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Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,
Wednesday, 16 September, 1885,

Petition, — Questions, — Question without Notiee. —
Petitions.—Beauaraba Branch Railway.—Western
Railway lixtension.—3Mackay Railway Extension.—
Flections Bill—resumption of committec.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past

3 o’clock,
PETITION,
Mr, FRASER presented a petition from the

Baptist Association of Queensland in favour of the

Licensing Bill, and moved that it be read.

Question put and passed, and petition read by
the Clerk.
On the motion of Mr, FRASER, the petition

was received.
QUESTIONS.
The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN asked the

Colonial Treasurer—

It the Government intend to extend the Townsville
jetty P—and, if so, when will the work he commenced ¥

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon J. R.
Dickson) replied—

Tenders are now called for the extension of the
Townsville jetty, receivable up to 10th October next.

The Hoxn. J. M. MACROSSAN asked the
Minister for Works:

‘When the Townsville jetty line will be commenced ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon, W,
Miles) replied—

The Chief Engineer, Central and Northern Division,
has been instructed to proceed with the necessary works
with as little delay as possible.

The Hon. J. M. MACROSSAN (for Mr.
Hamilton) asked the Minister for Works—

If the contractors, whose tenders for the construction
of the following railways were accepted, have yet signed
for the contracts:—Railway from Caharlah to Crow’s
Nest, also from Howard to Bundaberg?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied—

The contractor for the line Howard to Bundaberg has
signed the contract. but not the contract for the line
Cabarlah to Crow’s Nest.

Mr. PALMER asked the Minister for Works—

1. IIave the Government arrived at any decision on
reports furnished them by their officers as to the termi-
nal station of the Cloneurry and Gulf railway ?

2. When is it likely the Parliamentary survey of the
said railway will be commenced ¥

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied—

1. Yes. The Government intend to carry out the line
recommended by the Chief Engineer, Cook and Carpen-
taria Division (Mr. Hannam), between Cloncurry and
Normanton,

2. Instructions have been issued to send a surveyor to
the district to execute the neccessary surveys with all
practicable despatch,
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QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE.

The Hon. J. M. MACROSSAN said : Mr.
Speaker,—I should like to ask the hon. Minister
for Works another question in connection with
the answer he has given to the question of the hon.
member for Cook, oes he know of his own
knowledge whether the contractor has signed
{,)he contract for the line from Howard to Bunda-

erg ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
perfectly sure it has been signed.

The Honw, Stz T. McILWRAITH: Was it
signed within the last half-hour, or how long
since ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The con
tract was signed before I left the office.

PETITIONS.

Mr. BROOKES presented a petition from the
Albert-street Wesleyan Church, signed by the
minister and congregation, in support of the
Licensing Bill, and especially of the clauses
relating to local option and Sunday closing.
He moved that the petition be read.

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

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

Mr. BROOKES presented a petition from the
Ann-street Wesleyan Church, signed by the
minister and congregation, which he said was to
the same effect as the previous one, . He moved
that the petition be received.

Question put and passed.

BEAUARABA BRANCH RAILWAY,
The MINISTER FOR WORKS moved—

That the Speaker do now leave the chair, and the
House resolve itself into a Cowmittee of the Whole to
consider the following resolutions, namely -—

1. That the Ilouse approves of the plan, section, and
book of reference of the proposed Be:_muraba branel
railway, commencing at 120 miles 52 chains on the War-
wick line, as laid upon the table of the House on Tuesday,
the 1st instant.

2. That the plan, section, and book of reference be
forwarded to the Legisiative Couneil, for their approval,
by message in the usual form.

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

The MINISTER FOR WORKS, in moving
the adoption of the resolutions, said this was a
branch railway from the Warwick line, com-
mencing at 120 miles on the Warwick side of the
Yandilla road. The length of the line would be
16 miles. It passed along the main road leading
from the starting point to Beauaraba for about
8% miles. The main road was for the greater
portion of the distance 10 chains wide. Two or
three miles of it was only 8 chains wide ; how-
ever, there was ample scope both for the main
road and the railway aswell. The cost of the line
would be somewhere about £3,000 a mile. There
wereno heavy works uponit; it wasnearly all asur-
face line, and he thought there was only one bridge
wpon it, in length 363 feet. It would be of very
great service to the residents in that locality.
It would accommodate all the settlers on what
was known as the Xton Vale Homestead Area,
and a portion of the settlers on the Westhrook
Homestead Area. Then there was a large settle-
ment on the North Branch, on what was the
original Yandilla Run—there was a very large
number of settlers on Yandilla itself ; south of
Yandilla there was also a large number of settlers ;
and the line would also accommodate the settlers
on Condamine Plains, and take the whole of the
trafiz to Yandilla Station, As he had said, it
would not be a costly line, Mr, Stanley’s estimate
being £8,221 per mile. He believed this short
line would be of very great service to the inhabi-
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tants of thelocality. Hedid not know that there
was any other information he could give, but if
there was he would be very glad to give it. The
land where the terminal station was to be was all
Government land, and there was not more than
about twenty-three acres to be resumed on the
whole of the line, so that the cost of reswmption
on the line would not be a large amount.

Mr. CAMPBILL said that, while not wishing
to stop those people who had applied for the
proposed line, it was his duty to point out to the
Committee the serious loss and inconvenience
many others on the Westbrook Homestead Area
would be put to if the line was carried out as
surveyed, and provided that the line now
under survey from Toowoomba through Dray-
ton to intersect that line was carried out.
There would be something like 800 settlers
deprived of railway communication. A certain
line had been surveyed through Drayton, and if
the proposed branch to Beauaraba was carried
out the line between Gowrie Junction and the
Overall Bridge would fall into disuse. Conse-
quently, as he had said, a considerable number
of people would be deprived of the means of
communication they had at the present time, If,
instead of adopting the route now submitted to
the Committee, a course were taken bearing away
sharp to the left through the Westhrook listaté,
thence on to Piddington’s and Beauaraba, the
line would be a convenience to the settlers on the
Wostbrook Homestead Area, and the distance
would not be increased by more thun a mile and
a-half at the outside. But if it were carried out
as at present proposed, and a railway were made
through Dragyton, it would be a very serious
inconvenience to those people. He knew it was
not the wish of hon. members to take away rail-
way communication from people who had taken
up their land on the strength of the facilities
that existed for the transit of produce to market.
Many of the people who now held the lands in
that locality, and who were depending on the
line, were not the original selectors from the
Crown, but persons who had purchased their
land from the original selectors. As he had said,
it would be a very serious hardship to those
people if the line were carried out as proposed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said he did
not understand the hon. member when he stated
that if the proposed branch to Beaunaraba were
carried out theline beyond the junction would be
disused. He did notknow what the hon. member
meant. He (the Minister for Worlks) believed that
there were a number of residents in the district
referred to who wished the line to go from Oaky
Creek to Beauaraba. But such aline would go all
round the country and increase the length to such
an extent that it would be actually impracticable
to construct the railway. He himself had been
induced some sessions ago, by some residents
on the Darling Downs, to propose a loop-line
from Clifton by way of North Branch to Oaky
Creek. However, he had since had an oppor-
tunity of travelling over the district, and he came
to the conclusion that the proposition for that
line was entirely untenable. The line now sub-
mitted to the Committee would, he believed, be
of very great advantage to a large number of
settlers. There was a large- settlement about
Beanaraba and North Branch who would be
able to use the railway, which would also give
facilities to several stations besides. He had
never mentioned any line to Drayton to the
Committee. That would come on for considera-
tion ab the proper time, but it was not going
to interfere in any way with the branch now
proposed to be made to Beauaraba ; so that the
hon. member need not be alarmed about that
matter,

Mr. KATES said he thought that, of all the
lines projected, that was one which should com-
mend itself to the approval of the Committee.
It had been pointed out by the Minister for
Works that it would benefit a great many
people.  The hon. gentleman did not, however,
go far enough : he did not point out the various
other districts to which the railway would be
a benefit and advantage. He (Mr. Kates) found
that the people of Beauaraba, the people of
North Branch, of Yandilla, of Umbirom, of
Southbreok, of Condamine Plains, and of
Western Creek, besides the stations of St.
Helen’s, Balgownie, elton, and Twmnmaville,
would be largely benefited by the construction of
thatline. A petition had been recently presented
to the House wherein it wax pointed out that there
were no less than 180 sheep-owners settled be-
tween Umbirom and Western Creek who had
flocks of from 2,000 to 40,000, The country was
rich agricultural land in many places. He need
not point out to the hon. member that Yandilla
Station, which was very rich agricultural country,
would also be benefited by the construction of that
line. Not very long since the hon. member for
Aubigny presented a petition signed, he (Mr.
Kates) believed, by 200 persons interested in the
Drayton deviation. Well, the Drayton deviation
wag not before the Committee at the present
timne. The question before them was a branch
from 120 miles 52 chains on the Warwick line to
Beauaraba., It had been pointed out that 8%
miles of the line ran along the main road, which
was five or ten chains wide, and that very little
money would be required for resuming land.
That was a recommendation in itself, and
it had also been shown that the benefits to be
derived from the counstruction of the line
would extend to 2,000 or 3,000 people. The
line would run through North DBranch and
Umbirom, and there was a great deal of
cultivation going on in that direction. The
petition that had been presented to the House,
approving of the present route, pointed out that
if the line were talken by Oaky Creek the dis-
tance from Beauaraba to Toowoomba would be
increased by twenty-three miles. e would not
say any more on the subject at present. He
cordially recommended that brauch line to the
approval of hon, members.

The Hon. Sir T, McILWRAITH asked if
the estimate of £3,200 per mile made by the
Engineer-in-Chief would cover the cost of per-
manent-way material and rolling-stock, and, if
not, which of them ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said the
estimate covered everything with the exception
of the land to be resumed.

The Hon. Sir T. McILWRAITH : Rolling-
stock ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, not
rolling-stock.

The Hox, Sir T. McILWRAITH : Tt didnot
cover rolling-stock—did it cover rails?

The MINISTER ¥OR WORKS: It covered
timber, rails, fencing, bridges, permanent way,
stations, and supervision. It did not include
rolling-stock or the land to be resumed, which
amounted to somewhere about twenty-three acres
altogether.

Mr. ALAND : About sixty acres.

My, NELSON said he knew something about
the country through which the line was to go,
and although he would very much like to give a
vote in favour of it he could not see his way
to do so. The hon, member for Darling
Downs spoke very much in favour of it, but
it must be taken into consideration that the
line was in his electorate, and that he was
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the colleague of the Minister for Works.
It was in the electorate represented by those
two hon. members. While there was such an
abundance of money to be spent they no doubt
considered it only fair that their electorate
should get some share of it.  Anyone looking at
the proposed line would see that the majority of
the people enumerated by the hon. member, Mr.
Kates, would derive no benefit from it whatever,
It was to start from what was known as the
Overall Bridge on the Warwick line, and to get
to that bridge one had to travel twenty-one miles
from Toowoomba, and when there it was only
nine miles from Toowoomba by road. Then the
distance to Beauaraba was sixteen miles, and by
road fifteen miles, or one mile shorter than the
railway on account of the latter having to wind
round hills. Supposing the line to be finished,
produce going to Toowoomba by it would have to
pay railway freight on thirty-seven miles, while
the distance by road was only twenty-four or
twenty-five miles. And a very good road it was,
too, besides being under the superintendence of
one of the wealthiest and best conducted divisional
boards in the colony, and one which had already
spent a lot of money in putting the road in its
present excellent condition. A man who had
wool or anything else to send in would far sooner
send it twenty-four miles by his drays than pay
all that railway carriage upon it. The cost by
railway would be atleast 50 per cent. move. At
the outside, it was only a two days’ journey for
drays, and could very often be done in one day.
Another thing to be taken into consideration
was the large quantity of freehold land through
which the line would have to pass. There was
very little Crown land the settlers on which
would be benefited by it.  The cultivation of the
settlers there was not agricultural produce in the
ordinary sense of the term. They were nearly
all grazing farmers, who used the bulk of their
agricultural produce for feeding their stock, and
what they had to spare they did not send to
Toowoomba ; their market was in the other
direction, westward., Trom the number of places
mentioned by the hon. member one would
think it was a very populous district. But such
was not the case at all. The Minister for
Works did not tell the Committee what was the
population of the township. He (Mr. Nelson)
would supply the information. It consisted
of one man, who was postmaster, innkeeper,
saddler, baker, brewer, and everything else for
the whole district, The records of the Depart-
ment of Public Instruction would furnish a good
test of the population of the district; and
from those vecords it would be found
that the district could not support a State
school; it had only one provisional school,
the average attendance at which was sixteen.
Were they going to make a railway to a place
like that? What the hon, member for Aubigny
said was perfectly true. If the line was made
as proposed either it would have to carry freight
at enormous prices or else it would get nothing
to carry, or else they would have to make the
deviation from Overall Bridge to Beauaraba,
in which case the twelve miles of railway from
Overall Bridge to Gowrie Junction would be
perfectly useless. The line, in fact, ought to
have gone to the Westbrook Homestead Area,
which could be easily done. The population
would not warrant the line being taken as pro-
posed, and in his opinion the population there,
before many years, would be even less than it
was now from the simple operation of ordinary
economiclaws. Homesteaders had been allowed
to_acquire land at a great deal less than its
value ~ because they believed that the home-
steader was a good class of eolonist to encourage,
and in the hope that a good many of them would
take root. But they did not always do that.
18852 x

The industrious homesteader was bound to buy
out his dissipated or idle neighbour ; and even
if a homesteader did well it was very often his
best policy to sell, because he had no room for
expansion. He would sell in order to go further
afield, where he could get more scope for his
labours. Then, it was well known that capitalists
had their eye on the district, and before long
they would have absorbed a very large number
of the small settlers out there. The proposed
line was promised to the electors of Darling
Downs by the Minister for Works at a grand
banquet which took place at Deauaraba some
time last year. On that occasion the Minister
for Works was very big indeed. He told his
hearers that they had been promised a railway
for along time and that now he was in a position
to give them one. The hon. gentleman said he
did not care whether his colleagues were willing
or not. He had ordered the survey without any
authority from the House, and he would have it
made in spite of anybody—and a lot of arrogance
of that sort, which was highly applauded by
those to whom it was addressed. There was no
chance of the railway being a remunerative con-
cern. With regard to cost, they could only go
by the cost of the adjacent line. The railway
frem Gowrie Junction to Warwick cost £8,800
odd per mile. Supposing the proposed line could
be made for £800 less, or £8,000 per mile, the
amount on the estimates—£48,000—would only
make six miles; and that was what it would
really cost before it was finished.  The
Minister for Works mentioned twenty-three
acres as the amount of land that would have to
be resumed. There was nearly three times that
amount on Mton Vale alone. Besides that, a
large amount of compensation would have to be
given to freeholders, because on account of the
windings of the line their properties would be
cut up into such narrow strips as to be rendered
almost useless. Their fences would also have to
be compensated for. In short, he looked upon
the line as a piece of log-rolling and nothing else.
It would delight the heart of the benevolent
individual who wrote to the papers to the effect
that the loan was raised for the mere purpose
of making railways for the supporters of the
Government. He should certainly advise the
Committee not to agree to the plans until, at
least, they had the deviation before them. In
fact, that ought to have come in first. There
was no proposal of that kind here.

Mr. GROOM said he knew something of the
district, and he fancied he could tell a very dif-
ferent story from that related by the hon. gentle-
man who had just sat down, He would like to
correct him in the statement he had made with
regard to the road near the Overall Bridge. He
ventured to make this assertion: That all the
money on deposit that the Jondaryan Divisional
Board had at the present moment would be swal-
lowed up in making even half the road anything
like the thirty chains that had been made about
seven miles from the bridge. They called for
tenders as an experiment, and they found that
for about tliirty chains of the road it would cost
something like from £900 to £1,200, so that the
experiment proved that they would swallow up
every shilling they had for that one particular
road alone, to say mnothing of the enormous
extent of other roads scattered through the
division. He did not think, therefore, that the
argument that the Jondaryan Divisional Board
could make a good road would hold water, With
regard to the settlement in the district, they had
there some of the best settlers in the colony.
They were not generally 80 or 160 acre men,
because the Messrs. Gore were not of those
greedy, avaricious, land-grasping men who were
on the Downs in early days, but large-hearted
liberal men, who allowed selectors to go in
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every direction, and never had had their names
identified with dummying in any way. The
result was that in that district were some of the
finest selections on the Downs—3860 acres, 640
acres, and even larger areas. He might mention
two gentlemen alone—the Messrs, Porter—who
had exhibited an amount of enterprise and vigour
in connection with pastoral pursuits that even
the squatters in the surrounding neighbour-
hood might imitate with very great advantuge.
Most of the selectors had large areas which they
were devoting to good purposes. 'They were not
putting all their eggs into one basket, but comn-
bined agriculture with grazing. They had little
herds of cattle and little flocks of sheep which
were fattened for the Brisbane market in lucerne
paddocks. Some of the best cattle and sheep sold
in the yards in Brisbane on Thursday mornings
came from that district. Tt was not for him to say
whether or not that was a log-rolling line; but
since the House had recognised the principle of
branch lines that district was as much entitled
to a railway as any other to which a railway had
been granted by the House. The last speaker
was a little astray with regard to the population,
It was not a one-man township ; if he remembered
rightly, there were two public-houses there. Mr.
B(;lwden had one and Mr. George Hadley the
other,

Mr. NELSON: I heard that Bowden had sold
out to Hadley.

Mr. GROOM : The hon, member had informa-
tion that he had not. He knew that Mr. Hadley
started a brewery. He (Mr. Groom) had that
case in his mind when the question of inspecting
breweries was raised. He wondered how they
were going to inspect that brewery which was
situated so far from police supervision, there
being none located there. He knew the roads
toand around Beauaraba well. They were black-
soil roads, and if the residents consumed their
own produce instead of taking it to market it
was because the roads were so bad they could
not utilise them. He had driven over the roads
several times. He had had the pleasure of doing
so in very wet weather, when it would take a
team of bullocks almost to draw an empty
buggy, let alone a dray loaded with produce.
If the policy of branch railways were adopted
by the House, that district, he had no
hesitation in saying, was as much entitled to
one as any other district in the colony. He
would like to say a few words with regard to
what had fallen from the hon. member for
Aubigny, who very properly had spoken on be-
half of his constituents. The hon. member, and
some of his constituents who had spoken to him
(Mr, Groom) on the subject, were afraid that if the
Drayton deviation were made, the intermediate
line forsometwelvemiles, from the Overall Bridge
to Gowrie Junction, including the Giowrie Cross-
ing and Wellcamp Stations, would be taken up.
The inhabitants of the district had very properly
instructed their representative to see that no harm
would accrue to them through that line being
formed ; but he was under the impression that
the Government would not attempt to take
that line up. Whether the railway would be
utilised or not would be a fair question for con-
sideration when the subject of the construc-
tion of the Drayton deviation came under dis-
cussion. It had been stated that an alternative
route had been suggested to go through the
Westbrook Homestead Area. As to that the
engineers were the best judges. e believed Mr,
Phillips had gone over that line and thought it
was the best that could be chosen ; and he him-
self was one of those who was quite prepared to
accept the opinion of the engineer in charge of
the works,

Mr. CHUBB said he wished to ask the
Minister for Works whether he could give any
idea of the probable expenditure which would be
required for the resumption of the land; and
whether there was any unalienated Crown land
along the line which would be thrown open for
settlement ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said it would
be very hard to say what the resumptions would
cost. In all cases where resumption was neces-
sary the Grovernment appointed some individual
who was capable of putting a proper value on the
land, and that was offered to the owners, If
they were satisfied with the amount, of course it
was paid ; if not, the matter went to arbitration.
How did the hon, member expect him to know
what it was likely to cost? He supposed the
land would not be worth more than £2 an acre
or 50s. an acre at the outside, so it could not
amount to very much. He was very sorry that
the hon. member for Northern Downs should be
so very despondent about the line.  He thought
it must have been a good many years since the
hon. member was there, for there was a large
population in the district now.

Mr. NELSON : I have been there recently.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The hon,
member said there was no agriculture there, It
would not pay to take agricultural produce from
that part of the district to Toowoomba ; carting
it over twenty-four miles of black soil would cost
almost as much as the produce was worth. It
was almost impassable in wet weather. He knew
no district where a branch line was likely to be
more remunerative than there.

Mr. CHUBB said the information given by
the hon. gentleman was really very valuable,
but it was all in the Railway Act. He did not
ask the hon. gentleman what was the course of
procedure when land was to be resumed; but
if he could give the Comumittee any idea of the
probable amount that would have to be paid for
damages, severance, and other expenses—whether
it would be £20 or £50 or £100 per acre? All
that the hon. gentleman told them was in
the Statute-book.” The hon. gentleman did not
answer the other question he asked him—
whether there was any unalienated land at the
end of or near the line that would be avail-
able for settlement. The line would apparently
pass entirely through large freeholds, and it was
intended simply to provide a railway to enable
some large selectors to carry their produce to
market. The hon. gentleman said there was
considerable seftlement at the end of the line;
but he understood that the policy of the Govern-
ment was to open up country and provide land
for settlement, and, so far, it did not appear
that there was any land which would be
opened for settlement by the construction
of the line. According to the estimate of
the hon. gentleman, the line would cost £3,000
or £4,000 more than had been appropriated by
Parliament ; that was not a very large sum;
but if the cost of resumption of land and other
expenses were added, at the same average that
the Warwick line cost, it would bring the expen-
diture considerably above the vote. He should
like to know the reason of the extraordinary
haste displayed by the hon. gentleman in bring-
ing these plans before Parliament. The money
was not voted until nearly the end of last year;
but it appeared that there were two reasons
why it should be hurried. The chief one was
because it happened to be in the electorate of
the hon. gentleman ; but he was surprised at
the haste displayed by him in expending the
first portion of the loan of £2,300,000. If
it was considered advisable that railways should
be made in the electorates of the hon. gentle-
man and those who supported him while the
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Government had money ; representing a Northern
constituency, as he did, he felt it his duty to
vote against the line, and all other lines in
the Southern distriet, until the hon. gentleman
expended the money which he had in hand in
reference to the railway in the Bowen electorate,
which was voted three years ago and was now
lying in the Treasury.

Mr., KATES said they now had the real
reason of the hon. gentleman for opposing the
line. Last night they veted £600,000 for the
North, and perhaps a great deal more would
have to be voted; but when they asked for a
branch line for the South, to an agricultural dis-
trict, it was to be opposed by the Northern mem-
bers. He would like to know how long ago it
was since the hon. member for Northern Downs
visited that locality ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He is
behind the age.

Mr. KATES said a few days ago he presented
a petition signed by 600 bond fide residents of
the district he referred to. That looked like
more than a ¢‘one-man ” township.

Mr. NORTON: Were they all genuine?

Mr, KATES said he challenged inspection,
and if the hon. gentleman conld find one peti-
tioner’s name he would give in. They were all
genuine. It was a very rich district, and there
were & great many sheep-farmers there on a
small scale, and a good deal of cultivation of
Incerne. The district was well entitled to a
branch line, especially, as had been pointed out,
that it was all black soil and good ayricultural
land ; but to make a good road over that soil
would cost much more than making a railway
line. He did not know whether it was a fact
that the Warwick line cost £8,000 per mile.

Mr. NELSON : £8,840,

Mr. KATHES said the hon, member said last
night that the Stanthorpe line cost £10,000 per
mile, but he did not think it had cost so much.
With regard to the statement that there was only
one provisional school there with an attendance
of sixteen children, he knew of two State schools
where there was a large attendance ; so that the
hon. gentleman could not have been very well
informed when he said there was only one.

Mr., NELSON: I said ““in the township.”

Mr. KATES said that within a radius of
twenty-five miles from that township there were
many valuable and industrious settlers. He did

.not think any reasonable objection had been
lodged against the construction of that branch
line, although it was in his electorate, He had
made up his mind long ago that it was desirable
to have a branch line to connect that district with
the Southern Railway. The hon. member for
Port Curtis might laugh, but if he took the
trouble to visit the locality he would be one of
the first to support it.

Mr. DONALDSON said that a short time
ago he travelled over the country where it was
proposed to construct that branch line, and he
did not think hon. gentlemen had any idea of
its quality. He was very favourably impressed,
indeed ; for the whole distance he travelled he
was never out of sight of a homestead, though
they all seemed to be moderately sized holdings.
He did not think there was any large holding,
with the exception of Westhrook ; and the
country, which appeared to be permanently
settled, was of a first-class character, and he
did mnot despair of seeing a large agricul-
tural population there. He thought the line
would be a benefit to the country and assist
its development. If they were making mistakes
in the construction of railways at all there
could be no mistake in constructing them in

districts where the land was good. Therefore
he was favourably impressed with the line under
discussion, and should vote for its construction.
The Drayton deviation had accidentally cropped
up in the debate, and he might say he did not
see any necessity at all for that line, as the
presens line from Gowrie Junction was quite
sufficient for the present. Hon. members had
reason to complain that the information furnished
by the Minister for Works was not sufficient,
when introducing many railway Bills. There
was & good deal of information that might be
furnished from statistics, such as the population
of the district; the quality of the land, whether
agricultural or grazing land; how much was
alienated or unalienated—that would be very
useful indeed and would prevent a great deal of
discussion. He believed the land had already been
sold in the district now referred to, and there was
no doubt that a railway would benefit private
holders instead of increasing the valueof the State
lands, as was the case with some other railways.
No doubt it would not go far towards increasing
the value of State property in this case, as it
would be principally private holders who would
receive the benefit; at the same time, the
country would receive an indirect benefit by
having the capabilities of the line considerably
increased. He should certainly support the
motion.

The Hon. Sz T. McILWRAITH said the
hon. member who had just spoken had not made
it clear to him that he had visited the part of the
country through which the line went.

Mr. DONALDSON : T have visited it.

The How. Siz T. McILWRAITH said he was
quite sure the country through which it passed
was not as the hon, member described it—dotted
with homesteads and all siall holdings, whether

under the homestead clauses or not. It went
through two large estates. More than three-
fourths of the line went through Messrs,

Hodgson and Ramsay’s and Yandilla Estates.

Mr, DONALDSON : It does not get within
miles of Yandilla.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH said the
whole of the acreage required to be purchased
was sixty-sevean acres, and fifty acres of it
belonged to Hodgson and Ramsay.  That
accounted for at least half of the line, and there
were not many homesteads there. Then they
came to the terminus, and it was a matter of
dispute between the Speaker and the hon.
member for Northern Downs as to whether
there were one or two people in the
township. It appeared that there were a
brewer and a publican — but one individual.
However, if the Beer Duty Bill became law, there
would have to be an inspector there, and that
would increase the population to two. Here was
a line which went through nothing but two big
estates and got to a township where there were
only two people. It was a perfect farce to make
railways of that kind. The hon. the Speaker’s
argument that the roads there were bad and
impassable applied equally to every part of the
Downs, and was therefore no reason for making a
railway in that particular direction. They were
asked to pass a line which, according to the
Engineer’s estimate ;—and his estimate was never
fulfilled—they found the railways always cost
more than his estimate ;—they were asked to
expend on the construction of the line an
amount greatly in excessof the amount voted
for it. They had borrowed £48,000 for it,
and were asked to construct a line which
would cost considerably more. It was a mat-
ter of doubt with him whether there was
any settlement along the line whatever ; at all
events, there was no settlement along the line,
whatever there might be at the terminus, There



708 Beauaraba Branch Roilway. [ASSEMBLY.] Beauaraba Branch Railwoy.

was a good deal in the contention of the hon.
member for Aubigny, if he understood him
aright ; and he might be quite rightly appre-
hensive of the effect of making the line branch
off from the particular part of the main line
indicated here —namely, the 120-mile peg.
The effect of that, if the line was carried
on from the same point tn Toowoomba 2id
Drayton, would undoubtedly be to render a
portion of the main line useless. The hon.
member said he did not believe the Govern-
ment would pull it up, but they could not possibly
run trains on it if there was no trafic. Prac-
tically, that part of the main line would be
shut up. The hon. member for Aubigny, as he
understood, said they could have taken that
branch railway from another portion of the
main line, a little south of the Gowrie Junction,
to the same place—DBeauaraba—about the same
distance, and have gone through the Westbrook
homestead selections.

Mr. CAMPBELL : With settlement all the
way ?

The HoN. Str T. McILWRAITH : Yes ; with
settlement all the way. But they were not going
to do that, hecause the Speaker’s pet scheme of a
double line to the 120-mile peg was to be carried.
That railway was one of the greatest swindles
they had heard of. Surely one line from Too-
woomba to the 120-mile peg was sufficient! The
time might come when a line of that sort, through
the increase of settlement or other reasons, might
be necessary, but in the meantime they should
be satisfied with the line as it was, He thoroughly
believed in the line which the hon. member for
Aubigny proposed. It would have gone through
settled country, and would certainly not have
gone through country where the whole of
the land would be taken from one estate. On
the line proposed fifty acres was to be taken from
one man, ten acres from another, and all that
the small holders spoken of gave was six acres,
of which four acres belonged to one man. That
showed the sort of settlement they were going to
get on the line. Had the line been taken from
a point south of Gowrie Junction, it would have
gone through the Westbrook Homestead Area,
where there was more settlement than at the
terminus of the proposed line. That would have
been a sensible plan to adopt. He did not think
the proposed line was a proper line to be made,
nor did he think it should be made at all.

Mr, CAMPBELL said the first eight miles of
the proposed line went through Lton Vale, and
there was no settlement there and not likely to
be any. The proprietors would not use the line,
because their woolsheds and works were at the
other end of the run, and they used the direct
Warwick line. The other line, as he had
pointed out, would go through the whole of Nos,
1 and 2 of the Westbrook Homestead Area; and
the Beauaraba people would receive just the
same henefit as they would by the railway if
carried in the way proposed by the Govern-
ment. ’

Mr. NELSON said the Minister for Works
seemed to think that he (Mr. Nelson) did
not know anything about that district ; but
he was pretty intimate with it. e had
been there not very long ago, and had recently
spoken to people who lived there, and they
told him that even if the railway was con-
structed they would not send their wool by it,
for the simple reason that they could send it
cheaper by theroad. No man was going to pay
for thirty-seven miles of railway carriage, unless
there were different rates fixed, when he could
send his goods by dray in twenty-five miles. To
meander twelve miles a long way out west did
not make much difference on the whole, but

twelve miles’ deviation in thirty-seven miles was
adding a third to the distance, and that made a
great difference unless the rates were changed.

Mr, MIDGLEY said he should probably have
voted for that line, but if what had been stated
by the hon. member for Aubigny was correct he
certainly should not. If the line ran through
eight miles of any man’s freehold property it
would be a sufficient reason for him to vote
against it.

The PREMIER: You must go through to get
past it.

Mr. MIDGLEY said he understood the line
could be taken by another route and pass through
closer settlement. If passing through the large
estate was inevitable, whichever way the line
was taken, he would have to withdraw his state-
ment. 1t was a grievous evil to construct a line
at the cost of the State through so much free-
hold property belonging to one man., He had
previously expressed his views on that subject
when speaking of Westbrook and Canning
Downs. He was always opposed to the running
of lines of railway through long stretches of
country belonging to one individual. e thought
there might be further inquiry made into the
matter with a view of obtaining a route through
more settled country than the proposed line
seemed to go through.

Mr., KATES said he hoped the hon, member
would not be led away by the statement that
eight miles of that line would pass through Eton
Vale. Eton Vale was an enormous estate, and
it was very fortunate that twenty miles of the
railway did not pass through it. The popula-
tion around Beauaraba, Umbirom, and South-
brook was increasing daily, and it was for
the benefit of those people and the stations of
St. Helen’s and Yandilla that the line was to be
constructed. If the hon. member would look at
the petition which he (Mr. Kates) presented to
the House, he would see that the proprietors of
St. Helen’s, Pine Creek, Western Creek, and
Yandilla were all prepared to send their pro-
duce by the proposed line. There were over 600
settlers in that district, and not the few that had
been stated by the hon. member for Northern
Downs. He thought it was not too much to ask
for a branch line that would cost between £3,000
and £4,000 per mile for such a district.

Mr. CAMPBELL said he would like to point
out that on the petition referred to by the hon.
member for Darling Downs there were the
names of many persons who were nearer Cam-
booya on the Warwick line than Beauaraba, and
he was certain that those people would not send
their stuff by the Beauvaraba railway.

The Hox. Sk T. McILWRAITH said the
hon. member for Fassifern was interrupted in his
speech by the Premier saying that if the line did
not go through Eton Vale it could not go to
Beauaraba at all. That was not the case, for if
the suggestion of the hon. member for Aubigny
were carried out the line would not go through
Kton Vale, but through a large amount of
selection on the Westbrook Homestead Area.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It would
make the line longer.

The Hown, Sz T. McILWRAITH: Very
little longer ; it would run at right angles to the
main line, and the difference in length would
he very inconsiderable. There was not the
slightest question which would be of the greatest
benefit to the greatest number—the line through
Tton Vale or the line through the Westbrook
Homestead Area. The only redeeming feature
in connection with the line proposed was that
the Minister for Works had ceased to rectify the
blunders made by his predecessor in office, the
Hon. Mr, Macrossan, and had adopted the
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system which the late Government introduced
into the colony of making the railways on the
main roads. The line before the Committee
would run along the main road for about six
miles,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Kight and

three-quarter miles.

