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794 Elections Bill. [ASSEMBtY.] Question witlwut Notice. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Wednesday, 23 Septembe1·, 1885. 

::llc-;sa.gc from the Uovernor.-Question.-Cook}~lcction. 
-1'10rmal J.'Iotion.- };leetiont' Bill-third reading.
Question without Xotiee.- Vietoria I~ ridge Closure 
.Bill-second rcadiug.-Snppty .-Adjourmncnt. 

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

lVIESSACTI~ FR0:\<1 THE GOVEUNOR. 
The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 

nwssage front His Excellency the (_i-overnor, 
intimating- that the lloyal a"sent had been given 
to the Public Charitable Institutions 1\Ianage
ment Bill. 

QUl~STION. 

Mr. HAMILTON asked the Minister for 
·works--

1. How many snrYP)'lJarties are engag-ed in makiug a 
permanent survey of the Cairns ancl HcrlJerton line l' 

2. IImv long have these part.ics, lTI.!pcctivcly, been so 
engaged~ 

The MINISTEJ:t :FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) replied-

! shall be in a position to ans\ver the hou. member's 
question next 'rnC''3da.)', as by that day I expeet to have 
an answer by \Vire from the Chief J~ngiueer of Railways 
for the Xorthcrn Di\.rision. 

COOK ELECTION. 
The SPEAKER said : I have to inform the 

House that, pursuant to resolution l""ssed by 
the House on the 4th of Auguot last, I isstled 
my writ for the electi'on of a me m her to serve in 
the place of Thomas Cmupbell, Esquire, for the 
electoral district of Cook, and that the retmn 
to such writ has thie day been received by me 
under the provisions of the Telegraphic :\Ie."ages 
Act, with a certificate of the election of Charles 
Lumley Hill, E·,quire, as a member for the sctid 
distriet. 

:FOR:iUAL MOTION. 
The following form<tl motion was c<greed to 
By Mr. KATES (for ::\[r. Midgley)-
'l'hat :Jlr. 'nlliam Kellctt be discharged from attend

ing the Select Committee a..llpointed to inquire into the 
petition of S:unnel Uodgson with reference to the 
allegc<l \Yrongful sei:-mre of the Yessel "Forest King." 
and that 3Ir. :FcrgU:$011 br- nnpointe(l a member of sueh 
eomtuitteo. 

ELJ<:CTIO.l\S BILL-THillD READIXG. 
On the motion of the PRl<::YIIRH, (Hon. 

S. W. Gl'iffith) this Bill was read a third time, 
pae,ed, and ordered to be forwc<nled to the 
Legisbti ve Council, by message in the ustml 
form. 

QFESTION WITHOUT NOTICE. 
:!'.fr. NOR TON asked the Premier whether he 

could give the House any information''" to when 
the papers in connection with the case of R"dmond 
t'cnnts Cockburn would be lctid on the table of 
the House? 

The PREMIER: I cannot give the hon. 
gentleman any information on the subject. I 
think there must be some mistake, as I am under 
the impression that the papers have been laid on 
the table. 

Mr. l'\ORTO:N: No; I do not think so. 
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VICTORIA BRIDGE CLOSURl~ BILL
SECOND READING. 

The l'EEiVIIEll srtid: Mr. Speaker,-This 
Bill, which proYirles for the permo,nent clo,ure 
of the Victoria Bridge, raises a short a!Hl very 
simple question. The history of the bridge is 
shortly recited in the preamble. The Brisbane 
Bridge Act wns passed in lSGl, and that :;to,tute 
provided that the councii of the municipo,lity of 
Brisbane should be authorised to erect "'bridge of 
not less than thirty feet in width across the River 
Brisbane, at such place above the (lueen's \Vharf 
:1s the Governor and Executive Cnuncil should 
:1pprove; :1nd there is :1 proviso in the lst section 
of the Act which says thl1t-

" lie fore any such bridge shall be commenced to be 
bltilt a Jllnu and S11ecitication thereof shall be laid before 
and approYed of b~· the GoYernor ancl the l'~xecutivc 
Council, and Jll'oviCled al~o that no bridge creeL d b~" the 
said municipal council shall be so constructeU as to 
obstrnet the navigation of the ltiver Brbbanc by any 
sca.-going vessels.'' 
As most of us :1re rtware the municipal council 
proceeded with the erection of the bridge, but 
owing to the financial difficnlties of lBGG were 
compelled to stop. A very great :1mount of extra 
expense wa.s incurred in consequence of their 
having to make a swing in the bridge so that it 
might be opened to allow vessels to prtss through. 
I believe, though I wrts not in the House rtt the 
time, that the rmtl reason why that proviso was 
inserted waB that f-3ea ~going vessels ruight be 
:1llowerl to go up as frtr as Ipswich. A few ships 
hac! gone up there; m1d there wai; nn idE>:> that 
IpH\vich might becon1e a large port for sea~going 
vessels. I snppose tho,t idea hrts come to an end 
now that we have railwny communic""tion with 
Ipswich. Then the difficulties in which the 
municipal conn?il \Vere involved having be~ 
come so gl'eat m consequence of the cost of 
this bridge, Parlimnant passed nn Act in 
1877, vesting the bridge in Her l'vhjestv. In 
1H78 the Loco,l Government ,\et was po,ssed, 
which authorised the Government to place any 
bridge of tho,t kind under thP. control of the 
rnunicipctl council, :1ml ultim[ltoly the Governor 
in Council placed the briclge o,gain under the 
control of the municipal council. The Supreme 
Court have held that, being charged with the 
manrtgement of the bridge, they are bound to 
open it rtt proper times i1nd under proper circnm
stance,;, and that they ctre liable to darrmges :1t 
the hands of anyone ':vho has been c.lJggrieved or 
has suffered loss through their not opening 
it. Unrler these circumstances the question 
has :trisen-\Vhat is to be done? Now, when 
thctt bridge wo,s erected South Brislmne was 
n very much le"' import ant plaC'<' thrtn it is 
now, and the tnotfic o,cross the bridge wets not 
very grectt ; but since then South Brisbane has 
l1ecome " very large nnrl populous suburb--I 
should think the population is nearer 20,000 tlum 
1:),000-and it iB daily increctsing. The nmount 
of buf5inmis carried on there iR very hl,T;:{e intleecl, 
mlll :tnyone who lms lived in Bri.sbnne, even for n 
very short time, must know the immense nnd 
continuous traffic over the bridge. I suppose 
ornnibuRes 1 mss over it at the ntte of one a nlinute, 
o,nd there is a continuous stream of all sorts of 
trn.tfic-hea.vy goods anti passcnger15- and in 
rt very short time a trmHwcty will be laid down. 
Now, sir, to open that bridge continuow~ly 
through the day would certainly c>tuse enormous 
inconvenience to a \·cry large proportion of the 
population of the metropoli>o. Moreover, not 
only is there this continuous tmffic, but the 
bridge is the 1neans of conveying gas and w[Lter. 
Of course there is no physical impossibility in 
opening the bridge, rtny more than there would 
he in to,king it d<>wn-it could be dmlC ; the qnc'
tion is whether it ifl expedient that it should be 
done. 'rhere tn·c two conflicting highwayo-the 

