodation was concerned he 
had no hesitation in FJaying that the Govern­
ment had acted wisely and chosen cor­
rectly. In Cairns, where no money had been 
laid out, large stearners could go in and ont 
easily, and with the expenditure of a little 
money the bank at the entrance of the 
port could be excavated so that almost 
any ocean -going sb.: .. arners could go in, a.nd 
into a harbour where a naYy could ride. 
The fact was that nature had clone very 
little for Port Douglas, and no amount 
of money expended would make it an avail­
able harbour for the amount of shipping 
likely to lJe at the terminm; of such a rail­
way. The only drawback as far as he could see 
was that, as it hac! taken three years to com­
plete the pbns, it would probably tal<e five or 
six before the line was started. It was a 
[\rievance tlutt small lines, such as that to Cle l'e­
bncl, should bo stttrted out of loan, while such a 
liue :1~ the one before thern wa:-; kept hanging on 
like tlmt. He had read ,,n the report,,, and he 
had seen 1\lr. Hannmu personally n bout it; and 
he lmdno hesitation in saying that the line from 
Cairns had rnany 1nore reconnnendations than 
any other line. The Government had chosen 
the best route available; and seeing that Hm·ber­
ton was not to be the terminus, but that the 
line was to be extended still further to the 
wuth he was certain that the sooner they 
:;tarted the line the sooner they would have a 
\'ory large revenue corning frmn it, notwith­
standing the enormous expenrliture necessary on 
the first few stages. 

.i\Ir. FOXTOX said that at the risk of being 
accused of insincerity, as the hon. member for 
]\Tack ay had accused the hon. memberfor Stanley, 
he had a few remarks to offer. He WltS satisfied 
tlutt the route from Port Dc•uglas to Herberton 
was the better of the two. The hon. member for 
Dnrke had tolrl them that he had carefully 
''"udied everything and had come to a different 

conclusion, and of course one of them was 
mistaken. He had spoken with residents of 
Cairns about the matter, and so far as he 
remembered not one of them had gone so 
far as to say that the line from Cairns would 
cost as little as that from Port Douglas: what 
they said was that the cost of making the 
har!Jour at Port Douglas would be a complete 
set-off to the extr'' cost of the railway. Actually, 
it was a question of railway ''"'·sus harbour, as 
far as he could see. The hon. member for Durke 
had said that natme had done very little for 
Port Doug-las. It was true that to g-et into the 
inlet a very considerable sum of money would 
have to be expended in dredging; but he 
understood that the divisional board was pre­
pared to borrow a sum of money, and make 
themselves responsible to the Government for 
its repayment, sufficient to build a jetty out 
into the deep water. He had seen the largest 
stc•;1!11ers that ran up the coast lying so near the 
shore that a stone could almost be thrown from 
the deck to the shore-in fact, he believed boys 
did sometimes hit the steamers from the shore. 
A practical man, who had been several years on 
the coast, and who knew Port Phillip well, 
assured him that he had never seen Sl!Ch 
heavy seas at Port Douglas as he had seen 
at Sandridge pier. Now, if a pier could be 
built for £f>,OOO or £6,000, or even £20,000, that 
would accommodate the coasting steamers, it 
was a very poor reason to offer in favonr of the 
Cairns route that the Cairns harbour was on 
superior, ;;eeing that the cost of the line was so 
Inuch greater than would Herve to construct a 
line from Port Dougbs. He did not know any­
thing of the Cairns route from personal inspec­
tion; but he did know something of the route 
from Port Douglas towards Herberton, at all 
events that portion of it which was disputed-the 
portion which was not common to the other route. 
It might not be known to some hon. members 
that the two routes were common to one another 
for a cerktin distance from the coast. The 
difficulty-as he understood it from reading the 
report-in getting to the top of the tableland 
from Port Douglas was that there was not 
sufficient length of spur to enable them to 
obtain a sufficient altitude with anything like 
a reasonable gmrlie,nt. lVlr. Amos' report 
said that 1 in 40 would be the necessary 
gradient to attain that altitude; but he under­
stood that the Port Douglas people had 
employed a competent surveyor am! engineer 
to go over that route, and they had found 
that by beginning the ascent of that spur, 
which was perfectly simple and easy, about 
10 000 feet nearer Port Doughts than ]Hr. Amos 
hdd gone, they could attain the necessary alti­
tude by simply putting a small tunnel through 
the top of the range, where it was very mLrrow. 
He had been there himself ~md had seen it, and 
coul<l say that there were very much longer tunnels 
on the Main Uange. He thought Mr. Gardiner 
gave the length, but he had forgotten it. Instead of 
continuing to run on the other side of the opnr the 
tunnel would he used for bringing the line back 
tu the side by which the spur was ascended. 
Instead of going- round it they would ascend it 
on the side Mr. Amos ascended it. On the 
in,;ide of the spur it was most precipitous and 
difficult country ; but on the coast side it was by 
no means so, and the ascent was perfectly easy, 
l\Ir. Gardiner having asserted, in his statement 
which accompanied the plans, that the neces­
sary ruling gradient would be 1 in 5.1. ..When 
such statements as those were made, surely 
it was not too much to ask that some autho­
l'it>ttive cmnparison of the two routes should lJe 
made! So fctr ''"he could understand, the survey 
from Port Douglas to Herberton had been 
bungled from beginning to encl. It had never 
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received justice, and hon. members should bear 
in mind that when once the engineers committed 
themselves to the survey from Cairns to Herber­
ton they were bound to support it. Mr. 
Hannam, as quoted by the hon. member for 
Burke, had stated that in his opinion the Cairns 
route was the better one, and without due 
consideration condemned the Port Douglas 
route. Of course he was bound to uphold that 
opinion, no matter to what extent it might be 
proved that he was wrong. His professiomtl 
reputation was, of course, at stake ; but it was 
his duty, :1,s a servant of the Government, to find 
the best route, and a large number of people, 
more or less interested in the railway, held that 
neither he nor Mr. Ballard had found the be't 
route, and had devoted their energies to Cairns 
instead of Port Douglas. It was well known 
that the gentleman who first went to conduct 
that survey was utterly incompetent, and so 
neglected his duty that it became a public 
scandal in Port Douglas, an<l he was removed­
dismissed, he believed. From that time up 
to the present, the Government snrveys of 
that route had been thoroughly bung-led. The 
hon. member for JI!Iackay said he was quite satis­
fied that the railway would bB one of the greatest 
engineering feats iu Queensland if the line from 
Cairns to Herberton were constructed. 'rhcy 
were not there foe the purpose of enabling 
engineers in the colony to perform feats. They 
were there, as he understood it, to see that the 
line was constructed in such a way as to serve 
the interests of the colony at the least cost to 
the taxpayers; and although it might be ulti­
mately proved that the Cairns route was 
a better one, still they had a very strong 
feeling at present that the other was the 
the best, an<l he certainly thought that under 
such circumstances the plans ought not to be 
adopted until a select committee had had <tn 
opportunity of getting the opinions of the various 
engineers and surveyors. The hon. member for 
Mackay asked what would the select committee 
do? He did not know, but there was some rule 
or standing order of the Council by which no 
plans were to be passed or adopted by that 
House unless a select committee had sat 
upon them. He presumed a select committee 
from that House could do very much the same 
as the select committee from the other House, 
and he saw no reason why they should not 
take evidence even if it did cause a delay in the 
adoption of the plans until next session. If it 
would be a saving to the country of something 
like £5,000 or £6,000 per mile on a considerable 
length of rail way the· dehty would be very well 
earned by the country. 

1Ir. CHUBB said he wished to say a few 
words on the subject. Some two years ago he 
happened to be in Port Douglas and was asked 
by,the residents whether he would support a rail­
way from Port Douglas to Herberton. He gave 
the same answer as other hon. members had 
given-that whEn the plans came before him he 
would exercise his judgment upon the subject 
and would vote in favour of the line he con­
sidered best for the country. He wa;.; sorry to 
say, however, that the evidence did not allow' 
him to say which was the best line. Un­
rJuestionably Cairns had the best port. That 
went without saying; but when it came to 
saying which was the better route he thought 
that, if anything, the evidence wets rather in 
favour of the r>ort Douglas route. He had 
not been from Cairns to Herberton; but he 
had been over the Port Douglas range three or 
four times; he had walked over it, and ridden 
over it, and driven over it in a buggy. \Vhether 
the Cairns route was the more difficult or not 
he was not in a position to say, but the range 
seemed to him to be very easy to get up. He 

could not say conscientiously that he considered 
the Cairns route the best ; therefore he was 
unable to votP. for it. He would like to have the 
matter referred to a select committee in order to 
settle the point and see which would save the 
colony the most money. It muc>t not be for­
gotten that there wa~· a vote of £()00,000 for 
the construction of the line from Herberton 
to the coast ; and if the line were going to 
cost what the hon. Niinister for \Vorks sttid 
-£12,000 or £20,000-the whole amount would 
be spent in reaching Herberton. He thought 
it was their duty not to consent to the 
expenditure of public money unless they were 
sati.;fied that it was to be properly expended ; 
and he, for one, would have liked to see some 
further inquiry into the matter, so that they 
could give an unbiassed opinion as to which was 
the best route. It seemed to be generally ad­
mitted that there could not be two railways-one 
from Cairns and one from Port Dougbs-~and <tS 
the Government had introduced the present 
railway and had asked the House to approve of 
it, the re;sponsibility rested with them; but they 
could not remove the responsibility altogeth<;r 
from their own shoulders. He hoped tlutt If 
the House did pass it the Mini.ster for \VorkR 
would go to work promptly and get the line 
constructed, so that the people of Herberton 
mitrht have the benefit of it as soon as possible. 

Mr. HAYI:ILTOX said that he was asked at 
the last general election, by his constituent,<, 
which railway he would support, and he replied 
that he should go by the report of the mining 
engineer. It seemed to be very absurd that 
certain hon. members should have w much 
reticence in R>tying which railway they would 
support, and give as a reason that they had not 
been over it themselves. They proposed to have 
a select committee, but they all knew what was 
the result of the last select committee. \Vould 
members of this committee get ,£450 each for 
travelling over tho,ye scrubs like the last 
R orthern committee ? The chief argument of 
the hem. member for Carnarvon was that he 
was not stttisfied in his o4m mind that the 
Port Douglas route was the better one, because 
he had not been over it ttncl because l'dr. 
Gardiner, whom he considered a competent 
engineer, said it was not, and also because son10 
of the residents of Cairns said that they con­
sidered their own route more expensive than the 
other, although, at the same time, it might be a 
better route. There were Cairns residents in 
the House and in town at that moment who 
could assure hem. members that the route from 
Cairns to Herberton would cost least money. 
He knew that very well. 

Mr. FOXTOX : There may be. I never met 
one myself. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he did not know from 
whom the hon. gentleman had got his brief, but 
he knew there were such men-he had met them 
often, as they were his constituents. As to the 
argun1ent regarding l\1r. Gardiner, that 1night 
be a good one if 1Ir. Gm·diner was a competent 
engineer; but they had it on the authority of 
engineers who were admitted to be compe­
tent - the two most competent engineers in 
the colony - Mr. Ballard and Mr. Hannam 
-that Mr. Gardiner was not a competent 
engineer, and that his statements were not 
correct ; therefore the hon. member for Car­
narvon hacl been arguing· on fal.se premises. He 
had been arguing upon the supposition that the 
statements of Nir. Gardiner were correct, and 
thev had it on the authority of two gentlemen, 
who were the two most cmi1petent engineers in 
the colony, that those statements were utterly 
incorrect. Both of those gentlemen and their 
subordinates had unanimously decided that the 
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line from Cairns to Herberton was the correct 
route, and if they were not to accept their 
opinions on such subjects, what was the use of 
having such n1en ? 

l\Ir. :I<'OXTON said the hon. gentleman 
quoted l\Ir. Hannam and l\lr. Ballard '" against 
Mr. (+ardiner, but, as far as he (Mr. Foxton) was 
aware, l\Ir. Ballard had never been over the Port 
Douglas route-he believed that was a fact. He 
had hearcl it publicly stated, and had never 
heard it denied, that that gentleman hac! never 
been over the Port Doug·Jas route. :Mr. Hannam 
drove over it once in a buggy, and did the 
journey in an astonishingly short time. It was 
entirely upon the evidence of subordinates in 
the department that the present route had been 
chosen. The reports showed that, because l\Ir, 
Hannam and Mr. Ballard did not express their 
opinions, but simply quoted the reports of their 
subordinates. 

l\Ir. MORRIIEAD : T!utt is what runs the 
present Government. 

Mr. EOXTON said he did not qnite see the 
drift of the hon. gentleman's rem>~rks. He did 
not know whether it W>ts the subordin>~tes who 
mn the Government to which the hon. gentle­
man belonged-perhaps it was somebody else 
who ran the Government-but, at all events, it 
was run. The subordinates in the department 
in this case appeared to have completely run the 
survey by themselves, and it was for that very 
reason that he held that some authoritative 
opinion should be obtained regarding the merits 
of the two routes. 

Mr. ANNEAR said he quite agreed with the 
hon. member for Mackay that the railwav was an 
engineering feat, and there was no doubt that if 
the feat were accmnplished at all it would cost a 
great deal more money than had been voted for 
it. He thought every hon. member had made 
up his mind that it was desirable there should he 
a railway from Herberton to the coast. He had 
never been over the pl'Ofl'Jsed route ; he knew 
nothing about it, and therefore could addre«s him­
self to thesubject in a most unprejudiced way. He 
had, however, met gentlemen who, he considered, 
were well qualified to give an opinion as to the 
best route, more especially one gentleman whose 
opinion he had great faith in. That gentleman 
had been over both routes. He was a totally 
disinterested person, and if one-half of what he had 
told him (J\Ir. Anne:1r) was true, the railway should 
not be constructed from Cairns, but a judgment 
should be obtained from a select committee ap­
pointed specially to take evidence on the subject. 
He was snre there were few hon. gentlemen who 
did not know or had not heard of Dr.llobertson, 
the gentleman to whom he referred, and he 
thought they would accept him as an authority 
upon the subject. Dr. Robertson was known as 
:1 mining engineer, and he believed him to be a 
very eminent man. He also believed what Dr. 
Ro bertson had told him to be perfectly trne. 
l\Ir. Gardiner had been very much condemned 
by the Government engineers, inasmuch as his 
estimate, so they said, was an incorrect one. 
For the sake of argument, let them suppose that 
the estimate was incorrect. He estimated the 
line from Port Dougbs to Herberton to cost 
£4,:j00 per mile. vV ell, say it cost 100 per cent. 
more than that, or £9,000 per mile, he ventured 
to say that it would then be constructed for 
£G,OOO or £7,000 a mile less than the proposed 
!in~ from Cairns to Herberton. Mr. Gardiner 
was a stranger to hin1, but he 1vas a gentlen1an 
who was sent to :i\'Iaryborough to execute a 
survey for the municipal council, and after that 
survey was n1ade a great n1any people pro­
nounced him to be an entire bungler. He (Mr. 
Annearj was very pleased with a conversation he 
had lately lmd with Mr. Davidson, the Deputy 

Surveyor-General, who had recently been in 
Maryborough, and who told him that the survey 
of 1\Ir. Gardiner was not as bad as represented. 
Heferring to whnt the Premier had said 
about the Herberton to Port Douglas route, 
he thought, from what he had seen, that 
the extra money it would cost to make the 
railw:oy from Cairns to Herberton wonld pro­
vide all the expenditure necessary to make the 
improvements in the harbour of Port Doug·las. 
Looking over the plan now on the table of the 
House, he did not think three years was too 
long- a. tin1e in which to carry out snch a piece of 
work. Some hon. gentlemen had referred to the 
1\Iain Range, but in his opinion there was no 
comparison between the work carried out there 
and that which would have to be accomplished in 
getting over the range between Cairns and Her­
berton. In his opinion, in addition to the £GOO,OOO 
on the Loan Estimates, it would require £400,000 
or £u00,000 more to complete the line between 
Cairns and Herberton. If the Cairns ronte was 
proved to be the right one, let the railway 
be carried that wtty ; but on the other htmd 
he agreed with the hon. member for Bowen 
(Mr. Ohubb), that there was not sufficient 
evidence upon which to decide. Before 
they came to a conclusion they should 
have more evidence a.s regarded the Port 
Douglas route. Therefore he wae in the same 
position as the hon. member for Bowen. Until 
he conic] see a plan of the route between 
Herberton and Port Douglas, he should refmin 
from recording his vote in favour of the line 
from Cairns to Herberton. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH asked if 
the twenty-four miles shown on the plan was a 
distance common to both lines--the one from 
Port Douglas and that from Cairns? Had any 
point been reached by the surveyors which was a 
cornmon point? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said the 
object of the alternative line was to emleavour 
to get a place for the terminus. 