The Hox, Siz T. McILWRAITH said if
hon. members looked at the plans they would
seec that the line traversed the main road for
some distance, and that if the route which had
been suggested by the hon. member for Aubigny
were adopted they could get to Beauaraba with-
out going through Eton Vale.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said the
hon. member for Fassifern was in the habit of
changing his mind very often. He hoped the
hon. gentleman would change it again on this
oceasion. His objection to the proposed line
was that it went through private property for
about seven miles. The proposition made by
the hon. member for Aubigny would take it
through private property nearly the whole way.

Mr. CAMPBELL : Not more than a mile.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS : He knew

the country as well as the hon. member for
Aubigny. It would go through private property
the whole way, and would bhe very much more
costly than the line now under consideration.
That line ran along the road, which was 10 chains
wide, for 8% miles, and where it passed through
private property it traversed forest land which
was worth about 50s. an acre. He was perfectly
satisfied that it was the proper route to take,
and that the line would be constructed at a very
much lower cost than by carrying it by the route
proposed by the hon. member for Aubigny. It
would take nearly all the money o resume the
land required on the latter route, and the dis-
tance would be about four miles longer,

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH said they
were getting a little information now. The
information that the Committee had now was
that they ought to support that line because the
land through which it would pass was so bad
that it could be got for 15s. an acre, as it was
only forest land. Was not that an absurdity ¢
Hon. members were suspicious at first that
there was no population on the line. Now
they found that the only inducement the
Minister for Works had for constructing the
line was that the country was very bad and only
worth 15s. an acre.

Mr. KATES: The Minister for Works said
50s.

Mr. MOREHIEAD said there was an old
proverh which was, perhaps, not inapplicable to
that case, and that was that °“ when rogues fall
oul honest men get their own.” There had
been an immense deal of wrangling among the
Darling Downs members over that line, particu-
larly as to the direction it should take. He did
not mean to say that they were rogues, but
they quarrelled, and possibly honest men might
get their own. Ie was very much surprised
to find that there was a portion of Dar-
ling Downs over which a railway did not go,
for he had thought that the whole of Darling
Downs was chessboarded by railways. How-
ever, he was very glad to find that that was not
the case ; but he thought they ought to get some
information from the Minister for Works as to
what additions the railway revenue was likely to
derive from the construction of that branch line
to Beauaraba. They were in the dark on that
particular point, and he did not think the
Minister for Works should come down to the
Committee with such a scheme as that without
showing what benefit the revenue would derive

from the railway estension proposed. He had
no doubt that the hon. gentleman had the
information at his side, and that he would he
able to tell hon. memhers what benefit would
accrue to the State from the construction of
that railway—and he ought to do so, because
the interest on the cost of comstruction would
have to be paid by the whole of the tax-
payers of the colony. He (Mr. Morehead) was
sure the hon. gentleman had taken steps to dis-
cover what advantages to the railway revenue
would arise from the construction of that line.
If, however, he was not in a position to give the
Committee that information he had no right to
asl their sanction for the proposed expenditure.
The question before them was not one of extend-
ing an existing line, but it was a devia-
tion or alteration from the present railway
gystem, and in his (Mr. Morehead’s) opinion
when an alteration took place the Minister
should tell the Committee what benefit would
accrue from it to the community and to the
State generally, He hoped the hon. gentleman
would tell what revenue was expected from that
deviation.

Mr. MIDGLEY said the Minister for Works
had charged himn with being fickle and change-
able ; he did not know on what grounds, and
he thought the hon. gentleman would find it
very difficult to say himself, if put to the test.
He (Mr. Midgley) was sometimes in doubt
upon a question, Dbut when once he had
formed a strong impression about a subject he
was not given to change; in fact, he sup-
posed he was rather considered a nuisance
because he did not change more readily. He
had not been in the House long enough, and
had not been a member of a Cabinet yet. When
he had been a few years longer, and if he ever
attained to that honour, he should know a great
deal better how to change about than at the
present time. He had seen marvels of changes
on the part of Cabinet Ministers; complete
somersaults of changes, perfect topsy - turvy
changes, which a man must be a perfect political
acrobat to be able to perform. He had not
changed on thesubject under consideration. He
sald it was a mistake--a blunder, a sin—to con-
struct a long line of railway through private
freehold property, belonging t6 one or two indi-
viduals. If the land belonged to a number of
individuals so much the better : but here was a
line of railway which for half its distance ran
through land held by one man or one company.
He said it was a mistake to construct the line 1
that direction if another route could be found
which was not open to the same objection.

The Hoxn. J. M. MACROSSAN said he had
listened very carefully to the debate, not knowing
the locality through which the railway was
intended to go, and thinking that he might get
some information from the members who did
know the locality. Now, five members had
spoken who knew the locality. They were all
representatives of the Darling Downs, and there
seemed to be a difference of opinion. When
doctors differed how were other people to make
their minds up? The Darling Downs doctors
differed very much as to the advisability of
taking the railway according to the route pro-
posed. The chief representative of the Darling
Downs, the hon. the Speaker, gave them one
argument in favour of making the railway which
struck him (Hon. Mr. Macrossan) as being a
very astonishing ene. He said the country was
composed of black soil, that it was there-
fore very Dad for road-making, and it was
very mich cheaper to make a railway than
a road—therefore they vught to make a railway.
But that did not follow at all. Even admitting
that the country was bad for making roads?
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that was no argument in favour of making the
railway. They should listen carefully to the
suggestions of any member who larew the district
well, and it had been suggested that by taking
a different route a very nuch larger number of
people would be accommodated. Why should they
make a railway becanse the land was composed
of black soil and road-making was
Had they not established a new system of road-
making by divisional boards, and did they
not subsidise them for making roads? Were
they also to subsidise the Darling Downs
hecause the roads were hard to make? That was
a most extraordinary argument, and he thought
members of the Committee would not be justified
in aceepting that as an argument in favour of
making the railway. He did not quite agree
with the hon. member for Fassifern, who
objected to the making of railways through
private property, because if they made rail-
ways in settled districts they must go through
private property. He had heard the Minister
for Works, a very few weeks ago, say that
he was determined he would make no railway
through big estates, but here he had brought
down a plan showing a railway the half of which
went through a big estate, On that account the
hon. ntember for Fassifern would be perfectly
justified in voting against the railway. Ior his
own part he felt quite justified in voting against
it after what had fallen from the hon. member for
Aubigny. Astotheopinion expressed by the hon.
the Speaker that when the Drayton and Too-
woomba deviation was made the remaining por-
tion of the main line would not be taken up, the
hon. member might rest assured that DParlia-
ment would not let any Minister for Works
run trains that would not pay for over twelve
wiles of railway. Was the Ipswich line not
taken up after the main line was made, and
why should not that part of the main line
not going to be used be taken up? If they
made the Drayton and Toowoomba deviation—
which he thought would be a mistake—it would
be throwing money away-——the useless portion of
the line wuuld be certain to be taken up. He
was very glad to find the Minister for Works
had taken a leaf out of the book of one of his pre-
decessors—that washimself (Hon. Mr, Macrossan)
—in making railways along main roads. He
thought the hou. gentleman ouwht to acknowledge
the assistance which the late Government cave
in passing an Act empowering him to make a
line of railway along a main road. The hon.
gentleman must have taken another leaf out of
the bhook of the late Government, or eclse the
proposed line would not be made for £3,500 a
mile. He must have taken aleaf outf of their
book as far as the economy of construction was
concerned. The line went through pretty much
the same kind of country as the main line to
Warwick would go through, and if it did not
cost more than £3,500 a mile it must be because
it was going to De constructed on more econo-
mical principles than the main line. That was
the principle he tried to carry out, and he was not
going tosay anything againstit now. At the same
time the hon. gentlemen should not decry the
work cf his predecessors when he was obliged to
follow in their footsteps. It was admnitted that
the line was to be made for £3,500 per mile, hut
even that would exceed the amount of the vote
on the Loan Estimates. The line would cost
£3,200 more than the money voted, and that did
not allow for equipment nor for the cost of land
and severance. In arguing upon the Cairns and
Herberton line last night it had been said that
the equipment would take about £500 a mile,
but that was a new line of rvailway having a
terminus of its own. The line under construc-
tion, heing a branch line, could be equipped for
much less—probably for £200 a mile—and that

would make £3,200 more to be added to the cost
of construction, making = deficit of £6,400. He
was quite sure he would not be l)verstt,p]nn'r the
mark when he said that the cost of the line and
severance would amount to £600, making in all
£7,000 more than was voted on the Loan Isti-
mates. The Minister for Works shook his head,
but he could not shake those arguments,

Mr., MOREHEAD : He wants to find out if
his brains are there.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAXN said he did
not know how the Minister for Works had
arrived at the conclusion that the land would
only cost 50s. a mile, after the description given
by the hon. the Speaker, who said that it was
all black soil; the land was supposed to be
excellent of its class, and he did not think it
could be obtained for that price.  He had, how-
ever, taken a moderate estimate of £600 for
the whole of the land and the whole of the
severance. Well, he did not see his way to vote
for the adoption of the plans. He believed after
the statements made by the hon. member for
Aubigny, which had not been contradicted in
a rational way—the only contradiction Leing
by the Speaker—they would be perfectly ]mtl-
fied in remitting the plans back and trying
to find another route which would go nearer
to Gowrie Junction through the Westhbrook

Homestead Area, and give railway com-
nmunication to a larger number of people.

According to the hon. member for Aubigny,
if his suggestion were adopted, the length
of line between the end of the line and
Toowoomba would be actually shorter, and
therefore it would be an advantage to f&unbr'
who would thus have to pay less for the carriage
of their produce. He thought the Comumittee

would hardly be doing its dufy in passing the
plans, with the very lneagre information supplied
by the Minister for Works ; in fact, he had given
them scarcely any information. He had viven
none as to the probable amount of traffic, having
left hon. meinbers to imagine that. Iromn the
scanty information given with reference to the

line, and after hb&l‘lﬂ”‘ the intelligent suggestion
wmade by the hon. member for \ubwuy, the
Committee would not be doing its duty in voting

for the adoption of the plans,

Mr. JORDAN said he was not present when
the hon, member for Aubigny spoke, but he had
beenable to gather, from what other hon. members
had said, what must have been the substance
of his remarks. If he (Mr. Jordan) thought that
that was a mere log-rolling business he would
not vote for it. If he thou“ht that some
euregions blunder had been pelpetmted 1n the
hymw out of the line—that it might have been
done for half the money, or that the colony
might have had double the adyvantage from

carrying the line in another d11cutlun—~he should
hesitate, and take care to satisfy hiwself on those
points before voting for the line. It was a very
difficult thmq, he fnuud from the discussions
they had on thoser Lﬂ.W(LV\ to wet at anything like
a eorrect iden of all those ciretnstances which
would enable a person to form correct judginent
as to the value of a line or whether any great
mistakes had been made in laying it out. One
listened to speeches like that delivered by the
hon. member for Northern Downs (Mr. Nelson)
with very considerable interest. It was an
exceedingly humorous speech, and one could not
help listening to it with attention and some
degree of pleasure. It exhibited the talent of
the speaker, and as it enlivened a debate which
was apt to get somewhat dreary they were
always glad to listen to a speech of that kind for
a few winutes. 1dut the hon. member’s speech,
he was sure, must be taken in a Pickwickian
sense The one man for whose benefit the line
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was to be made—the hon. member could no$
expect them to understand that literally. They
had nothing to do with how many people lived
in that particular township. It had been
made clear to his mind that it was a very
important agricultural settlement, that there
was a large area of land under cultivation,
and that 600 persons interested had signed
the petition for the railway. In addition to
those important facts, the Speaker had given
the Committee a lucid description of that par-
ticular locality ; and the Speaker, who was the
oldest member of the House and who had repre-
sented the interests of that district during the
whole of his Parliamentary career, probably
knew more ahout it than anybody else. That
hon. member’s statements were always so clear
and lucid, and his facts and figures were, gene-
rally speaking, so conclusive, that hon. members
listened with considerable attention to what he
said. The statemeunt of the hon. member, Mr.
Kates, also carried great weight to his mind;
and he had come to the conclusion that that line
of sixteen or seventeen miles, and which was
not to cost a large sum of money, would be a
valuable line to the numerous settlers in that
locality. They ought to make not only coast
railways and transcontinental railways, and rail-
ways to the great centres of industry, but they
ought to make railways for the accommodation of
persons who were alrendy settled on the land—
of men who had had energy and enterprise
enough to risk their all on the land, and who had
at present no means of communication with a
market. The hon. member, Mr. Nelson, had
admitted that the setilers there were obliged to
consume their own produce because they could
not send it to market, and they would be very
glad to send it to market if they could. It would
cost, he supposed, as much o make a good
macadamised road over those seventeen miles as
to build a railway. They had the fact before
them that there were 600 people or more settled
in that agricultural district, and that there were
seventaen miles of black-soil country between
them and the market to which they wanted to
get, and to which they could get by means of a
cheap railway. It was aquestion between making
the railway in that direction or making it in
the direction advocated by the hon. member for
Aubigny. Perhaps it might have been wiser to
have taken it in the other direction, but he was
not satisfied on that point after what had been
said. The only objection to the line as proposed
seemed to be that it would go through seven or
eight miles of private property. That private
property did not belong to small men, but
to a big man; therefore the hon. member for
Fassifern had adduced as a reason for not
making the line that he would not vote for a
line if it went through a big estate. DBut that
depended upon circumstances. If they could
not get to that large number of settlers—those
successful farmers—at Beauaraba without going
through seven or eight miles of land belonging to
a big man—go through it, not for the sake of the
big man, but for the sake of the 600 men behind
him who wanted to get to a market bub could
not. By the other route the line would also
have gone through private property, and it wondd
have been a longer line, The hon. member for
Bowen suggested that the Minister for Works
did not even know how much the land would
cost, intimating that it would cost the colony a
great deal of money. DBut the Minister for
Works had very well answered that; he said it
would not be a costly line in that respect, because
the private land through which it would run could
be bought for 50s. an acre. Had the line gone
the other way and through the farmers’ land, it
would have cost a very great deal of money to buy
the land. Therefore that would be a cheaper line

\'
l

than the other, and as he had come to the
conclusion that 1t was the best route that could
have been adopted, he should support it.

Mr. MOREHEAD said the speech of the
junior member for South DBrisbane forcibly re-
minded him of the old saying—

A woman, a dog, and a walnut tree,
The more you beat them the better they be”

That hon. member had been very well beaten
indeed by the Minister for Works, and had been
brought back into the fold, or pen, or sty—he
did not knew by what name the place should
be called. Instead of cursing the Minister for
Works, the hon. member blessed him altogether,
and said the speech of the hon gentleman was a
most excellent one, every word of which should
be accepted as gospel truth.

Mr. JORDAN : I did not say that.

Mr. MOREHEAD said those were not the
absolute words, but they were quite near enough,
and looking at it from a South Brisbane point
of view; the South BPrisbane electors would
agree with him in the rendering he had given.
What were really the facts of the case before
them? They were asked to vote a sum which, at
the lowest estimate, would not De less than

£30,000 for more expenditure on railways
on the Darling Downs.  They were not
met there as a mere parochial meeting of

the people who were interested in the Darling
Downs, but to protect the interests of the
taxpayers of the colony. It had been said
that the Darling Downs were the curse of the
colony, and he was not sure that the remark was
altogether wrong. He knew how utterly useless
it was for him to ask the Government to do any-
thing for the district he represented; he had
long ago given that up as hopeless. There was
certainly a sum of money on the lstimates for a
railway from Warwick to St. George, but that
was not to be touched until after a rival line had
been made to Warwick. A more preposterous
proposition had never been submitted to Parlia-
ment, as would be admitted by any member who
knew anything of the district and of the relative
position of St. George to Brisbane. It would
be utterly useless to ask the Government to
let the St. George railway start from where
it ought—namely, from Dalby; therefore he
would wait until things got more settled, and
until they got men in control of the affairs of
the colony who understood the colony and the
requirements of the people. If the Government
really had the interests of Brisbane at heart,
they would know that in order to get the border
tratfic they should not extend the railways in the
direction they proposed to do, but which he hoped
the Committee would prevent them from doing.
They knew perfectly well that the extension of the
railway first o Warwick~—which would do an
enormous damage even to the petted district of
Darling Downs—then to St. George and further
westward-—was simply nonsense, assuming that
the intention was to tap theborder traffic. It could
be done more cheaply in the way he had shown.
However, not being a joint in the tail of the
present Ministry, he had no hope that any action
he might take, any speech he might malke, or
any vote he might give, would assist him in
getting the colony developed in the way he
thought it should be developed. KEverything
now was done on purely party lines,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : No.

Mr, MOREHEAD : There was no considera-
tion given to the wants of the colony ; the whole
thing was run on purely party lines.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.

Mr. MORKEHIAD : The hon, gentlemanmight

say “No,” buthe was simply a unitin the Cabinet.
| There was only one Minister, only one Bismarck,
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only one Grifiith! The hon, gentleman night
shake his head and lvok sage, but he knew very
well that he trembled at a word of the hon.
the Premier. He posed before the country as
an honest and independent mnan, but when he
went into the Cabinet he was simply depressed
and sat upon. He went into the Cabinet like a
lion and came out like a lamb. There was no
doubt it was the only instance that could be
found in the record of colonial parliaments of a
purely personal Government. Take away the
head in the present instance and there was no-
thing left. They had heard about Cerberus ;
no dowbt the Minister for Works would
make a good head for Cerberus; there were
three heads in that case, and in this there
was only one. They had also heard—he had
no doubt the hon. member for Maryborough,
Mr. Sheridan, with his classical knowledge,
would bear him out in that—of a hypothe-
tical monster on which, if one heud was cub
off, a number of heads would spring out. If
they cut off the head of the present Government
—not that he wished any personal damage done
to the Premier—if they removed the 1’1"emier,
the whole thing was gone. The Minister for
Works might say that the lines were not run on
purely political prineiples, but it was not the
hon, gentleman who was responsible to the
H()uu,—lt was his master. They had heard some
strange ideas propounded by the hon. mewnber
for South Brisbane. e understvod that hon.
gentleman to say that they could have rail-
ways made almost as cheaply as roads in some
parts of the colony. If so, the divisional
boards ought to make them, but otherwise
he did not think the colony could afford to
pay for its development even in the scttled

districts in the way the hon. gentleman
suggested. A complaint had been made—he

thought by the hon. member for South Brishane
—that the people whom the extension was to
benefit would not be within sixteen miles of a
railway until it was completed. No doubt that
was a very sad thing, and to people living in the
settled districts it would be almost a household
grievance ; but the hon. member and those who
held with him ought to look further afield. If
large sums of money were to be spent on railway
extension they ought not be spent in districts
that already to a very great extent enjoyed
railway communication, but in attempting
to develop the interior of the colony. It
was not assumed, he took it, that Dby con-
structing a railway through a freehiold estate,
for which they would have to pay compensation,
they would get a greater amount of settlement
on the land ; "It was simply contended that they
would give the inhabitants casier access to the
m.llway than they had at present, whereas by
going on with the main lines they developed
the u)untly These were times when they should
not fritter away the public money in the way
proposed by the Minister for Works. The hon.
gentleman admitted that he did not know him-
self what accession of revenue would come to the
colony by that deviation or branch. Probably
the hon. gentleman knew there would be no
accession of revenue, but an accession of taxation
that would have to be borne by the whole of the
taxpayers of the colony. That was to be done to
benefit a few individuals, not to bring any new
settlement on the soil. The land was freehold,
and the increased value would not come to the
State, but to private owners. The line was to
be constructed simply with the idea of securing
certain votes for the Minister for Works and
others who sat on that side of the House. Tt
was simply a political railway that would
increase the responsibilities of every individual
who lived on Darling Downs and outside it. He
should certainly oppose it.

Mr. KATES said the hon. mmember complained
that his constituents had not had justice done to
them. The Warwick and St. (teorge line would
soon be surveyed, and he would remind the hon.
member that his own constituents at Goondi-
windi and St, George had declared themselves in
favour of that 1a.ilwa.v

Mr. MOREHEAD : It is not true,

Mr. KATES: Petitions had been sent down
from there. However, they were not discussing
the Warwick and St. George railway,

Mr. MOREHEAD : I say the statement is not
true.

Mr. KATES said that if the hon, gentleman
would communicate with the people of St. George
he would find it was true. The people of
Goondiwindi, in particular, wished to have it
carried out.

Mr, MOREHIEIAD said that as he represented
that district he supposed he ought to know what
were the views of the people there. They were
distinetly opposed to the railway in St. George.
As for Goondiwindi, he would like to ““chuck” it
into Warwick,

Mr. KATIIS said the mayor of St. George had
intimated his wish and desire that the line should
go in that direction. It appeared to himn that
meibers on both sides of the Committee were
very little acquainted with the locality about
Beauarsba, Darling Downs members had been
accused of being par tlall but he would refer hon,
gentlemen to what was sald by an impm‘tiul
person, the hon, member for Warrego, who had
visited the district and had pr onounccd himself
in favour of it. He had witnessed the progress
of the district, and said he would vote for the
railway.

My, MIOREHTAD : How often was he there?

Mr. KATES said he did not know. Buf the
hon. gentleman had seen what was going on,
and was so hmpressed with the dexiral )111ty of
having the line constructed that he said he
would support it. In that case they had the
testimony of an impartial member,

Mr. MOREHEAD said, although he had no
land in Goondiwindi, he thought he knew a great
deal more about it than the hon. member for
Warrego did.

Mr. KATHES said he was talking about the
Beauaraba district, not Goondiwindi.

Mr. MORKHEAD said he had been in the
locality of Beauaraba, and he did not think that
the hon, member for Warrego, because he had
Deen there once, could be assumed to kunow all
about it, although he must say that that hon.
member knew all about anything once he had
spoken on it.

Mr. MACFARLANK said that his position
was, that if sufficient evidence were given when
a motion was introduced for the construction of
a railway that it would pay, or even that it
would pay in future, he had always gone in for
it. The Committee had cause to complain that
sufficient evidence had not been given to enable
members who were not au]umnted with the
locality to come to a decision. The Minister
for Works had certainly given very little infor-
mation, but the hon. membw for Darling Downs
(Mo K&tcx) had given a great deal of information.
That hon, qentleman \ald there was a large
population in the district, and it would be a
great henefit to the farmem to have that line.
That statement had been met by the hon, mem-
bers for Northern Downs, who said the district
was not settled, and the townshl]n was nil. There
was 10 national school, but only a provisional
school with sixteen scholars. Therefore a person
who did not know the true position of affairs
in the district would be likely to wonder what
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it all meant. One or the other must be stat-
ing what was not true, or was misled by
insufficient information. He should like to
have a little more information himself. Tf
the Minister for Works could show that the
line would be beneficial and would ultimately
pay, he should vote for it; but unless he had
some more information he did not see how he
could do so. The hon. member for Toowoomba
had said that the settlers in the district were
simply small graziers.

Mr. GROOM : Graziers and farmers.

Mr. MACFARLANE said that if those
graziers raised food for their own cattle, and had
only fat cattle to bring into market, the line was
not likely to pay. If they were actually farmers
bringing produce to market it would be a dif-
ferent thing. Before he voted for it he would
want a little more information.  He would vote
for any line in the colony if it could be shown
that it would pay.

Mr. NORTON said he hoped the hon. member
for Darling Downs (Mr. Kates) did not labour
under the impression that he had never seen
anything of that country. He certainly had
not heen at Beauaraba, but he had ridden over
the Downs from Warwick, and Drayton, and
Toowoomba, and had a general idea of the
land there. He did not hesitate to say that
it was most excellent land, and he believed
that the land at Beauaraba was rich also;
so that he hoped, when the hon. gentleman saw
himn smiling, he did not think he smiled becaunse
he did not think the land was good: He was
smiling because the hon. gentleman was blowing
hiz penny whistle, and he knew he was talking
to his constituents. The evidence before the
Committee was sufficient to show that the land
was good and that the roads were bad, because
they were black soil. He did not think that
was any particular reason for making a
railway, but it was an indication that the
land was good. In dry weather there was no
better road than black soil. The hon. member
for South Brisbane (Mr. Jordan) had been
talking about 600 prosperous farmers. Where
were they ? Did the hon. gentleman everlook at
the names on the petition? Dozens of them
were labourers, and he had not the slightest
doubt that every man who could be got to sign it
was asked to do so.  That was the usual way in
which those petitions had been got up. Were
they all farmers in the vicinity of that line?
No one would dare say ““ Yes,” There would be
thousands of tons of produce from the district
if all those men made good use of the land.
Then there was a statement that the hon.
member for Fassifern would be interested in.
One of the reasons assigned for carrying the
railway in that way was that along the line therc
were about 130 sheep-owners, many of whom
were large station holders, and included Yan-
dilla, Condamine Plains, Kurrawah, Western
Creek, Balgownie, Pine Creek, Felton, etc.
The hon. member for Fassifern, who objected to
taking o railway through large frecholds, had a
pretéy good reason in that for opposing the pro-
posed line. The first signature to the petition was
Gore and Co., and the next signature was that
of a member of the firm—G. R. Gore. Those
were two signatures for the one place. Then
there was Trancis West, of Westbrook, another
large estate ; and then came William Hogarth,
of Balgownie, another large estate ; then came
about half-a-dozen labourers and a little further
on there were the signatures of about half-a-
dozen more labourers. In fact, half of some of the
sheets were signed by labourers, Instead of there
being 600 prosperous farmers there were not
half that number. ‘The hon. member for South
Brisbane had been too hasty in arriving at his
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decision if he was guided by the alleged fact
that there were 600 farmers there. Some of the
signatures were those of women, who, of course,
were entitled to sign the petition if they were
selectors.  But 600 farmers implied an enor-
mous amount of agriculture. A great deal of the
cultivated land along the line was used for
grazing. The large station holders cultivated
Tucerne to a large extent to fatten their sheep,
and they need not have this railway in order
to get them to market, as they could very well
travel their sheep sixteen iiles to a rallway.
The hon. member for Northern Downs had
stated—and it had not been contradicted—that a
great portion of the produce derived from the
lands cultivated by the farmers proper was
taken out west for sale, and he could quite
believe it was. It was not likely they would
take it into Toowoomba, which was absolutely
surrounded by farmers, when they could get a
better market out west. Everything pointed
to the one fact that the advantages of the railway
had been enormously magnified. The fact that
it was the finest land that could be found and
equal to any land on the Downs was no reason
why they should take the railway there any
more than to any other place up there. If
a rallway was to be taken to each of the
black-soil deposits on the Darling Downs, re-
moved from the wmain line, where was it to
end? The fact of the matter was that the rail-
way was proposed because it was in the district
represented by the Minister for Works., That
was the long and short of it. It was the penny
whistle which the hon. member, Mr. Kates,
and the Minister for Works were blowing for
their electorate. He presumed it was the inten-
tion of the Government to carry out the Iine
from Toowoomba through Drayton, and it would
go to the wvery point where the proposed
line met the main line. He might argue
from that, as there was a sum of money
asked to be voted by the House for the
Drayton deviation, if that line were constructed
the line between Gowrie Junction and Too-
woomba would he of no use at all. The chief
argument used in support of the line was that
it would go through good agricultural land;
at the same time, not one who advocated the
construction of the line had been able to say that
there was any land there which the Government
could throw open for selection. The Minister for
Works had told the House plainly on more than
one occusion that he objected to carvy linesthrough
private property for the benefit of the owners.
He could mention one instance where the hon.
gentleman had absolutely declined to construct a
line because it would go through freehold land.
That was the line to Marburg,” Why should he
not construct a line to 3arburg as well as the pro-
posed line? There was much larger settlemoent
on the Marburg line, and the men there had
taken up the land in small areas, and were
absolutely farming the land now-—mot talking
about farming it at some future time. The
Minister for Works had absolutely refused to
make a line to help those men, and said they
might make it themselves if they wanted it;
and yet he was quite prepared to carry out
the line before them. The most preposterous
arguments had been brought forward in favour
of that line. When the money for the line was
voted by the House he had been opposed to
it, and he was glad to see that hon. members
who were prepared to support the Ministry at
that time were not prepared to do so to the same
extent now. He would suggest to the hon,
member for South Brisbane the advisability of
looking over the petition; and as he had not
heard the remarks of the hon. member for
Aubigny he should get from that hon. nrember
the statement he had made to the Committee.’
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The hon. member had referred to what the
Speaker had said, but though he (Mr., Norton)
had listened also to what the Speaker had said
he believed the hon. member for Aubigny knew
probably more than the Speaker did about that
district.  His business took him continually
through that portion of the district, and it was
very unlikely that he should be unacquainted with
it. For all the reasons he had stated the Com-
mittee should very seriously consider what they
were doing before they agreed to the proposal
now before them. He supposed a line would be
carried through that district, but it could be
taken by another way and be of much more
benefit to the smaller settlers who were really
farming the land, and the large estates could
be avoided by making a small detour and
adding very little to the cost of the line.
For his own part he thought it would cost very
much more than the Minister for Works had led
the Committee to understand it would. He did
not meau to say that the hon. gentleman had
attempted to deceive the Committes ; but at the
same time he thought, as had already been
shown, the cost was likely to be very much
more. If that was so and the contract was
once let for the work, it meant that the
expenditure would be very much larger than
that which had been authorised by Parliament,
and that an additional sum would have to be
raised subsequently to complete the line. They
knew that a similar state of affairs existed in
regard to railways that had already been passed
by the Committee. They knew that in the case
of the Tsis branch, even the estimate given by
the Minister for Works showed that the line
would cost about double the sum voted for it.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: How do

you malke that out ?

Mr. NORTON : He made that out by the
statements made to the Committee. There was
also another line—he forgot which it was—where
the estimate was much above the amount voted.
Now, if that was the case with the smaller lines
brought before them at the present time, what
would become of those left to the end? They
would not be constructed at all; if they
were all to be completed they would want
apother very large loan, even without taking into
consideration other lines that ought to receive
attention. He thought hon. members ought to
give that matter the wnost serious consideration,
because, if the lines which had alveady received
the sanction of Parliament were to be con-
structed, and if they were to go on spending
money on that and other comparatively unimpor-
tant lines, those which were of real importance
to the colony would have to be postponed, simply
because the Governmment would not have the
funds to complete themm unless they raised
another loan,

The PREMIKER said he quite agreed that the
Cominittee should give consideration to thatline
as to other lines, hut he hoped the Clommittes
would also remember that there was a great deal
of work to be got through by Parliament, and that
if they gave so much consideration to every small
matter the session was likely to be protracted
to an inordinate length. The arguments used
against that line were the most extraovdinary
and contradictory he had ever heard. Sometimes
they were asked, “ What was the use of making
a line when there is no settlement ?” Then, when
a line went through thick settlement, they were
asked, ¢ What is theuse of making a line there
when there are no Crown lands to sell 2”

Mr. NORTON : There is neither one nor the
other in this case.

The PREMIER : The argument used by the
hon. member for Port Curtis was that the land
through which the proposed line would pass was

all oeeupied, and it was no use making the railway
there. It struck him (Mr. Griffith) that, on the
principle adopted by that House for many years,
that was about the best reason for making a
railway. That all the land was not occupied
by small farmers was true; but the land was
occupied and was fit for agricultural settlement,
but the distance from market prevented it being
put to that use. Any person acquainted with
Beauaraba by reputation must know that it was
one of the most thickly settled portions of the
Darling Downs, He did not mean to say that
all the land at the terminal station was occupied
—there might be some vacant land about
Beauaraba ; but the country which the railway
passed through was one of the most thickly
populated and most fertile. If they were to
malke railways, then that was the kind of place
to make them to.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN: Why not
malke it somewhere else?

The PREMIER: The hon. member for Towns-
ville said ¢ Why not make it somewhere else ?”
He thought the hon. gentleman had made rather a
bad selection in one or two instances in the lines
that he had fathered. Some of them did not
pay very well, He (the Premier) believed the
line before the Committee was an extremely good
selection, so far as the information available went.
They could not, of course, transport hon. mem-
bers suddenly to the spot and show them all the
settlement around the proposed line ; and surely
they ought to take the evidence of people who
were acquainted with the locality. The argu-
ment he had heard from the hon. member for
Northern Downs, who did not profess to know the
country very well, was that another route might
have beenadopted. Another argument, which was
used by the hon. memberfor Aubigny, was that he
was afraid that if this line were adopted all the
persons now served by the line between Gowrie
Junction and the place from which the Beauaraba
branch was to start would eventually be deprived
of railway commmunication. The hon. member for
Townsville tried to confirm that view, but he
(the Premier) ventured to assert that when once
a population was settled along any railway line
in the colony, and the settlers actually used that
railway, the traffic would not be stopped ; there
was no possibility of that. He thought it was
quite certain that a direct line would. be made
through Drayton, but the other line from the
junction would not be pulled up; it would be
nsed. As to the Drayton line being made, it
was absolutely certain that it would be con-
structed. He could not say the exact thune when
it would be made, but anyone who knew the
country knew that it was absolutely certain that
that corner would be cut off, and until that was
cut off allowance must be made for the extra
length of line to travel. What did it matter to
the people of Deauaraba if their produce had to
be carried ten or fifteen miles, or even thirty,
forty, or fifty miles, so long as they got it to
market and only had to pay for the shorter
distance.