wrtter highway of the river, :1nd the roo,d h!gh
way of the bridge ; they cannot both be useel at 
once, ctml the question i~, which of them is to 
give way? At the time the Brisbane Bridge 
Act was passed, in 18151, there was rt htw 
in force in this colony which empowered the 
Governxnent to erect bridges acro~s navigable 
streams, o,nd provided expressly that no one 
::;honld have any clailn for dan1age"' in conRe
quence of its being done. That is the 30th sec
tion of an Act commonly called the Roads Act 
of 1832-4 Will. IV., No. 11-

"\Vheueyer it shall appear expedient to the <ioYern
meut of the ~aid colonv to erect. any bridge over or 
across anY river or water. or arm or branch of the ~ra, 
either na,~igahle or not, 1t shall not be lawfnl for any 
pct·son or pcr:-:~ons to sustain or to commence tmy snit or 
any proceedings at b-..v grounded upon any f1Mna.g-es. 
loss, or expenses occasioned or a1lege<l to be occasionod 
hy reason of the creetion of any such bridge as afore
said." 
Th[lt wo,s the law in thi' colony up to the time 
of the pasoing of the Public \VorkR L"'ml 
Hesumption Act of 1878, which made a new 
provision for procuring land for the con
struction of roads, and by it the Hoacb 
Act wrts repen,led. So tho,t bnt for the proviso 
in the 1st section of the Act no compensct
tion could be cbimed. It wo,s the bw of 
this colony that bridg-es might be erected over 
navigable wnters without giving rise to any 
clailn for cmnpensation, an(l a very :;;ound prin
ciple too. There m·e certainly no vested rights 
which can arise in :1 colony like this suffi
cient to justify the obstruction of a public 
highway in Ruch an ilnporta,nt poRition aK the 
Victori>t Bridge nccupie,;. The only objection, I 
presume, which crtn be mrtcle to the cloc;ing of 
the bridge is on the ground of vested intere,to<, 
a,nd I rtssert that there [Ire no vested interest' 
deKerving of a.ny consideration vYhatever. There 
is no doubt th:1t the vo,lue of property on the 
Sonth Brisbctne side has been enormously in
creased by tJ1e facilities for comumnic"'tion, ctnd 
would be correspondingly climinishecl by the ob
struction of thrtt cmnmunico,tion. It might be 
that a very few per,sons on one side of the river 
or the other would get a little more money 
for their water frontages if they could get 
sen,-going- vessel-; alongside; but they for1n a 
very snmll number, tmd they slmre in the 
increased value gi Yen to property by uninter· 
rupted rneans of corntnnnica.tion. I nutiuta.in 
that they ctre entitled to no serious considem
tion nt all, and the only mrttter we onght to 
consider is the public convenienee. It ha,s been 
suggested thrtt though the bridge conlrl not be 
opened during the daytime it might during the 
night. Suppose tho,t were so. In the first place, 
it would internmt all the means of cmmnunica
tion for water a!1d gas, as well as all the traffic 
that has to take place at night. 'For instmlCe, 
driving cattle into town, which I believe is a 
very important and serious 1natter, can only be 
done during the night, and during certain hourr; 
of the night. It woulcl never do to clri\'e 
wild cattle through the streets in the day
time. Again, the propc"al to open the 
bridge during the night is not pnwticn,ble, for 
this reason : 'rhe opening of the bridge is 
narrow, and it i~ not safe to go through except 
near the top of high wo,ter "'nd "'gainst the tide. 
Kow, yon C[tnnot always tLrrnnge for the tov of 
the tide to arrive in the middle of the night, nor 
can you arrange for the tide to be running in the 
direction opposite to that in which the ship 
wants to go at any thne during the night; so that 
th<1t scheme is not feaf_;ible. A_gain, tmppose an 
o,ccident were to occnr, as is qnite likely, throngh 
a ship striking the bridge, or ctnything else 
hapjJening to nmke it impossible to close the 
bridge for two or three days, the inconvenience 
and lo:;s which would arise would be a greo,t 
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deal more than the loss tn all the riparian land
lords put together. Considering what the law 
was for so long, per.:-onB on the bank of the river 
have no claim to any particular consideration. 
I never heard of anyone on the north side wanting 
compensation. for injury to their property on the 
banko of the nver; the only persons who can have, 
so far as I kno'v, even an ostensible clain1, are per~ 
sons on the other side. As to navigating further 
up, we have the raihmy bridge at Oxley, which I 
suppose no one thinks of baYing pulled down; so 
that the only people who could set up their claim 
for a moment as agidnst the general body of the 
people are the few who occupy property between 
the bridge at Brisbane and the bridge at Oxley. 
We should not be justified in allowing the 
bridge to be opened and one of the principal 
highways to be obstructed for their convenience. 
The Govermuent therefore felt bound to deal 
with the matter. It was n matter dealing with 
n public highway of the colony, which could not 
be dealt with in a private Bill, and the Govern· 
ment felt it their duty to take charge of it ; and 
the conc]u,don they have come to is thnt the 
hridge :;huuld be kept :;hut. That will do no 
harm to anyone, and it will be an immense 
convenience to a very great nun1ber. .Another 
suggef-ltion malle i~ that there is 1nore wharf
age wanterl, ln1t I an1 sure there is enough 
wharfage below the bridge to accorrnnoclate 
all the shipping that is likely to come up 
here for many years to come. So far from 
ts being desirable to extend the wharfage 