The Ho:<. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said that 
the hem. gentleman did not understand wlmt he 
meant. In order that hem. members shouhl 
understand what they were doing it was neces­
sary that they should know how much of the 
line between the coast andHerherton was common 
to both routes. How far would the line have to 
rnn before the junction of the two surveys would 
be reached? 

'fhe MINISTER IWR WORKS s>~id the 
surveyed routes joined about thirty-five miles 
from Herberton-thirty-five miles on the coast 
side of Herberton. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\IciL\VRAITH asked how 
far that was from the terminal point as shown 
on the plan-from the twenty-four miles they 
were sanctioning? Before they could come to 
a conclusion as to the value of the survey they 
must know what was to follow beyond it. 
They must compare the portion of the line 
which was unsurveyed with the plan before 
them. 

The MINISTER for \VORKS said the hon. 
gentleman would see by the reports that after 
the section of twenty-two and a-half miles all 
the country was level. That twenty-two and 
a-half miles was the difficult part of the line. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said dicl he 
understand that all steep gradients were at an 
en cl when the twenty-four miles were constructed? 
Did the line then reach level country? 

The MINISTElt FOR WORKS said the 
hon. member for l\Iulgrave wanted some infor­
mation about the distance from the .Junction to 
Port Douglas, and from the ,Junction to Cairns. 
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In looking over Mr. Hannam's report, he (the 
Minister for vVorks) found that the distance from 
l~ort Douglas to Granite Creek, where the two 
routes joined, wits fifty-two miles, and from 
Citirns to Granite Creek forty-two miles. He 
also found from a further report by :!\fr. Bitllard 
that there was a difference of seven miles in 
favour of the Cairns route. The hmg-th of the 
J\lourilyan route was put down at ninety miles, 
the route from Cairns to Herberton at seventy­
seven miles, and from Port Douglas to Herberton 
ei~·hty-four miles ; so that according to Mr. 
lhllard the distance from Port Doug-las to Her­
berton was seven miles longer than from Cairns 
to Herberte>n. 

J\Ir. NELSOi-r said the qut'"tion before the 
Committee was one of the most important in 
connection with railways that had been broug-ht 
forward during the session. He was sorry he 
had not the ad vantage of being- personally 
acquainted with the locality, and he was sorry 
also that the information g-iven by the Minister 
for vY arks was so meagre. He had heard no 
information given as to the quantity of traffic 
likely to go over the line when completed, or 
when it was probable that its earnings would 
return any revenue. \Vhen once they com­
mitted themselves to a line, it beca'ne a sinking 
fund into which they bad to put money yettr 
after year. The line under consideration seemed 
one of the Inost gigantic underta,kings ever pro~ 
vosed in the colony, yet the information with 
reg-ard to the probable cost was extremely vag-ue. 
The .Minister for vVorks did not seem to have 
the slightest idea what it would cost. It was put 
down by those who were supposed to know best, 
at v:trious sums up to £20,000 a mile, lmt he 
could only judge of its probable cost by the 
lines already in existence. The line from 
Ipswich to Toowoomba had cost about £17,000 
per mile to construct and equip, and that seventy­
six miles had stood the colony in £1,330,000; and 
he felt certain that the Herberton rail way, 
before it was completed and equipped, woulrl 
cost the colony about £2,000,000, at a very 
moderate estimate. The question was whether 
they were prepared to start on such a g-igantic 
undertaking, and whether there was any hope 
of getting a return. He noticed in the Com­
lniBsioner for RaihvayR' report, in regard to 
another rail wtty, a very diBcouraging rmnark, 
which should certainly make them pause before 
they entered upon such an undertaking. That 
gentleinan said :-

"I regTet to state that, in my opinion, bn~cd on 
information gathered dnring 1ny recent visit, the 
prospect of this being a remunerative railway is very 
remote; in fact, there is scarcely any settlement along 
the line at present, and, as far as I could gather, the 
principal traffic ·which may be expected oYer the first 
section after it is opened is that to be derived from the 
employ(>s on the second section when it is under con­
struction.'' 
That seemed a most remarkable prospect-the 
only revenue to be derived on one section beinf( 
that from the employes on another section. He 
thoug-ht, before they committed themselves to 
such an undertaking·, they should have the fullest 
information, and know what traffic to expect 
on the line. He looked upon the proposed rail­
way as one respecting which he did not think 
there was any log--rolling, but as a national 
affair, and for that reason he was inclined to 
support the motion if there was the slightest 
prospect of a return being obta,ined on the 
outlay ; but if it was g-oing to cost such an 
immense sum of money as it was e"timated 
to cost he did not feel inclined to support a 
motion which would commit them to the con­
struction of the first section, because that 
section was only the beginning of the line. 
With reg-ard to the disputed merits of the differ-

ent routes, he took his g-uide from the Govern­
ment, because he took it for granted that they 
had the best information from the officials em­
ployed, and had examined the matter thoroug-hly 
before coming to the conclusion that the route 
from Cairns was the best. He doubted, however, 
whether the £GOO,OOO voted for the line wnuld be 
sufficient for more than thirty miles. Tho line 
from \Varwick to Stanthorpe stood them in about 
£10,000 per mile, and the country there was not 
of such a difficult nature. 

Mr. HAMILTON : The hind is nearly levd 
over the range. 

Mr. NELSON said they lmd been told that 
after cros.sing the first range there was another 
range; and the route could not be so le1·el as the 
line from Ipswich to Toowoomba, nc'r could 
the line be so easy of construction as that from 
vV arwick to Stanthorpe, which had co.st £10,000 
a mile to construct and equip. He had no doubt 
that the ]lroposed line would cost twice as much 
as that between Stanthorpe and vV arwick. How­
evet·, if the lVIinister for vVorks could assure him 
that it was likely there would be funds to go 
on with the line, or that it was likely to be rernu­
nera.ti ve within a reasonable tilne, he \vas in~ 
clined to vote in his favour; but looking at the 
financial position of the colony and knowing 
that they had g-iven their word not to g·o into the 
market for another loan for a considerable time­
knowing- also that the money in hand would 
soon be exhitusted-he should like to have the 
fullPHt information before voting for the motion. 

The i\IIKISTER :B'OR WORKS said the hon. 
member for Northern Downs wanted his assur­
ance what the traffic would be when the line was 
completed; but it was impossible to give him any 
idea. Of course he could give the Committee a 
g-lowing description of the advantages to be 
derived from the construction of the line, but he 
would merely say that it would tap one of the 
most important mineral districts in the colony. 
At present the whole of the tin sent from 
Herberton to the coa.,t, and all the provisions sent 
from the coast to Herberton, had to be carried 
by packhorses ; not only that, but when he was 
travelling in that district some time ago he 
~aw a horse laden with a gin-case on each side, 
and in each case a child. He thought they 
might provide the people of that district better 
facilities than that for travelling-, getting their 
supplies, and sending their produce to market. 
The hem. member for Mackay had told them that 
night that there was some of the finest agri­
cultural land in the colony there. Then, ag·ain, 
there was any quantitv of timber there. If the 
hon. member would read JYir. Ballard's report he 
would see that there was an extraordinary quan­
tity of timber there that would, in itself, almost 
support the railway for years and years to come. 
However, the House more than three years ago 
came to the conclusion that it was desirable to 
have a railway there, and the previous Govern­
ment placed a sum of money on the Estimates 
for the purpose, and it was voted. The present 
Government were simply carrying out what had 
been initiated by the previous Government. As 
to the cost of the railway, it could only be 
approximate. A parliamentary survey was more 
particularly for the purpose of coming to a 
conclusion as to which was the proper route 
to take. The engineer could give no esti­
mate until the permanent survey was made 
and the quantities taken out- the cnttings, 
bridging-, and tunnelling. Until that was done, 
an approximatf' estimate only could be made of 
the cost. The hon. member said that if £GOO,OOO 
would be sufficient to complete the railway he 
would be inclined to vote for it. There had 
never been a line built yet where the money 
voted for it on the first occasion was sufficient to 
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carry it out. If the hon. member looked over the 
Loan Bills passed from time to time he would see 
that certain sums of money were to be applied" to 
complete" certain railways. It was impossible to 
pnt on the E'<timates the exact sum of money 
tlutt woulrl be ref]uired. He premmed that 
railway would be similar to others in that respect, 
and if the amount voted was not sufficient there 
woulcllmve to be provision made for more. 

The Ho:-~ . • T. M. l\LHJllOSSAN said the hon. 
member for ~01-thern D,Jwns was perfectly justi­
fied in asking for informrttion, seeing that they 
had just heard the first information which the hon. 
Minister for ·works had given the Committee as 
to the traffic to be expected on the line. Of 
conrse it was taken for granted that all the 
infor1nation wn,R given when the n1tmey was first 
votef1. So it \Vas; but this was a new House, and 
the hon member for Northern Downs was not a 
member of the House at that time; he was 
therefore perfectly justifiecl in asking for informa­
tion. The :Minister for \Vorks could give even 
better infornmtion thrm he had given as to 
the traffic. They had only two r.ctilways 
in the country at the present time made to 
mining districts, one to Gym pie and the other to 
Charters Towers. \Vith the exception of the 
main ro,il way from Bri;bane to Toowoomba, there 
was no other line in the country that carried the 
::unount of traffic those two lines carried; and he 
was safe in saying that certainly none paiil as 
well as the line from 'l'ownsville to Charter., 
Towers ; and that was chiefly because it was 
bken t"' meet a wealthy mineml district. 
The Gympie line did not pay quite as 
well, but it paid far above the average 
of the re>t of the lines of the colony. The 
place to which th.e proposed line was going­
Herberton-was s1mply the centre of a much 
larger mineral district than either Charter' 
Towers or Gym pie. Clmrters Towers was much 
larger than Gympie, and Herberton was ~B 
much larger than Charters Towers as Charters 
'fowers was larger th,w Gympie. There was 
in his mind no doubt about it being a 
paying concern, though he would not say it 
would pay from the start. He was positive 
of this; that had it been possible to have 
the line made to Herberton three years 
ago, at the time when there was much 
activity on the tin-mines at Herberton, and 
when tin obtrtined a good price in the English 
market, it would have paid even at a high 
price of construction. He was quite certain 
it would pay now, and there were signs that 
the price of tin was reviving. Not only was 
there a large amount of tin-bearing country in the 
district, but there was a large amount of silver­
ben,ring country there, and both the tin and silver 
ores must be carried by that line. He did not 
lav so much stress unon the traffic that woulcl 
a~ise from timber as hon. members on both sides 
of the Committee had clone on each occasion 
when the proposed railway was before them, 
because it would be very difficult to get the 
timber to the railway. It would be nearly as 
difficult to get the timber to the railway as it 
had hitherto been to get it to the coast by the 
Barron River-and that was so difficult that 
it did not go at all. In addition to that, 
as mentioned by the hon. member for JY!ackay, 
there was a very large area of good agricultural 
land which woulrl be utilised, no doubt, when the 
railway was opened to the same extent, at any 
rate to as much purpose as agricultural land was 
usually utilised about the neighbonrhoocl of rail­
ways in the colony. In addition to that, in the dis­
trict where the railway was going to there was, 
at a point near the junction of what were cal!etl 
the Cttirns and Port Douglas routes, the field of 
Northcote, which produced antimony; and the 
production of that ore was stopped to a very 

gren,t extent from the high cost of carriage. 
Hon. gentlemen nnderstoocl that tin and 
silver and antimony ores, being heavy, cost vRry 
much for carriage. It was not the same as with 
gold, of which a man might carry a large mnount 
in his pockets ; and the cost of carriage was a 
great item in the working of those fields. At 
some distance from there and from Northcote 
there was the Hodgldnson ; and those places 
could easily be brought into communication by a 
branch line. Then, as had been pointecl out l1y 
the hon. member for Bnrke, some distance further 
west there was the Etheridge, and that, no doubt, 
would betheclirection therailwaywould take when 
completed, and it would also bring into communi­
cation a large amount of country-considerecl by 
many miners to be mineral country-between 
the }i~theridge and Herberton ; and it must be 
remembered that the Etheridge was a heavy 
golcl-)Jearing field. So much for the traffic; and 
if the hon. member reltd JYir. Hannam's report 
he wou!tl find it stnted. that at the time he wrote 
that report-which WltS a period of depmssion in 
the tin-mines around Herberton and \Vatson­
ville-1,700 packhorses were employed between 
Cairns and Herl1erton. That was not all. Kearly 
one-hn,lf the traffic wont to Port Douglas-in fact, 
the traffic to Port Douglas was heltvier than the 
traffic to c,,irns, became the goods went to Port 
Douglas by drays, as there was a paSHable dray­
road n,]] the way to Herberton; so that 1,700 
packhor"es dicl not represent the traffic going 
into Herberton at the time that JYir. Hannam 
wrote that report. They were in Herberton at 
that time, perhltps, at their very lowest period. 
As to the cost of the line, the hon. gentleman 
was mistaken in his idea of £2,000,000 being 
the cost. It was not a fair comparison to 
make between the cost of that line and the 
cost of the line between Ipswich and Toowoomba. 
\Vhen the line from Ipswich to Toowoomba 
was made they were complete novices in the 
making of railways in the colony, and the price 
then paid for making railways would scarcely 
ever be paid again for any railway in Australia. 
The section now before them was, no doubt, 
the most difficult, thong·h not the only difficult 
part of the line. The end of that section brought 
them to the top of the range, and then there was 
a large extent of country-ordinary undulating 
country-over which the railway should not 
cost more than £4,000 a mile to construct. 
\Vhen it got within a short distance of Herber­
ton there was another range to surmount, which 
certainly would not cost more than ,£8,000 a 
mile for six or eight miles. Taking the whole 
line right through, he was inclined to believe 
that the £GOO,OOO alreacly voted would very 
nearly, if not quite, make the line. Then there 
was the cost of e!]uipment, which would be 
about £500 a mile. There was no likelihood of 
the line costing more than three-quarters of a 
million. If a railway to Herberton could be made 
for that sum, they might fairly assume that 
within twelve months of its being opened it would 
be one of the best paying lines in the colony. It 
might not pay quite so well as the line from 
Townsville to Charters Towers, or that from 
Brisbane to Toowoomba; but it woulcl certainly 
hold its own-and more-with any of the others. 
It was, of course, impossible to look into the 
future, but there was very little likelihoocl of 
tin getting lower than it had been in price, while 
there was a great probability that both tin­
mining ancl silver-mining in that district would 
be more largely developed than they had ever 
bcien. Gympie and Charters Towers were never 
so prosperous before they had the benefits of 
railway communication as they had been since. 
Charters Towers especially had beAn benefited 
by it; and tlw same would assuredly be the case 
with Herberton. Several bon. members had 
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wished for deby in the matter. He himself had 
condemned the Government and the staff for not 
getting on more quickly with it, but further 
than that he was not justified in going. The 
result of referring the question to a select 
committee would in all probability he to 
dchy the making of the line for two 
years more. So that, in spite of what it 
might cost the country-and he did not think 
it would cost more than the snm voted-and 
whether the hest route had been chosen or not, 
he thought they had better take what they had 
got. The decision of the Government seemed to 
have been taken, not upon the merits of the 
three rival routes, but upon the question as to 
which was the bec<t route from Cairns. The one 
now submitted was no doubt the best route from 
CrLirns, although he did not think they had got 
the hest route. Nevertheless, in spite of thrLt, 
he thought the Committee hrLd better take it 
than wait two or three years more to have a 
better one. " 

Mr. KELLETT said that, with regard to 
the r1uestion of delay, the Sandgate line was a 
case in point. There were two or threr' ri vrLl 
routes to Sandgate, and it \Vas decided, on the 
Han1e principle now ad vncrttecl by the hon. l11einbor 
for Townsville, that it would be better to take 
the line offered to them thrLn submit all the 
route~; to the decision of a select committee, 
which would, of course, have created a delay. 
But it would have been most rLdvantageous to 
the country lmd tlnt inquiry l1een mttde, even at 
the cost d some little delay. Then there would 
hrLve been no necessity for another line where 
the Samlgate line ought to have gone originrLlly; 
there would h'we been only one line through the 
Valley and down to Sanclge>te instead of two, as 
was now proposed. If the Government did not 
pause now, and cause further inquiries to be 
made, the Opposition would some day turn round 
upon them and hold them responsible for the 
money tlmt was bound to be wasted. By care­
fully considering- the matter, even though it 
might delay the commencement of the work, 
they would save a lDt of money to the country. 