Mr. NORTON : It matters to the taxpayers.

The PREMIER: He was answering the
argument of the hon, member for Darling Downs,
He (the Premier) said it did matter to the tax-
payers whether produce was carried a long or
short distance, and that was the reason the
Government proposed to take the line the shorter
distance. The arguments used in favour of that
line were certainly as strong as any that had
been advanced in favour of any other agricul-
tural line that was passed by the House. The
Government did not intend to confine their
attention to making trunk lines, but proposed
also to construct agricultural lines where they
could be made to advantage. He believed that
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the line under discussion would pass through
thickly settled country and foster agriculture,
and that it would pay handsomely for the small
expenditure that would be incurred in making
the line.

Mr. KELLETT said he had much pleasure in
supporting the line. He had always been in
favour of branch railways, and he thought that
line was about as justifiable a one as any that
had come before that Committee for considera-
tion. Tt had been mentioned by speakers on the
other side of the Committee that the land
through which it would pass had all been
purchased.
the best thing they could say in favour of it.

Mr. MIDGLEY : That is not the objection ;
it is that the land is held by a few owners,

Mr, KELLETT : Some hon. member behind
him said the land was held by a few persons.  He
could tell that hon.gentleman that there wasalarge
nwmberof owners around the district of Beauaraba.
There were one or two large holders, certainly,
Dbut the greatest number were small proprietors.
He happened to be in communication and do
business with a good many of them, and he knew
a little about the district. He was satisfied the
land was valuable, and that there was no better
land about the range for growing produce, As
a rule, in seasons like the present, perhaps it
paid farmers to cart their produce some dis-
tance ; but in plentiful seasons, when prices
were low, it did not pay to cart it very far.
He was rather astonished at members on the
other side who a short time ago wished to
show how much consideration they had for the
small man. They were coming out in quite
a different light now, and it seemed to him
that like the chameleon they were always
changing their colour. It was impossible to fix
them to anything, He had been very pleased to
sce them advocating the intercsts of the small
selector, and had hoped that they saw the evil of
their ways, but some of them had now evidently
gone off in  the other divection. He was
satisfied that anyone who knew the district
would believe with him that it was advisable to
construct the line to Beauaraba, and he was sure
there would be as much produce carried on that
line as on any other that had been built, He
thought it was a very good sign that all the land
had been taken up; and the larger holders would
soon find that it would not pay them to run sheep
and cattle on their land, but would cut it up and
sell it to those who would use it more profitably.
It was far better to put railways into such
places as Beauaraba, where there was settlement,
than to ran them into districts where there was
no settlement. He did not mean to allude to
the western districts where the districts had to
be opened up, but in constructing branch lines
they had to take into consideration the popula-
tion of the district. He was satisfied the
Beauaraba line was an advisable one to construct,
and he should support it with much nore
pleasure than the line they had discussed last
night. The Government had considered the
matter wisely, and he thought the Minister for
Worlks, like a great many other people, should
be good to his friends first, If the Government
could possibly assist their friends, they ought to
do that first and give their enemies a turn after-
wards,  Ile did not want to be too severe on his
enemies, but he believed in doing a good turn to
his friends first. He thought the farmers on the
Downs requirved a little more attention than they
had had hitherto, and he should be glad to see
that railway carried out.

Mr, NELSON said, referring to the petition
which had been made so much of, he would like
to draw attention to the assertion that there
were 600 farmers who had all good farms and

Well, he thought that was about

were going to make use of the line. Nothing
would convinee the Committce more than an
examination of the petition that the whole thing
had been got up in order to get an expenditure
of public money, and nothing else. They found
hundreds of people signing the petition who were
not in the locality at all, and who were never
likely to use the railway, There was Mr.
Hogarth himself. e would not send his wool
by the Beauaraba line, because his woolshed
was so much nearer Cambooya. Then, again, a
large number of labourers had signed the peti-
tion ; then there were people living miles away
from the place—30, 40, and 100 miles away, some
of them.

The PREMIER : Tell us one 100 miles away.

Mr. NELSON said the originators of the peti-
tion might have got the independents of Cook-
town to sign it, and then it could not carry much
less weight than it did now. Then a whole lot
of people who resided in Toowoomba had signed
it. Of course it would suit the Toowoomba
people to have the line built, because the money
would be filtered through the storekeepers.
Then they found that a number of residents of
Cambooya had signed. Cambooya, it must be
remembered, was a raillway station on  the
main line. Then followed pages of people who
resided on the back blocks of Clifton., Why,
the thing was perfectly monstrous. Then the
whole of Drayton signed, of course. He did
not Dbelieve there were any persons in Drayton
whe had not signed it, although he did not see
what interest the people of Drayton had in the
line. If the petition had included the Drayton
deviation then he could understand it. The
saine thing was notable right through, andit was
clearly to be seen that nearly every person in the
electorate had signed the petition. Out of the
whole of that large petition the percentage of
people who had signed it, and who were
interested in the line, was very small indeed.
He was not satisfied with the Dremier’s
argument about the distance to carry produce.
What was the use of building & line to carry
produce at a loss? It would be infinitely better
to distribute the mpney proposed to be expended
ou the railway amongst the people, and it would
be a great saving to the colony if each man was
simply handed his cheque, and the line was not
constructed at all.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said the hon.
member for Stanley had accused members of the
Opposition with being chameleons, because a
very short time ago they advocated the cause of
the homestead selector, and now they were
opposing the Beauaraba railway. If the hon.
mewmber had been present during the whole of
the debate he would have known that they were
not opposing the line beeause there were home-
stead selectors upon it, but becawse there were
no homestead selectors on it-—because the line
went through one large freehold for a distance
of 3% miles ; so that the argument of the hon.
member about the Opposition having changed
their minds was no argument at all. The hon.
member came into the House fresh after attend-
ing to his business outside, and he got up and
spoke upon a question when he had mnot heard
half of what had been going on.  Why, the chief
argument against the line was that it would not
benefit selectors—that it would not benefit any-
body—except so far as the expending of money
would benefit people. Of course, an expenditure
of money in any district always benefited
somebody, but that was the only benetit
likely to accruc from expending money on
that line. 'What the Opposition had been
coutending for was that the railway should
be made through another portion of the district
where there were a great many small selectors.
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That was the suggestion of the hon. member for
Aubigny, which he {Hon. Mr. Macrossan) thought
a very reasonable suggestion. They did not want
to stop the expenditure of the money, but to
apply it to a more useful purpose. Perhaps the
hon. member for Stanley was not present
when the hon. member for Aubigny made his
suggestion. The suggestion was that the line
should start within two or three miles of Gowrie
Junction, run through portions Nos. 1 and 2 of
Westhrook, benefiting selectors there, and then
run on to Beauaraba, benefiting an equally large
number of selectors as would be benefited by
the present line. The line by that means would
only be made one and a-half mileslonger, and he
thought that for the purpose of benefiting a
great number of people they would be justitied
in making the line that much longer; so that the
hon. member’s charge of members on the Opposi-
tion side having changed their winds was not
true; in fact, it was utterly untrue—they had
not changed their minds, Their object was to
benefit the greatest number of selectors, and if
the hon. member for Aubigny’s suggestion was
adopted that would be done.  According to the
present plan, the line would not benefit anyone
except, perhaps, some man through whose pro-
perty half of it went.

The Hon., Sizr T. McILWRAITH said that
the Premier had veflected on the system that
was now adopted in the approval of the plans
and sections of proposed railways in the Com-
mittee of the whole House, The conclusion
that the hon. gentleman had come to was
unjust ; and he did not think it was reason-
able at all to =ay that the new system had
failed to attain its end simply because it
took a longer time to approve of the plans
and sections than when they were brought
before the House. That was a result that
was perfectly inevitable. The reason for re-
ferring matters of that kind to a Committee
of the Whole was that free and fair discussion
cotld be had on the proposals of the Government
by those means only., When a matter of that
kind was referred to the House alone, the Minis-
ter for Works, having spoken, had the right of
reply, while others had only the right of spealk-
ing once. Now, it was quite evident that under
the old system no information was given to
lead hon. members to come to a right conclusion
as to what they were to do on a question in
which they were to give their votes; and he
was glad to see the new system adopted. Of
course it would lead to delay in passing those
votes through the House; but the question was
whether the object to be attained was simply
that the route pronosed should obtain the sanc-
tion of the House. He thought the object to be
attained was the full and fair discussion of the
proposals of the Government, and indeed it
was only in that way that justice could he
done,  The Premier had unreasonably com-
plained that so much time had been spent over a
matter of this sort, when proposals comprising
the expenditure of a much larger amount of
money had passed the House without one-tenth
part of the discussion. The Premier called
that a wrong system, but he was wrong in saying
that was a small matter. It wasa very important
matter. Those sixteen miles would cost some-
thing lile £80,000. According to the estimates
of the Xngineer-in-Chief it would cost £45,000
for construction alone ; but no estimate had been
given of the cost of the land through which the
line was to go, nor of the rolling-stock. The
Engineer’s catimate was invariably under the
actual amount the line would cost when com-
pleted : so that hon. members would agree with
him that they did not over-estimate the cost if
they put it down at £80,000. It had been shown
quite clearly during the discussion that the

wrong route had been adopted ; but he thought
that as the House had sanctioned o line Lo
Beauaraba they must—unless some very strong
reasons were given—make that line, As a
matter of fact, the money had been borrowed
for the construction of the line. The question
hefore the House was as to whether that was
the proper line to construct. The point where it
would deviate from the main line had not been
shown when the money was voted ; but the line
that had been proposed by the Government was
to leave the main line at a peint where it would
go for half the distance through one large estate.
It continued right on to Beaunaraba, through
lands which were not under agriculture at the
present time; and the agriculture that existed,

if it did exist, was beyond that point. Tt
had been shown that there was no popu-
lation at Beanaraba itsclf to justify the

construction of the line; but being com-
mitted to the construction of a line they
ought to get the best line, which would serve
the greatest number of people. What would be
the result of departing from the main line at the
point proposed, at 120 miles on the Warwick
line? That was the place where a direct line
from Toowoomba, vid Drayton, would strike the
Warwick line, and there would be a portion
of the line between Gowrie Junction and the
120-mile point which would be relieved from
the through traffic ; so that the only reason
for running a train along that portion would be
to sccommodate the local traffic. DBut as a
matter of fact there was no local traffic except
what would be got in a secondary way from the
Westbrook homestead selectors; and he would
state the position the people would be in if the
proposed line were made. Suppose the traflic on
the main line were stopped, asit would he whenthe
directline wasconstructed, the homestead selectors
on the portion of the main line which would
become a branch line would bein a far worse
position with regard to rallway accommoda-
tion than ever. At present they hadthe accom-
modation of the main line with two stations,
but after the proposed line was constructed
that line would become a branch line and
would only carry traffic suitable to a branch
line. The line proposed by the hon. member for
Aubigny at once struck one as the natural line
to give the best accommodation to the greatest
number of people. A line leaving the main line
three or four miles south of Gowrie would run
through the Westbrook homestead selections,
and would go through a large amount of
farming settlement. To all those people a
divect line to Beauaraba in that direction
would give railway accommodation. The line
itself would not be much longer, for anyone
could see by the plans that the hon, member for
Aubigny did not exaggerate when he said it
would De one and a-half miles longer. Anyone
who had travelled on the main line would see,
from the character of the country, that_it would
not be worse to construct than the line pro-
posed by the Minister for Works, and that in
order to accommodate the greatest amount
of settlement the line should leave the main
line four miles south of Gowrie and run
through the Westbrook Homestead Area in as
direct a line as possible to Beauaraba., With a
view, thercfore, of giving hon. members an
opportunity of choosing the better route—the
route that must be adopted if the construction of
a line in the district were at all justifiable—he
had framed an amendment ; and he now moved
that all the words after the word ““That” be
omitted, with a view of inserting the follow-
ing :—

The plan, section, and hook of reference of the pro-
posed Beaunaraba hrancl railway be referred to the
hon. the Minister for Works, with a view of getting
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submitted to the IIouse the plans and sections of a line
giving the benefit of railway accommodation to the
homestead selectors of Westbrook.

That would serve two purposes; it would be
keeping faith with the country, to whom they
were pledged to make a railway to Beauaraba
by the Estimates passed last year, and it would
give accommodation to the greatest number of
residents on the line.

The PREMIER said that of course what the
motion of the hon. member meant was that the
matter should be postponed indefinitely — at
all events until a fresh survey was made, or
possibly more surveys than one. Perhaps it was
as convenient a way as any other to reject the
line proposed by the Government. That was no
doubt what the hon. member wanted—to reject
the line without taking the responsibility of
rejecting it., He did not know that much
more could be added as to the merits of
the proposed line. According to the hon. mem-
ber the question raised by the amendment was
simply a question as to the route which a railway
line should take to Beauaraba. But for two hours
and a-half hon. members on the Opposition side
had been contending that the line should not be
made at all, and now the hon. member came
forward and said that after all it was only a
question of route, and he wanted the matter
postponed until the right route was discovered,
The Minister for Works had given reasons for
the adoption of the route as proposed, and he
had nothing to add to them.

Mr. ARCHER said they could not decide
upon a new route without getting a fresh survey
made, The hon. gentleman would remember
that when the Loan Estimate was before the
Committee the Opposition opposed the constric-
tion of a railway to Beauaraba, but, being
defeated, they bowed to the decision of the Com-
mittee, and accepted the fact that a railway was
to be made to Beauaraba. The question now
was as to the best route to that place, the route
which would add most to the prosperity of the
colony. They had reason to doubt—not only the
Opposition, but members sitting behind the
Premier—whether the proposed route was the
best ; and it had been distinctly stated by the
gentleman who probably knew the country
better than anyone else, that it was not the best
route. There was no desire on the part of the
Opposition to hinder the construction of a rail-
way that had been decided upon, but they wished
to see the line carried along the route which
would be of the greatest benefit to the settlers,
and which would not cost the colony an excessive
sumi.

Mr. CAMPBELL said he did not know
whether the effect of the amendment would be to
block the proposed line; but whether that was
s0 or not he intended to support it, He could
not sit there and see the gross injustice that
would be done to 200 or 300 people by construct-
ing the line as surveyed without raising his voice
against it. Tt was all very well for the Minister
for Works to say that that line would not be
taken up. Possibly, it might not be during
his term of office; he might adhere to the
promise he had made. But the hon. gentleman’s
suceessor in office would not run a special train
there for farmers’ produce, and passengers would
certainly object to going eleven miles round
when they could reach Toowoomba in a much
shorter way providing the Drayton line was
made. Some time ago it was sald that hon.
members on the other side were posing as the poor
man’s friends ; they were certainly doing so on
that occasion—they were advocating the poor
man’s rights, The majority of the homestead
selectors at Westbrook were eighty-acre men,
who had had a long struggle against hard times ;

and now, in the face of that, it was proposed to
do away with their railway communication. To
do so would be a crying and a grievous shame,
and he hoped the Committee would not assent
to it.

The Hon. .J. M. MACROSSAN said the effect
of the amendment would certainly not be to
postpone the line indefinitely, as the Premier
seemed to think. It could, at the outside, only
postpone it till next session. Not quite nine
months had elapsed since the money for the line
was voted, and he did not suppose the Minister
for Worls had his surveyors engaged on the
work before the money was voted. Half the
present line could be utilised—the half next
Beauaraba. He had no doubt that a better route
for the remaining portion could be easily found,
and the postponement would be for only a
few months at the outside. DBesides, they
would avoid going through that large area of
land belonging to one firm, and at the same
time would confer a greater benefit on the
settlers.  Another question cropped up in his
mind as well as that of the benefiting of the
selectors on the Westbrook Area, and that was
the question of making the line pay as much as
possible, That portion of the line which ran
through the big estate could not be expected to
pay at all; not a single penny would be earned
on that portion of the line. Many hon, members
were perhaps not aware that the branch lines
that had been made up to the present time had
been worked at a loss. If they continued to
make branch lines at a loss the eolony would be
very soon pulled up in the way of borrowing
money. Thathappy time which the hon. member
for Rosewnod hoped soon to see would arrive
much sooner than the majority of hon. members
could wish.

Mr. ISAMBERT : The sooner the better.
The Hown, J. M. MACROSSAN said it would

come very soon if they were to make branch
railways and work them on the conditions
mentioned by the Commissioner for Railways
in his report for last year. It did not matter
who were the authors of those lines, but they
had a prospect of paying equally as good as the
line mow proposed—in fact, the prospect on
several of them was better, as none of them
ran for one-half their length through one large
run from which no traffic would be got. Speak-
ing of the working of branch lines last year, the
Commissioner for Railways said :—

“On the South Brisbane branch, the loss in working
amounted to £223.

““On the FPassifern branch, the loss was £312.

“On the Highfields branch, the loss was £1,521.

* On the Burrum branch, the loss amounted to £119,

“The credit balances on the Brishane Valley, Kil-
larney, and Ravenswood branches are due to the fact
that on the first and last no maintenanee of permanent
way was charged to working expenscs during the year;
and on the second, maintenance for only thirty-nine
days was charged. The rveason for this being that on
all new lines the first six months’ maintenance has
hitherto been performed by the contractors, and charged
to construction asconnt, It is therefore evident that
it the regular maintenance charges had heen debited
therc would have been a loss on the working of these
branches also.”
Now, all those lines were, he thought, proposed
by the late Government and constructed by
them. They had all a prospect of paying, or
they would not have been adopted. According
to the Minister for Works, the line before them
had a prospect of paying; but it behoved the
Committee to improve that prospect, if possible,
and that he thought they were able to do by
adopting the suggestion of the hon. member for
Aubivny. It was not the suggestion of the hon,
member for Mulgrave, but of a gentleman who
knew the eountry well—better than any member
on that side of the House and as well as any
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member on the other. That was the question
before them : whether they should benefit a
greater number of people and increase the
prospect of the payable nature of the line by
adopting the amendment; or whether they
should adopt the proposition of the Minister for
Works,

The Hox., Sk T. McILWRAITH said he
could not allow the remarks of the hon. the
Premier to pass without saying a few words.
The hon. member said the object of the amend-
ment was to postpone the construction of the
line indefinitely. The hon. member might say
what he liked as to the effect of the amendment,
because that lay entirely with the Minister ; but
he had no right to say it was the object of the
amendment. The object of his amendment was
to make a better and cheaper line to Deauaraba,
and one which would serve a greater number of
people ; and he did not think that, without some
reason being shown, the hon. member had any
right to question his motives. The effect of
the amendment, if carried, wounld be that the
Minister for Works would cause a survey to
be taken on the line indicated by the
amendment, starting somewhere south of the
Gowrie Junection, and passing through West-
brook Homestead Area ; and when the survey
was completed, submit the plans and sections to
the House for approval. Whether that was to
be an indefinite process or not rested entirely
with the Minister. He did not look upon the
question from the same standpoint as the Premier
did. The hon. member considered that the
sooner the question was decided the better for all
parties, but that was not the point of view
hon. members ought to take. Hon. members
had to say what was the best way to spend that
£80,000, and if they would look at the map he
thought they would see good grounds why they
should have further information put before them
in the shape of the result of a survey of the
route indicated in the amendment, which, he
was sure, would be approved in preference to
the one submitted by the hon. the Minister for
Works. With reference to the hon. member for
‘Warrego, who approved of the line, and said that
he had visited the district and found a large
amount of settlement there, he thought the hen.
gentleman referred to the settlement on the
Westbrook Area, which would not derive any
benefit at all from the proposed line. In fact, if
the line were constructed, those settlers would be
in a worse position for railway accommodation
than they were now, because instead of being near
2 main line with frequent trains travelling—
which stopped somewhere between the Gowrle
Junction and 120 miles—they would be simply
close to a branch line with very infrequent trains.
As to trying to shirk the responsibility of voting
agsmst the line, he did not shirk it,for if it
came to a vote on the resolution submitted by
the Government he would have the courage of
his opinions and vote against it, because he did
not belleve in it. He would record his vote
against the Government resolution in addition to
voting for the amendment he had proposed.

The PREMIER said he did not think he had
done the hon. member any injustice in giving
him credit for this—that when he made a
proposition that would necessarily have a certain
result he intended that that result should be
brought about. He gave the hon. member
credil for so much ability, and he assumed that
hig object in making the proposition was to
bring about that result. The hon. member
had left no room for doubt now that his object
was to stop the line. He did not object to the
hon. member having that desire, but hon.
members ought to distinctly understand that the
question was whether the line should be made

or not. Just a word with respect to the idea of
starting the line two or three miles to the north-
ward : The result would be that when the
direct line was made through Drayton—as it
was bound to be made in time, and before very
long either—the junction would be off the main
line altogether, and it would be extremely
inconvenient, to say the least of it, to go back off
the main line to get there.

Mr. KATES said the hon. leader of the Oppo-
sition altogether over-estimated the value of the
Westbrook Homestead Area. At the general
elections in 1879 there were only two voters
there ; there were only two in 1883, and it was
decided to abolish the Westbrook polling place
altogether. That showed that the hon, member
had not the slightest idea of the population of
the place. The hon. member for Northern
Downs, who knew more about the district, had
told them that they had great difficulty in
getting sixteen children to attend the Deau-
araba school.  He found, from the report of
the Secretary for Public Instruction, that there
were 34 children attending the school. A few
miles north of Beauaraba they found the
Southbrook school with 48 children ; four miles to
the south there was a branch school with 40
children and the Yandilla school with 27;
altogether 149. It was to be hoped the hon.
menber’s other statements were more correct.

Mr. NELSON said his statement was perfectly
correct. He took the number from the report. He
saw the average attendance at thatschool, as given
in the report of the Department of Public In-
struction, was put down at sixteen. He did not
say anything about the total number on the roll.

The PREMIER : They eat just as much
whether they go to school or not.

Mr. NELSON said he was talking about
Beauaraba township. He said nothing about the
district for twenty miles around ; and if that was
all the hon. gentleman had to find fault with in
his figures he maintained that he was absolutely
right. .

Mr. KATES : The hon, gentleman said there
was only one man in the Beauaraba township.
If so, that man must have had rather a large
family.

My, NELSON said the hon. member for Dax-
ling Downs said he only had two votes on the
Westbrook Homestead Area. The Westbrook
Homestead Area was not in his electorate. It
was in the electorate of Aubigny.

Mr. KATES : Westbrook belongs to Darling
Downs.

HonouraBLe MEMBERS : No, no!

The Howx. Stz T. McILWRAITH said the
hon. gentleman knew it very well. Nowonder he
did not get more than two votes there.

Mr. KATES : Part of the Westbrook Home-
stead Area does belong to the Darling Downs.

Mr. CAMPBELL said he could not allow the
statement of the hon, member for Darling Downs
to go unchallenged. There were 360 selectors
on the Westbrook Homestead Area; and he
said unhesitatingly that there were more voters
in four square miles there than there were on
the twenty square miles at Beauaraba beyond
the proposed terminus.

Mr. DONALDSON said that at an earlier
hour in the evening he expressed his intention of
supporting the motion then before the Commit-
tee, as to whether it was desirable that the line
should be constructed or not. Since then matters
had become delightfully complicated, and they
had heard all kinds of arguments as to the settle-
ment there and the size of the estates. He fell
into an error when he said that with the excep-
tion of the Westbrook Estate the whole of the
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country on that route was held in moderate-sized
estates. He meant Eton Vale, not Westbrook ;
he wasunder the impression that the first few miles
belonged to Westbrook at the time he travelled
over it. No doubt there was a great deal of
seftlement at Weatbrook also, but its wants
were served by the present line. The chief
objection of the hon, member for Aubigny was
that he was afraid that after the line through
Drayton had been constructed there would beno
necessity for the line from Gowrie Junction, and
that therefore a large nmber of people would he
deprived of railway communication. That hon.
gentleman said that, provided the presentline were
kept in working order and worked, he would have
no objection whatever to the proposed line being
constructed. As a resident in that district the
hon. gentleman had a greater knowledge as to
which would be the hetter line than anyone else.
Very few hon. members were able, of their own
knowledge, to express an opinion on the sub-
ject.  If the question had arisen earlier in the
evening as to whether they should adopt the
amendment of the leader of the Opposition or
the line before the Committee he would not
have had the slightest hesitation, from the
appearance of the settlement there, in adopt-
ing the amendment, But he had alrveady
expressed his intention of voting for the
line, believing that if it were desirable to
construct branch lines the one proposed was
one of the best he knew of, and one that there
was every possibility of being payable in the
future, because it would develope a higher state
of settlement than there was at present. He
took that opportunity of explaining his reason
for voting as he should, and regretted that the
amendment was not proposed earlier.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted stand part of the resolution-—put, and
the Committee divided :—

Avzs, 25,

Messrs, Griffith, Rutledge, Dickson, Dutton, Moreton,
Miles, Sheridan, Foote, Beattie, Kates, Waketield, White,
Annear, McMaster, Buckland, Jordan, Mellor, Brookes,
Aland, Groom, Donaldson, Macfarlane, Salkeld, Grimes,
and Isambert.

Nours, 14.

Sir P, MeTlwraith, Messrs. Archer, Norton, Macrossan,
Chubb, Black, Nelson. Lalor, Campbell, Bailey, Govett,
Lissner, Palmer, and Hamilton,

Question resolved in the affirmative,

Original question put and passed.

On the motion of the MINISTER IOR
WORKS, the CHAIRMAN left the chair and
reported the resolutions to the House.

The report was adopted.

WESTERN RAILWAY EXTENSION.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council intimating
that the Council approved of the plan, section,
and book of reference of the proposed extension of
the Western Railway from 299 miles 37 chains
(from Dalby) to Charleville, as received by
message from the Legislative Assembly on the
26th August.

MACKAY RAILWAY EXTENSION.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the TLegislative Council, intima-
ting that the Council had approved of the plan,
section, and book of reference of the proposed
extension of the Mackay Railway to LEton, as
received by message from the Legislative As-
sembly on the 26th August.

ELECTIONS BILL—RESUMPTION OF
COMMITTEE.
On this Order of the Day being read, the House

went into Committee of the Whole to further
consider this Biil in detail,
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Question—That sections 15 to 34, both inclu-
sive, of the Legislative Assembly Act of 1867 are
hereby repealed---put.

Mr. MOREHEAD said the amendment
placed in the hands of hon. members was that a
certain new clause should follow clause 86, but
the motion now before the Committee was
“that sections 15 to 54, inclusive, of the Legis-
lative Assembly Act of 1867, are hereby re-
pealed.” That was not a new clause.

The CHAIRMAN sald he had put the
question as it had been proposed hy the hon
member for Bowen.

The Hox. Stz T. McILWRAITH: That
motion might have been proposed by the hon.
member for Bowen, but it was not the clause
moved.

The PREMIER : Yes, ibis.

The CHATIRMAN said he put the clause as
it was moved by the hon. member for Bowen the
previous evening, who moved it as a new elause
to follow clause 86.

Mr. CHUBB said the Chairman was quite
correct. He (Mr. Chubb) had moved the amend-
ment in that form. At the same time, he sug-
gested that if the principle were adopted it would
be better perhaps for that amendment to ap-
pear in the schedule along with the otlior
repealing parts of the Bill. But he made the
motion, as he had stated, in order to draw the
attention of the Committee at once to the object
of the amendment. If, however, there was any

‘possibility of their being able to carry the amend-

ments, perhaps it might be better now to move
that new clause 87 stand part of the Bill.

The PREMIER : This it a convenient way.

Mr. CHUBB : Tt seemed to him a convenient
way, but if there was any objection to it he
would move it the other way.

The Howx. J. M. MACROSSAN asked, if
that was a new clause to follow clause 86, how
would it appear in the schedule of the Bill?

The PREMIER : By recommitting the Bill.
The Hon. J. M. MACROSSAN : That was

rather a roundabout way of doing business.

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would ask the
Chairman how he proposed to put that amend-
ment ?

The PREMIER : A new clause has been
moved.

Mr. MOREHEAD : He supposed even the
Premier would allow him to read what had been
handed round to hon. members, and which, he
took it, was an official document. At any rate,
the paper had been served out to them as con-
taining amendments with which the Committee
had to deal, and in that it was proposed that a
certain new clause should follow clause 86 of the
Bill. It read as follows :—

“ Tlection petitions and trial thereof-—Sections 15 to

34, hoth inclusive, of the Legislative Assembly Act of
1867 are hereby repealed, and the following provisions
substituted in lieu thereof.”
And what followed that, was the new clause 87.
Surely there was something wrong somewhere !
He would like to have the Chairman’s ruling on
the matter.

The CHAIRMAN said he put the clause
exactly as it was moved by the hon. member for
Bowen the previous evening. He would read it
again as it was moved, that

“ Sections 15 to 34, both inclusive, of the Legislative
Assembly Act of 1867 ars hereby repealed.”

The ITox, Siz T. McILWRAITH said he
thought the hon. member for Bowen had made a
mistake, and that the Premier had cleverly taken
advantage of it.
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The PREMIER : I think he has adopted the

most convenient way.

. The Howr. Sir T. MCILWRAITH : No doubs
it was the most convenient way for the hon.
gentleman attaining his object” and shelving
the whole question, That, however, was not
the object of the Opposition. When they
were debating a matter of that sort they
ought to Dbe consistent. TIf hon. members
would look at clause 4 they would see that
that provision was made specially repealing
certain Acts and cortain portions of Acts;
and on referring to the schedule they would
find that it was there recounted what Acts
were thereby repealed. And in the face of
that the Premier said it was a most convenient
course to propose another clause to repeal some
other section. Possibly it was the most con-
venient way for him, but the hon. gentleman
admitted himself that if the Committee passed
that clanse it would necessitate a recommittal of
the Bill in order to put out the clause.

The PREMIER said the Government did not
care what way the amendment was moved. All
they wanted to do was to get on with the Bill.
The hon. member for Bowen had moved an
amendment which distinctly raised the question
that the Committee of Klections and Qualifica-
tions ought to be abolished. That was the
motion before the Committee. The hon. mem-
ber for Bowen thought that was the most con-
venient way of dealing with the matter, and he
(the Premier) entirely agreed with him. It
raised the distinct question that the Klections
and Qualifications Committee should be abolished
absolutely., He (the Premier) thought that was
the most convenient way to deal with the subject.
Of course it was very seldom that a Bill of that
magnitude went through comumittee without
there being some things discovered which would
necessitate a recommittal. He had found some
already,

Mr., CHUBB said there seemed to be some
misunderstanding on the Opposition side of the
Committee as to the proper place for those
sections to appear. He would, therefore, ask
permission to withdraw his motion, with a view
(l)fllrinovmg that new clause 87 stand part of the
D11,

The PREMIER, : Withdraw the whole lot.

Mr, MOREHEAD: I wish to goodness you
would withdraw, |

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Mr. CHUBB moved that the following new
clause follow clause 86 :—

Lvery petition complaining of an wndue return or
undue election of a member to serve in Parliament for
an clectorate shall be presented to the Supreme Cowrt
of Queensland, at Brisbane, by any one or more of the
following persons :—

Some person who voted or who had a right to vote
at the election to which the petition relates;

oy,
Some person claiming to have had a right to be
returned or elected at such election ; or,
Some person alleging himself to have been & candi-
date at such election.
And such petition is hereinafter referred to as an
election petition.

The PREMIER said the amendment that
the hon, gentleman wished now to propose
simplified the question, because the motion moved
last night raised the proposition that the present
committee was an undesirable tribunal and it was
left to the Governmentto devise a substitute for it,
Now, the hon. member did not confine himself
to that general proposition, but proposed that
they should go straight to the Supreme Court.
Whatever opinions hon. members might have
had as to the possibility of improving the Com-
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mittee of Xlections and Qualifications or substi-
tuting amixed commission, that was now entirely
removed from the discussion. 'The hon. gentle-
man wished to hand the whole matter over to
the Supreme Court, and perhaps it was just as
well that the discussion should take that form.
He gave last night the reasons why that was not
desirable, and he did not propose to add anything
to what he had said.

The How. J. M. MACROSSAN said the hon.
gentleman said that in withdrawing the motion
which the hon. member for DBowen had with-
drawn the Committee had deprived itself of the
opportunity of improving the Ilections and
Qualifications Committee, by substituting a
mixed commission of some kind. He (Hon, Mr.
Macrossan) did not think it was possible to
improve the IFlections Committee unless it
was by improving it off the statute. That was
the only improvement that he could suggest.
Now, the hon. gentleman stated last night
that the Klections and Qualifications Committee
had worked very well up to the beginning of
the present Parliament, and no complaints had
been made against it ; but the hon. gentleman’s
memory was not quite so defective as he would
desire hon. members to believe it to be, because
he must have heard him (Hon. Mr. Macrossan)
more than once or twice say that he had
actually told the Speaker that if he put his name
on that committee again he would refuse to act.
He had told the Speaker that, and the reply he
received was that he would use his position as
Speakerto punish him. He (Hon. Mr. Macrossan)
had told the Speaker that he could do so, and
that that would bring matters to a crisis. The
hon., the Premier must have heard him repeat
that several times. He must have heard several
other members object to the Elections and Quali-
fications Committee, and, unless he (Hon. Mr.
Macrossan) was very much mistaken, he had
heard the hon. gentleman himself object to the
constitution of the committee, and doubted its
ability to decide impartially.