above the J~risbane bridge, I am C[Uite certain 
that we shall lmve before long more bridges 
than one between the north ancl the south side. 
I wonder what would be said in England if it 
were pro_po~ecl to 111ake an opening through 
London Bridge' That is certainly farther down 
the river com]mratively than the Brisbane 
bridge, und there is an innnenl::le an1onnt of 
navigation carried on above it ; but the veHsels 
are adapted for it. There is no difficulty about 
thnt. The question is, whether, to allow of 
V<"'oels with tall masts going throug-h now and 
again at rare intervals, the whole population of 
the rnetropoli,; 'md people !"''sing through the 
metropolis ,hould Le put to the inconvenience 
caused by the O]Jening- of tho bridge whenever an 
individual con1es forwanl and wants to take u. 
vessel throu:;h "? I think not. The Bill is pre· 
parerl very simply. It provideR thilt the clau:;e 
in the J3risbane l3ridge Act which says that a 
bl'idge Bhttll not obstruct the na.Yigation of the 
river :;hall be repealed, and thnt it shall be la,wful 
for Her :Uajesty or the municipal council to l<eep 
the bridge permanently closed ; also that the Bill 
shall come into opemtion from the day it \ms 
introduced into the Hm"e-the 20th of "\ ngust. 

The HoN. Sw T. J\IciL WRAITH said : J\Ir. 
Speakl'r,-I think anyone on reading the pre· 
amble of this Bill will see what a verY limited 
view of the l[nestion lms been take;J by the 
Government. After reciting· tbe efiects of the 
danF:e._,, Ro far a~:; 1egi~lation on the subject has 
been concerned, it winds up with the remark :-

"Its nsofu1ncf',:.; as a main pnhiic higlrwaY of the 
colon.Y \Youla be :2.:rcatly dlwiJJisherl if tile traffic ~wro~:-: 
it ~honld he interrnptcd hy opening it to allmY of the · 
Jlas~agc of :-;<<t-going yc:-; . .,cl~.'' 

I say that a Go\ernment which is capable of 
11utting n, clanse of this ~ort into the prea1nble 
of a Bill, de~;igned for the pnrpo~e of otopping 
the traffic on one of the greatest high>Yay~; of the 
colony, has failed tn grasp the (ruestion altogether. 
It is the Government who are trying to ctop 
traffic on a highway. It is n different r]uestion 
altogether from rnerf'ly stoppiug the traffic be
tween the city and its :;uburbs. There is a mean. 
neRS about the llill that I did not ex] •ect tn come 
from a hwycr. Certnin pnrtics, ,,!Jcther they 
have rights or not, abm·e the bridge, con~;ider that 

they have rights, and consider they h,we a right 
to ha Ye access by water above the bridge for sea
going vessels. They appe~led to the courts '!f 
law, who were the only interpreters of therr 
Acts, and the judg·ment of the court was that 
they had such rights. But what is the action 
taken by the Government? They immediately 
bring in a Bill declaring legal what ht•s hitherto 
been illegal according to the decision of the 
courts of law, and actually making the illegality 
retrospecth·e, because by clause 3 the individuals 
who sued the corporation can be made to pay the 
whole cost of a law,,uit that is over. 

The PREMIEH: It is not retro~;pective to 
that extent. 

The HoN. Sm T. J\IciL WRAITH: I thought 
it was retrospective, and, in order to supplement 
my judgment, I have asked other lawyers not 
interested in the matter, and they assured me 
that cbuse 3 wao not retr<"pecti ve. But I will 
try and take a wider view of the c;J,se altogether 
than was taken by the Premier; bnt first let n;1e 
draw the attention of the H ou~;e to the Yery dif
ferent line of arguruentwhic]l thathon. gentlemo,n 
uses now, from what he has persistently usecl 
in this House. Hon. gentlemen will probably 
rememlJer very well, when we passed the Trmii
ways and Rail wttys Bill of 1880, that the hon. 
gentleman in his antagonism to that Bill almost 
went to the length of obstrnction upon this 
ground: that we were interfering with the rights 
of private property in actually providing- agairmt 
fanciful claims being raised by the owners of 
such pmprrty again,;t the Government. \Ve 
knew tha.t we were actually bringing in a 
Bill that provided against what was a 
great evil before-the way in which the Uov
cnnnent were forced to rlit"gorge money to 
hungry applicnnts on account of alleged harm 
clone to property. \Ye tried ;o far a,, possible 
to restrict that; but the hon. gentleman could 
then see nothing but the rights d pri V>tte 
property. But when it comes to a fjuestion 
in which he is counsel for the plaintifi he 
can sec only one view of it, ami that is that 
there is really no right of private property nt 
all, and, if there is, that there ought not to 
be. The hem. gentleman i:; wrong altogether 
in saying that the idea of sea,-gning ve~:;sels 
going to Ipswich has long cmne to an end. 
Those who have come to that conclusion pro
bably live below the bridge--they certainly clo 
not live above it; and wbnt i.'-l uwre, no 1w1n 