Mr. KATES said he thought the question had 
been under consideration Cjuite long enough­
three years. They had on one side the report of 
Mr. Gardiner, acting for the Port Douglas 
people ; and on the other side they had the 
report,~ of :Mr. Balbrd, JYir. Hannam, l\Ir. 
Monk, Mr. De Lissa, and Mr. Macdonald; and 
if ::VIr. Gardiner was a competent engineer, the 
other five were incompetent. He preferred to 
lmck the five against the one in that respect. 
Let hon. members refer to the fifth paragraph of 
Mr. B1tllard's report. Mr. Gardiner had said :-

"I estimate that the Government 'vonld srwe not less 
than £100,000 by constructing line rid Collinson's Pass, 
and am confident that any competent engineer eould 
not entcrt~Lin any other ovinion after inspecting the 
route." 
In reply to that, Mr. Ballard reported :-

"As nem· as I cnn judge from the informn.tion befm·c 
me, instead of saving £100,000 by going through Collin­
son's Va.ss, snch alteration would not only make the line 
three miles longer, but wonld increase the cost of the 
roa;d to IIerhcrton by about £14,000 or £:W.OOO. I n,m 
quite certain that no saving could be maac by going 
through Oollinson's Pass." 
Some hon. members had asserted that Mr. 
Ballard had never seen that line, but in that very 
report Mr. Ballard wrote :-

"In conclusion, I ha Ye the honour to state tha.t this 
investigation has est;tblished in my mind such entire 
confidence in the route which I have a.doptc-d, and upon 
which my surveyors arc at work, tha.t in laying the 
Parliamentary plans before you of the first section, 
'vhjch I intend to do in the course of a few weeks, I 
shall be able conscientiously to sta.te that I have 
adopted undoubtedly the best route from Cairns to 
Herberton.'' 

1885-2 w 

There was another point on which sufficient 
stress had not been laid, and that was that 
Trinity Bay or Cairns Harbour was one of the 
best oi1 the' coast, and nothing of that kind could 
be said of I'ort Douglas. They had seen 
£50,000 or £GO,OOO spent in deepening the 
Fitzroy, and a similar surr1 in dredging the 
Brisbane River. Nothing of that kind would be 
required IJy taking the line to Herberton from 
Cairns, where there was a good port already. 
He had been informed that the agricultural 
resources of the district were very great ; it could 
produce maize, sugar, tobacco, and other articles 
of agricultural produce ; while the vrLlue of land 
there wrLs so great that recently some of it had 
changed hands at from £10 to £20 per acre. The 
mineral resources of the district were admittedly 
very great. He believed the line would be one 
of the best paying line8 ever constructed in the 
colony, and he should have very great pleasure 
in supporting the motion. 

Mr. KELLETT srLid the hon. member laid 
great stress on the fact that five engineers had 
reported on one side as against one on the other, 
but the statement was scarcely correct. Those 
five engineers had not inspected the route at all. 
They might be excellent engineers, and he had 
nothing to say against them, but unless they hrLrl 
seen the thing for themselves they coul<l not 
vouch for it. \Vith regard to the port, it should 
not be forgotten that the I'ort :OouglrLs people 
v.rcre lJrepareLl tornake aharhourequa.llyasgoorl ::ts 
that at C:oirns without any expense to the country. 
They had simply to put out a jetty and they would 
h:ove rLs goo<l a !mrbour as any in the colony. 
That simply did awo,y with the argument about 
the hrLrbonr being better. It was evidently the 
intention of the majority to go for this milway. 
Money seemed to be no object at all ; theJ: were 
throwing away hundred,s of thousands w1thout 
the slightest consideration. Hon. gentlemen 
knew that they could go over the surveyed road 
to Port Dou~las in a buggy, and the other road 
could only be used by packhorses. They were 
simply going to waste a lot of public money, and 
he knew thrLt before two years were over the 
Opposition would throw it up against them. 

Mr. ANNEAR said the reading of the report 
by the hon. member for Darling Downs did not 
answer rL statement which had been made-which 
perhaps the Minister for Works would be able 
to answer-that Mr. Ballard, the Chief J~ngineer 
for the North, hrLd not been over the line him­
self. If that were the case, he hoped that before 
the tenders were called the Minister would see 
that Mr. Ballard did go over that line and over 
all lines in the North, and that the hon. 
gentleman would do as he had said he 
would do in the South-not let tenders be 
called for any line until he had been over it him­
self in company with the Engineer. It was 
rather a startling statement which had been 
mrLde in connection with a gentleman whom the 
colony wrLs paying, he supposed, together with 
expm1ses, about £2,000 a year. Mr. Ballard, in 
his report, said "from the investigrLtion he 
made," which was not saying that he had been 
over the road himself, as he should do over every 
road in the district in which he was Chief 
Engineer. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
understood the hon. :Minister for "\Vorks to 
srLy that the alternative line commenced two 
miles out of Cairns. As far as he could see 
from the section, it commenced from Cairns. 

The PREMIER: No. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: The 
first section on the main line, according to the 
plans, was lGO; the other went on a level for a mile. 
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The PREMIER said there seemed to be a 
slight incons!stency between the plans in that 
respect, but It was not of much consequence. 
What the Committee was asked to approve of was 
the main line from the start to the finish with 
the exception of the piece between two 'miles 
and eight and a-half miles; for that part it was 
asked to adopt the alternative line. 

The HoN. SIR T MciL WRAITH said he did 
not nnderstand the hon. member's explanation. 
The motion before the Committee was to 
adopt the plans for the first twenty-four 
miles, with the exception of what was called 
the alternative section. If they examined 
the alternative section they would find 
that it commenced, not at two miles, but at 
the seaside; so that they did not know what they 
were adopting. The fact was that the plans had 
been altered after the Minister had made up his 
mind what he was going to propose in the 
House. The section was different altogether in 
the alternative line from the main line. Accord­
ing to what the Premier said, if they passed the 
resolution they would adopt the main line up to 
t;vo miles, then ta!{e the alternative line up to 
eight and a-half miles, then go back to the main 
line up to the end of the twenty-four miles· but 
he did not believe that was what was mea~t by 
the wording of the motion. He believed what 
was actually meant was to take the whole of 
what was called the alternative line. He could 
not compliment whoever was responsible for it 
on his English. He could not understand the 
meaning of the word ''being" in the n1otion. 
·what he believed the motion to mean, and what 
he believed the Government intended, was to 
adop~ the whole of the alternative line up to 
eight and a-half miles. 

The PREMIER said that practically there was 
no alternative line for the first two mile,. The 
only difference was that on one of the sections 
a grade of 1 in 160 was shown, and the same part 
on the other was level. He did not know how 
that arose, but probably the Engineer changed his 
mind about it. It was certainly better that it 
should be level than that there should be a 
gradient of 1 in 160, especially when the 
country was so level that it probably would not 
take more than £50 worth of earthwork to make 
it perfectly level. If the resolution pas,ed they 
would arlopt the main line with the exception of 
the piece between two miles and eight and a-half 
miles. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH: It is from 
two miles to eight and a-half miles. 

The PREMIER said the plan laid upon the 
table showed two alternative lines from 0 miles 
to 8~ miles. The Committee was not asked to 
adopt that line, except from two miles to eight 
and a-half miles. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said he 
could not make out what the Government meant 
and he did not think they had a very clear ide~ 
of what they meant themselves. However 
that might be, he was perfectly sure that the 
Committee had been asked to decide a matter 
upon which sufficient information had not 
been given them to come to a decision. That 
information ought to have been supplied before 
they were asked to ag-ree to the motion. 
He had been watching that line with 
a considerable amount of interest for a very 
long time. In the first place, he had seen 
both Port Douglas and Cairns, and could say 
at once that Cairns ought undoubtedly to have 
the preference so far as the harbour was con­
cerned, because there was no comparison between 
that port and Port Douglas, as a terminus, upon 
that point. Therefore, Cairns ought to have the 
preference, provided other things were equal or 
nearly so, In 1882, the then Government saw 

the advantage of a line from Herberton to the 
coast, and knowing that there were three fairly 
good harbours, as they were then considered, 
they adopted the phraseology of "Herberton 
to the coast" as the line for which the 
money ought to be voted, leaving it to the 
Government to pursue the ordinary course 
of finding the best line by survey. The 
Government of the day, with as great expedi­
tion as possible, proceeded to find out, after the 
money was voted, the best route from Herberton 
to the coast. No blame coul1l be attached to his 
colleague, the then 1\.Iinister for \Vorks, for any 
delay in putting on surveyors, as he was scrupu­
lously keen, in fact in performing his promises 
with regard to rail way works in all parts of the 
colony, especially in theN orth. He fulfilled ttll 
the promises he made, and when they left office 
sufficient information was given to the Govern­
ment that succeeded them to decide at once, without 
asking for any more information than the sur­
veys that had been left them. Thev decided at 
once that the Cairns route should "l1e adopted, 
and from that time forward he did not think 
that they had done enough to satisfy the country 
that they had tried to find out, or prove to their 
opponents, which was the best. Let anyone look 
at the correspondence that was actually published. 
They had a report from ]\fr. Hannam, rlated 
I<'ebruary, 1884, as to the different routes, saying 
that a doubt had arisen in the minds of men 
outside altogether of the two, or rather three, 
contending parties in the North. Mr. Hannam 
was then called upon to report to the Govern· 
ment, and to take action to find out for tho 
Government data which would enable them to 
come to a proper conclusion in the matter. There 
were three contending routes-the Mourilyan 
route, the Cairns route, and the Port Douglas 
route. The J\fourilyan survey commenced and 
ended with the despatch of one junior sur­
veyor in the Railway Department, in com· 
pany with J\Ir. Palmerstone, who walked 
over the difficult portion of the line with an 
aneroid barometPr. There was no effort made 
to check the distance, which was guessed by 
walking; and by walking in scrubs a very accurate 
opinion of distance could not be formed. That 
could in no way be considered a survey. :Mr. 
Ballard, in speaking of the surveys, said that a 
difference could be easily made of 20 per cent. or 
30 per cent. in the estimate arrived at by a 
survey of that kind and by what would be shown 
by the working plans. That was the survey 
that was made to Mourilyan. Coming next to 
the survey of the Port Douglas route: The 
survey of that was worse in one respect, because 
the surveyor had pretended to have done a great 
deal more, and have given them an accurate 
survey. He believed that if the Government pos­
sessed those reports they would have published 
them. But they had not been published, and 
Mr. Hannam in his report spoke of them in a 
rnost general way-sometin1es as a reconnaissance, 
sometimes as a survey, and sometimes as a flying 
level; hut he had never given any information 
to the Government to show that the survey had 
taken place, nor had the Government ever given 
that information to the country. He believed 
that they would have given it if it had ex­
isted. The Minister for W arks the other night 
gave them a little information on the matter, 
when he said that the surveyor who had charge 
of that part of the work had taken too much; 
if he had g-one a little further he would have 
said the man was drunk and incapable. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I did not 
say so. I said it was represented so to me. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
hon. gentleman had volunteered the statement. 
Ho had heard it stated often that that survey was 
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never made; at all events the Government had cer­
tainly not shown th>ct it was m>cde, becttnse they 
never placed that informo.tion before the Com­
mittee. i\Ir. Hanno.m, who was Acting Chief 
Engineer, a.nd \vho yirtnally was Chief ~ngineer, 
had constantlY confined his attention to one 
route-that fl:om Cairns to Herberton. He 
did his best to find the best route, and had 
deCJcled, as he himself said, that the line 
should go from Cairns to Herbertun; but Alr. 
Jhllard, his superior officer, did not say there 
was no o,lternative route. :Mr. Hannam said 
distinctly that the line should go from Cairns 
and there w.ts no alternative route. That route 
h•y by the Barron River ; and if they were con­
fined to the one route there need not have been 
much delay in the surveyors' department in 
n1aJdng surveyR and having then1 laid before 
the Committee a great deal sooner than 
they had been. Those surveys might hm e 
been before the Committee last year. Having 
nmcle up his mind that the Cairns route 
was the best-and he said distinctly so in his 
report-and having- also intimated that there was 
no alternative route-it was only a matter of detail 
to survey >ell that w>ts reqnired in order that the 
plans might be approved of. Hon. members 
ntnNt ren1e1nber that there was not one single 
permanent peg put dPwn in that line ; all that 
had been done w>cs to take preliminary surveys, 
and those were the oneK they \V ere a -~ked to 
approve of, actmtlly fifteen nionths after i\Ir. 
Ho,nnam had expressed himself in that Wtty; 
and at last the plans were laid before them. 
After so much time had been t:tken to put plans 
of that kind before them, they were compelled 
to look at the controversy that had been going on; 
and they had reason to expect that the Govern­
ment woul<l put information before them that 
would prove beyond doubt that the proposed 
line up the Barron River was the be,;t route 
right on to Herberton. In order to prove that, 
it was essentially necessary that plans-:tnd 
plans of more or less clabornte character­
,;lwulcl be put before them of the other routes, 
so that members would have an opportunity of 
comparing one route with the others. \Veil, 
what had been done in that way? Not one 
single thing- had been dune. The only thing 
that had been done since lVIr. Hannam had 
expressed himself in favour of the Cairns 
line ha<l been to hty out the trial section up 
the Bo,rron River. He said himself that he 
was confined to the Barron 1liver, and that 
he could scarcely deviate from it. He had 
to keep the banks of that river and g-et 
over Ly tunnels, cuttings, bridges, and cul­
verts, but he was actually confined to one 
hank of the river almost all the way up. That 
apparently had taken up all the time of the 
engineers ~up to the present n1oinent. Look at 
what Mr. Ballard said in his report, which he 
sent in about that time last year. He had been 
asked by the Government to g-ive his opinion, 
and he said-" My opinion is that, so far as 
the cost and distance are concerned, I think 
that either of the lines might be made." 
The distances from i\Iourily>cn, from Cairns, 
and from Port Douglas, to Herberton were 
pretty much the same, the difficulties to he 
encountered were pretty much the same ; mrd 
whereas the land from Port Douglas had to go up a 
very deep range and down again, the other line 
-the line from lVIourilyan-was one long- sweep 
up. So far as :Mr. Ballard wo,s concerned, 
he must have got no informatiOn on which 
to decide which was the best of the three routes. 
\Vhat information had he got upon the ronte 
that had been chosen? Absolutely nothing­
nothing at all from the Governmerit surveyor. 
Not a single survey had been made excepting the 
survey they were asked to approve of, and so far 

from the Government being justified in adopting 
the proposed route- so far from them being 
justified in not giving the House more details on 
which to judge-so far from them being justified 
in that course, they were actually warned by Mr. 
Ballard to say that, although Mr. Hannam 
actuaJly believed that the route by the Bo,rron 
Hi ver was the only route, he himself believed 
that a better route could he found out up the 
:Yiulgrave Hiver. Yet, in the face of th>ct, there 
was not the slightest action taken by the Gov­
ernment, :tnd up to the present time no survey 
had been made up the ::Yiulgrave River. lVIr. 
Ballard himself w>cs thoroughly inconsistent, 
because, while he put forward the Cairns 
line ag:tinst all others, at the same time he 
>cdrnitted that the Mulgrave route would be 
the best. He recommended the Government 
strongly to survey the Mulgrave route, and 
distinctly said that unless they did so no engineer 
coulrl come to a true conclusion. According to 
Mr. Hanm1m's report, Gth l•'ebruary, 1884, the 
rlistance trom Herberton to Mourilyan was eoti­
rrmted at thirteen miles long-er than the Co,irns 
survey. And lVIr. Ballard went on to ;;ay:--

" Bnt I believe that an actual survey mig-ht m:Ll\e this 
distance very mneh shorter-indeed, as fnr as I can see, 
the <li~ta1we:-; to Herbcrton from each of the three {3) 
ports wonld prove very similar, should permanent sur­
veys be earefnllv mn3lc. I am ah;o bonnd to state tllat 
I t.hink ihat it i~ quite pos:-;ible that an ea~icr line could 
he matte from HerlJmton to :Jiourilrnn than hv either 
of the other two rontcs, because it apiJenrs ]Jl'OlxLble that 
a more gradual descent of the range conld be nutde, 
extending over a distance of some twenty (20) miles, 
in~tcad of from nine (9) to thirteen (l3J miles. as on the 
other bvo snrveys." . 

He actually, then, expressed his opinion as an 
engineer that a better line could be found on 
the 11ourilyan sicle, yet no survey whatever w>cs 
nm<le on the ::\Iourilyan line. He did not think 
for a moment that the i\Iinister for \V arks on 
consiJemtion would dare assert that the supposed 
survey waR one that could in any way be con­
sidered a survey. The report went on :-

.,There is no doubt the country is different, nnd 
rendered more so by the thick scrub, bnt I have no 
solid evidence before me to show that this could be 
a wm·~c or more expcnsiye line than either of the 
other two." 