The PREMIER : I do not think so.

The Hown. J. M. MACROSSAN: Perhaps
the hon. gentleman did not remember it, but he
had heard himand other members had heard him.
It was in Hansard.

The PREMIER : I should like to see it.

The Hox, J. M. MACROSSAN said the
hon. gentleman would see it by-and-by. The
hon. gentleman who sat alongside the Premier,
the Minister for Works, raised soine objection to
the impartiality of the Supreme Court judges,
He (Hon. Mr. Macrossan) had heard him speak
against the judges as he had heard his colleague
speak against the Committee of Hlections and
Qualifications. Now, his (Hon., Mr. Macrossan’s
experience of the Committee began ten years ago,
and it began in a way similar to that which used
to exist in the House of Commons, Inthemiddle
of the last century the members of the House of
Commons voted in a body as to whether an
election had been properly carried out or not,
and decided who should be the sitting member,
‘Well, his first experience of deciding the validity
of an election was in a case that occurred
in their time when the whole body of members
voted and placed a man in a seat for which he
had never been returned by the returning officer.
He dared say the hon. gentleman would remem-
ber that, so that they here had actually tried
the two methods that existed in the House
of Commons. The gentlemen composing the
House of Commons were quite as competent to
judge in matters of that kind as the mem-
bers of Parliament here were, and they
were less liable from their great numbers, and
their very superior education generally, to be
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influenced by the little petty political motives
that sometimes influenced members of Parlia-
ment here. They could not possibly escape
being biased, because their numbers were so
few and they lived and moved and had their
being in an atmosphere of politics. It could
not be otherwise among a body numbering only
fifty-five members, and it was as impossible
for an Elections and Qualifications Committee
not to be biased by the opinion of the side
of the House on which they sat as it
was for a member to live without breathing.
He did not blame one side more than the other;
he took no more objection to one side than the
other, because he found exactly the same thing
existed when those on the Government benches
were sitting on the Opposition side ; so that his
objection was not against the Government having
the balance of power, or because they had the
preponderance of numbers in the committee.
His objection was now, and always had been, to
the principle; and he believed the principle
was utterly wrong and that now was the time
to alter it. hey were now introducing a
comparatively new system of penal clauses into
the Bill, and after that, when they were increas-
ing the penalties which gentlemen who offered
themselves as candidates were liable to suffer,
they should establish a tribunal in which every
member and every individual in the country
should have full confidence. The hon. gentle-
man at the head of the Government said last
night that the judges of the land were more or
less biased in politics.

The PREMIER : Might be.

The How. J. M. MACROSSAN : Possibly
they might be, but whatever possibility there
was of a judge being biased there could be no
doubt of the other tribunal being biased. He
was sure the hon. gentleman himself had no
doubt about that in his own mind, because when
he changed hisside he would be equally prepared
to change the committee.

The PREMIER : I have always taken the
same view,

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN suid the hon.
gentleman had made the assertion last night,
more than once or twice, and made it most
emphatically, that he was not prepared to make
the change at present.

The PREMIER : I have said the same thing
on the other side of the House.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said he did
not remember that, but he did remember the
hon. gentleman saying that he had no confidence
in the Committee of Elections and Qualifications
deciding upon a certain matter.

o The PREMIER : I do not think you can find
1at,

The Hon. J.#DM. MACROSSAN said he
would find it. There were many things to be
found in Hunsard which the hon. gentleman had
forgotten, carefully as he corrected his speeches
—and he knew that he corrected them very care-
fully. Of course it was understood that he wished
to be handed down to posterity as a finished
orator, although they on that side had noambition
in that direction. The hon. gentleman took as
much care, or more, in correcting and finishing
his speeches day after day, at the table of the
House, than he did in speaking them.

The PREMIER : That is imagination.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : In spite of
that there were many things to be found in
* Hansard which the hon. gentleman would far
rather could not be found there.
The PREMIER : No.
The Hon. J. M. MACROSSAN said he
believe:)[(é 8t5mdf)37 and sincerely that the sooner they
—2 Y )
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did away with that Committee of Elections and
Qualifications the better. They werenow putting
it in the power of the Committee to deprive
any man of the right of either being elected or
offering himself for election for seven years,

The PREMIER : Reduce the time if it is too
long.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said he had

no desire to propose a reduction in the time.

Mr. MOREHEAD: Why not go in for
flogging ?
The PREMIER : Propose it.

Mr. MOREHEAD: If it applied to you, I
would.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : That would
be quite as unfair as the suggestion made by the
Premier the other night, when he talked of
having him executed.

The PREMIER : T said quite the opposite.
The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN: The hon.

gentleman was reported to have said he would
spare him for execution ; he had not corrected
that.

The PREMIER : I did not get the chance.

The Hox, J. M. MACROSSAN said they
were about to impose the penalties the House
of Commons sought to impose a couple of years
ago. But the House of Commons had previously
a good many years’ experience of the tribunal of
the judges for trying election petitions, and very
little objection was raised to the increased
penalties to prevent corrupt practices. He
felt confident from the debates he had read that
had the same penalties been proposed before the
system of trying such cases by the judges was
in force they would never have been adopted in
England, because they hadnoconfidence whatever
in the decisions of the committee. In 1868 the
Government in Great Britain introduced a Bill
establishing a commission of three barristers
specially to try election petitions and to do
nothing else.  The House objected to that on
account of the expense. It would have cost
£8,000 or £10,000 a year, and the gentlemen
composing the commission could have retired
on pensions after fifteen or sixteen years’ service.
Of course the work would not have occupied
on the average more than two or three months
in the year. The House objected to that, and the
Bill had to be withdrawn and another intro-
duced which referred election petitions to the
judges of the Supreme Court ; but of course the
number of judges was increased so as to prevent
their being overworked. That was nearly twenty
years ago ; and having all the experience of that
time to guide them, that Committee could not
do better than adopt the same principle, The
only member opposite who condemned the
amendment of the hon. member for Bowen
was the Premier himself ; and he was sur-
prised that a lawyer should have imagined suci
hard things as the hon. gentleman said and
imagined against the judges. He had far more
confidence in the impartiality of the Supreme
Court bench than the hon. gentleman seemed to
have ; at any rate, he was certain that they were
far more likely to act impartially than the
tribunal at present in existence. The Premier
sald it was probable that the judges would
not be physically able to go to the dif-
ferent districts to try election petitions, but
if they were not able to do that they were
not physically able to go on circuit, and substi-
tutes must be found to do the work.  As to the
expense, he believed the expense of trying dis-
puted elections would be less by the system pro-
posed than under the present system, because,
instead of bringing witnesses from the north,
west, or any other part of the country, the judge
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could go to the spot and try the case. Many away with than see trial before the ]‘llecti'(ms

hon. members who had not seen election petitions
tried might think the trials were conducted
without barristers, but such was not the case.
Each member had counsel, and they had to pay
those men just the same as under the system
proposed ; so that the expense, under the system
proposed by the hon. member for Bowen, would
be a mere bagatelle—not one Lit more than it was
at present, He thought the hon. member for
Bowen had made a mistake in demanding a
deposit of £500. The £100 demanded by the
present Act was quite sufficient, and if the trial of
an election petition cost more than that, the judge
should have the power to saddle the country
with the expense, unless there was a gross case
of illegality, when the member guilty should be
held responsible.  He hoped the Committee
would adopt the resolution of the hon. member
for Bowen, hecause he was certain the Bill would
he very much improved if they did so. He ad-
mitted there were improvements in it over the
present Acts, but he believed that the amend-
ment and the subsidiary amendments, of which
the hon. member had given notice, would make
the Bill very much better than it was so far as
the trial of disputed elections was concerned ;
but without the amendment before the Commiit-
tee the Bill would be inferior, because the tri-
bunal would be still the same and the penalties
imposed would be greater than any penalties
imposed anywhere else. He did not think that
in America they were so severe—he was not
aware of the nature of the penalties in France
and other Continental countries—and he thought
that England was the only place where the
penalties were so severe, and there they had a
tribunal in which every man in the country had
full confidence.

Mr. ISAMBERT said the question at issue
was what tribunal was the best to decide dis-
puted elections 7 The amendinents introduced
last night were so ably and eloquently advocated
by the hon. member for Bowen, that he
was nearly won over to that hon. gentle-
man’s method of thinking. but unfortunately
for his amendinent he used some arguments which
destroyed all chance of ever winning him over.
He mentioned that in the 15th or 16th century
disputed elections were tried by the judges of
the Supreme Court, but he had yet to learn that
the judges in the past, as well as in the present,
were s immaculate as the Opposition tried to
make the Committee believe, or that they were
superior in any respect to any Klections and
Qualifications Committee which that or any future
Parliament was capable of appointing.  The hon.
gentleman mentioned the 15th or 16th century—
the dark ages, the ages in which judges burned
witches, in their sense of justice and equity.
He had yet to learn that the judges of the pre-
sent day were any hotter. There was a motion
standing on the paper, inthe name of the hon.
member for Darling Downs, having a very simi
lar question at issue as that they were now con-
templating of the judges in the fifteenth century
when they burnt the witches, They dared not
burn any more witches, but they could reverse a
verdict that had been given by a judge and jury.
They could sit in banco and reverse it. He held
in his hand a pamphlet issued by a person named
Hansen, in whose favour, in a case brought
by him against the New South Wales Bank, a
unanimous verdict was given by a jury, and yet
the judges, in their supreme wisdom and with
the same amount of justice that they had in
those ancient times when they burnt witches,
had reversed the verdict and ruined the man.
The question was really a serious one, and he
only wished he could deal with the question and
castigate the amendment now before the Com-
mittee. Rather would he see Magna Charta done

and Qualifications Coinmittee —which was equiva-
lent to trial by jury—relegated to a judge of the
Supreme Court. In the petition of Ransome
versus Brydon, Jones, and Company, and Hansen
versus the Bank of New South Wales, there were
allegations which, if the judges were so immacu-
late, they would never allow to be made.

The CHAIRMAN : T must remind the hon.
moember that he is a little out of order in refer-
ring to aquestion

Mr., ISAMBIERT said it was a question who
could be more trusted, the judges of the Supreme
Court or the Ilections and Qualifications Com-
mittee of that House. He had a perfect right
to canvass the characters of the judges, and
would not be stopped.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member would
not let me state the point to which I take
exception. Tt is out of order to discuss any
question of which notice of motion has been
given; and notice of motion has been given
with reference to the case of Ransome versus
Brydon, Jones, and Company.

Mr. ISAMDBERT said he only instanced those
cases as an argument to draw attention to the
character of the judges, and having done o he
would give way to the ruling of the Chairman,
Kven the very latest judgment of the Supreme
Court had been called in question in the House,
no later than last night, by the hon. member
for Wide Day (Mr. Bailey). Their wisdom had
been called in  question alveady as far as
their application of the law was concerned. A
judge when he delivered a judgment ought to be
thorougbly cognisant of the effect of his judy-
ment,  The question involved far more serious
principles than hon. members might at first
glance imagine.  Should that House—the highest
tribunal in the land—a body which was almost
outside the Iaw, because it made the law—which,
through the Government, appointed the judges
should that House be subject to its servants?
Should the greater be subject to the less? The
thing was preposterous ; and, as he had said, he
would rather see Magna Charta abolished than
trial by jury, or, in other words, trial before the
Tlections and Qualifications Comunittee. e
considered that any hon. member who could
vote for the amendment either gave it in ignor-
ance of what he was doing or he committed
wilful treason to the Constitution under which
he lived.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon, A.
Rutledge) said he was rather sorry to hear the
Lon. member who had just sat down endeavour
to draw a parallel between the Supreme Court
judges of the present day—whether in that or any
other colony—and the corrupt judges to whom
reference was made last night by the hon. and
learned mewber for Bowen, in the extract which
he read from “May.” Tt was well known that
there were causes of complaint in those old times
as to the decisions which were given by judgzes.
They were removable at the will of the Crown,
and consequently had a strong inducement to
give decisions that were often contrary to truth
and justice. But causes of that kind could not
and did not operate now, from the fact that
jndges did not hold their offices during pleasure,
and that they now lived in a different state
of society. It might be safely said that there
was now no corruption on the bench. Mis-
takes had been made, and always would be
made so long as man remained the fallible being
ke was ; but to say that there could be anything
in these days likc a repetition of what used to
prevail in the times to which the hon, member
referred last night was to say what was contrary
to the experience and the knowledge of every
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member of the Committee. He did not think
there was any attempt made by the DPremier
last night to disparage in any way the judges as
a tribunal for deciding questions such as those
proposed by the Bill now before the Committee
to be referred to the Elections and Qualifications
Committee. The hon. gentleman only referredto
possibilities, and not to things that were matters
of actual fact or experience. The ¥lections and
Qualifications Committee was o tribunal for
deciding questions of fact. Did they not know
very well that according to the law of the land,
in matters affecting the liberty of the subject
and affecting a man’s life, the question of fact
was decided by a jury of his fellow-countrymen ?
And he made bold to say that if the Committee
of Elections and Qualifieations only thought
their decision—which was equivalent to the
verdiet of a jury—was such as to impose severe
penalties upon the members petitioned against,
they would pause a very long while indeed before
theyallowed any party bias to come between them
and the recording of a just decision upon the facts.
They all knew that juries went into the box
impressed with the conviction that very grave
consequences depended upon their decision ; and
though it was possible that a Committee of Elec-
tions and Qualifications might not give the same
profound consideration to questions of fact when
the consequences were comparatively slight, was
it to be supposed that seven men could be found
in the House who, from mere party feeling,
would consign a man to the infamy of being
considered unworthy of a seat in the House?

Mr. NORTON : It is four to three,
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: When the

nuestion was simply whether a man should sit or
not, it was of comparatively small moment ; it
might not affect his character, or his position in
the eyes of his fellow-men; but when it came
to finding him guilty of bribery and corruption,
stamping him with such a brand that he was not
worthy to take part in the councils of his country
for a period of years, no seven men in the House
would give such a decision as that against an
innocent man. 'Where was the horror about pro-
posing that a committee of the House should
determine questions of fact,when there was no
horror expressed at the idea of a jury of men
chosen at random deciding whether a man accused
of some crime should live or die, or be imprisoned
for aperiod of years ? He thought the argument
of the hon. member for Rosewood was erroneows
when he said that because on questions of law
the judges had sometimes to reverse the finding
of juries in cases where perhaps they had been
wrongly directed, or to reverse the judgments
entered on such findings, therefore the deci-
sions of judges were not to be relied upon.
The hon. member was quite wrong in sup-
posing that in the cases he referred o the judges
sat as a tribunal to settle questions of fact, or
to reverse the findings of juries on the same
facts.  Judges did not sit to review the findings
of juries on certain facts, though reference had
sometimes to be made to the judge’s notes taken
at the trial to assist them in coming to a con-
clusion. If the jury were to say that the evidence
showed that a certain man had sustained certain
damage, and there were not a word in the
evidence to support a finding of that kind, it
would be a gross wmiscarriage of justice for the
judges to allow the jury to say that such damage
had been sustained. The feeling with all men
who were charged with an offence was to allow
themselves to be dealt with by a jury, and in
matters exclusively of fact he thought the Elec-
tions and Qualifications Committee was the tri-
bunal especially fitted for deciding them. The
hon. member for Townsville had ridiculed the
idea of the system proposed in the amendments
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proving costly. It would be very costly to the
country in the first place fo transport the
judges and all the machinery of the courts—the
associates and officers of the court—from the
metropolis to some distant part of the country ;
then the cost of proceedings — witnesses
taken from one part of the country to
another and maintained during the whole
of the trial — would be very great indeed.
It was a very bad thing to make justice so
costly that men preferred to submit to injustice
rather than attempt to obtain redress; and if a
man were told at the very outset that he must
find security to the amount of £500, and then
run the risk of having to pay all the costs if he
failed to prove his case, it would cleter a great
many men from attempting to obtain their rights
in these matters. As a matter of fact courts of
law did not require security to be given for
costs before actions were tried. Even if a
man bringing an action were a pauper, and there
were every reason to think that he would fail,
yet so anxious were the courts that every man
should have the opportunity of getting justice,
that the pauper would not be required to find
security for the costs before commencing the
action. However, the proposition of the hon.
member for Bowen was, that before a man
could commence an action to recover a seat
to which he believed himself to be entitled
—even though he were a poor man who
had probably had as wmuch as he could do
to pay the expenses of his election — he
must find security for £500. That was quite
apart from what the Premier had pointed out—
that the judges would be hound by the strictest
rules of evidence, which of itself would operate
to prevent substantial justice being done; not
becanse the judges would do any injustice,
but because much of the evidence which the
comnittee would take would not be strictly
admissible in  a court of law. He would
say again that the sense of fairness possessed
by every man in the House would cause the com-
mittec, when they knew that their finding carried
such serious consequences, to act as men and
not as contemptible creatures. If the allegations
that had been falsely made against the members
of the TElections and Qualifications Committee
could be substantiated, the Assembly against
which such an accusation could be fairly levelled
would be a company of degraded individuals
without character or principle, whom no respect-
able man outside would associate with. 1Ile
was sure that was not the character they would
in their serious moments attribute to any member
of the House. He hoped they had more respect
for each other, even though they might be biassed
politically in regard to many matters, than to
brand a man in the way he had indicated or
subject him to the consequences to which he
would be subject if the committee were to make
a finding adverse to him. Holding as he did
that the fears expressed by some were imaginary
and without foundation, and that the statements
of those opposed to the Bill were not warranted
by experience, he thought they could not do
better than pass the Bill, or at all events reject
the amendments of the hon. member for Bowen.
Mr. MOREHEAD said that at last—oh!
at last—they had heard the Attorney-General.
He could hardly believe the hon. member was
sincere in saying that that was one of his
serious moments. If it were so, then, unless
the hon. member was a jocular man, which
he had not the reputation of being, he (Mr.
Morehead) was sorry for him. If the speech he
made just now was a serious one, it was one of
the most absurd that ever was made in that Com-
mittee by any gentleman. His law was wrong ;
even he (Mr. Morehead), a neophyte in the law,
could tell him that his law was wrong. He saw
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the Premier was watching him-—therefore he
should be very careful. The hon. gentleman
told them at the commencement of his speech—
of which he (Mr. Morehead) made some notes,
which he hoped would be interesting to him
and also to the public—that an appeal had been
made to centuries back, to the 14th or 15th or
16th century—that the hon. member for Bowen
had to go so many years back.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAT: T heg the
hon. gentleman’s pardon. I condemned the
speech of the hon. member for Rosewood, in
instituting a comparison between the cases
referred to by the hon. member for Bowen last
night and the cases of the Supreme Court judges
of the present day.

Mr. MOREHEAD said that was exactly
what the hon. gentleman did say. The hon.
gentleman himself said that in those days
the church and the law were combined, and
they seemed to be combined in the present day.
The hon. gentleman must remember that Chan-
cellors of England were very often churchmen,
He thought the hon. gentleman would admit that
the comparison that hehad drawn was, at anyrate,
one which might fit himself ; he would not say it
did not. If there was anything in the compari-
son, the hon. gentleman must admit that it could
only come back upon himself. Hehad also told the
Comimittee that it was better that the cases of dis-
puted elections should be relegated to a committee
appointed by the House than relegated to a judge.
That was the real point they were discussing.
He held that the hon. Attorney-General was
wrong again there, when he talked about an
appeal to a jury of their fellow-countrymen,
and about that privilege being the ome palla-
dium and so forth—he did not use that word ;
but he would if he had thought of it. They
had to remember that when a case was rele-
gated to a jury of the House, there was no
power of challenge, but when a case was
tried before a court there was that power.
When a case was relegated to a judge it
was relegated to one who was clearly out
of the arena of politics, and he was sure that
every justice would be done. He was equally
certain that if the matter were relegated to a
committee of the House a possible injustice
might be done, because, as had been pointed
out over and over again, the committee was
the committee of the majority, and no
matter how much those men might wish
to do justice, they were biased. He had been
a member of an Hlections and Qualifications
Committee — Chairman -—for a year or more,
and he knew perfectly well that, although he
had mno difficult cases to deal with, if he
analysed his feeling at that time it would be
one of leaning towards his party, and that
was the feeling held by hon. members in that
Committee. If hon. gentlemen would vote as
they ought, they would get out of a very
disagreeable position by imposing it upon a
tribunal that certainly would be clear of all bias
and leaning. He wondered why the Govern-
ment did not willingly adopt the amendments
moved by the hon. member for Bowen. Certainly,
he agreed that the £500 was too much security
to ask; but that might be easily altered.
He held that net only were they perpetuating,
if they passed that Bill, a thing that was a blot
upon their legislation, but they were doing even
more. The opinion of the Committee was very
much divided as to the propriety or impropriety
of their present mode of dealing with election
petitions. It was perfectly competent for the
Government to take up a position and say,
“We will allow things to remain as they
are in this Bill, but if the House choose
to make a fresh departure, and relegate the
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duty of deciding disputed elections to the
judges of the Supreme Cowrt we are willing
to yield or to accept the decision of the House.”
It was not really a party question: it was a
question for the House to decide, irrespective of
politics altogether. Rut the Government had
gone a good deal further. If they had only let
matters stay as they were it would have been
bad enough ; but they had goune further, and had
given the Klections and Qualifications Committee
a punitive power that did not exist in any
House in the colonies, or in any Knglish-speaking
community, and the Premier knew it as well as
he did.

The PREMIER : I know otherwise.

Mr. MOREHEAD said they had put in a
punishing clause that did not exist in any other
Act in the colonies. While they on that side of
the globe were boasting about their Liberalism
and the power they gave to electors and to
every individual in the colony, what had

- happened on the other side, in what might

be called in some respects the Conserva-
tive portion of the Anglo-Saxon race—Great
Britain ? Kven in that great representative
body—the House of Commons—which was the
greatest representative body probably in the
world—they found that even there, with b4
members, the power of adjudicating in cases of
disputed elections had to be taken away, and
relegated to the courts of law. The Government
here, on the other hand, declined to give that
power to the judges. They not only said that
the Legislative Assembly should have the power
of deciding whether a man was properly or
improperly elected ; but they went further, and
sald, ‘“ We not only shall decide as to whether a
man is properly elected or not; but we shall
decide also as to what punishment shall follow
upon a man who happens to fall under the
displeasure of the prejudiced tribunal.” The
phrase was old, but he would repeat it— Show
me,” it was said, ‘‘the Iilections Comimnittee,
and I will tell you the verdict.”

The PREMIER :
too,

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman’s
knowledge of juries was greater than his, and he
had not the least doubt that, with the advantage
of the challenge, the hon. gentleman had been
able to secure a jury in many of his cases
to secure his success. He had no doubt
it was more on aceount of his jury than
of any exertions on his own part that he had got
many a client through. 1t was the knowledge of
men possessed by a clever counsellor, such as
the hon. gentleman was, that enabled him to
secure such a jury as would ensure the acquittal
of his client or get a verdict in his favour.  So it
was now with a cleverly devised Committee of
Klections and Qualifications, the result was just
as assured as the clever picking out of the jury
by the Premier secured the verdict for him as
counsel for thedefendant. He couldnot see forthe
life of him why the Government could object
to the amendments. They had cominended
themselves to the English Parliament, who had
¢iven up the Elections and Qualifications Com-
mittee seventeen years ago. It had been aban-
doned in other Iinglish-speaking communities,
and why should they object to its abandonment ?
Surely, if they wanted justice, why could they
not go to the Supreme Court? No member of
the Committee, he thought, would object to
the constitution of the present Supreme Court,
or would doubt, that had they to deal with
a matter of that kind they would give even-
handed justice. e was aware there was a
single member of the Government who thought
the judges had a down upon him; but that
only showed the evil conscience of that hon.

I have heard that of juries,
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gentleman. He was perfectly certain there
was not one judge upon the Supremé Court
bench of the colony —and they could con-
gratulate themselves upon its being so — who,
when he put on the ermine, did not put off politics.
He maintained it was a very much superior
and more just way of dealing with a disputed
election to vefer it to a judge of the Supreme
Court, than to refer it to a biased and politically
appointed commnittee, Hardly a year passed in
which they did not have to complain of the
decisions of the Hlections and Qualifications
Committee; and he was certain that every
member of the Committee would wish to be
relieved of the responsibility and inconvenience
of sitting upon that committee. Now, when
they had an opportunity of putting the
power into the hands of a tribunal that would be
perfectly unbiassed, he wondered that any hon.
member should opposeit. He hoped the Premier
would see his way to accept the amendments.
He did not for the life of him see what the hon.
gentleman was fighting for. He could not see
what benefit was to be derived by the House or
the country by the Premier refusing to accept
the amendments. He could not see why it
should prevent the passing of the Bill which
had many good points in it. What they
wanted was to let thé people of the colony see
that when an election was disputed it would be
settled by a tribunal from which they could have
1o doubt as to their getting substantial justice.
Those were the only reasons which actuated the
hon. member for Bowen in bringing in the
amendinents, and they were certainly the only
reasons which actuated himself and the members
sitting on his side of the Committee in wishing
and desiring that they should become law. If
they did not have cases of disputed elections
dealt with in the way indicated their being
dealt with by the Committee of Hlections and
Qualifications would always be an open wound—
a running sore—and the people of the eolomy
could have no faith in the purity of elections
being maintained.

The PREMIER said he had given last week
the reasons which had led the Government to
consider that it was neither practicable nor
expedient, at the present time, todevolve the trial
of election petitions upon the judges of the
Supreme Court. He had given the reasons
which had led the Government to come
to that conclusion, and he should only be
repeating did he give them again now. There
were two things referred to by the hon. member
who had last spoken to which he would refer.
The hon. member said it was quite right and
within the province of any member of the Com-
mittee to propose amendments in a Bill of that
sort, which wasin no sense a party measure.
That was true, but if the amendment involved
an entirely new subject or an entirely new
branch of a subject, of itself requiring very
careful consideration and very careful elabora-
tion too, before it could be adopted, the
Government had a right to say that they
were not prepared to accept a scheme at the
present time entirely crude and unsuitable, and
which, even if the majority of the Committee
thought it desirable, they had not the necessary
time during the present session to put into effect.
That was a perfectly proper position for the
Government to take up, and one which, indeed,
they were bound to take up. The other matter
he wished to refer to was this : The hon. gentle-
man appeared to be under a delusion with respect
to the powers of the present Elections and Quali-
fications Comwmittee. He seemed to think that
they could not impose penalties for corrupt
practices; but they had such power, and the
hon. gentleman appeared to be under a mis-
apprehension in that respect. At the present
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time, if the Elections and Qualifications Com-
mittee found a man guilty of bribery—one kind
being holding a meeting in a public-house—they
had the power to disqualify him from sitting
in the Assembly during the whole of the time
that might intervene between the time the
report was made and the next general election.
He might further state that the commission of the
offence by an agent was equivalent to an offence
by the candidate himself. That was the existing
law, and the change proposed in the Bill now
before the Committee simply extended the
period. It was entirely a matter of detail, but
the principle was in no way altered.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said that the
hon. gentleman had just told them that the
present Act contained clauses which gave the
Elections and Qualifications Committee power
to deprive a man, guilty of bribery by holding a
meeting in a public-house, of being elected during
that Parliament. It was a most extraordinary
thing that he had himself been a member of a
Commiittee of Eleetions and Qualifications who
had tried that very point. The very point they
had to try was whether the meeting was held in a
public-house or not with the knowledge of the
candidate, if not of his agent, and it was proved
as plainly as Mr, Fraser sat in that chair that
the meeting was held in the public-house and
that the candidate knew it, Well, that gentle-
man took his seat in that House. Instead of
being subjected to the penalty of not being
allowed to sit during the whole of that Parlia-
ment he actually took his seat in that House.

The PREMIER : What view did you take of
it?

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said he was
not going to tell the hon. gentleman what view
he took of it.

The PREMIER: I do not think it was a
meeting in a public-house within the meaning of
the Act.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said he was
perfectly certain that it was a meeting in a public-
house. The gentleman’s committee was there,
he was there himself, and his agent was there,
and there was some brandy and ale there, too,
and yet the Klections and Qualifications Com-
mittee permitted that man to take his seat in
the House, and that showed how much depen-
dence could be placed upon them in a matter of
that kind. But the committee had no such
power as was proposed in the Bill. Under the
Bill, if a candidate was found guilty of a corrupt
practice he was rendered incapable of ever
being elected or sitting for that electorate
during the whole period of his natural life.
During the whole period of his natural life he
could never be elected for that electorate again ;
that was in the Bill before the Committee. In
addition to that, he was also held to be subject
to the same incapacities as if at the date of the
report he had been convicted of an illegal
practice. Now, what was an illegal practice?
It was a misdemeanour, and the candidate
guilty of that was liable to be imprisoned, with
or without hard labour, for a term not
exceeding one year. He would also be held
subject to the same incapacities as if he
had been convicted of a corrupt practice. Then,
again, if by his agent he was guilty of an illegal
practice, he was liable to similar consequences,
and the Committee would bear in mind that
there was no way of determining what was an
agent by the Bill. The Premier had professed
to take that measure from the English Statute,
but he had not done so; he had taken what
suited himself, left out what did not suit him,
and altered what he did take to suit himself.

The PREMIER : To suit the colony.
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The Hon. J. M. MACROSSAN : He did not
believe it was to suit the colony. Under the
English Act a candidate nominated his own
agents, and he was held responsible for their
actions, and for their actions only ; but under
the Bill before the Committee any man might
claim to be the agent of a candidate, and by so
doing could involve the candidate in the pains
and penalties imposed by the Bill.

The PREMIER : No.
The Hon. J. M. MACROSSAN : Yes; there

was nothing said about what constituted an agent.
The PREMIER : That is all provided for,
The Hown. J. M. MACROSSAN : An agent
might do a cerrupt or illegal thing and then the
candidate was held liable,
The PREMIER: It is expressly provided to
the contrary in the Bill,

Mr. MOREHEAD : An agent is not provided
for.

The PREMIER : Yes; in section 106,

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : Section 106
did not define or determine what was an agent,.
It simply gave the Committee of Tilections and
Qualifications the power to exonerate a candi-
date, in certain cases, from responsibility for the
corrupt and illegal actions by his agents, if they
chose to do so; but if they did not choose to
do so the candidate was liable. He (Hon, Mr.
Macrossan) contended that when the hon.
gentleman wished to make an alteration in the
Klections Act, such as was proposed in that
measure, and took the HEnglish Act—of 1883,
he believed—as the groundwork of the Bill he
was framing, he should also have taken the
tribunal which that statute was intended to be
operated by and included it in that Bill, in the
way the hon. member for Bowen desired to do by
his amendment. The hon. gentleman stated the
previous night that it was a difficult matter to
deal with those amendments—that they required
very careful consideration, and therefore they
should not adopt them atall. That was what he
meant—in fact, what he said. That the amend-
ments required consideration and elabora-
tion, he (Hon. Mr. Macrossan) admitted ;
but, as the hon. member for Mulgrave had
told them, the Premier could do it all in
one night. They knew the hon. gentleman’s
capacity for draiting clauses and amendments
in Bills, and they knew that he could do all that
was required—all that was necessary—in connec-
tion with the matter in one night if he chose. If
the hon. gentleman would only say that he would
accept the principle that would be quite enough,
but he did not even go as far as that. He would
not admit that he even thought of the principle
at all ; therefore the excuse that the amendments
required elaboration was simply an excuse. He
believed himself that if the hon. gentleman did
not think fit to establish a better tribunal than
the one which existed now, the best thing he
could do would be to withdraw the Bill.

Mr. MACFARLANE said he did not rise for
the purpose of prolonging the discussion on
those amendments, as he did not believe in them.
He simply wanted to state a fact to the Com-
mittee which took place while he was a member
of an Klections and Qualifications Committee.
The hon. member for Balonne was chairman of
that committee, and the report they sent in
to the House unseated the present Minister for
Works by a majority of 5 to 2. He mentioned
that fact to show that 5 to 2 could not be
a biased report, as one must have gone from one
side of the House to the other to make that
majority, If it had been a biased report, the
voting would have been 4 to 8 and not 5 to
2. He thought that showed that the Flections
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and Qualifications Committee was, after all,
perhaps the best tribunal that the Committee
could find to decide as to the merits of disputed
elections. He had never been in favour of
substituting the Supreme Court, as he believed
that was about the worst tribunal they could
choose. It was not any better than the one they
had. Perhaps, instead of appointing four mem-
bers from one side of the House and three from
the other on the Klections and Qualifications
Committee, it might be better to appoint three
from each side and elect an independent chair-
man, orit might be arranged that the members of
the committee should be elected by ballot.

Mr. ARCHER : They would certainly all be
of one opinion in that case.

Mr. MACFARLANE : He did not think
they could improve upon the present arrange-
ment, and to his mind the illustration he had
given was quite sufficient to show that the
Tlections and Qualifications Committee was not
always biased.