who has considered the possibilities of the eo:>! 
trade in the \V est J'>ioreton district can possibly 
have come to the conclusion that the idea of sea
going vessels going to I pHwich has been for one 
moment aLnndoned. Tlmt it has been >Lhandoned 
I deny. I remember well, when the ntilway 
brid6·e was being constrncted over the river at 
Oxley, although the lmv had passe<l ancl nothin::; 
coulcl interfere with it, J was interviewed, as 
:Minister for \Vorks, by a numuer of landed pro
prietors ab"ve the brid::;e, all of whom claimed 
to have had their rights interfered with by 
the passing of the specifications which antho
rised the G0vermnent to make the bridge. 
They never lost sight of their claims to 
have :5Ca~going ve~sel~ V<U:iB allove the bridge. 
\Vhy shonld the idea be abandoned? There 
is a city of more tlmn 500,000 inhabitants
Liverpool-and about 33miles of!" there is another 
city with 500,000 inhal1itant;;; and the question of 
creating water carriage bet·ween the two is a great 
problem. Yet here, in the infancy of the colony, 
>dt.h probabilities of wonderful ad\lmcement 
Htaring us in the face, \ve are asked to sacrifice for 
the purpose of a little convenience between a city 
and its snbnrbs, one r>fthe granclest prospects the 
colony c\·er hac!. The hon. ::;entleman says that 
since "the Act was pa.osed making it compuloory 
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on the builders of a bridge to provide means for 
sea-going vesselH to pasB through it, the circum
stances of the colony have very much changed. I 
quite agree with him ; but the hon. gentleman sees 
these circumstances in quite a different light from 
what I do, as I think the reasons why the bridge 
should not be closed h;,ve immensely increased 
since the Bridge Act was passed. He can only see 
in the changed circumstances of the colony thttt 
South Brisbane ha.~~ grown a big Rubnrb, and that 
constant communication with it is indispensable. 
No doubt that is so. But I sav that the enor
mous coal traffic that is growing up in \V est 
l\foreton demands that water carriage shall be 
provided. Look how the trade has increased ! 
The Ipswich coal produce for 1880 was 53,000 
tons; in 1881 it was fi6,000 tons; in 1882, 74,000 
tons ; in 1883, 104,000 tons; and in 1884, 122,000 
tons. That is evidence of a constantly increasing 
traffic ; n,nd is the rail way able to accommodate 
tlmt traffic? 

The PREMIEU: Of course it is. 
The Ho:-~. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: The hon. 

gentlen1an says of course it iH! Surely he does not 
con tern plate that thi,, traffic is to be confined even 
tu the mte of traffic at which it has been progress
ing. Even at that rate of progre.ss vve have not 
reached the time yet when one wn,g-gon-lottd of 
coah; can be put on bon,rd one of the British-India 
ve.oscls from the laoo, except in bags. That is the 
position at thepresenttime. The rail wn,y will never 
provide for the carriage of co,Lls in order to com· 
pete economically with other seaports in Australia. 
So far from being content with the rail way we 
must contemplate a traffic in coals beyoml the 
power of any railway to supply. \Ve must con
template a traffic that will certainly be far 
beyond the power of South Brisbane to supply. 
\Ve cn,u see at the same time that the railway 
affords an expensive means, and not a very 
profitable n1eans, whereas we have a river 
here right through the centre of the coal dis
trict ; n,nd we are actually going to block the 
traffic that will allow sea-going ve,sels to go 
almost to the pit's mouth. The hon. gentleman 
sn,ys tha.t no damage worthy of consideration 
can be done to anyone above the bridge. If hon. 
members will just consider the influence that 
has been brought to bear to get the Government 
to introduce this Bill, they will see very clearly 
what the motive hn,s bPen. The great influence 
brought to bear on the Government has been that 
of the property owners below the bridge, and 
they brought their influence to bear because they 
know that the effect of limiting the n,molmt of 
acconnnodation for sea-g-oing vessel:-; will be 
to increase its value. If the opening of the 
bridge allows sen.-going vessels to pass np 
the river there will be more accommodation for 
them, and its value will thereby be decreased. 
That is the reason why so much influence has 
been brought to ben,r on the Government to pass 
this Bill through the House. 

The PREMIER: I am not n,ware of any such 
influence having been brought to bear on the 
Governn1ent. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. MciLWKUTH: I am 
aware of the influence that has been brought to 
bear upon myself, and it was always brought 
with the assurance tha.t they had been to the 
Premier and the Colonhtl Tren,surer before. I 
know very well who have been agitating in order 
to get this Bill passed. 

The PREMIER: The only people who came 
to me were the corporation. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciL WRAITH: That, I 
think, disposes of the question whether, by closing 
the bridge, dam;,ge will be done to the land 
above it. ,T ust consider for n, moment the value 
of thn,t ln,nd. Almost the whole of it, right down 

to Brisbane, is coal land ; and the value of that 
land, if arrangen1ents can be 1nn.de along the 
river banks by which con,! can be put almost 
direct from the pit on board sea-going vessels, 
,, ill be immense, not only to the proprietors 
themselves but to the colony. The converse of 
that is eqwtlly true, that to close the river 
above the bridge to sea-going vessels \vill be 
a grcn,t l<hs to the proprietorB and to the 
colony generally. The hon. member asked what 
would be said in England if it was proposed to 
make a road thmugh London Bridge for sea
going vt:st->eh;. London Bridge is certainly an 
ollstrnction to the mwigation of the Thn,mes 
b:v sefl,-going vessels ; bnt the hon. gentle1nan 
forget.s that it is a rnatter of consta,nt regret at 
home that the rivers of Engbnd were blocked 
long before people knew what traffic was. \Vhen 
London Bridge waR originally built it was not 
an obstruction to sea-going ve:-5sels, bec:tnse the 
sea-goi11g veRsels that cmne there could pass 
through the arches of the bridge by simply 
tnJdng down their 1nasts. But it w~ts never 
argued that n, bridge of that height was an 
impediment to the mwi;;n,tion of the Hiver 
Thames; a.nd, beside~, vested interests have 
become so great now that it would be perfectly 
impoSRible for them to retmce their steps in 
that direction. The hcm. gentlenmu also says 
that it will be quite impracticn,ble to use this 
road through the Brisbane bridge, on account 
of its position. But he must not forget that the 
law is at the present time that the owners of that 
bridge are bound to find a road for sea-going 
vessels to pass through it. That is the law of 
the htud, and if the accornmocbtion at present 
supplied is not sufficient, then the law forces 
them to provide bette1·. Because a certain 
wrong has been done up to the present tillle the 
Premier is certainly not entitled to say thn,t we 
crmnot possibly find a remedy for it. A remedy 
can be found for it in course of law; but \Ve are 
trying, by legislation after the fact, to block 
the just rights of the public. The hon. member 
says that an Act ]xtssed in 1833-bcfore Queens
lailcl was n, colony-which is the law in ~England, 
and which was in force here until some few years 
ago, gave a right to the Governrnent ?'t any 
time to make a bridge over "river, stoppmg the 
highway, without compcnsn,tion. I think that 
m<ty be laid aside n,ltogether, because, rts the 
hcm. member has himself often s>tid, the law of 
the land is properly got from the judges of the 
land. \Vhat the jndge said in this pn,rticnlar 
case I will read to the Hous!?.. I do so in order to 
show the weakness Af what the hon. member urged 
about the Act of 1833 giving the Government 
the power to ob.,truct the highw?"Y on a river 
without compensation to owners. \Vhat is the 
actual law of the land is shown by the recent 
decision given in the Supreme Court. 