Thus Mr. Ballard laid distinctly before the 
Government the other route, and said he could 
not deci<lc which was the best of the three 
rnutes ; and yet Jwn. members were asked, with 
no additional evidence before them, to say that 
the C>cirns line was the best. Then, under the 
heading "Survey from Cairns to Herberton, 
r;L;, lv'Iulgrave lliYer," the report said:-

"This may be called the :J.fnlgrave River trial line. 
Jir. Stnart has been instructed to take preliminary 
levels from Cairns 1;irl the .Jlulgrave River up to the 
present track to IIerbcrton. Xo survey has yet been 
made in that direction. nor have any steps been taken 
to show that a better line cannot be obtained by this 
route than by the Barron River trial line." 

That remained the case up to the present time, 
because no single mark had been put down along 
that route 

" In my opinion, from the information th:tt has up to 
the present time been placerl at my disposal, it is hnrd 
to say wh'tch is the best route from Herberton to the 
coast. rrhe disianres to either port will be very similnr, 
anct the nature of the worh:s in each case equally hcnvy 
and costly. ~Iy conclusions arc that a yracticable line, 
with g-radients of 1 in 40 to 50 chains. conld be made 
from either port at about the same cost and covering 
about the same distance. 

"I recommend tha,t the trial snrveys vl1l the Barron 
I11a.lls, and rid tllp 1Iulgrave River from Cairns to 
Herbcrton, be carefully completed, concentrating nil 
our force upon them, and that, ns soon as I have 
determinC'd w·hich is the better line of the two, the 
whole force be plnced upon it and the :vcrmanent line 
lai<l out." 
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All that time it would be seen that the Port 
Douglas line was given up altogether, and no 
trial survey had proved that the route was 
impracticable. The fact remained that no survey 
of that line could be produced. Mr. Ballard 
recommended that all the energies of the depart­
ment should be centred in the Mourilyan, Mul­
grave, and Barron lines; but afterwards .the 
J\Tulgmve line was thrown completely asrdc. 
The J\Inurilyan line was thrown just as cmn­
plctcly aside, without the slightest ::tttempt 
at a survey being made ; mrd they were 
asked, on that information, to approve of 
the survey of one of the most expensive 
lines that "they had up to the present time con­
templated constructing in the colony. He did 
not think the Government had dealt fairly with 
hon. members. He believed himself in the vote 
by which he assisted in getting the amount for 
the construction of the milway put on the 
Estimates ; he believe<] in making a line from 
Herberton to the coast; but he believed they 
ought to have used their most strenuous endea­
vours to find out the best and most practicable 
route. Having found the best route, then would 
come into consideration the que'<tion of the 
harbour ; between those two points the matter 
would have been decided, hut the Govern­
ment had decided, he did not know fot 
what re::tsons-certainly for no engineering 
re::tsons-to abandon two of the routes and 
pin their faith to one, asking hon. members 
to decide, on no more information than they 
got themselves. That was not the way inwhich 
railways should be sanctioned by the House. 
He had always regretted that more information 
could not be obtained when plans, sections, and 
books of reference were passed through the House 
than had hitherto been the case, and for that 
reason had suggested that railway plans should 
be considered in committee. But matters were 
getting worse and worse. The Committee had 
only the advantage of eliciting facts or evidence, 
provided it existed ; but in the present case no 
evidence existed, or was in possession of the 
Government, to enable the Committee to decide 
the question before them. In fact, the :Minister 
for \Vorks had put a very dangerous prece­
dent before the Committee th::tt evening. In 
answer to a queBtion from the Opposition side of 
the Committee he said, "How am I to know the 
cost of the line ? I am not the engineer-I cam1ot 
tell you what the cost will be; there is not a 
single permanent peg put down, and how can I tell 
the cost?" That was not the way the approval 
of the Committee should be sought for any line ; 
their approval should be obtained through their 
judgment on the plans submitted and the infor­
mation furnished by the Minister for Works as 
to the estimated cost of the line proposed to be 
built. But the hon. gentleman had declined to 
give them any estimate; he told them that it was 
not his business to give an estimate nor the busi­
ness of hon. members to inquire. He (Sir T. 
Mciiwraith) could quite sympathise with the 
position taken up by his hon. friend the memlJer 
for Townsville. The hon. member was anxious 
to see that no excuse should be given to the 
Government for delaying the commencement of 
the line, and therefore threw upon the Govern­
ment the responsibility of the course and destina­
tion of the line rather than prevent the passing 
of it by voting against it. If the hon. member for 
Townsville were to act logically, and if other 
hon. members of that Committee were to act 
logically, he (Sir T. :iYicllwraith} did not believe 
the motion under consideration would receive the 
sanction of any outside the Ministers themselves. 
He believed that if hon. members on the 
Government side spoke their minds, and were 
not afraid of Ministers, they would say th::tt they 
would vote for that line simply because they 
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clicl not wish it to be shelved. It was for that, 
and for no other reason, that the line would be 
passed that evening; and it was for that reason 
that he would offer no impediment to its passing. 
He believed th::tt if the route now proposerl were 
seriously olJjected to, the Government would use 
that as a reason for shelving the line for a con­
siderable period. 

The MINISTElc FOil WORKS: 1'\o. 

The HoN. Sm T. MolL WILUTH : He 
believed that would be the action of the Govern­
ment, and that many members would give. their 
votes believing that that would be the actwn of 
the Government. Now he would direct the atten­
tion of the Committee to another point-namely, 
the cl::tim of the Minister for \Vorks that he had 
effected such a saving in the cost of constructing 
railways. The hon. gentleman, in fact, said that 
his whole time was taken up in putting right the 
blunders committed by his predecessor in oilice, 
the hon. member for Townsville. \V ell, the hon. 
ITentleman was not very sincere when he made a 
~Ltim of thttt sort, for he knew, or at all events 
everybody else except himself knew, that he 
only created a laugh when he chaffed the 
hon. member for Townsville. But the hon. 
gentleman must understrmd that he was in a 
serious position, because he had prevented the 
!::tte Minister for \Vorks (Hon. Mr. :1\bcrossan} 
from reaping the fruits of the very hard work 
that he did in reducing the cost of Govern­
ment surveys. It was all very well to point to 
smne suburban lines and say-" rrhat is a ITlisPr~ 
able line ; it has gm<lients of 1 in 30. That is not 
what I do : I m::tke straight lines, with gmclients 
of 1 in i\0." But the hon. gentleman never 
counted the cost. If his hon. friend the member 
for Townsville had followed the dictation of the 
engineering staff in the southern portion cf the 
colony he would probably h::tve made lines a great 
deal better, but they would have been a great ~eal 
more costly. He endeavoured to make service­
able lines for the colony for a les" amount of 
money, and to construct more lines. The present 
Minister for \Vnrks had handed himself over 
to the department. He (Sir T. Mcllwraith} 
knew that department very well. He knew 
the Engineer and his staff, and he could say 
that, in all his experience in that House, he 
had never found the engineering st::tff brought 
to book seriously for having spent more money 
th::tn they ought to do-they were always 
able to defend themselves; at least, when he 
said they were always able to defend them­
selves he meant that they had the Government 
of the clay ::tt their back to defend them. The 
consequence was that he had never found the 
Engineer brought to book by that House, although 
he had spent a great deal more money than he 
ought to have spent upon any p::trticular work. 
The position of the Minister for Works was 
this: he had handed himself over, body and mind, 
to Mr. Stanley. He never questioned th::tt 
officer's estimate. He might, perhaps, go up to 
him and say, "I'll be hanged if I give £5,000 a 
mile for this line; I will not give more th::tn 
£3,500." Mr. Stanley would say, "All right"; 
aml the Minister for \Vorks would know nothing 
more about it, but would find out ye::trs after­
ward~ that the line had cost £5,000 a mile. The 
hon. gentleman defied criticism on the present 
occasion. He said he could not tell what would 
be the cost of the line proposed to be con­
structed · that the staff themselves did not know 
the cost,' and he even went a little further and 
stated that even if he did know it would not be 
his bu;;iness to tell the Committee. 'IV as that 
the course to be pursued by the Government? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: You are 
making misstatements. 
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The HoN. Bm T. MaiL WRAITH: He rlirl 
not intend to U13Jko Inis::;tntmnentti; at any ra.te, 
the hon. g-entleman would have an opportunity 
of correcting him. The hon. gentleman lmd tolcl 
the Committee that evening that he <lid not 
know what the cost of tlmt line would be, and 
that the ,,tnff did not know ; and that it was not 
his buHiness to make an estimate at the prc5ent 
tilne, because it would be in1possiblc to give one, 
as the permanent snrvey had not yet been made. 
He (Sir T. Mcllwraith) did not think he was 
exa;;gerating when he said that. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. 
The HoN. Sm T. M:ciL\VEAITH: The 

hon. gentleman said "No." \Vel!, he (Sir T. 
Mcllwraith) had not stated any more tlum that. 
He maintained that the :YI:inister for Works 
ought to have from the Engineer-in-Chief and 
the Commissioner for Railways a complete 
estimate of the cost of the railway, before the 
sanction of Parliament was asked to the plans 
and specifications, so that the Engineer himself 
would be bound- by some reasonable limits, 
at all events-to his estimate. That, how­
ever, was a, n1atter entirely ignored by the 
Minister for ·works. He (Sir T. l\Icllwraith) 
couhl quite underetand the hon. gentleman 
havin;:: such a lofty contempt for the economy 
practiserl. bv the hon. member for Townsville. 
He could <[l:lite understand that 1-in-50 gradients 
were far more popular than 1 in 30. He knew 
that when people saw the engine labouring on 
the l<'assifGrn line as it passe<! along the road 
they did not like it, and were gre:1tly afraid 
lest their horses should run away. He believed 
the late Government were right in the policy 
they had arl.opted. The prec;ent Minister for 
'Vorks, however, adopted a different plan, and 
they saw that in the case of almost every 
estimate put before the House they were a long 
way beyond the estimate made when the te,;­
million loan was pttssecl. \Vhen the loan was 
paHHetl the hon. gentlen1an grwe son1e infor­
mation as to the estirnaterl cost of the ]Jropusec\ 
lines, based on some calcuhttions made by the 
engineerin~ Btaff, but it \VaB altogether different 
now. Of these lines already approved, one was 
actually going to coot drmble and another 70 per 
cent. of the estimated cost; but large as the 
f'stimate was fo1• the line of eighty mile', now 
under consideration- £GOO,OOO- the general 
opinion of the Committee was that it would 
cost a great deal more. The mistake the 
Government made was in deciding the route 
on political ground~ insteacl of getting infor­
lnation and asrdstance frmn n1e1nhers posses:-;­
iug a knowledge of the district ; and the 
Committee were consel_luently left powerless to 
express an opinion except tlmt rather than stop 
the construction of the line they would forego 
their opinion and throw on the Government the 
rcspnnsilJility of having adopted a ronte which 
would prove' let rim ental to the colony. ~fost hon. 
members were in that position; and he did not 
believe hllolf-a-clozcn oub;ide the ~iinistry would 
vote from the infornmtion they possessed of the 
cost of the construction of the line or of the 
merits of the different routes between Herberton 
::md the coast. 

The PREMIER sai<l he did not rise to enter 
into a controversy as to the relative merits of the 
present Government aiHl their predecessors as to 
the management of the \V orks Department. The 
management of that department might be left to 
stn,nd on its own merits. The hon. gentleman 
complained that there had not been sufficient 
information given to the Committee; but he 
thought th:tt much more information had been 
given with respect to the line under considera­
tion than with re::pect to any other which had 
been brought forward during his experience. ::>till 

it might be that not enough information had 
been given. The want of information w:cs said 
to be on two points, one of which was the cost of 
the line. In making a railway over a plain they 
could tell the cod within £200 or £300 per mile ; 
but when 1naking a, line up a 1nountain it was 
not possible to do so on account of the tunnels, 
cuttings, and bridges. 

The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWEAITH: We do 
not ask the cost within £200 or £300 per mile. 

The PREMIER said that until the last 
rnutnent hnprovernents were being 1nade in the 
survevs of such lines as that under consideration, 
with ua view to shortening tunnels and avoiding 
cuttings and bridges, and it was only after that 
had been done that an approximate esthmtte 
could be given of the cost. But if they had 
waited for that information the plans could not 
have been hid on the table during the present 
session. Then, as to the route, wh:tt fur­
ther inform:1tion could be obtained? He 
had given the reasons why the 1\Iourilyan 
Harbour and Port Douglas routes were 
rejected. The engineem had recommended 
this route from Clloirns to Herberton, and the 
Government could not undertake to say that 
they were wrong-they had not examined the 
field-books of the surveyors. The hon. member 
said thllt some information should have been 
given about the route by the Mulgrave. That 
was rejected summarily by the Government, for 
two reasons : First. because the line would not 
suit any place but'Hcrberton, and would have 
gone by the nwst inconvenient way for getting 
out again ; it would have been of no use to the 
goldfields of the Hodgkinson or the Northcote 
mines. Secondly, meml'ers of the Government 
knew, from their own knowledge, that the route 
was about as impracticable a one as could have 
been found. The mountains were steeper 
there than by any other route. Going along 
the road they could see exactly the conformation 
of the country. He once came down that road 
and took good cctre not to be in front of his 
hmo0, nnd he felt thankful when he got to the 
bottom. He thought that to have gone out of the 
way to serve no place but Herberton, and get 
there by the most inconvenient way, would have 
been fooli'!h. As the Government knew that 
the road was so bad there was good reason for 
not wasting time by useless surveys, especially 
as the .ourveying staff was not nnlimited. They 
harl given all the information nvailablc to the 
Committee. He had not the slightest doubt that 
the route proposed was the hest. It might not 
be quite "" cheap as the Port Dou;;las ronte, hut 
he believed it was. The mnge on the Port 
Douglas route was higher, and the distance about 
the st~me in each. 

The Hox. J. M. 1\IACEOSSAN said the 
Prernier had not an8wcred the argun1ents of the 
leader of the Op] ;osition, but hml spoken as if that 
hon. gentleman lmd demanded the field-books 
of the' surveyor,;. \Vhat the leader of the Opposi­
tion said wa,;, that the Government in snch 11 
case should have supplied the sections of the 
different routes for the information of the Com­
mittee. Another complaint was, that having 
decided ngainst every other route, since the deci­
sion was made it had been so long before the plans 
were laid on the tahle of the House. It was 
more than eighteen months since Mr. Hannam 
recommended that the route from Cairns to 
Herberton should be adopted. Lnst year-abont 
thirteen months ago-he introduced a deputation 
from Herberton to the :Minister for \Vorks, and 
was told that the plans of the line from Cairns 
to Herberton were being prepared. The hon. 
gentleman read a letter from li1r. Ballard in 
regard to the first section, saying that he could 
have the plans ready in time to lay on the table 
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of the House that session, believing that the 
Ression was going to end in about eight weeks. 
Surely the plans, which thirteen months ago­
according· to the letter of lVIr. Ballanl-could 
have been ready in two months, oug-ht to have 
been laid on the table of the House on the very 
first day of the present se;;sion ! };ither the hon. 
gentleman was misinformed by Mr. Ba!lard or 
there had been unnecessary delay in the ]>rorluc­
tion of the plans. The Minister for \Vorh 
surely remembered that deputation. The 
Premier said the::'IIulgnwe route was condemned 
for two reasons : first, because it would sen·e 
only Herberton; secondly, that it woul<l go into 
Herberton by an inconvenient route for getting 
out again. But, according to the plan, the l\Iul­
grave route joined the other long before it got to 
Herberton. The plan furnished with the report 
showed Cairns and the line from there joining 
the other line, and making a great round, while 
the JI,Iulgnwe route was a direct one almost from 
Herberton. 

The PREMIER: It is about three miles from 
Herberton. 

The HoN. J. M. :iYIACROSSAN said it seemed 
to be more than three miles by the phm. It 
seemed, according to the plan, to join the other 
line before it got to the Herberton Hange, so 
that the reason given by the hon. gentleman was 
not valid, because ~11 the routes went into Her­
berton by the same line from below the Herberton 
Range. 

The PREl\HER : Y on get under another 
range too. 