Mr. BROOKES said that a good deal of speak-
ing that evening had been apart from thequestion.
The question was, whether they should change
their present system and have disputed elec-
tions decided by themselves or by the Supreme

Court. That was the proposal before the Com-
mittee. Now, he might w#ay that when the

hon. member for Bowen was speaking last
night he carried him (Mr, Brookes) with him
to a considerable extent, and he would do
the hon, member the credit of saying that he
put his case very well. This was not a party
question.  He did not regard it as a party ques-
tion. It applied to both sides, so that they
really ought to be able to discuss it impar-
tially. He would admit that when the hon.
membher for Bowen went so very far back
he began to think his case was not very
good. His (Mr., Brookes’s) veading of his-
tory, as far as regarded the liberties of the
people, was not in favour of entrusting them to
any judge. There had been no greater tam-
perers with the liberties of the people than the
judges; he thought that was a verdict which
must be given by any one who read history. He
would go so far as to say that there was no
present improvement which was enjoyed in con-
nection with the liberties of the people which had
not been bitterly opposed by the judges ; and he
might remind the hon. member for Bowen
of that greatest of obstructionists, Lord Kldon.
At all events, the Impression on his (Mr.
Brookes’s) mind was, that having got the present
system, they should be, at all events, very
cautious how they changed it in favour of
handing over any privileges they had to any
Supreme’ Court whatever ; and he said this—
and the last speaker, the senior member for
Ipswich, bore him out in what he was
going to say—that he was not aware that
any charge had ever been made against the
FElections and Qualifications Committee. He
knew that the Committee had turned him out
once or twice so that he had had a little personal
experience, but really, although he might feel
sore for a day or two, he could never call into
question the equity of the decisions. But if they
turned the question over to the Supreme Court
what did they get? Something had been said
about law, Now, he had a great esteem for law.
Someone had said that law was the embodiment
and essence of common sense. He believed it
wag, but still he did not think it was the essence
of common sense as represented by the Supreme
Court, and he would tell hon. members why.
It might seem a hazardous statement, but this
was why he said so. The Supreme Court wasg
guided by law and it might well be that the case of
a disputed election, on being referred to a judge,
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might be decided on law as against cominon
sense and equity. Now, he knew that that
would draw some remarks from the member for
Bowen or other legal gentlemen in the House,
but he could not help saying that although
he had suffered from the action of the
Hlections Committee, yet there was a cer-
tain  security in that committee, and it
was right that cases of disputed elections
should not be bound up by any hard-and-fast
rules such as prevailed in the Supreme Court.
It had been well pointed out by the Attorney-
General that the duties of the Ilections and
Qualifications Committee were simply to deter-
mine facts, and he (Mr. Brookes) was not pre-
pared to give up his faith in the honesty and
gentlemanliness of the Ilections and Qualifica-
tions Committee as composed of members of that
House. It would be an exceedingly dangerous
thing if they were to change their present mode
of dealing with those matters and hand it over
to a judge. There was another great danger to
which he would advert, as certainly comprised
in the amendments proposed by the hon, member
for Bowen. The amendments would shut out
the poor man from the House. A candidate
who had strained his resources and got in might
be petitioned against frivolously by a rich man,
and what would be the position of that candidate?
He would rather retive than yun into debt or em-
barrass himself by testing the question in a court
of law. The balance of argument was in favour,
he thought, of the rich man. Now, he must
confess that he was afraid of rich men, as a rule,
He thought that they were not remarkable for
their love of equity and justice. If they could
get what they wanted through the brute power of
their momey they tried to do so, and the object
of the legislation of Parliament should be to
offer every inducement to all classes of the
community, apart from their opinions, to become
members of Parliament. There was still another
matter. [t very often happened that a person who
was really elected by the common sense of the
electors wasliable to have his seat challenged on
technical grounds. Now, this was an argument
that applied all round, and prevented the
question from being one of a party character. The
present Elections and Qualifications Committes
did not care about technicaliti They looked
into all the surrounding circumstances, and he
considered such a committee was perfectly justi-
fied in deciding that a member should retain his
seab if it appeared to them, looking at the sur-
rounding circumstances, that he represented in a
sound political sense the constituents whom he
professed to represent. Dut that man might be
twrned out in the Supreme Court bLecause of
some flaw. There might be some little infor-
mality—and really, although he called it a little
informality, it might be one of such a nature
that a judge would not be abletooverlookit. e
could not blind his eyes to it, and yet it might
not be an informality of such a nature as to
warrant the losing of the seat by the member.
Those were all matters which they, as business
men, could understand ; and he thought hon.
members did not wish that the Elections Com-
mittee should proceed by any such cast-iron
rules as must be followed in the Supreme
Court,  Consequently he had no difficulty in
giving his vote aganingt the amendment. He
saw no necessity for the change. He was not
awszre that any charge had been made against
the FHlections and Qualifications Conunittee,
though it had been said that such a charge had
been made ; and they should be very slow to
change what had worked very well for the last
twenty-five years. He maintained that all the
decisions of Llection Committees for the last
twenty-five years were borne out by common
sense, and did not show that party animus it
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had been said they did show. Because he
believed the change was uncalled for and would
be dangernus, and seeing that it implied passing
a valuable portion of their privileges into the
hands of persons in whom they might or might
not have full confidence, he thought they had
better let things remain as they were.

Mr. HAMILTON said the hon. member for
North Brisbane gave as a reason for the reten-
tion of the present system that it had worked well
for the last twenty-five years ; but the records
of the House showed that such was not the
case, because when the present party were last
in power a member brought forward a resolution
proposing to abolish the Ilections Committee,
which was carried by a majority of three. The
Attorney-General gave as an argument in support
of allowing committees to decide disputed elec-
tions that it was perfectly right to do so when
they took a random jury from the street to
try o man for his life ; but he (Mr. Hamilton)
would far sooner be tried for his vital existence
by a randowm jury from the street than for
his political existence by an Xlections and
Qualifications Committee. In being tried by
that committee he would not have the right
accorded to a criminal, who was allowed to
challenge any of the jury supposed to be in-
terested. The Premier stated in support of the
fairness of the decisions of the Elections Com-
mittee that during the present Parliament the
fairmess of only one had been challenged ; but
seeing that only three petitions had been tried
that meant that one-third of the decisions given
were unfair.  That, however, was not correct,
because many members believed that twe-thirds
of the decisions were unfair ; and, moreover, more
cases would have come before the committee had
the persons interested believed they would have
received unbiased decisions. Some years ago a
member lost his seat because he sat on a com-
mission and accepted pay; but it was con-
sidered useless to bring the case of the hon.
member for Bulimba, which was a similar one,
before the Klections Committee on account of the
composition of that committee. The Premier
asserted that the attack on the Elections Com-
mittee was an attack on hon, members, and was
equivalent to saying that they themselves were
corrupt; but no such imputations had Dbeen
made. e did not believe they decided any
case corruptly. He, himself, might have been
equally biaged if placed in the same position ;
hut it was impossible, biased as they all were, to
decide fairly. Taking the committee as they sat
now,if a petition was brought against the Premier,
and the Opposition were In a majority, he was
certain that the hon, gentleman would not have
a ghost of a show ; and, on the other hand, if a
petition were brought against the seat of the
leader of the Opposition whilst the present
Government were in power, he would be
unseated. Each member of the committee
would think he was acting according to his con-
science, and the opponents of each member
would imagine that the accusation was clearly
proved. Did they not see the same thing every
day in divisions? Each member conscientiously
believed that what members on his own side said
was correct, while hon. members on the other
side believed it wasnot. Frequently, his first im-
pulse had been tobelieve that members ontheother
side could not be speaking according to their con-
sciences ; then he remembered that if he wished
his convictions to be respected, he must respect
the convictions of others, One argument used by
the Premier in favour of theretention of the pre-
sent system wasthat the one proposed to be substi-
tuted would cost more—in other words, that
injustice was better than justice if they had to
pay more for it. That might be a rogue’s
maxim, but it was not the maxim of an hones
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man. Nor was it true that it would cost more.
The same procedure was followed before the
committee as would be followed before the
judges, and one had to pay more for counsel
before the committes on account of the frequent
adjournments for which one had to pay. Fre-
quently there was no sitting for want of
a quorum; frequently there was an intermis-
sion of several days between the sittings,
which seldom lasted more than two or three
hours ; whereas a judge would sit day after day,
and the case would be concluded much more
quickly. The only difference was that at pre-
sent the committes had the discretion of paying
witnesses’ expenses from the coffers of the State ;
but a judge could easily beinvested with that dis-
cretion also, for one whose life had been spent in
analysing evidence could surely be invested with
the power now held by the committee. And if
he were invested with that power, how could the
cost of a trial before a judge exceed that before a
committee ? He thought he had shown that it
would actually be less instead of more. Then
the Premier stated last night that frequently the
Elections Committee were very lenient, and that
he did not remember a case in which they had
awarded the unsuccessful party to pay costs, but
that no judge would ever have awarded costs to
the other party. i

The PREMIER : Do not misquote me,

Mr. HAMILTON : But no judge would ever
have let him off.

The PREMIER : Don’t leave out any more
“nots.”

Mr. HAMILTON : T am reading exactly
your words.

The PREMIER : No ; those words are not in
Hansard,

Mr. HAMILTON said he would quote the
words from Hansard, and the hon. gentleman
would find that his memory was a blank, as had
often been proved before, Here were the exact
words as they appeared in Hansard .—

“ For instance, they were extremecly lenient—he did
not remember a ease in which they had awarded the
unsuccessful party to pay costs; but no judge would
ever have let off the unsuccessful party in that way.”

The PREMIER : Hear, hear! That is the
very opposite to what you said.

Mr, HAMILTON said they were the very words
he used. He had proved, in spite of the denial of
the Premier, that what he had stated was correct,
It was not the first time by dozens that hon.
members on that side had proved that statements
made by the hon. gentleman were utterly incor-
rect. It was not the first time he had been
challenged with inaccuracy, and he had always
refused to take up the challenge. The hon.
member for Mackay challenged him in that way
on one occasion, and the hon. gentleman refused
totake it up, The quotation he had just made
was actually an argument against the committee
having the discretionary power of awarding costs
to witnesses, because he considered that the costs
should be paid by the losing party. Under the
present system the winning party was saddled
with the costs. He would take his own case as
a case in point. His election was petitioned
against on the ground that in two places more
votes were recorded in his favour than there

. were persons residing in the district, and that if
those votes were taken away from his majority
the petitioner would be seated. The result of
the inquiry showed that if not only those were
taken off, but that if every case of personation
had been in his favour, and had also been taken
off him and given to the opposing candidate, he
would still be in a majority ; and consequently
the committee unanimously decided that it
was mnot mnecessary for him to eall any
evidence in defence, But even although he
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won- the case he had to pay his own costs.
No judge would have allowed that to be done,
It was also stated by the Premier, that if the
last Cook election had been tried by oral evidence
it would have cost from £2,000 to £3,000. That
was another statement with not one scintilla
of truth in it. Mr. Cooper and himself were the
two members petitioned against, Mr. Cooper did
not defend the case and he (Mr. Hamilton) did
not bring one single witness. All he had with
him were two or three affidavits which he did
not produce, because they were simply for the
purpose of proving that bribery and corruption
had heen carried on on the other side. One
affidavit, for instance, showed that at Port
Douglas the committee booth of his opponents did
not contain one single paper ; it merely contained
Darrels of ale and bottles of whisky, to which
every man was treated who went to vote for them.
He showed those affidavits to some experienced
members of Parliament, and they told himn not
to present them. They said, *“ You are perfectly
safe; even if the statements of your opponents
are true, you cannot be ousted ; the committee
will be satisfied to let Campbell in; but if you
produce those affidavits, the whole election will
probably be burst up on account of irregularities,
and you will have to go up for re-election.”
That advice might be wrong, but he thought it
was worth taking, and he did not produce them.
The reasons given against the appointment of a
Supreme Court judge were the strongest argu-
ment that could be urged against the retention
of the present tribunal. If it would be a great
calamity to have the cases tried before a judge
because he might be a political judge, how
niuch  greater a calamity was it to have
them tried before the Klections and Quali-
fications Committee, who were not only poli-
tical judges, but political judges having a
strong personal interest in the result of the
election! The Premier gave a suppositious case ;
he said an instance might occur where it would
be to the interest of & political judge to decide
in favour of a particular side. He would give a
case which was much more likely to occur. Say
that after a general election the two sides were
equally balanced, and there were four election
petitions to be decided. The result of the
inquiry, if all went the same way, would be to
give a majority of eight to one particular side.
Would not that be a strong temptation to the
majority of the committee to decide so that the
particular side to which they belonged should be
put into power? Instead of considering theo-
retical objections, let them face facts. The last
appointed judge was My, Justice Mein, who
was a strong snpporter of the present Govern-
ment; but he (Br. Hamilton) and every other
member of the House had sufficient trust
in his honour and ability to be perfectly
satisfied to allow him to try any election case in
which they were interested. The same remark
would apply to the Chief Justice and to Mr.
Justice Harding. Thereasons why the Elections
and Qualifications Comimittee should be abolished
were stronger than ever, now that its powers were
proposed to be so enormously increased. Persons
whose cases came before them were not to be
allowed the right to appeal. A political tribunal
under the Bill had the power to hunt any man
from political life if they chose. He should
therefore resist the passing of those clauses.
He hoped it would not be made a political
question, and that hon. members on both sides
would support the amendment moved by the hon,
member for Bowen.

Mr. ARCHER said the debate must now,
of course, to some extent repeat itself, and he
should probably have something to say that
might already have been listened to by the Com-
mittee, DBut the question was one of such vital
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importance that he did not wish to give a silent
vote upon it. Not during the whole session had
they discussed any inatter that more affected
the honour and dignity of the House. He
believed that if the amendments were rejected
a state of things would continue that reflected
discredit on the whole colony ; while, on thecon-
trary, if they were accepted in such a modified
form that they could be incorporated into the
Bill, they would in future have no question as to
the justice of any decision on an election petition,
but would have perfect confidence, not only in
the law of it, but in its equity. It had been said
that it would give the rich man an advantage
over the poor man, but he would like to know in
what matter of law the rich man had not an
advantage over the poor man? He knew that if
a rich man owed him a debt and expressed his
intention of defending it to the uttermost, he
would let the man stick to the money rather
than prosecute him. They could uot hope to
reconstruct human nature on a different basis :
they could only hope that by degrees they would
Dbecome slightly better, and that a time would
come when justice would be served out alike
to all men. He believed that in criminal cases
justice was equally meted out, but in civil cases
the power of the purse always had. and would
have for a long time to come, an enormous effect.
The hon. the Premier had objected to the amend-
ments as not being the legitimate consequences
of the Bill laid before the House. He (Mnr.
Archer) thought they were. The Bill was intro-
duced to make better provision for preventing cor-
rupt practices at elections, and of course the best
provision was to show people who used corrupt
practices that they were liable to heavy punish-
ment, and that they would be tried before a court
which would not be influenced by political feel-
ings, but would decide on the evidence. That was
the way to put a stop to corrupt practices.
During the time the Elections and Qualifications
Committee held power in England, did it do
anything to remove the scandal of corrupt elec-
tions? A few seats were changed, but, as had
been pointed out by an hon. member, a great
authority in the House of Commons said,
“Show me the committee and I will show you
the member.” Since the judges had to deal
with the matter, not only agents had been pun-
ished but also the principals; and in some
cases the principals had been sent to gaol.
Not only that, but whole towns that formerly
were represented in Parliament had been dis-
qualified. Those measures were likely to stop
impure elections at home, an effect that the
Elections and Qualifications Committee would
never have brought about, 1If the hon. the
Premier was really serious in his desire to stop
corruption at elections, and see that the proper
candidates were returned to the House, he
would take advantage of the experience of
Tngland in the matter. The judges had done
more during the few years they had had power to
decide matters, by punishing not only the authors
but the recipients of favours, than had been
done by all the Elections and Qualifications
Committees that ever sat in ¥Kngland. The
amendments fully came within the scope of the
3ill. The Premier, so far as he knew, had
done nothing in the Bill to prevent corrupt
practices. He had certainly increased the power
of the committee ; but if any hon, gentleman
would take the trouble to look up all the records
of petitions since the very commencement of the
Parliament he would find that, with one excep-
tion, the member that was the friend of the
majority was invariably returned. That was a
most extraordinary coincidence.

The PREMIER : It would be if the facts
were o,

Mr. ARCHER : The facts are so,
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The PREMIER : No; they are not.

Mr. ARCHER : Well, probably that point
would be enlarged upon by-and-by. If they
passed those amendments they would confer an
immense benefit on the committee itself. He
could not imagine a more disagreeable duty than
those gentleman had to perforim. See how a
judge would look on it. A man was recently
brought before Judge Paul on a charge of having
robbed the Union Club of a £10 cheque. Judge
Paul refused to try him becsuse he was a member
of the club. What comparison did the intevest
that Judge Paul had in the question whether the
fellow had stolen £10 from his club bear to the
interest a member of the House had in the ques-
tion whether his party should be strengthened
or weakened by a member being returned for one
side or the other? There was no comparison at
all. Then the man was brought before the
Chief Justice, who would not try him because
he, too, was a member of the Union Club.
He would not try the man because of the
infinitesimal interest he had in that £10
cheque. That showed how strong was the
sense of honour of the judges in those matters.
Tt would be very nice indeed if all members of
that committee had such a keen sense of honour
as to refuse to act in cases in which they were
interested-—far more interested than the judg»in
the paltry matter he had referred to. If the Bill
became law as it was, with all the penalties
attached to it, he should never present a petition
even though he was defeated by a man whom he
could prove to be corrupt in every way, unless
he was on the side of the majority, when
he would get justice, and when, even if
he were the malefactor, he would get more
than justice. After the experience they had had
in previous years, what chance would a poor
wretch have if he came out for the minority?
Any man of sense would scout the idea of going
to the trouble and expemnse of sending in a
petition, when he knew that he had not the
slightest chance of getting a seat in the House
unless his own side were in the majority. Of
course if his party were in the majority he
would only have to deposit his £100, and he would
walk in with flying colours. The fact of the Klec-
tions and Qualifications Committee not being
bound by any hard-and-fast rules was, perhaps, the
worst part of the whole thing. If they were
bound by hard-and-fast rules they would not have
the ““cheek” to give wrong decisions. Dut so
long as they had latitude they would say ‘‘ That
was our opinion ; we are not hound by any hard-
and-fast rules.” No rules could be too hard and
fast in a matter of justice ; it was a matter of
evidence, and to say the Hlections and Quali-
fications Committee were a better tribunal than
that of a judge in matters of that kind, be-
cause they were not bound by hard-and-
fast rules, was simply to say that they were
better, simply because they could give a judgment
in the way their opinions went, and not, perhaps,
as the evidence would otherwise induce them to
go. 'The fact was the rules ought to be as hard
and fast as possible, so that there could be no
loophole for anyone to do anything but mete
out justice according to the evidence given,
and not take into consideration whether they
thought it was the opinion of the electorate to
return either man, and give the henefit of
that opinion, and put a man in although he
was not duly elected. That was the very
fault of the committee. They did not want
things to be done in that loose way; they
wished everything to be done justly and in
order, and did not want the majority of the
committee to call in a sentimental reason for
returning a man who was not elected. Seeing
the results that had been arrived at by the
Blections and Qualification Committees, all the
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world over, hitherto, and seeing the admirable
effect that had ensued in England by taking the
power from them, he should do everything in
his power to have the principle introduced into
the Bill. Heshould do all he could when they
came to those penal clauses to take away from
that committee its power of punishing a man,
as it would depend, not upon his guilt or
innocence, but upon his opinions, whether he
was returned or not,

Mr. BLACK said he did not wish to detain
the Committee very long, as it was getting rather
late. It could not be said that he had occupied
the time of the Committee during the debate ; but
he thought that, as the action that he and the
hon. member for Rockhampton—ir. erguson—
who was absent, took in connection with the last
petition brought before the Blections and Quali-
fications Committee at the commencement of the
present Parliament had, to a very great extent,
led to the very strong feeling that had been shown
by members of the Committee as to the nccessity
of having the constitution of that tribunal
altered, he must be considered competent to
express what he thought on the matter. Hon.
members very well knew the extraordinary
decisions that were arrived at by that committee.
When he said extraordinary decisions, he meant
that not only the members of that Committee con-
sidered them extraordinary, but that the people
of the colony generally thought them of a most
extraordinary nature. And if ever it wag neces-
sary to show the very strong bias with which
they acted, they could not have a better example
than was afforded by that committee. He went
on that committee feeling anxious to do justice
to both parties, but he found that the committee
—composed as it was of four members of the
Government side of the House, and three on the
Opposition—were bound to bring in any decision
that suited them, according to the politics held
by the candidates whose cases they ‘were trying.
Of course, hon. gentlemen did not think that
party bias acted in such cases ; but what
had they seen in the House ? They had
seen over and over again cases where meimbers,
on the Government side especially, had actually
denounced the proposals made by the Govern-
ment, and yet, notwithstanding that they had
stated that they were opposed to the principle
involved, they had quietly turned round and
said, ‘‘ But we intend to vote with the Govern-
ment.” What was that except strong political
biag? And if they had seen that done by
members in the House merely to keep their
party together, or keep them in power, how
much more likely were they to do so in cases
which came before the Flections and Qualifi-
cations Committee, where it might perhaps
happen that the balance of power was very close,
and where that committee, by deciding in favour
of their party, might perhaps give that party a
very much longertermof officethanit would other-
wise possibly havehad? The junior member for
North Brisbane (Mr. Brookes) stated that those
committees decided the questions brought before
them on the real merits of the case, entirely apart
from all legal technicalities. He granted that they
did sometimes ; but then, again, if it suited them,
they took the very strictest legal technicalities
into consideration, and in no case was that more
clearly exemplified than in two of the elections
petitions which came before the last committee.
He referred to the Burnett and Aubigny peti-
tions. In one case the committee seated the
Government supporter—who was most certainly
not entitled to the seat in the opinion of the
constituency—by going strictly upon the legal
technicalities of the Act. In the other case
--the case of the Aubigny petition—they acted
upon the legal technicalities of the Act to unseat
the sitting member,
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were given upon such opposite prineiples that
the hon. member for Rockhampton and himself
decided not to be made tools of nor fools of by the
committee any longer, and the consequence was
they resigned. They considered that the decisions
come to by the committee in those cases were so |
unjust that they decided the Fouse must get
someone to take their places upon the com-
mittee. He should refer to the decision arrived
at also in the case of the third petition—the
Cook petition. He was at a loss to know
upon what grounds the mnew committee
appointed arrived at the decision they did in
that case. They unseated the Opposition
candidate and put in a Ministerial supporter.
Tf they looked through all the annals of decisions
come to by the various Elections and Qualifica-
tions Committees since they had had responsible
government, he did not think they would find
more glaring cases of their injustice than the
decisions arrived at in the three cases he had
mentioned. The DPremier had stated that
it was inexpedient to introduce that new
principle at the present time. If that were
the case it would be far better that they
should adhere to the Act they had at present
than to pass an Act which would give the
Flections and Qualifications Committee far more
power than they had before. The Bill gave
that committee the power of inflicting penal-
ties which, he maintained, they should never
possess.  If the Bill in its present shape
became law they would have the power to
discualify a man for seven years, besides inflict-
ing upon him most serious penalties. They
might make him responsible for the acts of any
man who might choose to call himself his agent.
If the old Act had not required any amendment,
what was the necessity of bringing in a new
one? He said the new Bill, in its present shape,
should not he placed on the Statute-book of the
colony. He did not know whether the Premier
intended to try and force the Bll through the
House, but he could tell him it would take a
very long time to pass it.

The PREMIER: I thought we would be
threatened with that.

Mr. BLACK said he did not know what the
hon. gentleman meant, Although he had got a
majority at his back they on the Opposition side
of the Committee were quite as anxious to see good
laws passed as the hon. gentleman himself, and it
was their duty, although they were a minority,
to see that a bad law introduced by the Premier,
should not be placed upon the Statute-hook.
He would like to know what they were there
for? No doubt the hon, gentleman would like
to see them walk ou$ and let him pass the Bill
clause by clause by himself. But they would not
be doing their duty if they allowed him to do that.
It could be no object of his to sit there night
after night—with the result probably of the last
two sessions—sitting on nearly up to Christ-
mas. It was no advantage to Northern
members to pursue such a course. It was
their duty, when it was found necessary to
amend the law relating to electiong, to see that
the amendment was going to bean improvement,
and they were justified in saying that an Act
should not pass that House which would be the
means of doing an injustice to men who might
in future be inclined to enter that House. He
would point to one clause in the Bill to show the
peculiar powers which weretobe giventothe Com-
mittee of Elections and Qualifications—a clause,
from what he knew of the bias whichactuated those
committees, which would inevitably lead to the
member whose case they favoured beingreturned.
It was clause 106, subsection (¢). It said that if
the Elections Committeee should be of opinion
that the offences mentioned in the report were
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of a trivial, unimportant, or limited character,
then they should decide that the election of the
candidate should not, by reason of the offences
mentioned in the veport, be void, nor should
the candidate be subject to any incapacity under
the Aet. If that clause were passed it would give
that commniitiee power to seat any man they liked,
He did not wish to detain the Committee longer.
He supposed they would come to a division upon
the clause before them. When they got through
that clause, clauses 87 to 114 would bring them
back to the original Bill.

The Hox. St T, McILWRAITH said he had
been trying for the last hour and a-half to have
an opportunity of addressing the Committee,
and he had failed. He had two or three
points to remark with reference to some of
the speeches that had been made. The hon,
member for Ipswich used an argument which
ought to be followed up. I e said that in one
case where he was a member of the comnmittee,
the voting for unseating a member had been five
to two, and he reasoned that if the committee
had voted in the usual way—by party—as had
been said — the voting would have been four
to three. Tt was a strange argument to
use, but at the same time it had led him to
examine the conclusions the different com-
mittees had come to. The hon. junior member
for North Brisbane used much the same argu-
ment. He said that during the last twenty-five
years the decisions of the Klections Committee
had given satisfaction, and were an epitome of
common sense. He (Sir. T. McIlwraith) could
not go back twenty-five years ago, but he
could go back fifteen years ago, and he asserted
this: That there had not been one there
was one case before the period of ten years ago
—but from 1870 there had not been one single
decision given by the committee that was not
given to unseat the member opposed to the
governing majority.

The PREMIER : Yes; there was. The
Attorney-General was the petitioner in one case
and the decision was against him.

The Hon. Sm T. McILWRAITH: He
would commence with one case and then go back
to the case referred to by the Premier. The
hon. gentleman interrupted his friend Mr.
Avrcher when he was making the same assertion,
and said there was not only that one case
but others, He (Sir T McIlwraith) said there
was none, and to prove it he would take the
cases one by one as they had occurred during
his experience of fifteen years in the House.
Hon. members would see, when they were
taken that way, what extraordinary decisions
the committee had come to. The first one he
would take was in 1871, when Mr. Hemmant
petitioned against the return of Mr. Pring.
Mr. Pring had accepted £1,000 from the Palmer
Governmment to visit certain goldfields and
report thereon, and Mr. Hemmant petitioned
against his election on the ground that, at
the time of his return, he held and enjoyed
a contract or agreement on account of the
Public Service of Queensland, and this was the
verdict of the committee :—

‘“That, in the opinion of the committee, the office of
Royal Comnissioner to inguire into the management of
the goldtields and to take evidence with a view to future
legislation, was not, according to the practice and pre-
cedents of the Ifousc of Commons, suich an offence as
would disqualify the holder from sitting in the House of
Assembly, aud that therefore the Hon. Rateliffe Pring was
duly elected.

“That the petition was not frivolouns. or vexatious.

“That the Committee mnake no awardas to costs.”

There in the face of what was to most people at
that time & clear case of a man having violated
the law, the dominant party seated the person
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who was petitioned against. That was case

No. 1. The next case was the—

« Petition of certain clectors of the electoral district
of Warwick aguinst the election and return of Charles
Clark on the #round that the roll used wus not a legal
roll, and that theelection was thevefore illegal and void.”
In that case again, the committee decided in
favour of the party then in power, who had
a majority on the Klections and Qualifications
Committee. Hehoped hon, members would not
run away with the idea that he was impugning
any particular conclusion come to by the
Elections and Qualifications Committee. What
he was proving was the fact that the dominant
party for the time being had unseated their
opponent when petitioned against, or seated the
member favourable to them in every case. He
did not impugn the justice of any particular
verdict ; all he wished to show was the remark-
able fact that the dominant party always
seated their own man or unseated their
opponent, as the case might be. That was
cage No. 2. He then came to 1874, when the
present member for South Brisbane, My, Henry
Jordan, then of Tygum, petitioned against the
election and return of Philip Henry Nind for the
electoral district of Logan. Mr. Jordan was a
Great Liberal at the time. Mr. Nind was then,
as always, a half-and-half sort of person, and was
opposed to the Grovernment of the day. Mr,
Nind was throwu out, his election being declaved
void. Another case oceurred in the same session
in which Mr. Jacob Low petitioned against the
return of Mr. Adam Walker for the Balonmne.
Mr, Low was at that time a friend of the
party in power; Mr. Walker was a very luke-
warm supporter, a man who as soon as his
purpose was served would go over to the other
side, and he was put out by the dominant party.
Then he came to 1875 to the—

¢ Petition of Adam Black, of Noyea, praying that he

may he declared to have been clected for the clecloral
distriet of Logan, the returning officer having failed to
endorse any return npon the writ.”
Parliament, however, was so extraordinarily
active at that time that it could not wait until
Mr. Black had gone through the ordeal of a trial
by the Klections and Qualifications Committee,
but took the extraordinary course of unseating
him without any writ having been returned at
all. Then came the next case in 1877, a—

“ Petition from Edward Maitland Xong against the

election and return of Ilenry Rogers Beor, and praying
that it might be declared invalid upon the ground of
bribery and corruption.”
There again the verdict was that the allegations
of the petitioner were not proved, and the com-
mittee made no award as to the costs. In that
case again the dominant party, in the face of
the most direct evidence that he had ever seen
produced before a committee, on a technical
point seated their own member. That case wasa
remarkable illustration of the operation of a
clause which he Premier praised the previous
day as one of the finest institutions connected
with the Elections and Qualifications Committee,
and which contained in itself a power that it was
safe to grant to the Elections and Qualifications
Committee, but which it was not safe to grant to
one judge. The clause was as follows :—

“The said conmnittee shall have power to inquire
into and determine upon all election petitions and
upon all questions which may L referred to them hy
the Assembly respecting the validity of any election
or return of any member to sarve in the Assembly,
whether the dispute relating to sueh election or return
arise out of an error in the return of the returning
officer or out of the allegation of bribhery or corruption
against any person concerned in any election, or out of
any other aliegation ealeulated to affect the validity of
such clection or return, and also upon all questions
concerning the qualitication or disqualification of any
person who shall have been returned as a member of
the Asscmbly.”
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In other words, the committee took sound
Jjustice and common sense as their guides, and
5wo1ded,. as much as they could, technicalities.
l‘.he point to be tried in the case he was now
discussing was whether Mr. Beor had held his
meetings in a public-house. According to the
Elections Act— )

“All and each ot the following acts shall be deemed
and taken to he acts of hribery and corruption on the
part of any candidate, whether commuitted by such
candidate or by any agent authorised to act for him.”
And among those acts was—

‘“The holding of any meeting by any candidate, his
ggent, or committee, in any house, inn, or hotel
licensed for the sale of termented or spivituous liquors.”
It was proved incontestably that there was not
the slightest question that Mr, Beor’s committee
had met about a dozen times in an hotel. 1%
was admitted, in fact, by Mr. Beor himself that
he had been there often, but the lawyers decided
that it was not a violation of the statute
if he held the committee meetings in a
public-house unless the candidate himself had
called' that committee meeting and the
committee-men were electors. Possibly the
section might bear that construction, but
he was sure that no man of common sense,
reading what he had read, could put any other
construction upon it than that the committee,
having a meeting in a public-house at which the
ordinary business of the election was transacted,
had violated the law and that it was an act of
bribery. But not only did the committee come to
the conclusion that there was no bribery, but a
very strong party-man—a very strong teetotaller,
who hated public-houses—Mr., Peter Mclean
—notwithstanding the power given him by the
Legislative Assembly Act to leave aside all legal
quibbles and act on the dictates of common sense
as a guide for his judgment, went entirely from
his temperance principles, and, sticking to his
party, actually voted — although Mr. Beor ad-
mitted being present at the committee meetings—
that it was not a violation of the Act. That case
brought him down to 1874. Then, in the session
of 1879, Mr. William Graham petitioned against
the return of Messrs. Kates and Miles, the then
members for the Darling Downs, and in that
case again the dominant party unseated the two
members,

Mr. MILES : And very rightly so, I think.