The PREMIEH.: The hon. gentleman mis
nnderstn,nds me. I said that but for the proviso 
in the first Brisbane Bridge Act that would have 
been the law. 

'rhe Ho:-~. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: Then I 
do not know whv the matter was brought for
wn,rd at all. .At all events, I will read the 
decision of the judge, to show the position in 
which the question stands now. After stn,ting 
that there was no doubt as to the ownership of 
the bridge lying in the hands of the municipality, 
the decision continues as follows :-

"The sole question for deci:~:.ion on these dcn1m'l'ers 
theu is, \Yhether it is the tlut.r of the defendant:3 to 
remove this obstruction. '!'he Brisbane Ri,Ter is a 
navigable tidal river far ahovc the site of the bridge, 
and at sneh is nndoubtedly in the mLture of highway, 
and would be well de» cri bed as a 'common high\vay' 
(Com. Dig.' Chimin'-(A Iligh\\ayl. L~p to 1861, when 
the first Bridge Aet was passed, there was vus~ago 
for the Queen and her snbjeets in this river highway-
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Com. Dig.-and that right conlcl not be taken away or 
obstructed by the Crown or anyone else, except by Aet 
of Parlimncut. When the loeall.~egislatnre passed the 
Erirlge .. 1ct of lS(i], a.nthori.sing the municipal council 
of Brisbane to erect a bridge aeross the river which 
mnst necessarily obstruct the n:, '· igation to Rome 
extent it was exprcs~l.r }H'ovi.clcd by section 1 that 'So 
bridge erected. by the conucil shall be so eonstrncte<l as 
to olJstrnct Uu-: navigation of the River Brisbane by any 
sea-going Yesscb.' Tllis m-:ans t.lmt the upper course 
of tllc river so far as it is navigable shall be acressible 
by some means to sea-going vessels, the bridge notwith
st-:mding. There is nothing in any subsequent slatnte 
authorising an abridgment or obstruction or that right 
of higlnvay as modified mul protected. by the .\et of 
1861. 'fhe bridge passed, by other Acts--the Bridge 
Acts and Loeal GoYcrnment Act-from the munici11al 
ooun~il to the Crmvn, nud ag:ain from the Crown to the 
noune1l, and before it was at last yestec1 in the eouncil 
it had become a fixed inRtead of a swing bridge, 
without all} legal authority for 1--tWh change. The 
defendants contend that inasmueh as they received 
the bridge from the Crown in that r,ondition by no act of 
their o'Yn. hut under the coJlllHll&fH'Y powers of the 
IJoeal Gon~rmucnt Act of 1878, they are only bound to 
keep it in the S'lmc condition as it came to their charge. 
If the alteration of strneturc upon which the tlefendants 
rc:ly for their exoneration was made \vhilst the bridge 
wns under lltc control of the Crown, then the ob..:;truc
tion so crc~Ltcd wns • in dil:, et opvosition to tlntt dnt.r 
which the la\v car-;ts on the Crown of reforming and 
punislling all nui~ancc'S \Yhich obstruct the navigation 
or pnblicri,·er~.· a dnty whieh was inflccd only afllrmcd, 
not created, by the Great Charter. (\Yilliam_s v. 
\\"i1cox and another, H, AU. nnd E.. 3!.1..) "'e 
think, therefore, that whoever is charged with the 
maiutcnanr.c of the bridge mu~t keep it, in accor
dance with the manclntc of the statute, free from 
obstructing the river higlnnty for sea-going vessels, and 
cannot tind shelter under the illegal aet of predecessors 
in duty. The right of highway across the river by 
means of the bridge can only be enjo)·ed subject to the 
lH'e-<'xisting paramount right of highway by means of 
the ri\'er it:~h'lf. ( Williamsv. Wilcox a.ncl another.) The 
defcnrtants are charged by law with the care of the 
bridge. and upon them ha;o:; devolved the dnty of kef'ping 
the navigation free through to the structure for sea-going 
ve:;~els. It follows that they must Oll8n the swing 
hridge. There must. therefore, be judgment against 
them on these demurrers. Judgment fol' the lllaintitl's) 
witll costs." 