The HoN. J. M:. l\IACROSSAN sctid the line 
had been decide<l, not by the routes at all, but 
by the harbours, according to all the diHcn:-.,-;ion::; 
they had hml that night nbout the harbours. 
It had been decided to take the railway to 
Cairns, because Cairns had a better harbour 
than Port Douglas. If that were the et se, wlutt 
was the use of carrying on the ha,rbour ,,.rork-:; :tt 
Port Douglas at nil ? If the Colonial Treasur·er 
was satisfied that he could not make a hcuhour 
at Port Doughs-and he (Hon. Mr. 1\Iacrossctn) 
was satisfied he could by dredging the mouth of 
the inlet-he lmd better stop the works there 
altogether. If it was the harbour that decided 
the route the Government had been wrong. It 
'vas not because there \vas a lnrge expanse of 
water at CairnR-capable of holding the whole of 
the British Navy, as had been said-that it 
Wtts the best port; but whether there was 
an expanse of water sufficient to do the work 
required. He was <jUite satisfied thnt at the 
inlet at Port Donglas, which the Treasurer knew 
something about, there was a snt!icient expanse 
of water for the work re<Jnired. For the reasons 
given by the leader of the Opposition, he did 
not think the construction of the line should be 
delayed. The people of Herberton had Lccn too 
long waiting for the construction of that line. 
He believed that lOO men had left the district 
through the difficulty and expense of working 
their claims, and the expense of carrying the ore 
to port. He tlue" the responsibility of the 
line upon the Government, who should not have 
taken so long in layin(i the plans before the 
House. They had taken the whole of the time 
they had been in office and part of the time the 
previous Government were in office; and the 
plans were only now laid on the table when the 
first section should be under construction and the 
second section ready for being tendered for. 
There had been a most unnecessary and dis­
graceful delay on the part of the Government 
and their staff. 

The PRBMIETI said that no doubt the Gov­
ernment would get exactly the blame they 
deserved, and all the credit they deserved-no 
more and no less. 

Question put, anrl the Committee divicled :­
An:s, 33. 

Sir T. i\feiiwraith. ~fessrs. Rntle11;:.w, Diekson, Dntton, 
G1·illit\l, ~m·ton, :Jioreton, Hamilton, Foote, }'Iiles, 
:\I<L(~l'08:-:><L1J, Slleridan, _Ueat.tic, Lissucr, Kt even::;, Pahncr, 
Kat!'~, J~nekland, Waketiold, )forehead, Bailc_v, :\H(l~ley, 
Ala111l, t:;alkcld, .Jic:.\Iastor, :Jicllor, .trchcr, (;0\·ett, Lalor, 
Jordan, CalllJJIJcll, nlaek, alHl Brookes. 

Xo_E:~. 5. 
}lcssrs. ~clson, \Vhito, Kellett, Anncar, and 1\'fac­

farl<mo. 
Question resolved in the affirmative. 
On the motion of the ::\H:NTS'rJn:. FOrt 

\VORKS, the CJUIJnfAX left the clmir, and 
reported the resolutions to the House. 

The report was adopted. 

I~LECTIO~S BILL -- llESU:\IPTION OF 
CO:H1'1IITTEE. 

On this Order of the l),cy being read, the 
House went into Committee of the \Vhole to 
further consider the Bill in detail. 

On clause 87, <1S follows :-
" 1. 1~\-ory person '\vho oolTU]Jtly, by himself or hy 

any other pcrBon. either beFore, dnrin~. or a.ftcr 
an cledion, dircetly or indirectly gives or pro­
vidrs, or pa.ys wholly or in part the expense of 
ghing or IJl'OYirling, any meat, drink, cntcrt.ain­
mcut., lodg·mg. or Jll'OYi.sion to or for <LllY person 
lor t.ho pnrpose of corrupUy in!luencin;..?; ~Ju~t 
person or any other person to give . or retrain 
fl'Olll giving· ltis vote fLt the elcct.wn, or on 
aecouut of such person or any other person 
ha\"iug voted or refrained from voting, or being 
abont to vote or refrain from YOtiug a.t such 
cleet.ton; and 

"2. Every elector who corrnptly acC8lJtS orltakcs any 
snd1 meat, flrink, entcrlaiumcnt, lodging, or 
provision; 

:;hall be <!ccmcdp;uilty of ilTa.ting." 
1\Ir. CHUllB said that that was the pbce 

where he propmcd to introduce the amendments 
of which he lmd already given notice. The hon. 
the Prmnier, in referring to his anwnchnent8, 
hacl said that they were of a difficult character; 
th:tt they introcluc"'d a foreign element into 
tlw Bill ; :md that they were onch as should only 
be introduced by the Go,·ermnent after full con­
sicleration. It had been remarked in the course 
of the debate on the second reading, that the J!ill 
should not be trettted as a party measure, but wtth 
the sole object of securing purity of elections, 
and the ri,"ht' of parties to a disputed election. 
\Vith rega~cl to the Prmnier'H objection on the 
p;ronnd of the difficulty of the subject, that was 
no reason why it should not be dealt with, so 
lonn· as the difficnlty was not insurmountable. 
Th:~t wa·J rtn objcctioll whiuh 1night be urged in 
any case, but he thonght he would be at,lc to 
~;how th:.ct it w<1s not difficult at all if the HmtRe 
w:t' willing to undertake the task. As to its 
bcin(r a.n i11trochwtion of a foreign ele1nent, the 
hon." gentleman had done that him~;elf in the 
~7th :trHl following cln,n.-,e$, defining uHenc~;.-; 
in connection \Vith eJection~. Tho:-;c cl:1n~GM 
would not be found in :ony law in 
force in Great Britain dealin:; with the 
reabtmtion of voters as that Bill did ; 
th~y were contained in a. ~evarate nw:-tsuro 
l ;t:o>.ed in 1883 to amend the Corrupt Prac­
tices c\.ct of 18G8, an .Act which e,tablished 
a di.stinct tribnnal for the trial of offences, ctnd 
remitted to that tribunal the trial of election 
petitions. If the hem. member went w far as to 
iutrndnce those provisions into the Bill, it was 
quite consistent to introduce those which the 
lwn. gentleman had left out. Therefore that 
objection fell to thB grouml. ·with regnrd to 
the objection tlmt such amendments should be 
brought forward by pen;onH having minis~erial 
respomibilit;~·, and after c<1reful constdcra­
tion, he woul<l point out tlmt when n shm-t 
Dill wcts introduced last year to remedy 
some defects in the existing law, the proposal 
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was made that the trial of petitiom should be 
remitted to a different tribunal, and the Gov­
ernment then promised to give the whole matter 
their considemtion. If tha Committee were of 
opinion that no measure dealing with elections 
was perfect without provision being made for a 
tribunal such as he had sharlowed out in his 
amendments, he was willing that the Govern­
ment should take charge of the amendments and 
shape them as they wished. He had no desire 
to take out of the hands of the Government their 
proper functions ; but, holding the views he 
did, he felt it his duty to try and enforce 
those views on the House, and if they 
proved acceptable to the House it would be 
for the Government to accept his amend­
ments either as he was about to propose 
them or in some modified form, or else to lay 
aside the Bill. ·without provisions of that 
kind he did not think the Bill would effectually 
prevent the abuses and irregularities which were 
known to exist in connection with the trial of 
election petitions. The present system, as hem. 
members knew, was contained in the Legislative 
Assembly Act, sections 15 to 34, which provided 
the method of dealing with disputed elections. 
They made provision for the appointment, by the 
Speaker, of a Committee of Elections and ~lualifi­
cations, which might be disapproved of by the 
1 louse ; and petitions wel'e to be referred to that 
committee and tried by them. They had the 
power to summon witnesses, finally determine 
all fJ11Cstions referred to them, and report to the 
Assembly as to persons not duly elected and 
so on. The 21st section contained a clause which 
he thought would never have been passed if 
matters which had occurred since had occurred 
before. It provided that the committee were 
not to be guided by evidence ; they were to be 
guided " by the real ju::;tice and good con~cience 
of the case without regard to legal forms and 
solemnities." That might be a good law in 
the hands of skilled persons ; but in the 
hands of such persons as generally formed the 
Committee of Elections and Qtmlifications in 
any House he was doubtful if it was good. It 
[;ave them power to be guided by their feelings 
m any way they thought fit. The proposed 
substitute was briefly that the Committee 
of Elections and Qualifications should be 
abolished, and be replaced by a judge of the 
Supreme Court, who was to try the matter in 
the ordinary way, as he would. a case at law, 
and report to the House the result of the trial. 
Tlmt was briefly the proposition-that instead 
of a petition being presented to the House 
it was to be presented to the Supreme Court, 
afterwards to be tried by the judges without a 
jury. The judge should afterwards report to the 
1 [ousc upon the various matters dealt with, and 
upon that report the House should take action. 
The ~cheme provided first for the repeal of sec­
tions 1il to 3-1, both inclusive, of the Legislative 
Assembly Act of 18G7. Then it said that the 
petition should be presented by-

'' Some person who voted or who had f~ right to vote 
at the election to which the petition related; or, 

"Some person elaiming to ha ye had ~L right to be 
returned or elected at sueh election: or. 

"Some person alleging himself to llave been a cancli­
datc at such election." 

The petition was to be presented within twenty­
one days after the day of the return of the writ, 
and at the time of its presentation,or within three 
days afterwards, security should be given for the 
payment of expenses : such security to amount to 
£:)00. Then, on the presentation of the petition, 
the prescribed officer should send a copy thereof to 
the rotuming oflicer of the electomte to which the 
petition related, and he should publish the same 
in the electorate. It next provided that trials 
should be conducted before a judge of the 

Supreme Court at the place which might he 
most convenient. He might mention that, in 
England, the trial was held in the electo­
rate, and he proposed to amend the clause 
so as to make it ccmsonant with that; 
that the trial should be held where the 
disputed election was held. At the conclusion 
of the trial the judge who tried the petition 
should determine whether the election of the 
person whose election was disputed was void, 
or whether he was duly elected. Provision had 
been made for the judge to report whether any 
corrupt practice had occurred, for the furnishing 
of the names of persons proved to have been 
guilty of corrupt practices, and for a report as to 
whether there was reason to believe that corrupt 
practices had extensively prevailed. The judge 
mig-ht also make a special report to the 
Speaker as to any matters he thought oug-ht 
to be submitted to the Leg-islative Assembly. 
Then there was a provision relating to applica.­
tions to the court respecting trials, and for 
the Leg-islative Assembly to carry out the report. 
The Legi.slative Assembly might also order a 
special report. At the trial of an election peti­
tion evidence relating to any corrupt practice 
might be gone into, and two or more candidates 
might be made respondents to the same petition. 
A report of what occurred at the trial was to 
be taken down by the shorthand writer of the 
Leg-islative Assembly, and provisions were also 
made for the payment of the expenses of 
witnesses, and for the withdrawal of petition 
and substitution of a new one. Those were 
the general proviSions of the scheme of 
amendments he intended to propose. It mig-ht 
be contended that it was an innovation, that 
the trial of disputed elections should be held 
by the judges of the Supreme Court ; but he 
could show hon. gentlemen that it was not. It 
was only reverting to the old sy.,tem. The fir,t 
recorded instance of the House of Commons 
claiming its rig-ht in that respect was in the 
year 1580. Previous to that they had alwa,ys 
been tried by the judges. The Commons, 
on that date, for the fin.;t time claimed the 
right, and although it was not at first con­
ceded they eventually carried their point, and 
determined to inquire into those petitions them­
seh·es. At first the whole House considered 
them; then an Act was passed by which the 
duty was referred to special committees, and 
ultimately it came to a committee, elected by 
ballot, to her~r such cases. So it went on until at 
last the House remitted the trial of election peti­
tions to a legal tribunal, such as he had mentioned 
in his amendment. In a work on the "Consti­
tutional History of England," by Mr. Stubbs, 
dealing- with the question, referring- to complaints 
against sheriffs improperly conducting elections, 
it went on to &'ty :-

"They further ~how that the House of Commons had 
not yet thought of assCl'ting any claim to determine the 
valitlity of elections. Until the Act of l<W6 the Hhcriff 
had to return the writ in full Parliament; and the King, 
in or out of Parliament, took direct cognisance of com­
l1laints. After that ~\.et the writ was rcturnahle in 
Chancery, and by the statute of 1410 the judges of assize 
were authorised to inquire into the undue returns. 
But the validity of the rct11rns was still, it 'vonld seem, 
a question for the King to consider, with the help of 
the Lord~, as in the Rutland case, or with the help 
of the judges. The right of tile Commons 'vas first 
distinctly asserted in 158H. In HHl<J,, in reference to the 
election for lhwkingha.mshire, the Commons in an 
address to J mncs I. represented the question as one in 
dispute between their House and the Chancery; from 
the time of the re.~toration to the Grenville }_et in 1770 
election petitions were determined by the whole House; 
that ..:-~et proYidccl for the formation and rc~ulation of 
election committee:-:; and very recent legislation has 
returned to something like the ancient practice by 
pla.cing the tletermination of these disputes, and the 
inJliction of penalties resulting from them, in the hand~ 
of select judges." 
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Those were old dates, but they had the Premier 
recently j1mtifying the rights of the Honse on a 
precedent so far back as lGOl; yet it might he said 
he {Mr. Grit!ith) was going a long w::ty back for 
authorities when a rruestion of the privileges of 
the House was concerned. \Vith regard to the 
manner in which trial of elections had been con­
ducted in England, he wonlrl quote from another 
writer, Sir Thomas Erskine ]\fay, in the "Con­
stitutiomtl History of England." He said :-

,, Smmdalous as were the electoral alnuws which 
law and custom formerly permitted, the cou<lnct of 
the Uou:se of Commons 111 the trial of elections 
110titions was more scandalous still. l~oronghs were 
bought and sold, electors were notoriously bribecl 
by wholesale and retail, returning o1liccrs ,ye-re partial 
and corrupt. llnt in defiance of all justice aud decency, 
the majority of the House of CommOlb "onuivcd -iLt 
these practices when committed b.r thcil' o\Vn part·"·, 
and only c:ondemncd them ,,·hen their political oppo­
nents were put npon their trial. Dnf r,·uio!ll coais, 
ve.rat Ce1M'1Na columbtt8. 'l'hc Commons haYillf!.". for the 
sake of their mvn intlepoudencc, insi~tcd upon an 
exclnsive jurisdiction iu matters of elcetion, were not 
ashamed to prostHntc it to party. They were ehargecl 
with a g-rave tl'tlst and abused it. '!'hey assmned a judidal 
office and dishonoured it. 'l'his discreditable pervcr~ion 
of ~ustiee had. grown up with these clcetoraJ ahnse.,.,, 
which an honest jndicaturc would have tended to 
correct, and reu.ched its greatest exce.,scs in the rel;;ns 
of Gcorge II. and George III. Originally, conti·overted. 
clec~ions had been tried by select cmnmittecs c:-pecinlly 
nommated, and afterwards b\· the Committee of 
l'rivileges and 1~lections. 'l'his ·lat.tcr committee had 
been tlowinatcd by the House itself, being cmnpo~ed of 
privy ~ouncillors and eminent. h~wyers, well ttualiltcd 
by thmr learning for the judicial inquirie~ entrusted to 
them." 

He then refers to a lot of names, which I need 
not read, and goes on-

" This committee was henceforth exposed to all the 
e_vils of lan~e m_1d fluctuating numbers and an inel:'lpon­
stblc constitutiOn, nud at length, iu the tillw of l\11'. 
Speaker Onslow, a hearing at the bar or tltc Howsc 
itself--which in special ca::;c..; had already bePnoecasion­
ally resorted to-\.vas deemed preferable to the less 
public and responsible judicature of the couunittcc. 
Thoro, howeycr, the partiality and injustice of the 
judges was soon notorious. Tile merits of the 
elec~tion on which they were expectr"fl t.o nc:ljndicatc 
were little regarded. 'l'o use the 'vm·ds of .:\lr. (;t·en­
ville,_ "l'h~ cour~· was thin to hear, and full to judge.' 
Parties tned their strength--the fricndH ot rival candi­
dates canva"'"ledand mrLnccnvrcd-and seats COITUtJtlv 
gained were as corruptly protected or yoted a. way. 'l'l!C 
right of election was wrested from the \'Oters and 
usurped by Lhe elected body, who thns cxereisecl t1 
vicious self-election. The Ministers of the day, 
when they commanded a majority, su~tainca their own 
friends ami brought all their force to bear against the 
members of the Opposition. 'l'hc ilagition.-:; custom 
form?d part of the parliamentary org-anisation by which 
the mfiunnce of the Crown a.nd its :Jiinistcrs was 
maintained. It w~~s not until a. Government wa~ 
falling that its friends were in flanger of losillg- their 
seats. rrlw struggle between Sir Robert \1ralp6lc and. 
his enemies was determined in 1741- not upon 
any question of llllblie policy, but by the defeat 
of the ).Iini~ter on 1lle Chippenl~tLm elect ion llCtitirm. 
To rcmctly those evils and remove the opprobrium of 
notorious inju~tice from 1hc Uou.sc of Common~. )lr. 
Grcnville introdueed, in 1770, his c·clobratcd mea~uro­
since known as the Grenvillc }\.et, and a lawl-mark in 
the PnrliamcnLar,,·history. He pro1•oscd to trant'>fer tlw 
juclicatnrc in election cases fro Ill the House itselt' to a 
committee of thi~·t~en members selected by the :-;itt.illg 
members and pctlt.lonors from a list of fori Y-ninc chosen 
by ballot, to whom each party should acld·a. nominee to 
advo~ate t.hoir re~pective interestt<. This tribnnrtl, 
c~nst1tutcd by Act of Parliament, was to decirlc 
w1thout appmd the merits of nvery coutroverted 
election-being, in fact, a court independenc of the 
Ho~1se, though composed of it.s own members. 'rho 
main objection urged a~ainst this measure was that 
the privileges of the HOuse 'vorc compromisPd. · and 
it~ diseret.ion limited by the binding obligation.:-; ~f the 
statute. It is certain that much might have been 
done by the authority of the IIonse it:-:;clf, \V hi eh was 
henc.cforth regulated by a statute ~the onl~~ logaltlO\ver 
re(pured being thnt of administering an oath ; bnt :\Ir. 
Gronville distru:;;ted the Hon:::e of Commons nnd saw no 
sccnri ty for the permanence or honest trial of the ne\v 
system except in a law which they could not set aside. 