The Hox. Sik T. McILWRATITH said he
did not question the rightness of the verdict at all.
He was proving a certain fact—that the Elections
and Qualifications Committee had always given
a decision in favour of the dominant party.
They either unseated their opponent or put
in their own man in every case. 'Then in 1883-4
there was the petition of Richard Wingfield
Stuart against the retwrn of the Hon. Berkeley
Basil Moreton. In that case the decision was
that the sitting member was duly elected, and
that again was a case In which the dominant
party went for their own man. The next peti-
tion was from the electors of Aubigny against
the return of Patrick Perkins, and in that case
the committee unseated their opponent. The
next petition was from Thomas Campbell and
Charles TLumley Hill against the return of
Frederick Augustus Cooper and John Hamil-
ton, and the verdict was that Frederick
Augustus Cooper was not duly elected and that
Thomas Campbell was elected, In that case the
opponent of the Government was nnseated and
their supporter seated. Now he would come to
the exception, and it was the first case that
occurred while he was a member of the House.
In 1870 John Bramston petitioned against the
return of Mr. Handy on the ground that he was
at the time of his election an ecclesiastic
according to the Church of Rome; and he might
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say that never was a petition presented on such
mean and frivolous grounds. Everyone inside
the House and out of it considered that that was
a case in which no Klections and Qualifications
Committee, or any other committee, could pos-
sibly come to any but one conclusion, according
to the rights of justice and common sense. The
thing fell through before ever it went to the com-
mittee. The idea of questioning a man’s right to
sit, because at some time or other he had been
a priest, while at the same time there were
persons sitting in the House who had ministered
in churches throughout the colony, was taxing
the common sense of the Flections Committee
a little too much. He had now established the
fact that throughout the whole of the expe-
rience he had had in the House the dominant
party had always seated their own member
or unseated their opponent, That had been the
result invariably, with the exception of Mr.
Bramston’s petition, and when they found such
a curious coincidence, as thehon. member for
Blackall called it, they could come to no nther
conclusion than that there was something
radically wrong with the Elections and Qualifica-
tions Committee, The hon. gentleman knew
that well. He (Sir T. McIlwraith)did not bring
a charge against any particular party of
any particular verdict of any committee, but
he pointed to the remarkable fact that the
dominant party always went straight for their
own man. Now, when the Premier told them
that the present system had always given
satisfaction, did he really believe that it
had given satisfaction? How could they tell
whether it had or not except by noticing
the ebullitions of wrath that had been wit-
nessed from time to time against the committee,
Tn 1872, when the Elections Bill was introduced
by Mr. Ramsay, it was obstructed by the Oppo-
sition of the time—it was obstructed by Mr.
Hemmant, who opposed the passage of the Bill ;
and among thereasons given was that no provision
had been made for doing away with the Com-
mittee for Elections and Qualifications and sub-
stituting the tribunal of a judge. That was
a remarkable fact—that the party in power
at the present time obstructed the passage of
the Bill of 1872 for that reason. Now
members actually agreed that the system should
be abolished, and that view was taken up by a
number of the members belonging to the
dominant party of the time. A great number of
them consistently supported the system of appeal
to the judge, but they resented the action of the
Opposition at that time, and insisted thab
the principle should not be inserted in that
particular Bill. That was something like the
action taken by the Premier now. The hon.
gentleman said that this subject had no right
to be foisted into the present Bill. There was
some sort of justifieation for the action of the
CGovernment in 1872, because they, in bringing
in the new Tlections Bill did not propose to give
additional power to the Committee of Klections
and Qualifications, and therefore they might
well say, “This is a big subject—let well alone
for the present—we will not give the committee
any additional powers.” But now the casc
was very different. The Government bronght
in an Elections Bill, which proposed as
one of its fundamental principles largely to
increase the powers of the Committee of
Tlections and Qualifications, and therefore
they could not well say that this was not the
proper time for questioning the advisability of
coutinuing that tribunal any longer. Now, that
was one period in which the advisability
of continuing the system was questioned.
He was showing now, in opposition to the
Premier, that Parliament had not rested satistied
with the Elections Committee ; that they had
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resented it from time to time and endeavoured
to get a better systemn, In 1875 a distinguished
member of the House brought the matter to an
issue, after the result of the seating of M.
Beor for Bowen. He tested the feelings of
the House very well, and the result was that
a prefty large majority of the House agreed
that the Flections and Qualifications Com-
mittee should be abolished, and that they
should revert to the system of appeal to the
judge in the case of a disputed election. That
was carried by a large majority in the House,
and it was carried by a majority which consisted
to some extent of members of the other side of
the House. The Premier, he would say, voted
against i, but at the same time he spoke just as
coolly in favour of the system of Ilections and
Qualifications as he did now. He (Sir T.
MecIlwraith) believed that at the present time
the hon. gentleman had spoken very coolly,
and advisedly coolly, because he saw the
time was not far distant when the com-
mittee, as at present constituted, must go.
He read that speech to-day to see how the hon.
gentleman had changed his opinions; and the
hon. gentleman must have been reading it lately
himself, because there was scarcely an idea in
the one that was not contained in the other,
though there was a little difference in the
phraseology. He said then that the time would
come when it would be advisable to make a
change, but it was not advisable at the present
time. Did he believe that the Premier believed
in the Elections and Qualifications Committes ?
He had his word for it that he believed in
nothing of the sort. The hon. gentleman ques-
tioned the fairness on principle of such a com-
mittee when in opposition, and why should noé
he have a right to question its impartiality when
sitting in opposition? When the case of Miles
v. Mecllwraith came on the usual way in such
cases was to refer them to an Elections and
Qualifications Committee ; but they remembered
the lofty scorn with which the hon. member
asked how they were to expect justice from such
a committee, saying that the thing was absurd.
He went to the law court—it was not a matter
of expense then, for he knew where the money
would come from. He could quite understand the
hon. gentleman questioning the impartiality of
the Blections Comittee. The Premier had no
logical position in replying to him by saying that
was o bad committee because it was appointed
by a wajority of whom he was the head. Tt
showed that a majority could appoint a Lad com-
mittee, and the hon, member might use that
argument if he liked ; but he had his testimony
that a bad committee could be appointed by a
majority, and that that bad committes was
mnworthy to try a casc where justice was
expected. Ie did not believe in the words of
the hon. member, but in his actions. He had
questioned the impartiality of the committee,
and let his hon. friend in for £6,000 or £7,000.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not so
much as that,

The Hox, S T. MCILWRAITH said he
should like to know how mnch it was.

The MINISTER FUOR WORKS: You are
not likely to know.

The Howx, Sk T. McILWRAITH said le
would know some day, because the hon. member
could not keep a secret like that locked in hig
bosom for all the gold in California. The
Premier said his answer to the amendment
was, shortly, that it was neither practicable nor
expedient ; but the whole of the arguments were
addressed to prove that possibly judges might be
a partial tribunal ; and then he went further
with an argument, on which he might be an
authority, to show that it would be expensive,
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With regard to the expediency the Premier and
he held different opinions. The Premier con-
sidered it expedient to get the Bill through with-
vut any alteration, but he (Sir T, Mcllwraith),
and those who acted with him, considered it ex-
pedient to pass it if it would be an improvement
on the law of the land ; if not, they considered
it neither right nor expedient., There was not
the slightest question as to the amendment being
practicable, because, if the hon, gentleman
advised some of his followers to vote for the
amendment, he would see that they would be
able, even without his valuable assistance, to lick
the Bill into shape, and substitute one tribunal
for the other. There was nothing more calculated
to bring on obstruction—though he denied
that they had reached that point yet—than the
course taken by the Premier, who, when the
members on his own side sat silent, and one or
two speeches were made by members of the
Opposition, mumbled across the Chamber,
“This is obstruction I Nothing was more likely
than petulance on the part of the Premier to
have that effect on members on his own side,
let alone members on the Opposition side. They
had been reasoning the subject thoroughly,
and the debate had been thoroughly to the
point as far as it had gone. There had not been
the slightest idea. of obstruction on his side of
the House, but he had intimated clesly that if
the Government were determined to keep silent
and doggedly stick to the present system, while
giving an increase of power to the Klections and
Qualifications Committee, putting in all those
bribery clauses, then the Opposition would take
the best means they could to prevent the Bill
becoming law. Very likely the Premier
would have to complain of obstruction yet,
but he hoped better counsels would prevail and
the hon. gentleman would see that they were
trying to help him through with the good parts
of his Bill, but that they could not allow
their judgment to be overhorne by getting a
little good together with a great deal of harm.
Now was the time to reform the elections tri-
bunal, and by electing not to take the present
time they would damage their cause consider-
ably. Once pass an Hlections Bill and it would
be hopeless to expect another Klections Bill until
another (Government came into power. They
had the opportunity now, and he did not see why
they should not avail themselves of it. He was
sorry, in looking back at the history of the ques-
tion, that it had been impeded in its progress
towards a right conclusion by party feeling.
The question had always been an aggravating
one; it had alwaysbeen brought on in the Houxe
when some injustice had Theen assumed
by one party as having been committed
by the Klections and Qualifications Comwmittee.
It was always fresh in the minds of hon.
members, in debating the matter, that passions
were aroused by the actions of that committee.
At the present time the other side thought the
Opposition were actuated to a great extent by
the action taken by the present committec in
seating some and unseating others. Possibly it
wight have that effect ; but he claimed for him-
self and for the gontlemen who were assisting
him in trying to make that reform that they had
heen consistent all through against the com
mittee and trying to get a judge substituted;
and he thought he might with justice ask
the assistance of members on the other side
who believed with him that the reform should be
effected. He could not believe that a party,
acting as a party, who in 1870 called for that
reforin, would act as one united body and say
they did not want the reform Dbecause their
leader said it was not the proper time to make
the change. He was acting consistently and for
the good of the country, and he had a right to
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claim the assistance of men who, in a similar
position, called upon the Government to act
justly and make the reform called for at the
present time.

The PREMIER said he had no complaint
to make against the hon. gentleman for thinking
the judges would be a better tribunal than the
Committee, or for his putting forward that
view, but he did complain of any hon. member or
members taking up the position that if they
could not get the particular improvement
in the law they wanted they would have no
improvements in the law at all. That was an
illogical, unreasonable, and unfair position to
assuine.

The Hox. Siz T. McILWRAITH : That is
not our position.

The PREMIER said one hon, member oppo-
site said that if the amendment were negatived
forty other new clauses would be proposed before
the Committee got on with the Bill. That,
he thought, was an unreasonable position.
What was proposed to be done with the later
clauses of the Bill had nothing whatever to do
with that. Tt was true that the clauses as pro-
posed would, if carried in that form, extend
the power of the Flections Committee, but
if it was not considered desirable to extend
that power, do not extend it. What they had
to consider now was, were they going to abolish
the committee and takea judge instead. While
the hon. member thought he was proving some
thing else from an argument derived from the
doctrine of chances, he was really proving what
he (the Premicr) said last night.  Hon. members
on the other side were victims of hasty general-
isation. The hon. centleman spoke of the
decisions of the committee being given in favour
of the dominant party. That argument, to be of
any value, should have shown  that decisions
about which there was any question had always
heen in favour of the dominant party.

The Hox. Sk T. McILWRAITH: They
were always in favour of the dominant party
without that.

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman was
quite wrong in his facts, as he would show, If
those decisions were right, it did not prove that
the tribunal was incompetent. Of all the cases
to which the hon. gentleman referred there were
only four as to the decisions on which any doubt
had ever been expressed,

The Hox. Stz T. McILWRAITH : T did not
question one of them.

The PREMIER : Then the argument proved
nutﬁxing if the decisions were all admittedly
right.

The Hox, S T. McILWRAITH : T do not
say they were admittedly all right.

The PREMIER said he would tell hon.
members something about those decisions given
by the Elections and Qualifications Committee,
There were ten cases altogether that had come
within his knowledge. The first was a petition
from Mr. Bramston against the return of Mr,
Handy. Mr. Bramston was the Attorney-
General, and the committee, composed of a
majority of his own side of the llouse, reported
against him.

The Hon. Siz T. McILWRAITH : That was
the exception I pointed out.

The PREMIER said it was an exception from
an imaginary rule. The next case was that of
Mr. Hemmant against Mr, Pring. Mr. Pring
was a member of the Opposition—a strong sup-
porter of the leader of the Opposition—and took
an active part in proceedings which were
considered to amount to obstruction, while
Mr. Hemmant was an entirely independent
man, who wished to get info the House
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instead of Mr, Pring. The committee, following
strict constitutional rules, found that Mr. Pring’s
seat was not vacated. That proved nothing one
way or the other, excepting that it was not a
decision in favour of the dominant party. The
next case was that against Mr. Clark, who was
a supporter—though not a particularly warm
supporter—of the then Government.

Mr. MOREHEAD : Yes;he was a very
strong supporter of the Government,

The PREMIER : That was the time that
Mr. Clark had a row in the House which led to
Mr. Pring’s retirement.

Mr. MOREHEAD: That
wards, and you know it.

The PREMTIER said hon. members should
not speak like that. The petition was presented
in 1871-2, and it was at the conclusion of that
session that Mr. Pring resigned in consequence
of a quarrel with Mr. Clark in the House.

Mr. MOREHEAD : That had no more to do
with the petition than you have to do with the
Bible.

The Hon. Siz T, McILWRAITH: It was
in the previous year that Mr. Pring’s case was
tried, and he was then sitting on the Govern-
ment side.

The PREMIER : He was leader of the Oppo-
sition during the session of 1871, or at least
during a part of the time.

The Hox. Stz T. McILWRAITH : I was
in the House at the time, and was present when
he went over,

The PREMIER said the next case was the
petition of Mr. Jordan against Mr. Nind. DMr.
Nind was a supporter of the then Government,
and the decision of the conunittee was given
against him,

The How. Sz T. McILWRAITH : My,
Jordan was also a supporter of the then Govern-
ment.

The PREMIER said the next case occurred
in the same session—Mr. Low against M.
Walker, The hon. member led the House to infer
that the committee had unseated BMr. Walker.
They did not. Mr. Walker admitted on the oor
of the House that he was a Government contrac-
tor, and his seat was declared vacant. The only
question remaining was whether Mr. Low was
entitled to the seat or not, and it was admitted
that he was properly seated. In that case both
the member whose seat was challenged and the
petitioner were supporters of the then Govern-
ment. Then he came to the case of Mr. Long
and Mr. Beor. The question to be decided in
that case was as to the meaning of the 6th
section of the 69th clause of the Elections Act, as
to whether a meeting in a public-house meant an
election nieeting or a committee meeting ; and
the committee, in accordance with his judgment,
rightly held that it mcant a meeting of the
electors, He thought that was a proper conclu-
sion and so did Mr. Beor, who was afterwards
Attorney-General in the hon. gentleman’s Gov-
ernment, The next petition was that from Mr,
Giraham, against the rveturn of AMr. Miles and
Mr. Kates. They were members of the Opposi-
tion, and it was decided against them, but no
one disputed the correctness of the decision.
Where, then, was the series of cases where injus-
tice had been done, and party decisions given?
No such inference could be drawn from the actual
facts of the cases. Those were the cases within
his own knowledge, and they proved absolutely
nothing against the Committee of Elections and
Qualifications except that on two or three occa-
sions they had not given general satisfaction to
cverybody. Then take the case last session,
when the two members for Cook were petitioned

was long after-
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against, and only one was unseated. Anyone
reading the ovidence could not fail to see that
the committee might fairly have decided that
neither of the sitting members was duly elected.
That was his opinion, though the committee came
to a different conclusion. That was another
instance where the committee did not unseat a
member who was opposed to the then Govern-
ment. There were really no cases from which any
inference could be drawn., No attempts had been
made to answer the arguments which he had
used the previous night. The only argnuments
he had heard were as to the general superiority
of judges over the Klections Commitiee. That
was not the question. The question was whether
the substitution of the one system for the other
was at the present time practicable in the first
place, and if practicable, whether it was expe-
dient ; or the points might be put in the opposite
order if they liked. The question was not what
system they would adopt if they were framing a
constitution for Utopia, but whether here and at
the present time it was desirable to make the
change.

Mr. JORDAN said he wished to say a few
words with reference to his own case, otherwise
he thought an incorrect impression would be left
by the remarks of the leader of the Opposition.
In his own case he did not consider the decisions
were in his favour, nor that it was what the
evidence would have warranted. At the election
there was a majority of one in favour of his oppo-
nent, and the circumstances of the election were
very peculiar, He did not know that the case
against his opponent or those who conducted the
the election was so Dbad until he saw the evi-
dence given before the committee, but then
he considered an  injustice was done him,
lecause he was not given the seat. He did not
ask for the seat, but he was told by members of
the committee that he should have done so, and

. the evidence certainly justified him in expecting
that the seat would be given to him. One
man voted without his voter’s right, and
there were many cases of irregularity proved.
That was why he said the decision was
against him. It was against him to the
extent that he had to go to the expense and
trouble of a mnew election, whercas he should
have had the seat. He was on the committee
when the decision was given in favour of Mr.
Pring. Mur. Pring was then the leader of the
Opposition—leader of the Liberal party.

The Hox, Siz T. McILWRAITH : Never,

Mi. JORDAN said that at that time he took
an active part in the debates, and he knew
all the circumstances. He knew when Mz,
Pring came over from the Conservative side.
Soon  after that, Mr., Macalister was made
Speaker and Mr, Pring was asked to take
the leadership of the Opposition. It was
after that that the circumstance arose.  Mr.
Pring held a commission in connection with
the goldficlds, and veceived £1,000; and on
that ground My, Hemmant petitioned against
his return, The committee was satistied with
Mzr, Pring’s statement of the case, and held that
his seat was not rendered void. It was a fact
that Mr. Pring was a member on the Liberal
side as well as Mr. Hemmant, Mr., Hemmant
always felt sore on the subject afterwards,
and had spoken to him (Mr. Jordan) about
it. Mr. Hemmant thought the decision was
very unfair to him, and he always afterwards
held a decided opinion that they ought to
have another tribunal; hence his opposition
to that tribunal ever afterwards. He (Mr,
dJordan) had listened attentively to the de-
bate; he had listened to the opening speech of

the hon. member for Bowen, and followed his
arguments carefully ; and to the able speech of
the leader of the Opposition ; but there had been
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no speech made comparable to that made by the
hon. member for North Brisbane, which was
most logical and convineing. It bhad not
altered his opinion for a moment; he had
never cherished for an instant the idea that
seven gentlemen appointed to exercise such
important functions could be capable of corrup-
tion ; and he did not believe there was a single
case in which they had given a decision contrary
to the evidence. e believed that questions of
fact should be determined by a jury according to
to equity and good conscience, and not according
to the technicalitios of law, On those grounds
he would prefer the present state of things to
referring the matter to a judge.

Mr. MORFEHEAD said he wished to put the
Premier right on a matter of history. The hon,
member stated that the case of Mr. Hemmant
against Mr. Pring was connected with a quarrcl
which took place between Mr. Clark and Mr.
Pring.

The PREMIER : No; I said they occmrred in
the same session.

Mr. MOREHEAD : That was in 1871

The PREMIER : Yes; both in the session of
1871,

Mr. MOREHEAD said he was in the House
when the quarrel took place. Mr. Clark was
sitting where the hon. member for Stanley wius
sitting now. He (Mr. Morchead) did not conse
into the House till 1873.

The PREMIER : You were here before me;
T was here in 1872.

Mr. MOREHIEAD : Yes; it wasin 1872. The
petition was made in 1871, before he (M.
Morchead) was a member of the House ; and the
quarrel took place long after, so that the hon.
wentleman was perfectly wrong in his facts. His
own memory was pretty good, and besides the
case was so remarkable he was not likely to forget
it. Mr. Pring was sitting very much where he
was now, and Mr. Clark where the hon. member,
Mr, White, was sitting. The hon. gentleman
must admit he was wrong in his facts in that
case,

The PREMTER said he had the record of the
proceedings before him. It was on the 10th
of January, 1872, and that was the session of
1871-2, the same session in which the petition
was presented against the retwrn of Mr. Clark
—aunless the records of the FHouse were wrong.

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would point out
that neither the hon. member nor himself were
members of the House when that petition was
dealt with ; and certainly the other episode took
place long after. Therefore the ill-fecling the
hon, gentleman assumed as being the reason for
the petition could have had nothing to do with it

The PREMIER said he could not understand
the hon. member. The quarrel took place onthe
10th of Januvary, 1872,

Mr, MOREHEAD : And the petitionwas n
871,

The PREMIER : The petition against the
return of the member for Warwick was referred
to the Ilections and Qualifications Committee
in December, 1871. T said the two things
oceurred in the same session, The disturbance
tool place six weeks afterwards—in 1872.

Mr. MORKEHIEAD : Therefore the ill-feeling
arising from it could not have existed before the
petition was presanted.

Mr. CHUBB said the discussion was digressing.
Tt appeared to himn that the weight of argument
during the debate had been on his side. Twice
in the course of the debate, and once before, the
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government
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had accused hon. members of being victims of
what he termed a hasty generalisation. He might
fairly retort on the hon. member, and perhaps
with greater reason, that his objection to judges
as a tribunal was the result of a hasty
generalisation, based upon the experience he
had obtained in the Supreme Court. They
knew very well what happened in the case
that was referred to by the leader of the Opposi-
tion. The hon. Premier would not accept the
tribunal that was offered to him here, and
also, not Jater than last year, the hon. gentleman
directed the prosecution of a newspaper for
rcflections it made upon the Committee of Hlec-
tions and Qualifications. In the latter case the
jury decided that the paper wasnot guilty. There
again was an appeal to another tribunal and the
verdict was against the views advocated by the
hon, gentleman. He might, upon those facts, as
fairly retort that the hon. gentleman’s objections
to a judge of the Supreme Court as a tribunal,
was the result of a hasty generalisation. Thehon.
member for South Brisbane touched the keynote
when he said he believed in trial by jury, but
one of the greatest privileges a criminal had was
that he might challenge his jurors, on account
of partiality. A petitioner, or any person peti-
tioned agamnst in the House, had no right to
challenge his jurors, who were selected, either
- by his political friends or his political foes. If
the committee were chosen by his political foes, he
was deprived of his right to challenge, and must
accept the tribunal as it had been appointed,
therefore the benefit of trial by jury was com-
pletely lost to him. No one on his side had
accused the committee of corruption. All
they had said was that their judgments
were manifestly partial and prejudiced by
the political views they held. They were in-
evitably biased, and could not possibly give a
decision which would give satisfaction. The
hon. gentleman said that whenever there was
party feeling there was warm language about
the decision of the cominittee. If what the
leader of the Opposition had said were correct,
the hon, the Premier had used warm language
about that committee. Hither those remarks
had force, or they had not. If the decisions of
the conmunittee had always been correct, there
would have been no reason for ohjecting to them.
But it appeared that members on both sides of
the House had, fromn time to time, objected
to the decisions of the committee, and the question
was whether the tribunal suggested by him wus
a better one than the one they had had hitherto.
A judge was not so likely to be biased as the
Tilections and Qualitications Committee, and he
said further that the professional esprit de corps
he possessed would induce him to give as correct
2 judgment as was possible under the circum-
stances, The Committee of Elections and Quali-
fications would not care two straws about the
criticism of their decisions : hut a judge was not
above criticism, and he would not like to see his
decision challenged. The Premier and he did
not agree upon the wisdom of that clause in
the Legislative Assembly Act, which gave
the Committee power to decide according to
equity and good conscience, and not according
to legal forms and technicalities. That was a
great power to place in the hands of persons
who did not understand what it meant.
The Burnett election was a case in which the
committee had not decided upon equity and
good conscience, but upon a strictly technical
objection which was adduced before them-—that
was, that although it was well known that those
votes were intentionally and honestly given for
the petitioning candidate, yet because there was a
technical objection to them they were disallowed
and the present Minister for Education got the
seat, That case reminded himn of a story told of
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an old French advocate, who was asked by a
young one how he gencrally conducted hix cases.
The question was put to him, ‘‘Supposing the
law of the case is against you, what do you do?”
The reply was, ““I stick to the facts.” * Well,
supposing the faets are against you, and you
have the law? “Then 1 stick to the law.”
“ But supposing both the facts and the Iaw are
against you?’ “‘In that case—tant pis pour les
faits — you must make your facts sult your
arguments.” That was what the Xlections
and Qualifications Committee appeared to have
done. They judged one case according to
equity and good conscience, and another
according to the technicalities of the case, as
it suited. One word with regard to the Cook
election, which the Premier stated was a
remarkable illustration of the impartiality of
the committee. It was generally rumoured out-
side that if the committee had acted as they
wished they would have unseated both the
candidates ; but if they had, what would have
been the result? There would have been another
election for the two seats.
The PREMIER : No; there would not.

Mr. CHUBB said there ought to have been,
otherwise the injustice would have been more
glaring than it was. It was generally rumoured
outside—in fact, it was made the subject of Press
comments, and afterwards the subject of a crimi-
nal prosecution—that the committee would have
adopted that course if they had not been doubt-
ful about the result of another election, and,
therefore they thought it safer to have one man in
than run the risk of losing him on a subsequent
election. Of course he did not say or insinuate
that that rumour was true. There was nothing
whatever in the point made with regard to the
Cook election, whether it was a fair decision or
otherwise, and the objections urged by the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government last
night, and by most of the hon. gentlemen who had
spoken on his side, were urged in the House of
Commons on the second reading of a Bill intro-
duced by Mr. Disraeliin 1868. Now,the Premier
used exactly the same language as was used by
one speaker in the Commons when he said that
it would be very improper that a case should be
sent to a newly appointed judge ‘ hot from the
political arena.” Those words fell from the lips
of Sir George Bowyer, who spoke in opposition
to the Bill in 1868.

The PREMIER : I never read his speech.

Mr. CHUBB said he was not saying the hon.
the Premier was guilty of plagiarism—it was a
coincidence. Kveryone of the objections urged
by him, and also by the junior member for
South Brisbane, were wrged in the House of
Commons, and although they received due con-
sideration they were not held to be sufficient to
justify that House in reverting to the old system.
He did not believe that it even went to a division.
At any rate it was carried without very much
opposition, und it had proved a very great
success ever since in its administration, as any
hon. member would see who chose to look over
the trials that had taken place since 1868. The
objections urged by the hon. member for Ipswich
wanted argument. IHe gave no reason for them.
His objections were like that of the little girl to
Dr. Fell :—

‘I do not like thee, Dr. Iell;

The rcason why I eannot tell;

But this one thing I know full well—

I do not like thee, Dr. Fell.”
That was exactly the way the hon. member
treated the question. He stated that he was not
in favor of the change and therefore was not
going to support it. The hon. Premier said the
scheme he had introduced wascrude.  He denied
that., He said he had introduced a perfect
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scheme. He did not claim originality for it, he-
cause he had copied it entirely from the Tinglish
Act, which was made part of the Act of 1883,
and contained all those bribery and corruption
clauses 3 and if any hon. gentleman took the
trouble to look at the Act he had referred to and
compared it with the penal clauses introduced
into that Bill he would see that where the Pre-
mier had introduced the words © Committee of
Elections and Qualifications,” in the Xnglish Act
there wasthe word “judge.” Those sections were
introduced to give the tribunal a more specific
definition of the offences. He knew the Premier
must have given considerable attention to the
Bill and the preparstion of it. There was no
reason why, when the hon. gentleman went to
the ¥nglish Act to take out those parts, he
should not have taken out the tribunal as well
as he (Mr. Chubb) had done. All that he had
done was to zupply what the hon. gentleman
had left out. Xe had altered it in one or two
instances to make it apply to the colony, but he
had made no change in the scheme. Therefore
he said the scheme which he introduced was not
crude, and he would be glad if the hon. gentle-
man could point ont where it wus crude,  Sowe
objection was taken to the amount of security
he had put in—£360.  In the Fnglish Act it was
£1,000, but he was not wedded to the amount
of £500—it was only an abstract sum put in to
test the opinionof the Committes ; and he wonld
be quite willing to have it reduced to £100, the
amount required from the petitioner under the
existing system. It wasso with other portions—
the time within which the petition was to be pre-
sented, and 5o on ; but those details were only put
in to test the sense of the Committee. An objec-
tion was urged against the stand taken by the
opposite side of the House to the effect that they
had no right to oppose the passing of the Billif
they were not able to introduce those amend-
ments.  But the position they took up and what
he said was this : That if the amendinents were
not accepted they objected to the provigions
of the law being altered so as to give the
Committee of Iilections and Qualifications any
increased power. What they contended was
that if the House thought the ¥lection
law should be amended-—and they did not dis-
pute that—well and good ; but, if it was pro-
posed to give increased power or increased func-
tions to the Elections Tribunal, they said they
objected to that being done unless the tribunal
they asked for was substituted for the pre-
sent one. They said the Elections Commmittee
had quite enough power already. He said
that committee had too much power, and
he was strongly opposed to giving them any
more. IHe was opposed to giving any power of
the kind at all, unless the trial of elections was
transferred to a different tribunal. That was
the ground they took up, and they said that if
the Committee would not accept the amend-
ments they were opposed to altering the law in
so far as the Bill gave the KElections Committce
increased powers to those they possessed at pre-
sent.

The PREMIER said he did not intend to reply
to the hon. gentleman’s speech, but he rose to
say that the hon. member had made use of an
argument or suggestion at the commencement of
his speech which he ought to withdraw, The
hon. gentleman accused him of opposing his
proposition to transfer the trial of disputed
elections from the Klections Committee to the
judges of the Supreme Court, because two cases
lately before the Supreme Court were decided
in a way he did not like, That accusation
was unworthy of the hon member—quite un-
worthy of him. He could assert distinctly that
the cases the hon. member had referred to had
not crossed his mind during the whole course
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of the discussion. He had the same objections
to the amendments that he had held years ago,
as hon. members would see if they rveferred to
his speeches. An accusation of the kind the
hon. member had made was one that ought not
to have come from him.

Mr. STEVIINS said if the argqunents on each
side were boiled down, they would amount to
thiz: One side said that a judge who had been a
politician at some time, would be more likely to
he biased than s committee of active politi-
cians, and the other side said the reverse of that.
Those were the two standpoints—whether the
judge who had been a pelitician at some time in
the past was likely to be more biased than a com-
mittee formed of active politicians. If they
looked at the surroundings of the parliamentary
eommittee they would see at once that it was
impossible for it to be nubiased. In the first
place eleetion petitions were brought on imme-
diately after an election, when every member of
the House—in fact the whole of the country—
was violently convulsed. The case was hrought
on, and tried by men, perhaps, whose worst
passions were aroused Dby a hotly contested
election. During the trial inembers of hoth sides
of the Fouse were constantly walking in and out
of the committee roomn where the trial was being
held, and asking how the case was going on, and
inquiring as to the chances of the different candi-
dates. - Again, the trials themselves were held in
the Legislative Assembly building. Tt was
utterly impos=ible that the Hlections and Qualifi-
cations Committee could be otherwise than biased
in the decisions they came to. He objected
to the Bill for that reason ; and he objected to
other things in the Bill also. The Government
had not only introduced a new Act, but they had
gone further, and given still further powers to
the Rlections Cominittee to punish those whom
they conxidered wrong. Another objection he
had to the Bill was, that under it still further
power was given to the committee to enable them
to bring in a verdict for the majority if there
was a technical error committed by an opponent
that could be utilised, and his election upset.
But if the technical error was committed by a
political supporter of the majority of the members
of the committee, there was a clause in the Bill
providing that the committee might overloolk it.
Another objection he had to the Bill was that it
provided that a man might be put upon his trial
at any time within twelve months after a con-
tested election. That would allow a keen
politician to watch his opportunity and wait
until he knew that some material witnesses
favourable to his opponent who held the seat
were absent and could not be got, and then bring
forward a case against the holder of the seat and
have him unseated. Under the old Act the time
within which such a proceeding could be com-
menced was limited to four months.

The PREMIER : This Bill does not deal with
that subject at all.

Mr. STEVENS: It fixed the time af
twelve months. Then again he did not believe
in the clauses relating to illegal practices. By
means of those provisions any man might easily
be unseated at any time. In following his
ordinary vocation a dozen or fifteen cases might
be brought against him, and cause him to lose
his seat. If he met an elector and both were
thirsty and had a glass of beer together that
would be sufficient to unseat him. If he had a
guarrel with a man that might be construed into
an attempt at intimidation ; if he lent money
to a person and the interest or principal
became due about the time of an election,
and he granted an extension of time for the pay-
ment of the interest, that might be construed
into an illegal practice, And for either of those
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things a candidate would be liable to lose his
seat, Such charges might not be made, of course,
but there was a 1)()S>1b1htv of their being made,
and the Committee had to guard :Lgamst them.
e had been on an Elections and (Qualifications
Comumittee all through one session, and he might
say that his experience was such that he felt
bound to oppose that as a tribunal for trying
petitions respecting disputed elections as far as
he possibly could. He did not see how the
position of a judge, who was appointed on
account of his probity and knowledge, could be
compared with that of a strong political com-
mittee. He did not intend to go through all
the clauses of the Bill.

The PREMIER: The question is an amend-
ment wnoved by the hon, member for Bowen,

Mr. STEVENS : Yes; and the clauses he had
referred to bore on the subject. The question
was a larger one than that of the simple propo-
sition in the amendment, and ought to be argued
out fully. There was not the slightest doubt
that there was a strong feeling in the Commit-
tee, and also in the country generally on that
subject. He had never heard a question brought
up outside the House on which stronger opinions
had been expressed than were expressed on the
Hlections and Qualifications Committee,

Mr. JORDAN said he wished to correct a
statement made by the hon. member for Bowen
when he said that in one case in which the Elec-
tions and Qalifications Committee decided on a
legal technicality they had decided in the teeth
of the statute. That was not the case. The
facts were simply that the statute required that
the ballot-papers should contain the names of the
candidates and the initials of the veturning
officer and nothing else. In the case in question
the ballot-papers contained also the initials of the
serutineers, and the committee, therefore, adhered
to the letter of the statute and found that the
returning officer should have rejected those
ballot-papers. How could it be said then that
the committee had acted in the teeth of the
statute? Their decision was in strict accord-
ance with the provisions of the statute. The
initials of the scrutineers on those papers
were entered in a very peculiar way ; there was
not one like the other, they were all different.
That led to the conclusion that it was possible
by that means to interfere with the secrecy of
the ballot, which was a very important principle,
and sacred in the estimation of many members
of that House and members of the Committee.
It was therefore absurd to say that they came to
the decision they arrived at in the teeth of the
statute.