It is quite plainly stated there that the first duty 
of the Government is to preserve the interests of 
the subjects, and give a free highway along the 
Brisbane River. That is infringed by building 
a bridge through which there is no ovening, and 
I contend that we are now being asked to 
perpetuate the injm•tice done by practice by 
making the closure of the bridge legal, and thus 
keeping back those injured in their interests 
from getting compensation for the wrong that 
has been done them. \Ve have had a sample 
of legislation of that kind in the House lately. 
\Ve have had Dr. Hobbs before us this year, 
as we have had for a great many yeilrs
since I have been a member of the House; 
and his claim for compensation bas been put 
forward lucidly by the Premier himself-that 
in that case a public Act of the Legislature 
ttuthorised certain works to be constructed with
out providing that tbose who suffered by them 
should get compensation. Yet that which was 
so declaimed againc;t by the Premier repeatedly 
in advocating Dr. Hobbs's chtim was the very 
thing he here proposes to do. It is not for ns 
tc say dogmatically that there is no man injured 
by the closure of that bridg·e. I say that common 
sense at once tells us that a great many people 
are injurerl by it ; but even if there were none, why 
should we not put in a clause by which all rights 
should be prE"lerved? \\T e cannot, in common 
justice, clu less than that. I will quote a few 
words said by the Premier himself on this case 
of Dr. Hobbs. \Vhen advocating Dr. Hobbs's 
claim he said :-

,,The correct principle to go upon was that, 'vhen the 
rights of a private individual were interfered \vith for 
the public ~Ldva.nt.ngc, compens~ttion should be giren to 
the individual." 

That is the principle laid clown by the Premier 
himself. Then again he says :-

,; Pt<m(i facie, men who do injury onght to pay com
pensation, and the rule of lep:islation in Brittsh com
munities had always been novel' to allow any one man 
to injure another wit.hout makingemnpen~atiou." 

'l'hat is very clccr upon the point of compensa
tion ; and the Government cannot esc:ttJe it hy 
saying dogmatically thr,t nobody is injured. \Ve 
know that there are persons injured, and as the 
hon. gentleman hims01f pointed out, when the 
Railways and Tramways Bill was passing through 
this House, that if a man was injured to the 
extent of a farthing the right to be compen
sated for that farthing shunld be preserved 
for him ; so I say that right oug·ht to be 
preserved here. These remarks go, of course, 
towards an amendment in the Bill, but I gG, as 
hon. 1nen1bers will see, a great deal further than 
that. The hrm. gentleman cnn see nothing bnt 
the innnenRe hig-hway in the bridge over the 
river; I see an in1n1ense highway in the river 
underneath the bridge, far beyond the highway 
across the river. I do not think the two should 
be weighed in the balance at all. \Vhatever 
\Ve do \VB ought to prevent oun;elve::; fron1 legis~ 
lating sn that that bridge should be closed, and 
prevent the upper part of the ri' er from being 
adapted to sea-going· vessels. That is a right we 
OL1gl1t to presm:ve for the reasons I h~tve given. 
\V e have a wonderful prospective trade in coal, 
which c;tn never be provided for by r:til ways, 
as we can see at the present time ; and the 
only way in which we can get coals so as 
to compete with i'\ew South Wales is by 
allowing sea-going vessels to go up the river. 
Taking that view of it we should undoubtedly do 
wb:tt we po"'ibly can to preserve what I call the 
highway. But let u; look at it again from 
another point of view, which I believe we are 
not obliged to take, but as the hon. member took 
it I do not care about following him. He 
say", "Look at the immense rupture of 
trade that will occur by allowing the bridge to 
be opened at certain times." I myself do not 
sec it. I do not see why the trade could not be 
conducted as well, even if it were ten times as 
great, by bridges tl:at opened. I have seen them 
in various parts of Europe, and I do not despair 
of seeing- the bridge here opened, and it will 
be a great convenience to the colony. The hon. 
member refers to the fact that other bridges will 
be built across the river. Of course there will 
be other- bridges built across the river, but will 
there be a bridge built below the Victoria Bridge 
that will not afford means for sea-going vessels 
to pass? I guarantee that such a bridge will never 
be built. All the bridges that will be built 
below the Victoria Bridge will have to be so built 
as to allo-w sea-going Vt."3sels to pass, and we 
should make the one we are now legislating 
upon in such a way that it ca.n be opened 
to per1nit of sea-going vessels passing, or, in 
other words, to provide that the law shall 
remain as it is at the present time. J~ven if 
that invoh·ecl the erection of another bridge, a 
great deal of accommodation would be provided 
for the traffic if there ,,·ere another bridge built 
so as to open for the passage of sea-going vesBels, 
sav, near Alice street or some other convenient 
place, and then when the opening of one of the 
bridges was being used the other could be made 
available for the traffic. \Ve are asked to shirk 
a question now which we cannot shirk after
wards-that is, the opening of all the bridges 
across the Brisbane River. The question is, 
whether for the consideration of ownerH of pri
vate property below the bridge we shall sacrifice 
the rights of those who are above it; and above 
all, whether we shall nip in the bud one of the 
best trarles that Queensland promises to have, 
just for the sake of enhancing the value of the 
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wharfage properties below the bridge ? That is 
the only thing to be obtained by clusing the 
bridge ; and should we decide U)JOn closing the 
bridge we shall enhance the value of wharfage 
properties below it, but it will be done to the 
detriment of the colony, to the sure detriment 
of a great and promising trade, and to the 
extinction of rights that actually exist and which 
cannot possibly in justice be ignored. 

The COLOKIAL TREASlTRim (Hon. J. R. 
Dickson) said: l\Ir. Speaker,-The hon. mem
ber has drawn a very glc)\ving picture of 
the probable expansion of our coal trade- a 
picture in the realisation of which I quite agree 
with him. I think the co>el trade will extend to 
the dimensions described by the hon. member; 
but, frorr1 his rernarks, anyone who is a stranger 
to the locality would imagine that a sea-going 
vessel had only to pass Victoria Bridge to get at 
once into the coal district, and that all the coal 
was to be fonn<l on the river banks above the 
Victoria Bridge. We all know that there is no 
coal whatever between the Victoria Bridge and 
the Oxley Bridge, and we are n,ware that that 
]J:1rt of the country, which forms n,n entirely 
ag1•icultuml district, is the real obstruction to 
the pn,ssage of the principal part of the Brisbane 
Hiver by ve:-;tiels going in for tbe coal trade; 
and therefore the hon. g-entleman's contention 
narrowed itself down to this : ·what is the 
practical inconvenience that will be sustained 
by having the navigation of the river maintained 
in its present condition unto the Oxley railway 
bridge? I could not gather from the hori. 
gentleman'' speech that he advocates the railway 
bridge at Oxley being reconstructed, with the 
view of an opening being 1nade in it so as tn 
admit of sea-going vessels going to the upper 
parts of the Brisbane !liver. 