This Act wa:"~; ~Lt first limited to ono year; and IIoracc 
·walpole insinuates that .:\Ir. Urenville, when in opposi­
tion, was wllliug- to give a sore wonntl t.o the inftnonco 
of the Crown, lJut hopiug to rot.nrn to office, took 
eare not to \\'Cttkou lJi~ own fnture pmver as a "Jlinistcr. 
But the snggest.ion {or making the .\et temporary 
1n·oceet1ed from Lord Clare, nnrl not from ::ur. Grenville, 
who was honestly I_Jersnarled that the' systclllliiUStcnd 
in the rnin of public liberty if not cheekcd.' At this 
time his lH\tlth and SlJirits 'Yere failing, and he died a 
few mouths nft.er the pa~sing of his measure. 'l'ho 
<.1-renvillc ~let was contiuuerl from time to time. and in 
1771· t-5ir Edwin t-5auclys brought in ~L Bill to Iitako it 
pervetual. It eneounterecl a strong oppositio11, Ci::ipe­
cially from :\Ir. Vox, who dreaded the snnender of the 
privileges of the House: hut the snecessfnl Olloration 
of the Act in the tive c:u~es \.Vhinh had alreac:ly been 
triefl nnder its provisions was so generally aeknow­
lcclgecl that the Bill was passed by a large majority. 
'This h<-Lppy eYent,' wrote Lord Chat ham, 'is 
a rlawn of better t.imes; it is the last prop of 
Pari iament; should it be lost in itt'i passage the 
J,cg-i~lature will fall into incura1Jle contempt-the 
detestation of the nation. 'l'llo Act clocH honom· to 
thu stat.nte-book, aucl wi!l endear for ever the memory 
of the fl'}tnWr.' l"or a time thiD measnrc undoubtedly 
introduced a. marked improYement. in the judicature of 
t.he Hou~o of Commons. 'rl10 disruption of the nsnal 
party combinations at that }mrioQ was fa.vouralJle to its 
~mccef'.'l, ancl the exposure of former abuses cliEwonra~crl 
their immediate renewal in another form. But too ~oou 
it hoeamc evldent tlmt. corruption and yarty Sllirit. hall 
not been oYercome. Cro\vtl~ now attouclccl the ballot, 
ns they had previously eomo to the yote-not to secure 
justice, but to aid their own political friends. 'rho 
party which at.tonded in the greatest force was 
likely to have the numerical majority of names 
drawn for committee. ]?rom this list each side pro­
ceeded to strike thirteen of its political OJlliOUCnts; 
and tile strongest thus secured a prevonderance on the 
committee. X or "'rt/3 this all. The ablest lllen, bein;.;­
most fearecl by their opponents, were almo~t iuvari­
ably tltrnck off-tL 1)roeess familiarlr knowu as 'knock­
ing· the brains ont of the commit tee' ; auc:l thus the 
c~mmnittec heeame at once partial aud incompcLenL 
rrlw member~ of the committee wm·esworn to do justice 
between tllc rival candidates, \·et the circumstm1cos 
nucler whieh they were notorluu~ly cho~tn, their own 
11arL~· bias. and a lax eOin-entional moralHy, favoured by 
the obscnrity and inconsistencies of tbc elec.tion Jaw, 
and by the contli(~ting- deei~ious of ineapahle t.ribuuals, 
led to thb eqniYoc::d ret~.nlt-tlmt. the right was g-cme­
rally di.~cover(:•d to be ou the ~ic:lc of tlte eaurlidate 
who profes~ecl tlle ~ame poli Lienl opiuions as tl!c 
ma.jnrity of the committee. A Whig camlidate hacl 
swmt justiec from n 'I1ory collunittee; :LT01',Y eandidate 
Jlleaded in vain h-::fore a 11rhig committee. Bytht"-C means 
the majority oC the House continnod-wit.h k-.s direct­
ness an(l ccrta.inty, and perlmvs ·with less open ~c:Lnclal 
-to nowinate their own members as thrY had done 
before the GrcnYille Act, and for half-a-Century tl!i.s 
system, with slight variations of proeedure, was 
snfTcrcd to IH'CYaiL In 183D, howm:er, the b:lllot was 
nt length SUl)ersoded by Sir Hobert Peel's Ac~t.; eom­
mHtccs 'von~ rcdnne<l to six ItJCmbers awl nominated by 
an impartial boily--the Uoner:Ll Committee of Election:-;, 
'J'lle same prilH~·ple of selection wus adllcrc{l to in later 
Acts. \Yit.ll additionnl impnrtiality, and the committee 
was finally r.·dnced to Hve members. 'l'lw eYil was thus 
gi\"ttly diminishctl, hnt still the ~inistct· inllneuce of 
party was not wlwlly oYercome. In "the nomination of 
election eonnni1tocs one party or the other nccesBarUy 
hacl a majority of one, and. though these trihnnals 
nnclonbtcrtly bccnme l'rn· mot'C ulJlc and .inclidal thmr 
con~tlt.ution and pro,·ceclill).2.;.'5 too often cxpo.scd Uwm 
to imputation::-. of volitical hias." 

Tlmt was how the histori::tn dc,;cribed the 
working of the l~lectimh Cmun1ittee in l~nglanJ. 
It showed clcarlv th:ct there was no con­
tinuous course uf Jll':1ctice. :First, the matter wa~; 
regula,ted by the king ~tnd hi~ council ; then the 
jndges had a hand in it; then the House of Com­
mons asserted their oule right to deal with dis­
puted elections; then the whole House deter­
mined the comse to be taken ; then they had 
a special committee ; J hen :1 committee chosen 
by ballot ; until at last they got to the Act of 
1SG8, when they put the whole jurisdiction in 
the hando of a court of law. That showed tlmt 
the whole thing had worked ktdly all through ancl 
was 1nadc the 1neam; of doing inju;.;tice and carry­
in;;· on a great deal of corruption. That was how 
the system worked in the House of Commons. 
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Now, everyone know how the eystmn worked in 
thi:; colony. He believed that not only the 
prcdent l'nrliament but pnst Parlinments hn,d 
been dissatisfiml, to use the mildr:st term, with 
the decisions of the Committee of Election:; and 
qualifica,tion~; and even clnring the present 
HC::iRion hon. ll18lllber~ had exprc-:;:-:;ed their dis­
satisfaction with the decisions of the committee. 
It ahva.y:s would be so, f.JO long a~ the persons who 
were to be the jnd3es had a voice in nrnnin.:tting­
themselves. Of course it might be said tha,t 
hon. 1nernberd had no voice in electing thmn­
sel vcs on the Committee of ]£1ections and 
qualific,l.tions, but they had in that House. 
It lmd alwt~ys been held that the Spettkcr 
was the nominee of the rwtjority of the 
House - with him rested the nomination of 
the Committee of Elections and Qualification;;. 
He selected the committee and pbced on that 
committee a m<tjority for the Government-the 
party in the majority. They wet·e therefore 
a! ways in a mrcjority of one on the ]<;[cctions and 
Qualificrttions Committee; and he l>elieved the 
records of the House would ;;how that in nearly 
every ctcse that that committee had tried, when 
there hrtd been a difference of opinion, the voting 
had been four on one side and three on the other, 
proving conclusively that there had been, to 
Rmue extent, feeling in the decision gi von, because 
it could not happen thnt the minority were 
always wrong. He thought there could not 
be two opinions tlmt the Elect.ions and 
Qnalifications Cornrnittee was an unsa,ti~factory 
tribunal. The objectiom that h,td been made 
a~ainst .sub.stituting a.nother tribnnal for it 
might he divided into three, as far a;; he had 
been able to gather them. The first objection 
was that Pnrlimnent would, to a certain extent, 
be ]ntrting with its privileges. That appe;cred 
to have been one of the objections urged in the 
House of Commons when the Corrupt l'ractices 
Bill was introduced, but it wa:-::; not success­
ful; the majority evidently thought th;ct it 
would be hotter to appoint "' more srttisfac­
tory tribunal even if the Pctrlimnent p,;rted 
with one of its privileges. _A.nother objection 
was the diflicnlty of getting '" tribunal that 
would be satisfactory to the l [uuse. \V ell, that 
dif!iculty wa,; >11so got over; it was nn objec­
tion that did not appear to c'wry any weight. 
A third objection was that there would be greater 
expense under the prnpo,;ed ;,y,;tem than untler 
the cxi;;ting one. He did not know how that 
had worked in Engla,nd. It 1night or 1night not 
apply there; hut he did not think it would apply 
in this colonv. ~\n hnn. n1eruber had nwved for 
a. return Rl1owing the costs incurred by the 
Elections and qtmlifications Committee. He did 
not think tlmt return htcd been printed; but 
whether or not it would not be of much 
a~sistn.nce t1) hon. nwtnber~ in cmning to a, 

fleci::-don on that c1ue~tion. J-[e wouh1point out 
thrct under the bw, as it rtt present stone!, the 
losing party, whether the petitioner or the person 
petitioned against, might be ordere<l to pcoy the 
whole coot of the investigation. \Vhether the 
]<;]cctiom; and Qualifications Committee had ever 
done ~o m· not was u. er uestion \vhich he wa~:; not 
prep,ued to answer, as he had never been on " 
committee. They, however, had the power of 
inqJmiing upon the petitioner or upon the per:-:;on 
unseated the whole cost of the in<tniry, and 
he clid not propose to give the jmlges any 
more power than that. It had been said 
that the expense of determining a petition 
before the J~lections aml Qualifications Com­
mittee wa,; snmll. He had been informed that 
the rmtRon why it had been ,;mall was, to a 
certain extent, that the House hml pbced a sum 
of money to the creclit of the committee for the 
purpose of paying the ex pew; eo of witneRsetJ 
rec:tuired to attend inquiries. \Vhether that was 

a right principle to 1tdopt was a wwstion, but 
he wa,; informed that it had been the practice 
fnr the expenses of witnesses attending on ::111 

election petition to be paid out of the nwneys 
placecl at the dispoRr>l of the cmmuittee by 
Parliament. Of course, if thllt wad so-if 
Parliament lmd ]'aid those expenses-it did 
not cost the petitioners much. Ho did not 
refer r>t all to the expense-, which the petitioner 
rnight ha,ve to incur for legal advice, but \VaK 

spmcking simply of the actual expenses of wit­
nesses. Now, the return that had been moved 
for would only show what the committee had 
p:tid in witne~ses' expen::;e<, and would not give 
them any information as to the cost of the 
inc:tuiry to the petitioner-nothing as to legal 
oxpen~e~-the :11nounts paid to his solidtor 
and cn1,msel. Those expense,; might be j rmt 
as larg·e- and he saw no reason why they 
;;hould not l1e-as if the ·matter were tried 
before a judge ino;tcacl of the J£lections and Qurtli­
fication,; Committee. Therefore, he ;;nbmitted 
tluct there was no force in that objection. He 
did not think there were any other objections 
under that system except perhaps this, that hon. 
nwrnben; rnight not like the change. }le, how­
ever, thought tha,t wa.s not u, rcat3on[LlJlc objection. 
He beli8\ eel that the time had arrived to deal 
with this m<ttter-thttt when they were dmtling 
with a measure of that kind in which they were 
rnaking new provisions with regard to the hold­
ing- of elections, and were crea,ting ne'v offenceH 
or perhu,pH, not creating new offences, but ca,re­
fully and specifically defining those offences 
--it was a step in the right direction to pro­
vide also a proper tribunal for trying dioputes 
in connection with elections. He thought that 
if the scheme he had proposed were carried 
into law the reprmtch which had been cnst 
upon that House in not dealing justly with elec­
tion vetitions vvould be at oncB svvept awa,\T, and 
the trials would be relegated tu an individual 
who had no intereet in the matter at all; who 
had no seat in the Honso ; who lmd no party to 
serve and who had uo political principle to 
,;dvocate. He had, therefore, thou~ht it right 
tu adopt the ameudments which he lu1d intro­
<luced ; aud he would now formally move tlmt 
the following new clause be in.,crtecl after clau;;e 
SG:~ 

Hcctions 15 to 3J .. both inclnsiYC, oi' the Lcgi.slat.ivc 
Assembly .._\.d of 18fi7 arc hereby repctlccl. 
He mig·ht say that if the g·cneral principle of his 
amendment were conceded it would perhaps be 
better to make the cbuse which he had propooetl 
part of the schedule, in which the other repeab 
were specified. He had llHtde his amendment;; 
in that form in onler to dmw the attention of the 
Hou"" h it, and in order tlmt the matter might 
be discussed on the new clau"e he had now sub­
mitted to the Committee. 

The l'lU~Mn;It ·"tid that of course the hnn. 
member knew that pmcticnlly his proposition 
\Vas to Htop the Connuitteo going any further 
with that !'.ill. That waH the effect of his 
propo;-;iticm. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Certainly not. 
The l'ltEJUIEll: The JJill dealt with a very 

import•1nt subject, which hrtd been under con­
sideration in that l{om-;e on n1ore than one 
occ<tsion, and the Government had brought in 
the mea,:::;ure thit:; seH:::;ion in accordance with a 
pron1i:::;e 1uade by th81u last sessinn. It was a 
Bill thrtt had taken a consideral>le amount of 
time and cttre to prepare ; it introduce.d very 
valuable amendment;; in the lrtws relating to 
elections, so frcr as they had gone up to the pre­
sent time, and before they !me! concluded would 
introduce others equally valuable. 'l'he sub­
ject the hrm. member had introduced would of 
itself well deserve the attention of the House fo 
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:1 cmmiderable pnrt of n session. Certitinly, 
amendments such as those introduced could not be 
put through committee and their principles::tgreed 
to in less than two or three weeks, so that, if it 
was the duty of the Government to keep control 
of their own Bill, which the Government certainly 
intended to do, it would be impossible to pass 
that Dill into law that session at all. He thought it 
wns not a reasonable position to t:>ke np ith res­
pect to a Bill brought before the House, which 
commended itself as a great improvement in a 
nuttter l!rgently needing refonn, that any tiection 
of the Hou;e should say it should not become 
bw unless they adopted something else not 
necessarily connected with it-that the Bill 
should not become law unless something else 
also bec,tme law. That, he thought, was not 
:1 fair position. The hon. member was within 
hi8 right~ in proposing a,ny nu1nber of mnend­
ments not forbidden by the rules, but it \Vas 
not re,tsonable to introduce such an amend­
ment into . a Bill del1ling with a different 
subject. He took no technical objection 
to the amendment, but he said again that 
it was not a re::tsonable position to take up 
under the circumst::tnces, and he rather re­
gretted thl1t the hon. member had not ac­
cepted the suggestion he uu1de on a pre­
vious occttsion with regard to the matter. 
Apnrt from that, what he hac! tu say wtts on the 
merits of the question. The hon. member began 
],y giving the history of tribunl1ls for trying· dis­
puted elections in Great Britttin. It ttppeared 
th::tt once the king· ::tml the judges tried such 
cases, bnt that was not a very satbfactmy 
tribunal, because in those days the tenure of the 
jutlgc::; was during pleasure~ it was not unconunon 
to fin<] :1 judge on the bench one day and see him 
prn,cti:-~in~ as a barrister the next, having been 
rernoved for giving a deci8ion unfavourable to 
the court. Therefore that proved nothing. After 
that, disputed elections were tried by the House 
of Commons, or by committees of the Hou.se, 
which worked with tolerable satisfaction. Of 
contse, in a corrupt age, when the House wai') 
corrupt and l\Iinisters were corrupt, the 
]13lectioni3 Cmrnnittees \Vere corrupt also; 
but where the general tone of. the morality 
of the House was pure the comrmttees were not 
open to that charge. The fact was the hon. 
member opposite was a victim to the common 
vice of lmsty generali,ation; he and his friends 
were dissatisfied with one particular decision 
of the Elections Committee hest year, ::tnd 
from that they geuemlisecl that Election 
CmnntitteeH \Vere wrong, corrupt, n.nd (Jbjection~ 
able in every way. But no ouch inference 
could fairly be dr:twn. During the present Par­
limnent three decisions had been given by the 
cmnnlittee, one of ·which no (_)llU ventnred to 
tliHvute ; it wrts, he believed, una,ninlOUK. 
.Another one wctB dis~::.ented fron1 last se~o::ion ; 
bnt, curiously enough, during the present session 
members of the minority had actually Leen 
heard lJOinting- out how entirely just the 
decision was. The third case turned on a 
pure point of law, on which lnwyers differed. 
His own opinion was that the committee 
were right, but other l::twyers held that 
the committee were wrong. In his opinion, 
if a judge had tried the case the decision would 
have been ::ts it was. In fact wtts it was a nice 
pointofbw. He was of one opinion and thehon. 
member for Bowen was of another, but a 
difference of opinion wa~ no evidence of corrup­
tion or incompetence on the part of the com­
mittee. \Vith regnrd to previous sessions, he 
did not know tktt during· the whole history of 
the l'arlittment of Qnconshnd one decision 
of the Elections and (._\ualifications Committee 
could be said to have been clearly wrong-cer­
tainly not more than one. He remembered a 