Mr, MOREHEAD : Of course vou did.

. JORDAN : As he had said, the papers
were mltlaled in a very peculiar wa,y by the
scrutineers, and the question arose whether the
scereey of the ballot might not be violated.

Mr. CHUBB said the hon., gentleman at
the head of the Government stated that he
(Mr. Chubb) had wused an argument which
was unworthy of him, and that he had made
an accusation against the hon, gentleman which
was not just. He (Mr. Chubb) did not intend
to make any accusation against the hon. gentle-
man at all. What he did say was that when
the hon. gentleman accused members on that
side of the Committee of hasty generalisaticn,
because they did not like the decisions of the
Elections and Qualifications Committee, they
might just as fairly accuse him of objectimr toa
]udcre because he had disagreed or expressed
disagreement with the decision of the judge in two
cases which had oceurred in connection with Parlia-
ment.  Last session the hon, member for Balonne
asked the Premier a question in connection with
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the Courier prosecution, and the hon. gentleman
said that the verdict of the jury was not to be
wondered at considering that the law laid down by
the judge was not what was generally considered
to be the law on the subject. He {(Mr. Chubb)
had not been able to turn it up just then, and he
was not quite sure whether the Premier stated
that in answer to a question, or during a debate.
That, however, was what the Premier had said,
as far as he understood, and it was upon that
that he based the argument that they might
accuse the hon. uentlemfm of objecting on that
score just as fanl) as he had accused members
on that side of hasty generalisation because they

did not like the decisions of the Klections and
Qualifications Committee. He had no desire or
intention to impute improper motives.

The PREMIER : Only you do so.

Mr. NORTON said that the interest taken in
the subject had been shown by the debate
which had taken place that evening. He
expected to have an opportunity of saying
something upon the subject earlier in the after-
noon, but they only commenced those pro-
ceedings immediately after tea, and ever since
that time when a member rose to speak, one or
two, sometimes three or four, rose. He thought
that was an indication that members took great
interest in the question. He believed it would
be admitted on all sides that there was much
interest taken in the matter. He would not like
the question to come o a division without
having the opportunity of expressing his opinion
upon it; but he did not want to do so at 12
o’clock at night.

The PREMIER : It is early yet.

Mr. NORTON : Yes; it was early, It was
quite early, but according to the usnal practice
it was somewhat late. From the experience he
had in the House he knew that discussions that
took place after 12 o’clock were not reported,
and he thought it was desirable that anyone who
had any serious objection to make to the Dill
should have an opportunity of expressing his
views. Under the circumstances it was only fair
that the Cominittee should adjourn till to-
morrow. He certainly did not intend to go into
the matter now. In order to give the Govern-
ment an opportunity of expressing an opinion on
his suggestion, he would move that the debate
be adjourned.

Mr. STEVENS said he wished to point out
that what he had said a few minutes ago was
correct. Clause 110 of the Bill read as follows :—

“:A proceeding against a person in respect of the
offence of « corrupt or illegal praectice, or any other
offence against this part of this Aet, shall he commenced
within one year after the offence was committed, or if
it was comnitted in referenee to an election with respect
to which a petition is tried by the Committee of Elections
and Qualifications, shall be comwnenced within one year
after the offence was committed, or within three months
after the report of the committee is made, whichever
period last expires, so that it be coinmenced within two
years after the offence was committed, and the tine so
limited by this scetion shall, in the case of any procced-
ing hefore justices for any such offence, be substitnted
for any Himitation of time contained in any other Acts.”

Mr. HAMILTON said he did not think the
remarks of the hon, member for South Brishane
should go unchallenged. The hon. member said
that accordmff to the statute the committee had
no discretion ; ; that the statute said that the
returning officer alone must initial the voting-
papers, but that was not what it said.
It was distinctly enjoined, in the Aect which
was laid down for the guidance of the
committee, not to act on techmcah‘mes, but
by good conscience and the justice of the case.
Now where was the justice of the case in deciding
that these votes should not be allowed Mr.
Stuart because they were marked in a particular
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way by the scrutineers, unless it were shown that
My, Stuart was responsible for the act, and that
had not been shown. It had been shown
that the marking was due to the opponent of
Mr. Stuart. Why should those voters be deprived
of their votes simply because a scrutineer
belonging to Mr. Stuart’s opponent happened to
mark the papers in a peculiar way? Let the
scrutineers mark the ballot-papers in any way,
how could that effect the votes that were polled
for Mr. Stuart, and why should those votes not
be recorded in his favour, simply because the
person who did not wish My, Stuart to be elected
did a wrong thing? He certainly did not con-
sider that that was a justification, and it wasnot
attempted to be shown that those votes were not
bond fide votes.

Mr. MORKEHEAD said, bringing the matter
really to some definite issne, he would point out
to the Premier that he, many years ago, was in
favour of the transference of the power of the
Tilections Committee to the judges of the
Supreme Court.  The hon. gentleman knew
that, and he (Mr. Morehead) thought he should
cive the Committee some reason or explanation
for his new departure. He asked the Premier
now, was he not in favour of that change some
years ago?

Mr. HAMILTON : He is asleep.

Mr. MOREHEAD said if the Premier was
really asleep it was time the Committee broke up.
If he was so tired that he could not attend to a
question that was a fatal one so far as the hon.
gentleman’s reputation was concerncd—not that
that went for much—he had better go home.
But he (Mr. Morchead) would ask the Premier
whether he really was not in favour of trans-
ferring the power of the Klections and Qualifi-
cations Committee to the judges on a former
occasion? He (Mr. Morehead) need not expect
an answer from the hon. gentleman, but he
should stand there till he got one. He
did not know whether he might be called
a Standing Order or not, but he thought when
a question was asked it should be answered.
That courtesy had been extended by other
Premiers, even those coming from the Opposi-
tion side of the Houxe. Again he would ask
was the Premier at any tihme in favour of trans-
ferring the power of the Klections Committee to
the judges of the Supreme Court?

The PREMIER : Two people cannot speak at
once.

Mr. MOREHEAD : Two people often do,
and you, as a married man, ought to know that.

The PREMIKR said he had no recollection of
at any time being in favour of the principle pro-
posed by the hon. member for Bowen.

Mr. MOREHEAD said he thought that the
hon, gentleman’s memory must be a little bit
weak. Perhaps he was tired and did not remem-
ber, but he would like now to vefresh the hon.
gentleman’s memory. XHe would do that, and
he was certain that it would be as good
as a shower bath to him. He would point
out what happened in 1875. There was a
gentleman in that House at that time called
Mr. Pechey, and on page 53 of volume i., ““Votes
and Proceedings of 1875,” Mr. Pechey asked a
question. The hon. gentleman at that time was
in a somewhat subordinate position, although he
had since subordinated every one to himself.
Well, Mr. Pechey asked this question, *‘Is it
the intention of the Government to introduce a
Bill to transfer the powers of the Elections and
Qualifications Committee to the judges of the
Supreme Court?” ¥e presumed the present
Premier, who was then Attorney-General, was
consulted in the answer that was given, and it
was as follows ;—‘“ There are some difficulties
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in the way of making an alteration in the pre-
sent law ; in the cvent, however, of the Govern-
ment sceing their way to overcome these
difficulties a Bill will be introduced.” That was
the answer.

The PREMIER: They never did see their
way, I presume.

My, MOREHEAD : They do not seem to see
their way now.

The PREMIER : No, they do not.

Mr. MOREHEATD said that the then Attorney-
General did one of two things—he either deccived
a supporter, or he intended to bring in o Bill to
amend the law as then constituted. Those were
the only two positions the Government could
take up in the matter—an answer must either
have been given intending to deceive, or the
Government must have intended to have intro-
duced a Bill. Now, the present Premier of this
colony can accept either of those two positions,
He (Mr. Morehead) did not care which he took
up.  Surely if that answer was caleulated to
deceive it did not reflect much credit upon the
hon. gentleman, but he (Mr, Morchead)did not
believe it was intended that way. He believed
the Government, of which Mr. Macalister was
the leader, intended to bringina Bill to alter
the existing law-—that they saw the injustice and
intended toremedy it. Why that was not done
he would leave the present Premierto explain.

Mr. NORTON said when a member of the
Committee proposed a motion to adjourn the
dcbate some notice was generally taken of it.
He proposed that the debate be adjourned, but
if the Chairman ruled that the motion could not
be put then he would put it in a different way.
He was (uite willing to propose the motion in-
another way, but he moved it in the way he did
because the Premier might have  taken
some objection to a private member moving
the Chairman out of the chair,

The CHATIRMAN said he had not an oppor-
tunity of putting ths question at the time, and
now the hon. gentleman had called his attention
to the muatter, he was bound to say that he
could not put the motion.

Mr. BLACK said he was very much
astonished at the line of argument adopted
by the member for South Brisbane in refer-
ence to the reasons supposed to have caused
the FElections and Qualifications Committee
to have arrived at the result they did in con-
nection with the Dwrnett election. The hon.
gentleman had led the committee to understand
that the objection to the seven Dhallot papers
which were rejected was that they were initialed
in such & manuer 80 to lead the committee to
believe that the secrecy of the ballot was vio-
lated. That was the first time he had heard
that inference drawn and there was never any
suggestion made to the committee that such was
the case. e would like the hon. member to
point out where such an inference was made.
If he pointed out anything bearing that inter-
pretation he would admit his mistake, otherwise
the hon. gentleman had drawn a deduction at
which the committee did not intend to arrive.

Mr. JORDAN said the matter was noticed
by several members, and the hon. member must
have forgotten the remarks he (Mr. Jordan)
made when the report of the Committee was
brought up. His speech was reported in full in
Hunsard, and the hon. gentleman would find
that it corresponded exactly with the remarks
he had made to-night.

Mr. BLACK said he was referring to the
evidence, and he again said that no evidence
came hefore the Committee to lead them to
suppose that the initialing was done to violate
the secrecy of the ballot,
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Mr. NORTON said it had heen pointed out by
the Chairman that he had not an opportunity of
taliing notice of the motion he made on account
of members getting up to speak, and that state-
ment bore out what he (Mr. Norton) said before,
There had been no instance where one member
had ceased speaking and another was not ready
to take his place, and he did not think that those
who wished to address themselves seriously to
the question should be charged with “stonewall-
ing.” He had some remarks to make bearing on
the matter, but it was too late to make them
now. He therefore moved that the Chairinan
leave the chair.

The PREMIER said that every member who
desired to speak had spoken, with the exception,
he thought, of the hon. member for Port Curtis,
The matter was discussed Jast night; it had
been discussed with unusual fulness to-night,
and now they were asked to allow the matter
to go over to another night. It was appa-
rent that the Opposition wanted to ‘“stonewall,”
not the provisions relating to the Xlections
and Qualifications Committee, but the clauses
relating to corrupt practices. He had antici-
pated that, and had been of opinion that
the obstruction on the part of members opposite
during the last two or three weeks was directed
against the Klections Bill, and not against the
measures under consideration at different times.
It was unprecedented for the only member who
wished to speak to ask, after a debate had taken
more than a night, that it should be adjourned so
that he might have an opportunity of making a
speech.

Mr., MOREHEAD said that was the most
astonishing speech they had yet heard from the
Premier. He had told the Committee that the
Opposition simply wanted to ‘ stonewall” the
unitive clauses of the Bill; but he (Mr.

Torehead) did not know that any member on
the Opposition side was afraid of being brought
under the operation of those clauses. As to the
Buleocks, Woolcocks, and all that variety of
cocks which the hon. gentleman had about him
—he did not think it could be said that the
Opposition were surrounded by such electioneer-
ing machinery. The members on the Opposition
side valued very much the honour of represent-
ing constituencies, but would not descend to
the low tricks adopted by members opposite
to obtain seats, Their record in that line at any
rate was clear.

The PREMIER : Oh, oh!

Mr. MOREHEAD said that was the *“loud
Iaugh” that ¢ proclaimed the vacant mind,” but
the fact remained the same. Could the hon.
centleman point out any member on his side
who got into the House by improper means?
He (Mr. Morehead) could point to a Minister
of the Crown who was most improperly seated
there. Then there was the newly elected mem-
ber for Fortitude Valley. He (Mr. Morehead)
represented nearly as many electors in that
electorate as the hon. member did. As to the
contention of the Premier that the debate should
not be prolonged because he had so willed it,
he thought the hon. gentleman had made a
mistake. The member for Port Curtis certainly
could not be accused of obstructive tactics,
and he ought to be allowed to speak at a
time when he could be properly reported.
There were now only twenty-three members
present out of a total of fifty-six, and they
were asked to settle perhaps the most impor-
tant question that would come before them that
session, with such a small nfimber of members
present.  Hon. members on that side had a
right to hold and to express their opinions upon
the subject, although those opinions might not
agree with those of the Premier. But if the
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hon. gentleman determined to carry matters to
an exireme, he hoped that, having regard to the
national importance of the question at issue, with
regard to the hon. members on the other side
who had spoken in favor of the amendnent, that
the hon. gentleman would let them loose for that
occasion only.

Mr. NORTON said his request was by no
means unreasonable, A cquestion of that sort
was not to be decided off-hand. Had he been
merely expressing his own opinions, he would
have remained silent, but he felt that in con-
demning the Elections and Qualifications Com-
mittee he was expressing the feelings of the
large majority of the population of the colony,
who looked with contempt on the proceedings
and decisions of that body. That feeling was
never more strongly expressed than in the news-
papers here a short time ago after the action
against the Courice.  The question was one
deserving the fullest discussion.

The PREMIER : It has been fully discussed.

Mr, NORTON said it had not been fully dis-
cussed. Last night the amendment was pro-
posed by the hon. member for Bowen, and was
answered by the Premier. Then the leader of
the Opposition spoke for a short time, and a few
remarks were made by the hon. member for
Cook., That could not be called discussion.
To-day the discussion on that wretched Beau-
araba railway lasted until after tea, and
the Premier expected that important question
to be decided between 8 oclock and 12. On
any ordinary occasion a matter of such impor-
tance would have been brought on before tea.
If the Grovernment were anxious to get on with
the Bill why did they not bring it on earlier in
the session? Some other matters might have
been postponed. They had adjourned early
every evening, and no doubt the House would
have sat later if it had been desired. They were
told at the beginning of the session that it would
he a short one.

The PREMIER: So it would if the Opposi-
tion would let it be.

Mr. NORTON : Surely the hon. member did
not mean to say they had obstructed before ; he
said they were obstructing now. They had not
yet got to the Iistimates.

The PREMIER : What have we done the last
four weeks ?

Mr. NORTON : What have we done?

The PREMIER : Listened to the Opposition
talking.
Mr. MOREHEAD : I hope you liked it.

Mr. NORTON said they would often have
been glad to hear the members on the Govern-
ment side talking. The Government seemed to
have some mysterious power over their sup-
porters, by which they secured their votes with-
out any discussion on important questions. Did
the hon. member think the public would be
satisfled with that?

The PREMIER said he must make some
remark about the Government expressing a hope
that the session wounld be a short one. During
the last four weeks there had been remarkably
little progress made.

Mr. NORTON : Tt is your own fault; you
manage very badly.

The PREMIER said he was not possessed of
the faculty of keeping the hon. member for Port
Curtis and some of his friends quiet. The last
four weeks had been consumed in floods of talk
from the Opposition benches. He hoped the
hon. the leader of the Opposition would assist in
getting on with business, unless the session was
to be an unusually long one,
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Mr. NORTON said some evenings had been
consumed by members on the Government side
wiring into one another. The hon. member for
Darling Downs and the hon. member for
Bundanba were at it for hours one evening—for
two evenings, he thought. Then the hon.
member for Rosewood had a little go in. It
cerbainly was amusing, and varied the mono-
tony. He would like to ask, since the hon.
member had mentioned him by name, how
much time he had taken up this session ?

My, JORDAXN said that if they were to re-
main any longer he was sure the Committee
would be glad to hear the opinion of the hon.
member for Port Curtis,

Mr. MORTEHEAD said he had to express his
regret for any time he had occupied in addressing
the House to the annoyance of the Premier. It
would simplify matters if the hon, member
would draw up a code like the Code Napoleon,
so that they might know exactly what he would
like them to do.

The Hox. Siz T. McILWRAITH said the
Premier had asked him to try and bring the
debate to a conclusion. 1le had already
expressed his opinion; he thought the matter
should be discussed fully, not enly from the Oppo-
sition benches but from the Govermment side.
He himself had waited to speak on the matter
till about 10 o’clock, and spoke until nearly 11,
and previously to that word had evidently been
sent round that there was to be no talk on the
Government side. The leader of the Govern-
ment had doggedly stuck to the determination
to close the debate that night. It was not
fair to debar members who wished to speak
on the mwain question from expressing their

opinions fully; it was a  question which
could not be properly discussed in one or
two, or even three, nights. He was deter-

niined to prevent being brought into law if
he could help it the proposition laid down in the
Bill. If, after a fair discussion, arguments had
no weight with the Governnient, then the Oppo-
sition would have to consider what to do.  He
had told the Government plainly that he would
consider how the Bill could be altered so as to
prevent more power being given to the Com-
wittee of Llections and Qualifications. They
had not had the slightest sign of concession from
the Government.

The PREMIER : Yes.

The How. Sz T. McTLWRATITH said they
did not know what the concession would De.
e would obstruct the Bill in every possible way
as long as his followers would stand by him, if
the Government insisted on giving more power
to the Xlections and Qualifications Committee
or increasing the penalties which could be im-
posed on members whose seats were in jeopardy.
It had bheen shown clearly—what was not very
well understood hefore—that the committee had
power not only to unseat a member, but to pre-
vent his being elected during that Parliament.
That, be thought, they should obstruct. So far
from the Government propoesing to limit that
power, they wished to increase it.  He intended
to obstruct that, and in doing so he believed hewas
acting in accordance with the views of hon. mem-
bers opposite ; because in 1872 they took exactly
the same course the Opposition were taking now.
When Mr. Macalister, who was leading the
party ab present in power, brought in hix Jlec-
tions Bill, one ground of opposition was that no
provision had been made for taking contested
election petitions before a judge of the Supreme
Court instead of before the Elections and (Quali-
fications Committee. Afterwards a majority of
the House agreed that that committee should be
abolished and appeals should be made to the
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judges. After that occasion, the Government,
when asked by oneof theirown supporters whether
they intended to take action during the session,
indicated as plainly as possible that they had it
under consideration, and if they could get over
some technical difficulties they would introduce
a Bill. The Government were in favour of
making appeals in cases of disputed elections to
judges of the Supreme Court instead of the
Klections Committee. The Govermment side of
the present Committee had consistently sup-
ported the contention of the Opposition, and
this being the time to remedy the matter
the Government ought not to pass a Dill
that would prevent the same question being
brought forward again for a considerable time to
come. If the present Bill were passcd, the Gov-
ernment would never bring in a Bill to supersede
it, and the matter would remain in abeyance,
becanse the Government that succeeded them
would have enough on their hands, for the first
session or two, in looking out for the safety of
the colony. This was the time to remedy the
matter. He had never believed in obstruction ;
but he thought that desperate diseases required
desperate remedies, and if it came to a
matter of obstruction it would be bad for
the country and for both sides of the Com-
mittee. The Government had offered to make
no concessions, and the debate had shown
that the Opposition were in the right. If moem-
bers on the Government side voted according
to their consciences, and not according to their
principle of never opposing the Governinent, they
would be voting with the Opposition upon the
question. The Opposition had done everything to
preventits being made a party trivmph if they sue-
cecded inchanging the decision from the Elections
Commiittecto the Supreme Court. Theyhad shown
that hon. mewmbers would be perfectly consistent
if they adopted the ideas they had contended for
so long. It was unreasonable to force a con-
clusion upon a night like this. The first clause
moved by the hon. gentleman would be nega-
tived, and the second clause would be brought
on to-morrow, and they did not consider the
matter half debated. 'The only progress they
could malke was to come to an arrangement as
to what should Dbe done afterwards; Decause
they must come to an arrangement before the
Bill could pass through the Committee.

The PREMIER said he would place the
matter before the hon. gentleman again. The Bill
was brought in to effect a certain object, and the
Opposition said that they should not effect that
wood object fo which they agreed, unless the Gov-
crnment adopted certain other things which they
(the minority) wished. That wasthat there should
be no improvements in legislation until some-
thing that the majority considered bad had been
adopted. Ifthe amendment were carried hewould
lay the Bill aside, and would not be responsible
for its passing with that amendment in it.
The hon. member confused the question of what
was to be the tribunal to decide contested elec-
tions with the details of the Bill. He for one
did not attach any particular importance to those
details, and did not care whether the disqualifi-
cation was for seven years or for two years. IHe
was anxious that the definitions of bribery and
such things should be made so clear that no loop-
holes for escape would be possible. As to the
soverity of the punishment, the Government did
not attach much importance to it, If it was
desired to leave the questions of the Xlections
and Qualifications Committee open for the present
he had not the slightest objection ; but he was
anxious to secure the benefits which would be
secured by the Bill so far as possible. He could
not agree to adopt a scheme that he was sure
the majority of the IHouse disapproved of. So
far as the penal clauses went the Government
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did not care if they were adopted in the present
or some other formu. If it was thought desirable
to substitute some general definition, such as the
““ Lillections Tribunal,” for the term ‘¢ lilections
and Qualifications Committee,” they could do
so.  He would not object to leave things in statu
quo so faras that was concerned until a special
Act was passed dealing with the constitution of
the Ilections Tribunal. The Government were
not fighting to give the Llections and Qualifica-
tions Comnittee additional power, What he con-
tended for was a distinction between what was
essential and what was formal ; the precise tering
were not essential, but what they considered
essential was the conduct of elections and the
clearer definition of what were corrupt practices.
He attached very little importance to the precise
mode of punishment. The question as to the
tribunal for trying election petitions could not
be dealt with in that Bill.

The Hox. Sir. T. McILWRAITH said that
the hon. member assumed too much altogether if
he assumed that the Opposition had conceded
that the Bill was a good one. He himseclf had
conceded—he did not know whether other hon,
members had—that there was something good
in the Bill, and so far as they had gone he liked
it, and thought it was an improvement on the
law as it at present stood. At the same timne he
would not sacrifice that opportunity of amending
the law in a much more important respect.
They would not be content to be left in the same
position as they were in at prexent—of allowing
the Klections and Qualifications Committee the
power of debarring members from sitting during
Parliament. That would be the case, for the
reason that the proposed law gave the Elections
and Qualifications Committee the power in two
ways. In the first place, it gave them directly
more power by increasing the rate of punish-
ment 5 and in the next place, by increasing
the number of offences. That was a point
upon which they had not the slightest pro-
mise of a concession from the Government. He
believed that if they left the powers of the Elec-
tions Committee as they were—the pumishment
for offences heing increased as they were—it
would be a very bad Bill and most objectionable,
The great point was that they ought not to
lose an opportunity of obtaining what they con-
sidered a great veform; and that it would be
a great reform to take the trial of elections
out of the hands of that Committee few hon,
members would deny. Tt was quite possible
another means might be snggested by further
debate. No other means had heen suggested
by the Government, and the courts of law were
the alternative most often advocated by both
sides of the Comnittee. They knew the debate
would not go on that night without wander-
ing from the point, and that, in fact, they
would be wasting a good deal of time. At
the same time, it was the determination of
the Committee to fully debate the mattor,
and the Goverment should permit it to he fully
debated. Thehon. member for Port Curtis might
fairly ask that he should be allowed to debate
the motion in a regnlar way. Tf they allowed
the question to go to a division now, and the
hon. member commenced to debate it to-morrow
night, the Premier could, and no doubt would
say that that would be obstruction. They were
not going to put into the hon. member’s hand
that weapon to use against them. In a case of
that kind the hon. member should wish to avoid
obstruction ; he was sure that he himself wished
to avoid it ; but it could only be done by con-
ceeding the fullest powers of debate to the
Opposition. If they could not get what they
asked for without obstruction, they would have
to get it by obstruction.
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The PREMTER said he did not understand the
lon. gentlemen when he said there could be no
discussion upon the question to-night. With
the exception of the hon. member for Port Curtis,
almest every member on the Opposition side had
spoken on the subject; most of them twice,
and souwie of them three times, and the hom.
member for Bowen had formally replied upon
whole debate. Everybody supposed the
question was going to a division at once ; but it
becanie as plain as possible that different tactics
were adopted after that. Hon. members knew
that the matter had been thrashed out; the
hon. member in charge of the motion had
formally replied, and then different tactics were
taken. The Lon. gentleman said in effect that
he would not allow the subject of elections to be
touched unless he got his own way. If that was
the case they would know what to do. The hon,
gentleman meant to say the Bill should not
pass. He (the Premier) had been afraid of sonie-
thing of that kind for some weeks past, hut he
hoped it would not be s0.  The two parts of the
Bill were entirely separable. Sofarasthey had got
might be aBill complete in itself, and e hoped
to see it passed. The Opposition, of eourse, could
prevent anything becominglaw, but they could
not succeed in getting what they wanted to
become law in thiscwse. The hon. gentleman said
the Government had made no concession. e
said they offered very large concessions. He
was willing to let the matter remain in statu guo
so far as the Klections Committee was concerned
with the exception of some alterations defining
the offcnces.  The hon. member said that hon.
members on the Government side of the House
did not follow the arguments used in 1872 by the
same party.  The time the hon. member referred
to was in 1871, before he (the Premier) was a
member of the House at all. The ouly mem-
ber of the party now who was a member of the
House at that time was the Minister for Work
and be did not think that he advocated the trans-
ference of the trial of disputed elections to o judge
of the Supreme Court. It was therefore absurd
to say that they should follow the arguments used
by the party led by Mr. Lilley in 1871. The
Government did not complain of fair debate at
all, but what they did complain of was to have
speeches made evidently for the purpose ef
occupying time, Some of that had taken place -

that night. Hon members had looked at
the clock and appearcd to have made up

their minds to go on until half-past 10 o’clock.
After that they appeared to decide to go
on further. e had intimated the course
which the Government must take in respect of
the Bill.  As he had said before it was desirable
that the provisions of that part of the Bill up to
which they had now got should become law ; and
the portion of the Bill they were now discussing
might be suspended until a different elections
tribunal was created. That had been done in
Sngland lately with respect to the Registration
Bill. It was decided to suspend its operation
until the Redistribution 13l had been passed.
That was a matter to which the Government
did not attach very great lmportance at the
present time. The hon. gentleman said that
no suggestion had been made during the de-
bate as  to any tribunal that could be
substituted for the Illections and Qualifications
Committee. He had had the matter under his
consideration on many occasions before the pre-
sent, and he had never been able to devise a satis-
factory substitute for the Flections Committee.
So far as he had got at the present time he did
not think the judge would do, and he did not see
his way to formulate anything else at the present
time. If the majority of the Housc really
desired o change he had no objection to the 3311l
being framed in such a way as to make it the
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duty of the Government to bring forward some
scheme to take the place of the fleckions Com-
mitvee when they could find time to do it, but to
introduce such a scheme in the Bill before them
was quite impossible.

The How. Sir T. McILWRAITH said he did
not quite understand the hon. member in regard
to what he thought might be done in suspending
the operation of Part VI. of the Bill.

The PREMIKER said that what he had said
was this : that if it was thought desirable
that those powers should exist, but that they
should not be conferred upon the Committee of
lilections and Qualifications, the provision should
be made to apply to the Elections Tribunal
without declaring its constitution, and there
could he a suspensory clause suspending the
operation of that part of the Act muntil the
Tiegislature dealt with the constitution of the
Tlections Tribunal. It was not a part of the
scheme of the Government, to which they
attached importance, to increase the power of
the Idlections Committee.

The Hox. Siz T. MocILWRAITH said he
attributed great importance to what the Premier
bad said with regard to the suspension of the
provisions of Part VL of the Bill until the tribunal
before which disputed elections should be tried
was constituted. That was a matter worthy of
their consideration, and they had now heard it
for the first time. It dealt with the principal
objection that had been wurged by members
of the Opposition. He put 1t to the Premier
now in all falrness whether they should not
adjourn and think over what the hon. gentleman
had said. If they had heard that sooner they
could have come to some conclusion,  Af all
events he regarded the suggestion now made
as  one worthy of consideration. It was,
however, unreasonable to ask the Committee to
comne to a division on the amendment proposed
by the hon. member for Bowen, until they had
thought out the proposition made by the
Premier.  As to there having been any inten-
tional obstruction on the part of the Opposition,
that was not the case. He understood the
Premicr to say that he had anticipated and
%ma{d that they intended to obstruct some weeks
hack.

The PREMIKR : Yes.

The Hox. Siv T. McILWRAITH : Well, he
could assure the hon. gentleman that it was per-
fectly untrue. He (Sir T. McIlwraith) wanted
to speak on that matter, but he could not
do so before 10 o’clock. He twice gave way,
after rising to speak, to other wmemnbers of
the Committee, He could not see the slightest
attempt on the part of hon. mmembers at speak-
ing relevantly to the Bill until after 11 o’clock.
The Prewier then got out of temper and
would insist that they were obstructing. The
hon, gentleman knew perfectly well that if
motives of that sovt were imputed even by
motions of the body ov sotto rocc remarks
heard across the table, it would affect mem-
bers on that side of the Committee. But
he admitted that the position of the matter
was now changed by what the Premder bhad
stated with regard to Part VI. of the Bill, and
he asked the hon. gentleman now, in the
interest of the House and in order to get on
with the work, to move the Chairman out of the
chair and allow the debate on that subject to
come on to-morrow. In the meantime, they
would consider the proposal he had made, and he
would ask the hon. gentleman to consider it too.
As far as the Bill had gone he approved of it,
and would like to see it become law. He
thought that the suggestion of the Premier, with
regard to Part VI, would be a good compromise,
but it required some little consideration. In the
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meantime, the hon. gentleman could not fairly
ask them to bind themselves on the matter, and
go to a division on the amendment proposed
by the hon. member for Bowen.

The PREMIKR said he did not ask the leader
and members of the Opposition to bind them-
selves in any way. Tt would be absurd to ask
them to do so. They had the whole of the
remainder of the Bill to discuss. He did not
ask hon. members to bind themselves in any
way, but he did ask that the motion proposed
by the hon. member for Bowen should be dis-
posed of ; that was all. The question could be
raised again by the hon. gentleman. If he
wished to raise it again, there was nothing to
prevent him doing so.

The Hon. Sik T. McILWRAITH said he
knew quite well that there was some anxiety on
the part of alarge number of members on the
other side of the Committee to see their names
He could say this—speak-
ing for members on his side of the Committee—
that obstruetion was not intended, and that the
compromise in Part VI.suggested by the Premier,
would rective their most favourable considera-
tion, but they wanted to discuss the matter, and
would take a division as soon as the debate was
over. They wanted a fair debate, and nothing
more,

Mr. LISSNER said the Premier stated that
all the members on that side of the Committee
had spoken. He had not addressed the Com-
mittee. He was generally a silent member and
was not an obstructionist.  He intended to speak
on the subject, but he thought it was rather late
to do so at 1 o’clock in the morning.  He did not
care for the Elections and Qualifications Com-
mittee. e did not like the aspect of the
House that night; there was too much of the
Balaclava charge about it. He thoughtit would
come with good grace from the Premier if he
made a concession to hon. members and allowed
them to go home at that hour, for they had had
quite enough debate for that night.

The PREMIER said he hoped the hon. gentle-
man would not think that he intended any dis-
courtesy in saying that all the members on the
Opposition side of the Committee had spoken.
What he said was that he understood all hon.
members on that side who desired to speak had
spoken.

Question —That the Chairman leave the chair,
report progress, and ask leave to sit again—put,
and the Committee divided :—

Aves, 9.

Sir T. Mellwraith, JMessrs. Norton, Stevens, Chubb,

Govett, Black, Lissner, Morehead, and Hamilton,
Nowus, 20,

Messrs. Dickson, Miles, Moreton, Rutledge, Griflith,
AcMaster. dan., Dutton, Brookes. Jordan, While,
Isabert, Bailey, Wakefield. Mellor, Buekland, Grimes,
Canphell, Maefarlane, and Aland.

7]

Question resolved in the negative.