The HoN. Sm T. MolL WRAITH: Yes, I 
do; whenever the traffic demands it. 

The COLONIAL THEASFRER: The hon. 
gentleman did not mention that, and I did 
not gather from his remarks that he went to 
t}mt extent. However, that is not the question 
before us. At present we know, looking at 
practical facts, that the swing of the Victoria 
Bridge has been closed for years. During the 
past ti ve years it ha, only been opened once, 
and that was for the purpose of letting a Gov
ernn1ent vessel-a powder rnagazine-through. 
For some years before that it had not been 
O)Jened for any such purpose. It has been 
opened at intervals of three and five years 
respectively, in order to I'epair the bridge and to 
see that the swing was in operation. Therefore, 
I contend that, in reality, there has been and 
will be no "practical hardship endured by anyone 
if the Bill pass. For all practical purposes the 
bridge has been closed for years, and although 
some peuple may take advantage of the inLroduc
tion of the Bill to try and show that they will be 
injured by the bridge being· closed, on the other 
hand we 1nust consider the large increase in 
value which these properties on both sides of 
the river, and both above and below the 
bridge, have derived from its construction. I 
am sure that that increase in value far 
more than compensates for any deprivation of 
wharfage purposes which may be desired aboYe 
the bridge to enable a few vef:sels to load with 
coal. One would infer from the hon. gentleman's 
remarks that the whole of the Ip,;wich coal
mines were on the banks of the river, but a large 
extent oft he coal country now bemg worked, and 
a very larg-e area yet to be opened up, is far away 
from navigation, and the produce from those 
places will undoubtedly find its wa.y down by 
railwaycarriagetothe wharves at South Brisbane. 
I believe that those wharves will be the chief means 
of shipping coal from this port. In fact, I very 

much question whether, even if the swing were 
kept open, the tllaRters of any of our larger 
vesr;els would willingly incur the ri;..;ks of going 
through the bridge. I am conYiuced that they 
would much prefer being- shifted to the coal 
whanes at South Brisbane, where they would 
have no ri8k of accident \vhatever, to running 
the risk of vassing through the comparatively 
narrow swing·, which i:> not at all adavted for 
navigation by anything like the large ocean
going shipR now con1ing here. 

The Hox. Sm T. :\IciLWHAITH: What is 
the remedy for that ? 

TheCOLONIALTREARURER: The remedy 
for that is for them to load below the bridge. It 
is not necessary for me to refer to the question of 
the depth of water in the upper part of the river, 
or as to how far ocean-going ves::;els could pro
ceed up it. Thnt I am not prepared to go into, 
as I have no data upon it; but at the same time 
it is an objection that ought not to be overlooked. 
Howevm,, I am fully convinced of this : tbat 
by removing from the corporation the clis
a!Jilities and penalties they at present lie under 
in connection with the opening of the bridge 
lVe are inflicting injury 11JlOll none of thp htlld
ownel'S \vho ha,ve river frontages; and a.H to the 
great benefits tlmt will accrue to trade-the coal 
trade in particular-by keeping the bridge open 
fur :.;ea-going \ es~:;el:-:;, it i~ a \'ery plea:-:ant picture 
to draw ; but it is one that is, l think, entirely 
devoid of reality. I belieYe that a great coal 
trade will grow up, and that that trade will 
be brought down to the natural outlet below 
the bridge ; and that can be done by increas
ing our railway appliances in the future. I 
do not consider it necestiary to n1ak~ any 
further remarks on the subject. As I have 
already stated, the bridge has been virtually 
closed during the past five years, and there 
has been no outcry by the maritime portion of 
the community tlmt they have suffered any 
inconvenience or loss of profit by being pre
vented from sending ships np the Drisb:1ne 
River. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWHAITH: What 
do you call an outcry ? 

The COLONIAL THEASURER : I mean 
that there has been no burning question raised. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\YRAITH: \Vhat 
does JYicBride 1"C1"S1ls the Corporation mean? 

The COLONIAL TREAS"GRER : I do not 
consider that by any means substantiates the 
position of a general demand by the maritime or 
mercantile community. I do not accept l\Ir. 
1\-fcBride as the represenbtive of the mercantile 
community of Brisbane. \V e know very well that 
that case was got up entirely for the purpose of 
testing the position of the corporation, and 
with the view, doubtless, of showing that :Mr. 
McBride was personally aggrieved. But it 
hy no means represents the general feel
ing on either side of the river, because it 
is generally conceded that great benefits will 
be derived from the closin;:: of the hridge. In 
fact, it is looked upon as a foregone conclusion. 
Every busineRs man regards the bridge as having 
been virtually closed from the foundation. \V e 
know that it would not have been built if the 
concession of n Rwing had not been granted ; but 
I remember well that even at the time it was 
granted it was looked upon that the swing was a 
mere concession to sentimental feeling-that the 
construction of the bridge was the main thing to 
provide for-and that the swing itself woul<l 
never be used to any extent. };xperience has 
proved that to be correct. The hon. the leader 
of the Opvosition of course felt bound to oppose 
the motion; but I believe that he recognises as 
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well as anyone in this House the advantages to 
the community that will arise from the bridge 
being closed as early as possible. 