case in which a committee gave a decision which 
was technically wrong. They helcl thcLL cell 

election was not invalidnted because the nomi­
mttion deposit was paid by means of a 
cheque, but they did substantial justice. Pro­
bably a judg-e would h::tve unseated the member 
in that case. In another case it was proved that 
more persons voted than there were electur'o 
on the roll. In tlmt case he thought the election 
ought to have been upset, but the Committee did 
not upset it, on the ground that it was not 
proved that the sitting member procured so many 
vutes to be recorded. If any hon. gentleman 
would look through the records of cli,;puted 
elections in any yearly volume of "Vote:; 
and Proceedings," noticing the nature of. the 
petition, the case submitted to the cmmrnttee 
and their decision, he \Vas sure that no charge 
could fairly be brought against the connnittuu,; 
in this colony of having acted corruptly. Th~y 
had made mistakes, but judges l1lso made mrs­
takes. That they had acted corru]Jtly, however, 
he denied. During times <lf excitement there 
might have been some excitement in the corn· 
mittee-room, but the same thing was to be found 
in every human institution. 'fhe hon. member fur 
J3owen proposed to substitute for the Elections 
and Qualifications Committee, which had worked 
fairly well, a different system. 'I'hat committee 
were like :1 jury; they did not decide on techni­
cal grounds; as a rule they endeavoured to do 
\vhat was fair and just. }-,or instance, they were 
extremely lenient-he did not remember a case 
in which they had awarded that the unsuccessful 
party should pay costs ; but no .iudge would ever 
have let off the unsuccessful party in that way. 
Another provision of great value was that 
referred to by the hon. member for Bowen, by 
which the committee were not bound by technical 
rules of evidence-not that they might do as they 
liked, but they were not bonnd by strict 
legal rules-a most valuable provision. How 
many petitions had there been with regttrcl to 
elections in distant constituencies, which conk! 
not have been tried without crushing expense 
in the absence of such a provision? Sometimes 
the committee had sent a series of questions hy 
the clerk to the returning officer, and the replies 
were rettd when received. No judge would do 
that ; but it was ll thing- that n:ight be trusted 
to a number of re:1sonable men acting in public 
with the fear of criticism before their eyes. They 
would never do anything manifestly unfair·-the 
very fact of discnssion amongst themselves pt·e­
velited that - bnt they could defend them­
selveH when charged with doing anything nn­
fair. He would not trust any one person 
with such power; nor would any Ring le per;:;on 
exercise the power--he wonltl say he wtts exer­
cising a jPdicial office :end must have leg·al 
evidence. Just imagine the last Cook election 
petition being tried by oral evidence ! It would 
have cost £2,000 or £3,000 :1 side. 

The HoN. J. M. l\IACROSSAN: Not ttt ull. 
The PH.El\IIER: It would, unless the pm-tics 

had nbandoncd their case. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Tried in the 

district? 
The PH.EMIJUt : Yes ; in the district. 

The HoN. J. M. MAClWSSAN : Certttinly 
not. 

The PH.EMIER said he did not intend to de;tl 
with that point now, bnt would do so later. The 
attack on the Elections Committee was an nttack 
on hon. members themselves-it was asserting­
that they were, tts a body, corrupt. 

'l'he HoN .• T. M. l\L\Cl{OSSAN: Nobody 
~ttitl HO. 

The PHK\IIEU: 'fhen the ]<:Jections Commit­
tee were not corrupt. He was not prepared to say 
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th.>tt they were a perfect tribunal, but they did 
fa1rly well ; :cmd when a thing worked fairly 
well, though not perfectly, it might be a,ked 
whn,t better reoult was likely to l1e obtained 
from the proposed sub,titnte? The proposition 
was to substitute for the Elections Committee a 
single judge of the Supreme Court, to make his 
decision finn,l ttnd binding, without n,ppen,l; to 
entrust to the hands of one mttn the existence as 
n, member of thn,t Assembly, of any membm·s 
~>f it, perhaps the most disting·uished ; to put 
mto the hands of one man the power to upset a 
l}overnment and entirely clucnge the politics of 
thecountry-acasethatmighteasilyhappen; and 
though that man might act with the most perfect 
fairness, and do his best, still, if he gave '" 
decision upon conflicting evidence, unfavourable 
to one party or the other, w as to ~ac1se serious 
difference in political affairs, he ventured to oay 
that the blow that would be struck ttt the bench 
and the aclministration of jmtice would do 
infinitely greater harm than anything which 
could happen from a mistake made by 
the l~lections and Qualifietctions Committee. 
He asserted that in his opinion a single judge 
would not be in any sense a better tribunal than 
the Elections and Qualifications Committee. 
On no one ground could it be urged. He 
admitted that the members of the Elections 
n,nd Qnalifications Committee, being interested 
in active politics, were liable to be biassed, 
more or less. ~'\.t the same time he believed a 
judge would not allow himself to be biaso"d 
consciously ftny more than he believ0d the 
J~lections and Qualifications Corn;nittee would. 
Still, he said tlmt in this colony the judges 
were not so far removed from politics awl poli­
tical interests as they were in the old country. 
J [e asserted tktt without any disrespect to the 
judges. Anyone who had been nmny years in 
Australia could remember a case where re 
judge was distinctly accused by the Go\·ern­
ment of the day of being their ttctive poli­
tical opponent, and of writing to the public 
Press attncks upon them. He httrl seen 
mnny_ cases which it would he unsatisfactory 
for :1 Jnrl.ge to have to try and he~1r a case aga.inst 
a member of Parliament. Anvone who had been 
long in the (:;~Jlonies knew ~that such thingf:l 
h;cppened. If that scheme were adopted it 
would be entirely a chance what judge might 
come to try a c:tse. It might be a judge uewly 
appointed and fre~h from l'itrliament. It ndght 
be thnt"' jn<l:;:e would have to try a case on the 
clecikion of which the political exi,tence of a man 
who a few weeks befnre was his bitter politic.;tl 
enemy would depend. \Vould that be a satis­
factory Rtate of thing"? It was certnin that 
such a case as that would not happen in Great 
Britain in one case in ten thmmand in the dnctrine 
of chances, whereas hetc it would be as likely as 
unt to hnppen with tolem ble frequency. He said 
the jutlges in these colrmie.-; were not Ho far re­
moved from political interests as they were in 
older countries. 'rhere wn,s another thing they 
had ~.;een in the colonies at '':triou~ ti1nes, cases 
where the judges-well-wanted something. In 
J<~ngland the salaries of the judges were fixed. 
A man became a jndge and w:n fixed ; he had got 
to the end, and there he wa.s. Cases occnrrecl in 
these colonieR where a 111oven1ent \Vas got up to 
raise the salaries of jndges. They were raised 
here some time ago, though that was by general 
consent. In two of the colonies, not long ago, the 
question of raising the judges' salarie.s arose. 
Suppose an agitation of that kind were going 
on, and an econornical 1nen1ber-or, say, one 
party in Parliament-w•1s strongly opposed 
to raising the jndgeH' sahtrim.:, and that it 
really depended upon the result of one or two 
election petitions whether the salaries should be 
misecl or not, although he did not say a judge 

wonltl be consciously biassed inn case of that kind, 
still if the remlt of his decision was to unseat 
the rnen opposed to the rrwvernent for raitdng 
the judg-es' salaries, the blow tlmt would 
l>e struck at the administration of juotice 
in the colony might be ftttal. That was a 
thing that might happen. Again, such a thing 
as pro1notion on the bench 1night be in question, 
and a judg-e h•we to try the case of a memheruncler­
stood to he opposed to his promotion. The judge 
might not be consciously biassed in the case ; yet if 
his decision resulted in such a way as to secure the 
unseating of that member and the promotion of 
the judge, " very serious blow would be struck 
at the administration of justice. He mentioned 
those things, not that he thought the judges 
would be consciously biassed, but because he 
believed they were instances continually likely 
to arise in the J\._nstralian colonies, and he H:.tid 
tlmt shoul<l confidence in the administra­
tion of justice l1e affected it would be a very 
serious thing indeed ; a nnwh nwre Heriow:; 
thing tlnn that a meml1er of that House 
shuuld be exposed to being· accused of being 
biassed or even of being corrupt. If a judge 
were accused of corruption, or if it rankled 
in the minds of any .section of the people that 
an injustice had been done, or that they were 
practimclly unrepresented in that House by the 
action of a judge, a blow would be ;;truck :ct the 
administration of jnstice in the colony. ,Judges 
were la \Vyers, and lttwyers were very nn1ch like 
othermen,andhedidnot belieYe that there waR any 
grea.ter rnorn..lity iLnlong8t lawyerH th[l,n a1nm1gtit 
ttny other class of men. He believccl they tried 
to do their duty rtuite as much as other men, and 
he belie Ye<! also that the m ern her,; of the Elections 
and Qualifications Committee tried to do their 
clutv. He believed that were the hon. member's 
scheme adopted the judges would be liable in 
colonies like thio to the same imputations as 
members of the }~lections ttnd Qualifications 
Cmntnittee, and that was a. very serionR <_langcr 
indeed. Moreover, judges here had been mostly 
eng-aged in politics before their appointment, and 
he did not think they wonld be immediately free 
from the charge of political bias. Let him refer 
to a very well known instance, which would 
apply to the case before them - that was 
the contest for the presidency of the LT nitec! 
States by l\lr. Hayes and Mr. 'l'ilden. That 
was the greatest election petition that ha<l 
ever becm tried. 'l'hey had to call in the judges 
of the Supreme Court of the Unit eel Sbttcs-one 
of the most kplendid judicial institutions in the 
world-to try tlmt case ; and what was their 
decision'? Smne of the judges were De1nocrntK 
and some of them were Republicans, and there 
was one rnore Uepublican than l )ernocrat. The 
petition was decided by a nmjority of one, and 
J\[r. Hayes was dcchwed president. 'rhe judges 
who tried the petition had been Republican" 
or Democrats before they were appointed, am! 
the Hepnblican judge,; voted for Hayes, mtd 
the l)emocrat judges for 'l'il<len. 'rhat was 
the decision of the j Lldges of the Supreme Court 
on the greatest election petition that was ever 
tried. Those judges held office too, it ,;hould be 
remembered, on the same tenure as theirs did. 
Under those circumsbnces it was not cle"irable 
at the pre"ent time-though he waR not prepttred 
to my that it would always be so-to put judges 
of the Supreme Court in thttt position. There 
was another objection--the objection on the 
score of expense. If a judge tried a c;1,se of that 
kind, it was specially provided in the scheme 
before them that he must try it on purely legal 
principles. In the first place, the petitioner 
kul to give security for .£.)00-,;clod snbstanti,l 
security-eq_nhoalcnt to p:tying the uwncy down. 
They ttll knew whttt an appeal to the l'rivy 
Council was, and what was thought of the 
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expense of it; hut it would be a mere morning's 
<1mnsement to the scheme which the hon. mem­
ber for llowen proposed. There might he 
mwther scheme proposed hereafter to reduce the 
expense, hut he was dealing now with the scheme 
pmpr"cd by the hon. member and put before 
the Uornmittee. The c~tse would be brought 
on for trial, and tried either in Brisbane or 
somewhere else in the colony. The hnn. member 
<tttacked would, no doubt, try to defend himself, 
nnd would titke just as much care to secure his 
interests as he would if he were sued for a thou­
so.nd pounds. \Vitnesses wouJr.j have to be pro­
vided ; the case would have to be carefully got 
up, and he would have to employ counsel and 
solicitors. Hon. members knew, perhaps, the 
cost of election petitions in :l'~ngland. They never 
mnonnted to less than thousands on each side, and 
the lo<er always piticl. If that scheme were in force 
here, snppose a, ca,Je was tried in Brisbane, vvit­
nos,qes wonld have to be brought from the remote 
jlctrts of the colony, where thev lh eu, down tu 
Brisbane; and their expense., would come to a 
nice little sum, and with the expense;; of counsel 
<1ml solicitors, the expen;;e of the trial would 
rnnonnt to, nt any rate, if not thousands, n1ttny 
hundreds of pounds on ertch side, itml the loser 
would have to ]Xty. If the case were tried in 
the country where the witnesses were, in the 
first pbce, how many electorates were there 
where a judg-e could try it case ? Could they 
send a judge up to \V in ton? 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: y,,~. 

The PRKYIIER: Or to Boulia? 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Yes. 

The P RE:\HER: Or to Tharg-omindith? He 
diu not think it woulu he convenient t•) send it 
Supreme Court judge to those phces. It would 
be inconvenient for the general nchninistration 
of justice. Some of their judges now woulil not 
be capable of sbnding- the fatigue of such a jour­
ney; itlld there was a time here when they h<1rl 
no judg-e who could take such it journey ns that. 
The consequence 'vould be a serious inconvenience 
to the administmtion of justice. They would 
have to consider the great expen~e of sending a 
jwlg-e to such pbce·~; and in addition to that, 
there woulrll1e the expense of taking the coun­
sel and *Olicitors, and witnesr;es, to those places. 
Hon. members would r;ee that the proceeding-s 
would be as complierrted as the most complicated 
case that ever Citrne before a court of justice, itncl 
the proceeding's would lle Cf[ually as expensive. 
And that expense could not be s<wed, hec:tuse 
they conld not trust a sing-le man to act en his 
own rEscretion '" to how the evidence should 
be taken. \Vho would be sntisfied with a 
jnclge's clerk writing )etters to wmebody in 
the lmsh, itsking· questions and taking the 
itnswers as evidence? It WitS tolern,ted with 
the l"lections Cnmmittee hecanse there were 
seveml people there, anrl in the face of con­
tinwms crit.ichnn they wonld not do rtnything 
nnbir. Those were the reasons why he said 
the proposed system would not work. He did 
not say tlmt the pre,ent system w<es the best, 
lmt it had worked tolerably well, which the pro­
poser! system would not. Ho Wits not prepared 
to take up the <juestion at that period of the 
Rcssion, n.nd en cl ea vonr to sh[tpe it into Ronwthing 
that wnuld work. }'or those reasons he hoped 
the Corrnnittee would reject the itmendrnent 
moved by the hon. member for Bowen. 

'rhe HoN. Sm T. J\IclL\VRAITH said there 
was not the slightest doubt in his mind, from the 
tone of the last speaker's remarks, that he 
thoroug-hly believed in the mnendment moved by 
the hem. member for Bowen ; copccially :ts he 
had implied that he would very probably take up 
the !natter <1fterwards and put the principle of 
the <1mendment into law. The hon. gentleman 

commenced by telling them that practically the 
enforcement of the amendment would me<1n the 
shelving of the Bill, because if carried it would 
take three weeks to remodel the rest of the 
measure in unison with it-a time which he 
was nut prepared to give to it. In that case 
the itlternative would be adopted and the Bill 
would be shelved. The hon. gentleman acted 
very unfairly in drawing a conclusion of thitt 
sort on the ground he took up. The hon. 
gentleman itsserted that the amendment had 
no connection with the subject-matter of th~ 
Bill before them. He (Sir T. Mcllwraith), on 
the other hand, as;;erted that it was most 
intimately connected with it. They were now 
1naking a law increasing the powers of the 
Elections and Qualifications Committee. They 
were giving that body thepowertopunish, which 
they never had before. 