Mr, NORTON said it seenied the position they
had arrived at was that the Government intended
to stop the proper discussion of that important
subject by hon. members of the Opposition.
They intended to prevent the expressions of
opinion of hon, members being recorded in Han-
surd in the usual way. They not only intended
to do that, but no time was to he allowed to con-
sider the alternative proposals which the Premier
had made. Now, was it fair that neither one of
those things shonld be acceded ? He thought the
conduct of the debate had been as creditable as
any debate he had ever heard, and there had
heen no disposition on the part of hon. members
to obstruct the measure. He, for one, did not
intend to enter upon any discussion to-night.
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He had asked fairly, as one who was pre-
paved, to speak seriously upon the subject, and
who wished to bring forward subject- matter
that had not been introduced, that the debate
might be postponed, but the Premier refused
that. The fact was the Premier wanted to get
out of any further discussion on the subject.
He knew that what he (Mr. Norton) said was
true : that the actions of the House were held
in contempt by the people outside when they
were applied tothe position of any member of the
House ; but it would redound to the credit of the
Premier if he were to allow the Comumittec to
adjourn and go home, The position they had
got into was not likely o improve matters or
improve the tempers of hon. members, and no
useful discussion could be proceeded with that
night. The Premicr knew that what he (Mr.
Norton) said was true, and yet he insisted upon
them remaining there. The one proposal made
by the hon. gentleman, he said, they must aceept
that night or not at all.

The PREMIER : T did not say anything of
the kind.

Mr. NORTON : Those were the facts of the
case. :
The PREMTER : Not at all.

Mr. NORTON : He gave the hon. gentleman
as point-blank a denial as he had received. Me
did not wish to be rude, but if the Premier set
the example he would follow. Mewmbers of the
Opposition side had expressed their willingness
to give the proposal grave consideration, and all
they asked for was that sufficient time should
be given for consideration, Was that unreason-
able? The fact of the matter was that if they
wera to be treated in that way the Government
were not likely to get on very fast with their
business. He did not wish to offer any ohstrue-
tion to the Bill, but the subject brought forward
by the hon. member for Bowen ough$ to have
full discussion, aud he claimed the right o dis-
cuss it as well as any other hon. member.

The PREMIER said he had already stated
that the hon. gentleman should have the fullest
opportunity for discussion. He would give him
o whole day to himself. There was no intention
of preventing him from speaking on the subject.
That was not the question at all. It had been
pointed out that if the amendinent of the hon.
member for Bowen were carried the Bill would
come to an end. They all knew that, and he
thought the amendinent had heen fully and
fairly discussed. The hon, mewber for Bowen
had himself spoken in reply, summing up the
whole debate, and everyone expected a division
would take place. Then suddenly an attempt
was made to obstruct the Bill, He said that
was an unreasonable position to take up.  The
subject having been debated fully, it was fair
that the Government should ask that it should
be disposed of.  The hon. member for Port
Curtis could make another spcech on the sub-
jeet to-morrow if he pleased, but he (the
Premier) simiply wished to state that the Gov-
ernment were prepared fo go on with the Bill,
if the amendment of the hon. member for Bowen
were disposed of and necatived, 1f the amend-
ment were carried the Bill came to an end. The
Opposition were committed to nothing; they
were perfectly free to discuss every elause of
the Bill to the very end, and he did not ask
them to commmnit themselves to anything. He
had intimated that evening, being anxious to
cet the Bill through, that he should be pre-
pared to grant any reasonable concession, but
if the amendment of the hon. member for Bowen
were carried that would defeat the Dill, because
the Governnient were not prepared to accept the
amendments in their present shape. What he
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had been trying to do was to assist hon. members,
and at the same time not suicidally throw up
the position of the Government.

Mr, MOREHEAD said the Premier forgot
that he made a proposition which would alter
the position of affairs with regard to the Bill,
and that the leader of the Opposition had very
properly asked time for its consideration. Therc
could not be a better answer to the charge of
obstruction than that made by the leader
of the Opposition, who asked whether it was
likely the Opposition benches would be in
such a state if orcanised obstruction existed.
The hon. gentleman knew there had been no
attempt to obstruct. The question was a most
important one, and had besn met half-way by
the leader of the Opposition ; and it was unfair,
ungenerous, and untrue on the part of the
Premier to say that there had been any attempt
on the part of the Opposition to organise obstruc-
tion to the passage of the measure. He had dis-
cussed a good many clauses in the Bill, but never
with any intention of offering any factious oppo-
sition. He believed it was the intention of the
Government to do what they could to purify
elections, and he believed every member of the
Comittee was desirous of helping in that object.
The question of sitting up all night affected the
Fxecutive of the colony more than it affected
him, because they bad the business of the
country to attend to in the morning, and no one
wished to atfect their capability for carrying out
that busin The Comuittee was in a fairly
vood temper—he had never seen hon. members
i so good a temper at that hour—and he
thought the Premier might fairly move the
Chairman out of the chair and let them adjourn
till a later hour. Hec was sure the Premicr
would sec the expediency of adopting that course,
e took it that the Government did not intend
to obstruct their own measure, and they might
ascept the position indicated by the Premier—
that there had been a new departure—and move
the Chairman out of the chair.

Mr. BROOKES said he was In a very good
humour, and he congratulated the hon. member
for Balonne on his temper, but he did not agree
with the hon. member’s statement regarding a
new departure. He had listened to the kind
of duel between the Premier and the leader of
the Opposition but he had seen no new depar-
ture.  And if the hon. member for Port
Curtis would allow him, he would say that his
conduct was utterly ridiculous. The leader of
the Oppesition wanted to have the matter,
thoroughly thrashed out; but he (Mr, Drooles)
vegarded the debate on the hon. member for
Bowen's amendment as béing alveady thoroughly
exhausted ; and no one knew that better than
the hon. member for Port Curtis, who stood
up after the debate had lasted four or five
hours and claimed the right to make a speech
to-morrow on the subject.  The hon. yentle-
man asked an unreasonable thing, because his
speech could just as well be made when the
tribunal business was disposed of. e, for oue,
would be quite willing to listen to him, though
he knew the amount of fatigue that implied.
And what was the new departuwre?  All the
Premier said was that when they got over
the tribunal question he would arrange the
other parts of the Bill so as to provide for that
question being reopencd at some future time.
It scemed to be of no use for the Premier to tell
hon. gentlemen opposite, over and over again,
that he did not attach any importance to the
punitive clauses—they seemed as if they did
not hear him. The supporters of the Gov-
ernnient had Deen jibed with acting under
orders, and hon. members opposite plumed
themselves with mnot acting under orders;
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but let them have fair play. He did not
charge hon. members opposite with acting
under the orders of the leader of the Opposition.
It seemed to be supposed by the Opposition that
there were members on that side who would
vote for the amendment if they were free to
vote as they pledsed. He did not believe that,
and was quite prepared to put the question to the
test by a division.

My, NORTON said the hon. member had not
thrown a ray of fresh light on the subject.  As to
the fresh departure—the fresh departure was that
the hon. member was in his seat. The hon.
member was generally absent except when a
division was expected, and then he was gene-
rally seen emerging from the back premises to
talke his part in it. He hoped the Premi
would reconsider his decision and let the dis-
cussion be continued and finished to-morrow.
He (Mr. Norton) could talk for howrs if he chose,
but he hoped it would not be necessary to keep
hon. members and officers of the House out of
their beds.  The Premier seemed somewha
sleepy, so he would now move the Chairman out
of the chair. -

The PREMIER said they knew what one
member of the Conmimittee could do if he chose to
be unwise, and he had no wish to persuade the
hon. member to be less unwise than he secmed to
be.  He rose to point out that the action of the
Government had been perfectly fair. The debate
was formally closed at half-past 11 by the speech
in reply from the hon. member in charge of the
awendment.  If the motion were carried the
Bill would be at an end; if negatived, the
Bill would be gone on with. The hands of the
Opposition were absolutely free ; he asked for
no assurance of any kind from them., But if
they were to debate at that length every
question that might be raised they weould
never get through the Rill. Considering the
nature of the business, the Government had
shown cevery desive to facilitate the wishes of
hon. members.  After the debate was closed, it
could not be expected to be reopencd in order
to allow an hon. member, who had not previously
made up his mind to take p=rt in the debate, to
reopen it. The hon. member told him he had
not made up his mind to speak on the subject.
The Government did not wish to prevent the
hon. member for Port Curtis from airing his
elocquence, but there were a dozen other clauses
in the Bill on which it would be perfectly
appropriate. There could be only one verdict
aiven on the conduct of the Opposition, and that
was that they were guilty of extremely wanton
obstruction.

Mr. NORTON sald he was sorry the hon.
mewber should have done what he had often
condemued in others, in repeating a private con-
versation which had taken place outside. He
(Mr. Norton) was outside listening to the debate
when the Premier asked him if he intended to
speak; and he sald he was not sure that he
would. Tt was not customary for hon. members
on one gide to tell hon. members on the other
what they intended to do; and when he was
asked he very seldom gave a direct answer, It
might not be convenient for him to give it, and
it might be convenient for the other side to get it.
He had been waliting all the evening to speak
without getting an opportunity, and other mem-
bers also wished to speak. He did not understand
from the hon. member for Bowen that he intended
his speech to be a specch in reply ; and certainly
it was never understood that the debate had
formally closed. He had known the Premier
himself on more than one occasion spenk after
the opener had replied ; that kind of thing was
((ilrme repeatedly ; it was done only the other
ay.
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Mr. CHUBD said that when he spoke in reply
he thought no other hon. member wished tospeak.
During the evening two hon. members on that
side, and one on the other side, had told him
they were anxious to spealk in favour of his
amendments ; but they left the House under the
impression that it would not go to a division
that night. Other members who had spoken
had also left, though they wished to record their
votes on the subject.

Mr. MIOREHEAD drew attention to the state
of the Committee.

Quorum formed.

Mr. CHUBDB said that, as some members who
were anxious to speak and others who wished to
record their votes had left the House, he would
suggest that they should adjourn.

Mr, MORUEHIEAD proposed that the Chair-
man leave the chair, report progress, and ask
leave to sit again,

Question put, and the Committee divided :—

Aves, 5.

Messrs, Iamilton, Morehead, Norton, Lissner, and
Govett.

Nors, 17.

Messrs. Griffith, Movcton, Rutledge, Dutton, Dickson,
Shervidan, MeMaster, Bailey, 3Mellor. Buekland, Aland,
White, Isambert, Jordan, Brookes, Grimes, and Mace-
farlane.

Question resolved in the negative.

The CHATRMAN said he would resume the
chair in a quarter of an hour.

On the Committee resuming,

The PRIEMIER said he did notlike to give un
necessary information, but the last motion made
was of a most unusual charvacter. It was that
the Chairman leave the chair, report progress,
and ask leave tosit sgain.  That motion was nega-
tived, and the consequence wasthat the Chairman
would have to sit until soinething was done, as
a similar motion could not be put until something
was done.  In all his experience such a case had
not ocenrred before. Tow many alternatives
were there left? One was that the motion of
the hon. member for Bowen could be negatived ;
or it conld be withdrawn ; or the Howse could be
counted out.

3r. MOREHEAD said that as the Chairman
was probably clearer upon the point than the
hon. Premicr, he would be glad if he would
inform the Commnittee what hisexact position was.

The Hox. Siz T. McILWRAITH said if the
Chairman had power to say that he would
resune the chair in a quarter of an honr and left
it, he had equal power to leave it for thirteen
hours.

Mr. MOREHEAD said it was really a most
important point which had been raised by the
leader of the Opposition.  I1f the Chairman
could on his own motion say he would resutnc
the chair in a quarter of an hour he might also
say he would resume it seven years hence.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH said that
such a procedure was not provided for in theie
Standing Orders, The only thing that might
justify it was precedent. The Premier had
snggosted that the hon. member for Bowen
should withdraw hix motion, and stated that the
Chairman might then leave the chair, If the
amendment were withdrawn on the understand-
ing that the hon. member could move it again at
a later hour of the day, there could be no objec-
tion.

The PREMIER: There is nothing to prevent
his moving it again if he wants to do so,

The Hon. S T. McILWRAITH : Then
they would be exactly where they would have
been if the Premier bad moved the Chairman
out of the chair at 11 o’clock.
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The PREMIER said the leader of the Opposi-
tion wanted to know what would be the conse-
quence if the hon. member for Bowen withdrew
his motion ? The consequence wounld be that it
would be withdrawn, and they would be very
much where they were at 7 o’clock that evening.
There had been a great deal of debate on the
subject, and perhaps if the subject were ap-
proached at a later hour of the day some work
could be done.  Whether the hon. member
for Bowen would desire to renew his motion
at a later hour was a matter for his own con-
sideration,

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH said in
order that the Chalrman might explain his
position he would move that he now leave the
chair.

The PREMTER said such a motion could uot
he put, because it had already been put and
negatived.  The hon. member did not move the
right motion, and the Chairman could not move
until progress had been made.

Mr. MOREHEAD said as far as he could
understand the Chairman was fixed in the chair
for ever.

The PREMIER : Until progress is reported,

Mr. MOREH¥AD asked how the hon. gen-
tleman proposed to make progress?  Perhaps
the Chairman would explain how he stood in the
matter.

The CHAIRMAN: T have no question to
put except the motion of the hon, member for
Bowen.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH : T have
moved that the Chairman leave the chair.

The PREMIER : T object to the motion being
put, because it involves the last motion which
has been negatived.

Mr. MOREHEAD said that was what he
wanted to get at.  'What was the position of the
Chairman ?  The leader of the Opposition had
proposed that the Chairinan leave the chair and
the Premier said he could not do so.  He really
did not know what would happen, and he should
like the Chairman’s ruling as to whether he
could move out of the chair or not.

. The ”CHAIR';\IAN sald that according to

May” amotion to report progress, having been
negatived, could mnot be repeated during the
pendency of the same question, but conld be
alternated with the motion “ That the Chairman
do now leave the chair.,” e was of opinion that
the motion could be put.

The PREMIER said that,as it was a nice
point to decide, he moved that the Chairman
Ieave the chair and report the point of order to
the Speaker.

(uestion put and passed, and the House re-
sumed.

Mr. FRASER said : My, Speaker,—A motion
was made in committee a short time ago that I
do now leave the chaiv ; and that was negatived.
Subsequent to that another motion was moved
that T do now now leave the chair, rveport
progress, and ask leave to sit again: and that
was negatived also. T adjourned the Committee
for a short time, and, on resuming, it became
a question what position T occupied-—whether
I could be moved out of the chair. The hon.
member for Mulgrave moved that T do now leave
the chair. Tt was objected that the motion
could not e put, and T gave it as my opinion
that it could be put, but that has been
objected to also. T was requested then to re-
port this point of order to you—whether it is
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competent to put the question that I do now
leave the chair? The following opinion on the
point is from ¢ May” :—

“ A motion ‘That the Chairman do now leave the

chair) when carried, superscdes the business ol a
committee.”
But that motion was negatived ; consequently it
did not supersede the proceedings of the Com-
mittee. The subsequent motion, that I donow
leave the chair, report progress, and ask leave to
sit again, was also nogatived; consequently the
proceedings of the Committee were not super-
seded by that motion, *‘May” goes on to
say :—

“Amotion to report progress having been negatived
cannot be repeated duving the pendency of the same
question, being subject to the same rule as that ob-
sorved in the Iouse itself, whicll will not admit of a
notion for the adjournment of the debhalce to be repeated
without snme interme-iate procceding. It has, there-
fore, hesn customary to alternate the motion [or report-
ing progr with the motjon ‘That the chairman do
now leave the chair,”

Upon that T gave it as my opinion that it was
competent, notwithstanding the fact that the
motion that I do now leave the chair, report
progress, and ask leave to sit again, had been
negatived, to put the question that I do now
leave the chair.

The PREMIER : Mr. Speaker,—I raised the
question because it is a nice point, which in my
experience has not occeurred before. The motion
¢“That the Chairman do now leave the chair, report
progress, and ask leave to sit again,” involves all
the separate motions, and the question ix whether
the motion ‘‘That the Chairman do now leave
the chair” can be immediately repeated.

The Ho~. Siz T, McILWRAITH said: The
decision come to by the Committee before the
point was raised was *‘That the Chairman
should not leave the chair, report progress, and
ask leave to sit again”—that these three things
together should mnot be done; and I hold
that there is no reason why an alterna-
tive motion should not be moved—either ¢ That
the Chairman leave the chair,” or ¢ That
progress be reported,” or ‘ That leave le
asked to sit  again.” T think that the
motion was collective, and that after we decided
that the three things together should not be
done, there is no reason why the first should not
be moved afterwards.

The SPEAKER : The first motion, *“That the
Chairman do now leave the chair, report progress,
and ask leave to sit again,” even though nega-
tived, does not dispose in any way of the
main question then before the Conumittee ; and
T do not think the effect of negativing that
motion was to prevent another iotion being put
—*That the Chairman do now leave the chair.”
In order to enable a motion of this kind to be
put, it must be a variation on the preceding
motion. The motion *That the Chairman do
now leave the chair, report progress, and ask leave
to sit again,” is a distinet motion of itself, and
asks the Committee to do three things; whereas a
variation is made by a simple motion that “The
Chairman do now leave the chair.” Therefore
inmy opinion the motion put—* That the Chair-
man leave the chair”—is different from the
motion negatived by the Committee on a previous
oceasion, and consequently can be put.

The Committee resuned.
Question—That the Chairman do now leave
the chair—put.
The Committee divided :—
Aves, 10,

Sir T, Mellwraith, Messrs. Chubb, Norton, Ifamilton,
Lissner, Morchead, Govett, Palmer, Black, and Steveus.



Flections Bill.

Noks, 20.

Iesars. Griflith, Miles, Rutledze, Moreton, Sheridan,
Dutton, Dickson, Aland, Grimes, McMaster, Macfarlance,
Mellor, Wakelield, Bailey, White, Isumbert, Campbell,
Poxton, Jordan, and Brookes.

Question resolved in the negative.

Mr. MOREHEAD said that as the Chairman
secmed very tired he would, in order to relicve
him, move that he do now leave the chair and
report progress.

The PREMIER said that if hon. members
were determined $0 exhibit themselves to an
admiring country nothing could stop them.
Two members were quite sufficient to obstruct.

Mr. MOREHEAD : That is exactly what we
thought.,

The PREMIER said he had seen obstruction
a great many times, but he have never seen any
instance like that before—it was utterly object-
less. The Government had made verv fair and
reasonable propositions ; they had offered the
Opposition everything that any reasonable man
could ask. They had in no way endeavoured to
stop discussion ; in fact they had offered con-
cessions to the Opposition of a very liberal
character. And yet the Opposition were deliber-
ately obstructing the business of the country in
a way he had never seen equalled.  He could not
imagine what object they had in view. They
were supposed to meet there as reasonable men,
and not as children disporting themselves. The
only reason as yet given for all the obstruction
that had been made was that the hon. member
for Port Curtis wished to make a speech of con-
siderable length, and that he thought half-past
11 too late an hour to makeit. The Government
were willing to give that hon. member the whole
of to-morrow evening to make a speech, if he
chose 3 they had no wish to restrict his eloquence,
but were willing to give every facility for future
disenssion ; and yet hon, members sat there—he
confessed he did not know what for,

The Hox. Stz T. McILWRAITH said he was
going to make an amendment on the motion of
the hon, member for Balonne, by proposing the
addition of the words, “and ask leave to sit
again.” The hon. member had blamed them
for obstruction.  He would like some spectators
to have been in the gallery for the last half-hour
without knowing what was going on, and to be
asked which side they thought was obstructing
the business of the country. It was the hon.
member himself who was obstructing business by
fuittering away time in having points referred
to the Speaker, and so forth; and now he was
trying to get out of the absurd position he had
put the Committee in. The Opposition debased
fairly and thoroughly up till 11, and previously to
that the Government side got word that nothing
was to be said, and that a division was to he forced.
Several members on the Opposition side who
desired to speak and vote went away, on an
undertaking being given by him (Sir T. Mecll-
wraith) that no division would be taken., They
expected that the debate wonld be adjourned at
11 o’clock ; surely that was late enough when
the Government had three days a weels. The
hon. member suggested that they should go
to a division on the motion of the hon. member
for Bowen, and said that the hon. member for
Port Curtis might speak as much as he liked on
the same motion to-morrow. Was not that a
disgraceful proposition? Who could possibly
resist a charge of obstruction if such a course
were pursued? They were determined not to
pursue such a course, but to keep the matter
open ; and then the hon. member for Port Curtis
would he perfectly in order in speaking
to-morrow. It was degrading for the hon.
member to propose such a scheme, They were
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prepared to debate the matter, but not to carry
on a debate which the hon. member might say at
any time was irregular.

The PREMIER said it was a most remark-
able thing that they should be told at 8 in
the morning that hon. members had gone away
on the undertaking of the leader of the Opposi-
tion that a division would not be taken that
night. It was very singular that, if it were
intended to adjourn the debate, not a word was
said about it up till a quarter to 12, When
a debate went on after 11, it was generally
understood that it was the intention of
both sides to conclude it; and that was the
understanding the night before, If the hon.
member had told them that hon. members
had gone away on his assurance that the
debate would not finish, the way would have
been plain ; but they were not told it till 3 in
the morning, after three hours of the most ajm-
less obstruction he had ever scen. The Govern-
ment had not asked that the matter should
be concluded that evening: but they were
determined not to give way to mere pur-
poseless, objectless obstruction.  The reason
why a Government was bound to make a stand
in a matter of that kind, even if they did not
gain any immediate object, was that the only
thing which could tell in such a matter
was public opinion ; and the people who deliber-
ately prevented public business from Deing
transacted should he exhibited to the public in
their proper light. The hon. member had told
them over and over again that he did not belicve
in obstruction, but certainly the hon.member had
never seen an instance of the leader of a party
countenancing obstruction under suwch cireum-
stancez as that evening, Judging from the hon.
member’s actions, his aim was to prevent any
further progress being made with the Bill during
the present week. He believed that for some
weeks past the obstruction of that measure had
bheen one of the principal objects aimed at by
hon, members on the other side. Two or three
hours ago he certainly thought the hon. gentle-
man was disposed to allow some progress to he
made, but now it was hard to escape the helief
that the Opposition was determined to prevent
any progress being made with the Bill.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH said he
was surprised to hear what had fallen from the
hon. member after he had distinctly told him
across the table that several members had gone
home on his asswance that no division was
expected.

The PREMITR : T never heard of it till this
mouent,

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRATTH raid the
hon. member was in bis place when he (Sir
Thomas McTlhwreaith) rose and gave it as a reason
why the Government should be reasonable and
adjourn.

The PREMIER : No one on this side heard it

The Hoy. S T. McILWRAITH said he
rose for the special purpose of informing the hon.
member, The hon. wember said wmemnbers on that
side had not heard him make any such speech,
but hon, members themselves did nob say any-
thing of the sort.

HowxouvrasLe Meusers : T did not hear it.

The Hox. S T. McILWRAITH : Three

hon. members say they did not hear it.

The PREMIER : Now, what members did?

HoxovrasLe MEMBERsS : T did not.

The Hox. Stk T. McILWRAITH said he was
astonished at that. livery member on his side
heard him make the statcmnent as a reason why
the Governient should adjourn the debate,
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The PREMIELR : I should have done it at
once,

The Hox. Stz T. McILWRATITH said he knew
his recollection could not play him false in a
case of that kind, He was surprised at the hon.
membpr, with his experience of obstruction,
speaking of that as an extraordinary piece of
obstruction. The hon. member had obstructed
him in almost evervthing. He first dis-
tinguished himself by his obstruction over the
£3,000,000 loan ; and then followed the obstruc-
tion on the mail service, which was carried on
for something like nine weeks. The hon.
member seemed to forget all that., He did
not think the Opposition would regret the
obstruction they were giving the Government
in the present case. They had told the
Grovernment that their object was to get a
fair and full discussion of the subject. They had
discussed it fully and fairly up till 11 o'clock,
and then they asked for an adjournment because
some hon, members wished to speak further.
The hon. gentleman kept exasperating hon,
gentlemen by saying that the Opposition were
organising obstruction, and he now asked them
to violate all the rules of debate by coming to a
decision upon the matter, urging as a reason that
the same subject could be opened up next day
on another question. The Opposition declined
to do that because they misht be told by the
Government that they were out of order,

The PREMIER said that if he had known
that hon. gentlemen had gone away in the belief
that a division would not take place he should
not have attempted to press the matser. The
Jon, member for Bowen might withdraw his
amenduient ; it was a matter of sheer obstinacy.

The Hox. Siz T. McILWRAITH said that
when a discussion was not finished, the usual
course was to move the Chairman out of the
chair. The motion would not be withdrawn.

The PREMIER said that half-an-hour ago
the hon. gentleman had suggested that the hon.
member for Bowen should withdraw his amend-
ment.  The hon. gentleman would not exalt him-
self in public opinion by obstruction, as every
opporbunity had been given him to get out of his
ditficulty without dishonour.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH said he
would like to know what authority the Preinier
had for saying that he had advised the hon.
member for Dowen to withdraw his motion? He
never did such a thing. The hon. gentleman
seemed to have lost his memory altogether.

The PREMIER sald the hon, gentleman said,
whenhe was addressing the Committes, that there
could be no objection to the motion being with-
drawn,

The Hox. Sin T. McILWRAITH said the
hon. Premier need not warn him of any danger
of falling in public opinion by the course he was
adopting.  He (Sir T, Mellwraith) had always
held that obstruction was justified by its success
and the objects it acecomplished.” The hon.
gentleman had made fools of himself and his
party on former occasions through obstruct-
ing without success. They obstructed wrong
meagures, but the Opposition knew that they
were richt in the present case ; and while he
was as anxious to get to bed as anyone, he was
determined fo go on unless some reasonable
condition was offered that he conld accept.

Mr. PALMER said he left the Committee
under the impression that the debate would not
be forced to a conclusion that night. He was on
hix way home, but when he saw the lights in the
Ilouse he came back.

Mr. HAMILTON said the obstinacy in the
present case was on the part of the Government.
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The fact of the hou. memDer for Bowen with-
drawing his motion would be an insult
to the Committee if he intended to bring
it up again for discussion. The DPremier’s
reasons for considering that the subject
had been safficiently discussed were incorrect.
The hon. gentleman had stated that every mem-
ber on the Opposition side of the Committee who
wished to discuss the question had done so.
But that was not so. There had been no ob-
struction up to 11 o’clock, and many members
of the Opposition wished to speak but had not
an opporbunity of doing so up to that time, and
as it was known that after that time the speeches
were not fully reported, and as the question was
one of great public interest, they wished the
debate to be adjouwrned in order that they inight
express their sentiments upon it. The Premier
said that had he known that the leader of the
Opposition had informed his supporters that there
would he no division that night, he would never
have objected to adjourn. He knew that now,
and why did he not agree to adjourn? They
would not have the Premier’s wish forced down
their throats, for if they were poor in number
they were rich in resolution.

Mr. CHUBD said the Premier had said he
had not heard the statement made that members
had left the Committee on the assurance that
there would be no division. He could say that
more than three hours ago he had told the
Committee that there were two members on
the Opposition and one member on the Gov-
ernment side who had assured him that they
were anxious to speak in support of the amend-
meuts, and other members of the Opposition who
had spoken and desired to vote for the motion
had left the House under the helief that there
would be no division that night. It appeared
now that there were four members who wished
to speak—the hon. member for Burke, the hon.
member for Port Curtis, the hon. member for
Kennedy, and the hon. member for Fassifern on
the other side of the Committee.

The Hox. Sir T. McILWRAITH askedif the
Premier knew what arrangement had been made
by the Government whip? He could not rve-
member what that hon. member had written,
but if the Premier would ask for the document
he would know what was proposed.

The PREMIER said the only information he
had was that it was understood that the division
would be taken that cvening. He knew that
members had paired on the question.

The Hon. Siz T. McILWRAITH : Not with
my knowledge or consent.

Mr. MOREHIETAD said he could well remember
when the Premier and the Minister for Works
were two of fifteen members who obstructed the
then P’almer Government when the present Sir
Charles Lilley led the Opposition. The Minister
for Works was one of a noble thirteen who took
a document up to Government Houge protesting
againstthe Palmer Adwministration. They bronght
up a number of very weak arguments which
were answered categorically by Lord Normanby,
who was Governor at the time. He remembered
also that Mr. Lilley, after there had beena conflict
between the two parties, described the present
Premier—who had come into Parliament under
his wmgis — he expressed his opinion of the
present Premier and three others by saying he
regretted that in the conflict he had had to make
use of tools he despised. There was no doubt
that a number of members wished yet to speak
on the question before them. There were not
more than twenty-five members in the House,
and yet that number was to be asked to affirm
and continue a system that had been branded
outside and inside the Ifouse as a most
improper way of dealing with election petitions.
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He contended that, whatever the result might
be, the Committee were bound to see that it was
dealt with by a full House—by the majority of
the representatives of the people. It was worse
than monstrous; it was absolutely vicious for a
Government holding a majority in their hand to
try and force a matter of that enormous import-
ance upon a thin House. lvery concession that
could be offered in reason had been offered by
the Oppozition side of the Committee. They
had done all they could to try to come to terms
with the Premier, and the hon, gentleman had
led them to Dbelieve that he was willing to
meet them, but as soon as the proposition
came to he reasonably discussed, like an eel he
slipped out of their hands. He (My, Morehead),
however, hoped that even at that advanced hour
of the morning the hon. gentleman would see the
wisdom of agreeing to the resolution that had
heen moved, or see his way himself to move that
the Chairman leave the chair, All the Opposi-
tion asked was that a most important question
like that should be discussed, fully and freely.
That was a right they had, and the Premier and
his followers were trying to take it away from
them. It was a right they would not part with,
or, at any rate, if they did, it would be after a
most bitter struggle.

After a pause,

Mr. MOREHEAD called attention to the
state of the Committee.

Quorum formed.

The CHATRMAN said the last question dis-
posed of was *‘That the chairman do now leave
the chair, report progress, and ask leave to sit
again,” and thevefore the motion now before the
Committee, “ That the Chairman leave the chair
and report progress,” was not in order. The
alternative motion was, ¢ That the Chairman
do now leave the chair.”

Mr. MOREHEAD said it appeared to him
that the Chairman picked up information very
slowly. They had beennearly an hour discussing
the niotion, and now the Chairman had suddenly
discovered that it was out of order. What would
happen next ?

The Hox. S T. McILWRAITH
whether the motion could not be put?

The CHATRMAN said he thought it could not.
The hon. member for Balonne was mistaken in
saying that the motion had been before the Com-
mittee for nearly an hour. It had only been
before thens for a short time,

Mr. MOREHEAD said it had been before
them for for nearly an hour. He thought the
Chairman should keep a record and be careful
not to contradict him unless he had evidence
before him that he (Mr. Morehead) was wrong.
He would suggest that a new Chairmian le
appointed to take the place of Mr, Fraser, who
must be tired out,

Mr, HAMILTON said he could see no good
to be attained by prolonging the discussion,
and as the Premier had said that he would have
adjourned the House if he had known other
members wanted to speak, and as he had that
information now, and the position of affairs was
the same, he thought the hon. gentleman should
move the Chairman out of the chair.

Mr. BLACK said he must say the tactics
he had witnessed for the last few hours
were the most extraordinary he had seen since
becoming a member of the House. He thought
it should be a matter of regret to all hon. mem-
bers that a more conciliatory tone should not
have prevailed, and more especially that it had
not heen shown by the Premier. The question
was not one of such trivial importance as the
Government scemed to think, and he could

aslked
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assure hon. members that the constitnencies took
a deep interest inthe question and were anxiously
Jooking for some change in the constitution
of the Klections Committec. The English Par-
liament had been forced to appeal to the judges
as the best tribunal, and they had been led to
take that step by the knowledge that it was
almost impossible to get a committee of members
who would not be influenced by political motives.
The matter was so important to the colony that
hon. members were perfectly justified in
doing their utmost to place on the statute-
book of the colony an Act which would
prevent in the future the extraordinary deci-
sions  which had been given in the past
by the Klections and Qualifications Committee.
It was so important that he was sure many hon.
members would be glad of an opportunity of
expressing their opinions. He was sure the
Minister for Lands was itching to speak ; and
the Minister for Public Instruction, who was
involved in a matter to which he was
about to refer, surely had something to
say on the subject. The member for Stanley
(Mr. White), the member for Moreton, the now
member for Fortitude Valley, the member for
Ipswich, the member for Oxley, and the member
for North Brisbane (Mr., Brookes)—he should
like to hear their opinions on a matter of such
vital importance. As the matter now stood, the
Opposition were only doing their duty in taking
advantage of the opportunity to place on the
statute-hook an Act which would be a credit to
thecolony, instead of perpetuating the presentsys-
tem of Kleetions and Qualifieations Commniittees,
which was a disgrace to any civilised colony;
and he proposed, in order to show the reasons
why he objected to that system, to quote from
the proceedings of the llections Committee in
the case of the Burnett election petition, show
ing the inevitable bias of that committee
‘What he proposed to read would be found in
“Votes and Proceedings ” for 1884, page 391,
The first document was the report of the Hlections
and Qualifications Committee on the petition of
R. W. Stuart against the return of the Hon,
B. B. Moreton. But he would first of all call
attention to the state of the committee.

Quorum formed,

Mr. BLACK then proceeded to read the report
of the Select Committee in the case mentioned—
the minutes of proceedings, the evidence of the
witnesses examined—and to comment on the
same.

Debate continued until five minutes to 6
o’clock, when

Mr. MOREHEAD called attention to the
state of the Committee.

A quorum not being present, the House re.
umed, and the CHAIRMAN reported the fact to
the Speaker,

The SPEAKER thereupon counted the mem-
bers prescent, and finding that there was not a
quortm, declared the House adjourned until
3 o’clock this afternoon.