The PREMIEll: Yes; they have that power 
now. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH said they 
were giving the Elections and Qualifications 
Committee a power to punish which they never 
possessed before, itnd he would point out after­
wards how their power was increased. Such 
being the case, surely it was the right time to say 
that that was not the proper tribunal before 
which those cases should be tried. Certainly it 
was, and there could be no more appropriate 
time for the consideration of such a f[Uestion 
than when they were mitking <1n alteration in 
the character of the Elections and Qu<1lific<1tions 
Committee itself. The hon. member saiGl the 
Bill did not give that body incrmsed power. 
Turn to clause 91 :-

·• If upon the trial of an election petition the Committee 
of Elections and Qtmli.fi<'lttion.'!i reports that any corrupt 
practice other than treating or undue in!luence has 
been proved to havr been committed in reference to 
such election by or with tho knowlerlgc and consent of 
any candidate at such election, or that the offence of 
tre:tting or undue influenco has been proved to have 
been committerl in referenee to such election by any 
ca..ndi(1atc at such election, that candidate shall not be 
capable of eYcr being elected to or sitting in the Lc~is­
la.tivc Assembly for that electorate, and if he has been 
elected his election shall be void, and hf.; shall further 
he subjeet to the same incapacitie~ as if at the date of 
the report he had been conYictcd of a corrupt practice." 
That clause gave power to the J~lections and 
Qualific~ttions Committee to pre1ent anyone from 
sitting in Parliament for it cert>tin time ; <1nd it 
WitS not a power that the committee oug-ht to 
pos~ess. 

'The PRKl\fU:n : They have it now. 
The Hox. Sm T. :MolL WRAITH : Only for 

that particular electorate. 
The PREMIER: No; from sitting in the 

Assembly. 
The HoN. Sm 'J'. MciLWTIAITH oitid that 

clm1'e 92 itlso ga,-e the cmnmittee a power which 
they did not at present pcMses,,,; itncl such being 
the case, now wets the proper time to reconsiuer 
the question whether the Elections and (~m11ifi­
Cittions Committee was the proper tribunitl to 
decide those cases. The arguments of the hon. 
gentleman were extremely weitk .. In attempting 
to prove th>tt the judges were mcompetent to 
try disputed elections, he w<1s proving to a 
much greater extent how unfit the J'lections 
and Qnalificittions Committee WitS to try them. 
The reason given why a judge waf~ incmnpctent 
to try "' disputed election case was that he might 
not be impartial. But they h>td the fact before 
them that the J~lections and Qualifications Com­
mittee was always partial. There WitS no 
surmise, or possibilitv, or probability, abont it; 
all experience of self-government in the colony 
went to show that the J<:lections itncl Qnitlifict~­
tions Committee was always partial. The hon. 
gentlem:m ought to have seen that the strength 

, of that argument told far more against the 
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committee than against the judges. One part of 
the hon. gentleman's argument was that in that 
colony judges were more intimately connected 
with the details of politics than the judges were 
at home. There might be a little truth in that, 
but he did not recollect one single case where any 
party to a disputed election, which was tried be­
fore the Elections and Qualifications Committee; 
would have been afraid to have had his case 
tnken before rtny of the judges of the Supreme 
Court. He never knew the judges bias"ed to 
thr~t extent. In fact, he doubted whether the 
judges were more biassed here than they were at 
home. Most of the English judges had been 
strong politicians, and he did not think they 
were m11ch more so here. Then the hon. gentle­
man went a little further into detail with regard 
to the position of the judge;;, anrl said that a 
'luestion might arise as to the salaries of the 
judges, whereas ::tt home they were fixed by 
statute. Cert>tinly they were fixed by statute 
here just as much as they were at home. 

The PRE:\IIER: I did not make anv point of 
that kind. " 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLvVRAITH said he 
understood the hon. gentlem>tn to say that a 
judge might be biassed ag>tinst a particular indi­
vidual or a particular section of the House be­
cause he or they might be opposed to some pro­
posed increase of salary ; and the hon. gentleman 
certainly said that they were in a different 
position to the judges at home, bec>tusethe salaries 
,,f the latter were fixed by statute. So they were 
here. He did not think any of the judges here 
would be mean enoug·h to be biassed by any 
remarks that might be made with regard to 
their sn,laries. He had heard hon. members on 
both sides reflecting on the cost of law, and 
they might reflect upon what, in their opinion, 
were the too high salaries paid to the judges ; but 
he did not think, nor would any other hon. 
member think, for one moment, that any of 
the judges would be influenced by remarks 
of that kind. The hon. gentleman was just >ts 
illogical in the >trgument he brought against the 
scheme on account of its being so very costly. 
He said that if the case were tried before a 
judge, there would be costs amounting to hundreds 
and thousands of pound·<, which the loser would 
have to pay. Did he not see that that was an 
argun1ent against anything being tried before a 
judge ? It ought to le>td the hon. member to try 
>tncl devise some system by which disputes other 
than those connected with elections might be 
tried without judges. It was the most economical 
system they had yet found ; they knew it w>ts 
expensive, but they had not had any less 
expensive scheme suggested. For himself, he 
did not see why a trial in the case of an election 
petition should be more expensh-e than a trial of 
any other case ; nor why it should be more costly if 
tried by a judge th>tn if tried by the Elections 
and Qu>tlifications Committee. The hon. gentle­
man said that the greatest failure in connection 
with political m>ttters was the trial by the judges 
of the case of Tilclen 1'ersus H>tyes, in America; 
but that was tried by the Elections and Qualifica­
tions Con1mittee, and so it was an argun1ent 
against him. It was a pure :J,Ccident that the 
members of the committee were members of the 
bench : they were to all intents and purposes the 
same and they acted the same aR the Elections and 
Q':'alifications Committee. Thehon. member ltgain 
sard that they had done very well under the present 
system~ that he did not know of a single case in 
which injustice had been clone. His (Sir T. 
Moll wraith's) experience had been the other way. 
There were cases where the sympr~thy of both 
sirles of the House was the same way~where 
something happened at an election which was 
not a party question ; but whenever it was 

an object with either side of the House 
to get a member, the majority alway'< went 
for party purposes, and left fair play out 
of consideration altogether. The hon. gen­
tleman would no rloubt think himself highly 
aggrieved if the Speaker nominated on the 
committee four from the Opposition side and 
three from the Government side; he would look 
upon it as a great injustice and he would not 
stand it; he would have a row, ancl probably 
put in a new SpenJ(er. There were >tlw>tys four 
from the strongest side on the committee, so that 
the majority was alwe~ys in favour of the pnrty 
in power. ..IVhen they came to give them the 
additional power of kee]Jing a member out of 
the Hnuse for seven ye~.rs, it was perfectly 
monstrous. The hon. memLer talked aLout three 
weeks ; but three months would not get the Bill 
through the House if he insisted on clause;; of 
that kind. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: No; I swear it won't. 

The Ho~. Sm. T. MciLWRAITH: The 
House was justified in using every possible 
means to prevent the passage of a law which 
might exclude n,n upright, honest, capable 1nan 
from serving in Parliament. It should not 
be in the power of any party to do a 
thing of that kind. The argument of the 
hon. member that there harl been so 
few cases brought before the :B~lections anrl 
C~ualifications Committee simply told against the 
cmnn1ittee; because nutny nwre cases ·would he 
disputed if there were any chance of getting 
s1ibstantial jm<tice fnnn the committee. The 
\Veaker side knew it wa .. s u.seless to atte1npt to 
dislodge " man from the stronger side of the 
House. 'Nh>tt did hon. members themselves 
think of the constitution of the committee? 
What had been their practice in judging the 
value of the dccisione of a committee ? :Formerly 
they used to have committees for everything tlnd 
they were ahntys biassed, because the man who 
moved for their appointment always knew pretty 
well what opinions they held before he chose 
them. The result was that the conclusions of 
committees of that kind were utterly disre­
garded ; if they recommended that so-and-so was 
to be done, the House never did it. ]'or instance, 
there was the case of Dr. Hobbs : there would 
be a committee every year to recommend the 
House to P"'Y him £5,000 or £10,000, but the 
House never did it. It was the same with 
the Committee of Elections and Qualific>ttions. 
It was a committee appointed by the House to 
bring in a certain· verdict ; th"t was not the 
intention, but it was the practical effect. At the 
present time the majority could unseat >tlmost 
anyone they pleased, and the Bill was to give 
them the additional power of excluding them 
from the House for seven years. He was sur­
prised >tt th~ hon. gentleman taking up the line 
of argument that it would take so long to work 
the amendment into shape ; he had often seen 
the hrm. gentleman put as many clauses as that 
into a Bill >tncl make them agree in every detail 
with all the other clauses in the course of a 
night. He did not believe it would take more 
than a night to do it now ; for the clanses 
were not inconsistent with the Bill, and 
it was 'luite competent for them to re]Jeal 
the clauses of the Constitution Act which were 
involved. He would not like tn see the Bill 
thrown out~not th"'t he was particulrtrly fowl 
of it, for he would not lose a couple of hours' sleep 
if the hon. member laid it aside now--but in 
some particulars it was >tn improvement on the 
existing law. However, all the improvement 
would be more than counterb>tlanced by the 
incre<tsecl power they were giving to the 
]~lections >tntl Qualifications Committee ; and if it 
was worth while going into the case at all it 
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was worth while taking up the most important 
phase of it; and that was what was to be the 
tribunal to decide di,puted elections. He held 
th",t a better system could be devised, and had 
been devised by the hon. member for Bowen in 
the amendments before them. The h<m. the 
Premier tried to make a point out of the fact 
that the system had prcviou,ly been in opera­
tion for fifteen years, an<l that they had 
o,b:mcloned it for the Committee of Elections 
mul Qualifico,tions. But if, having· proved that 
wrong, they went bo,ck to the old system, it 
w:ts no argtnnent against it. In Englu,nd, 
where the chances of coming to a wrong 
decision were so much less thnn here, they 
ho,d been forced to introduce that system. 
The hon. gentleman said that in that colony 
the judges-through the limited population, he 
supposed, and their acquaintance with members 
of Parliament, and from their p>Lst experience 
in politics themselves-were more interested in 
such matters than they were at home. That 
argument Ir>ight apply in the oame way to the 
Elections and Qualifications Committee, from 
their limited number; their knowledge of every 
member on both side·, of the House, and from 
cmmidcring <J.Uestions in a smaller way than they 
did in Englan<l. The arguments applied e<J.nal(y 
to both. They were apt to take per>Hmal and 
potty matters into consideration in deciding such 
cases-·considerations that would be left out by a 
committee of the House of Commons. \Vha,t he 
urged was, that the system had proved a complete 
f,>ilnre up to the present time, and that was 
the point upon which he differed from the hon. 
Premier. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the Bill was intro­
rlnced for the purpose of rectifying evils in con­
nection with elections. At the same time, in 
attempting to abolish the present system of the 
trial of election petitions by a committee of the 
House, it "'voided dealing with one of the most 
gbring evils in connection with the system. 
There was a feeling- amongst the public, that 
justice was not clone by those tribunals. Even 
if there were no grounds for that feeling, yet 
the fact that those tribunals were regarded with 
suspicion and distrust was a strong argu­
ment in favour of their abolition. But, unfor­
tunately, there were substantial grounds in 
support of that belief, and it was not necessary 
to go back further than the last general 
election to fin<l sewral cases. He should select 
that case which was discussed and t>ttempted 
to be defended by the hrm. member for 
South Brisbane (Mr. Jordan). It was right 
that the public should know the facts of some of 
these cases, so that they might form their own 
opmions as to what justice might be expected 
from that tribunal. That hon. gentleman 
stated that the question the committee had 
to decide in that case was whether the returning 
officer was right or wrong in refusing to allow 
certain votes because they had, in addition 
to the initials of the presiding officer which 
ought to be on the paper, those of the scrutineers. 
That was not the question which the committee 
had to decide, whether the returning officer wao 
right or wrong. The case was simply this: Mr. 
1\Ioreton ctnd 1\Ir. Stuart contested the Burnett 
electorate, and the returning officer decided that 
JYir. .l\Ioreton had a majority of two votes. 
Thereupon Mr. Stuo,rt petitioned against .l\Ir. 
Moreton taking his seat on the ground that at 
one of the polling places only seven votes were 
recorded, of which six out of the seven were 
given in favour of .l\Ir. Stuctrt, and the other in 
favour of JYir. 1\croreton. Had those votes been 
[l,]]owed, Mr. Stuart woulcl have been the sitting 
member. But they were disallowed by the 
returning officer, becctuse they had, in addition 
to the initials of the presiding officer, those of 

the scrutineers. The Premier himself stated, 
or he understood him to state, some time since, 
when the question was previously discussed, 
that the returning officer was wrong in giving 
that opinion. But even if he had been right 
the committee would nnt have been justified 
in acting sin1ilarly, because the returning 
officer was bound to act according to techni­
calities ; whereas the committee, as had been 
explained by the hon. member for Bowen, had 
simply to be guided by ecruity and goo<l con­
science and the justice of the case. In the 
case to which he referred the presiding officer 
swore that the accredited agent of the returning 
officer-who, it must be recollected, was 1\Ir. 
l'.Ioreton's scrutine~r-told him that it was posi­
tively necessary that the papers should have 
the initials of the scrutineers as well as those of 
the presiding officer, and had not that statement 
been mt1,de to him he would not have ailowed 
the papers to be so marked. 1\Ir. J'.[oreton's 
scrutineer actually admitted that he made that 
statement, yet it was decided that the votes 
should not be allowed to 1\Ir. Stuart, who was 
actually unseated on account of the action of his 
opponent's agent. The Elections Con1n1ittee were 
~npposed to act in equity and good conscience, 
and there was not the slightest reason to 
believe the votes were not /)()nd .tide, yet they 
actually refused to "'!low them to be gmnted 
to 1\lr. Stuart, becau;,e his opponent's action lutrl 
caused certain initials to be put upon them. 
They actually forced upon the Burnett electors 
the man whom they ha.d rejected, because the 
agent of that rejected man had scratched his 
initials upon his opponent's voting - papers. 
A more monstrous decision it was difficult 
to conceive. He did not blame the com­
mittee for having so acted; he blamed the 
system, because he thought it was perfectly 
impossible for members coming into that 
House red-hot after an election to decide impar­
tially. It wets not their intention to decide cor­
ruptly, but they were insensibly biassed. The 
member for Rockhmnpton, :Mr. Ferguson, very 
tel'sely put it when he resigned his position on 
the ~;lections and Qualifications Committee. He 
sttid, "It was simply a <J.uestion of four to three, 
and nothing else." The four Government sup­
porters voted inv:criably one way, and the 
three Opposition members invariably voted 
the other way. It we~s contrary to all principle,s 
of law that any person should sit upon a case he 
was interested in. A juryman was not allowed 
to try a case if he was personally interested in it. 
If a magistrate or judge was interested in a case 
it would be considered disgraceful for him to 
"'djudic::tte upon it; yet they proposed to do that 
which would be considered disgraceful in others. 
The elections tribunal was a party tribunal. It 
was saturated with party feeling from its very 
inception to its end. The Speaker-who was 
appointed by the Government, and was chosen 
from their side of the House- he, a par­
tisan, selected the committee, and he in­
variably selected four from the Government 
side and three from the Opposition side ; 
and the mere fact of the Government always 
insisting upon him selecting the majority 
from their own side proved that they themselves 
rccognisecl that the tribunttl wo,s a partial one. 
K o honest man should support such a system, 
and no proper argument had been advanced in 
favour of it. He hoped that Ministers would 
consider the subject, and as he believed that 
they now felt inclined to adjourn, he, in orclcr 
to give them time, and as it w::ts getting late, 
would say no more on the subject at present. 

The PitEMIER said he understood that 
several hon. members wished to speak on the 
question before the Committee. He would, 
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therefore, move that the Chairman leave the 
chair, report progress, and a.sk leave to sit again. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed; the CK\1!\MAN re­

ported progress, and obtained leave to sit again 
to-n1orrow. 

AD,TOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER, in moving the adjournment 

of the House, said that to-morrow it was proposed 
first to deal with the motion approving of the 
plan, section, and book of reference of the 
Ben,ullraha branch railway, and the Elections 
Bill would then be proceeded with. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: When 
are we likely to go into Committee of Supply? 

The PREMIER : Next week, I hope. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : "Hope told a fbttering 

tllle." 
The House n,djourned at twenty-six minutes 

past 10 o'clock. 