The HoN. J. M. MAClWSSAN said: Mr. 
Speaker ,-'l'he hon. the Colonial Treasurer in 
his closing remarks said th:tt of course the 
le>tder of the Opposition felt bound to oppose 
the Bill; that is, that whether he believes in it 
or not he is bound to oppose it. I think that, 
Rir, is a very lmne conclusion to arrive at, anO a 
very lame argument in support of the Bill. I 
take a very broad view of the question. I am 
inclined to look at the question in a broader light 
than even the hon. gentleman who leach the 
Opposition. I look upon Ipswich-when I say 
''Ipswich" I mean the l\:loreton district also
not only as a grt"'~tt producing district, but as one 
that will become a great manufacturing district. 
I have not the slightest doubt that the time will 
come in Queensland, as well as it has come 
elsewhere, when \\'e shall have to go into manu
facturing very largely, and I do not know of 
any place in Queemlnnd more suited or more 
likely to bo the centre round which manufactories 
will be established than Ipswich itself. There
fore I look upon the closing of thiil bridge 
as being- the means of closing, or partially 
closing-, the avenue to this great manu
facturing prosperity which we are look
ing forward to, as well as the coal trade, 
which the hon. the lender of the Opposition 
has referred to. He has shown by the paper 
from which he quoted that the coal trade has 
more than doubled within four years ; and I 
consider that had the appliances for the expor
tation of coal been equal to the production 
the increase would have been a great dertl more 
than was mentioned by the hon. gentleman. 
\V e all know that there has been an outcry by 
the coal-owners on account of the insufficiency of 
accommodation for shipping coal at South Bris
bane. And it will always be so. Let anyone 
examine the place and see whether it can be 
made into a place from which hundreds of thou
sands of tons of coal can be shipped yearly as 
at Newcastle. The thing is utterly absnrd, 
becrtuse the site is too cramped for rtnything of 
the sort. And if we continue the railway 
twelve or fourteen miles to the mouth of the 
river the cost of carriage will cripple the 
trade, so as to make it beyond the power of 
coal-owners to compete with .1'\ewcastle. }~ven 
at present it is difficult for them to compete with 
Newcastle; and every impediment put in their 
way-every farthing added to the cost of putting 
the coal on board ship-renders it more difficult 
for them to compete with New South \Vales. 
The hem. gentleman's argument was founded 
chiefly on the fact that there is no coal between 
the Oxley bridge and the Brisbane bridge, rtnd 
also that there has been no outcry from 
the maritime portion of the community. 
But it is not the maritime portion of the 
connnunity whose rightf; we are advocating 
at all; it is the rights of the district of \V est 
M:oreton and of the whole colony. The mari
time portion of the community do not care what 
wharf they get their goods from; they have no 
desire to go above the bridge as long as they can 
get their goods below, unless they have to pay 
more below; but if they have to pay hig-her 
prices in consequence of not being able to get 
them above the bridge they will cry out. 
The hem. gentleman abo said that the 
bridge has practic~lly been closed for five 
ymw,, and that lYir. McBride, who sued the 
corporation, is not looked upon by him as in any 
way representing any general demand for the 
opening of the bridge. All I can say is that 
I am very sorry to hertr him say sn. I think 
that one reason why there ha& been no outcry is 
because there was no other man of public spirit 

like :i'vir. McBride to contest the matter with the 
corporation-to compel them to open the bridge ; 
and I think Mr. McBride deserves credit, what
ever his motive was, for contesting- in the public 
interest for what is of great pnblic value. As to 
the bet of the Oxley bridge being an impediment, 
that is an impediment which can be removed 
by the Government any day; and I will tell 
the hon. gentlem:m how it ean be done. \Ve 
should do one of two things if the necessity should 
Mise -and I hope it will arise some day, in 
the interests of \Vest Moreton-we should either 
make a swing sufficiently large to allow vessels 
to go through, or raiHe the bridge to a higher 
level w that vessels can go underneath. The 
le:1cler of the Government asked what would 
be the answer to a demnnd for opening 
London Bridg-e, and that question has been 
already answered by the leader of the 
Opposition; but I will tell him what has 
been done in a place of much less importance 
than London. \Ve know that thP. different 
to\vns of Europe, in spite of the rnil way cmrunu
nication which exists there-and e,pecblly in 
~~ngland--are den1anding con1mnnication with 
the sert, if possible, because they find that even 
with nil the railways they cannot supply the 
means of commtmicrttion at the rate at which 
competition demands it should be supplied. Paris 
is ninety miles from the sea, but is situated on a 
river at whose mouth there i' a large and 
important seaport ; yet a project has been on 
foot for years to make a seapOl't, by putting 
the Seine into such a condition by dredging 
and other operations as to enable ships to come 
up to Paris instead of staying at Havre. The 
same thing- is being- done at ~Manchester, and 
the distance between ~lanchester and the sea is 
not more than one-third the distance between 
Paris and the sea. The peo1Jle of JY[anchester 
find it a terrible inconvenience, owing to the 
close competition in business, to be situated 
rts they are ; and they find it difficult to com
pete with the rest of the world in the pro
duction of cotton yarns and calico - more 
especially with Glasgow, which has direct com
munication with the sea. The ship canal 
mentioned by the leader of tbe Opposition is a 
project that has been on foot for several years, 
and the cost has been vrtriously estimrtted at 
from £7,000,000 to £10,000,000; but the people 
of 1Ylrtnchester are willing to undertake so costly 
a work, in order that they may have direct com
munication by water with the sea instend of 
getting their goods from Liverpool as they do 
now; and thus avoid the extra cost of carriage 
over thirty-three or thirty-four miles of milway. 
The cotton trade alone expects to gain half-a
million a year through the making of that 
canal. Now, I will tell the hon. gentleman 
what was done in England only two years ago. 
\Vhen a railway was projected from Hull to 
Lincoln, across the Humber, the people of Leeds, 
who have no communication with the sea
unless it is by a river not navigable to that 
town- protested successfully, through their 
representatives in committee of the House 
of Commons, against the building of that 
milway, becrtuse it would have crossed the 
Humber and prospectively have prevented them 
from having water communication with the sea. 
That was only two years ago. And during the 
present session two Bills have been brought 
before Parliament to put towns into better com
munication with the sea than they are rtt present, 
by the improvement of the rivers Dee and Don. 
The Tay, Tees, Clyde, and many other rivers 
are being improved for the same purpose ; 
but here the Government are going in a direc
tion opposite to the sr;irit of progress in every 
other part of the civilised world. And what 
i~ the reason? Simply because of some slight 
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inconvenience to the public travelling be
tween North Brisbane aml South Brisbane. 
That is the only reason that can be given ; and I 
say the Government that cannot find mercns to 
carry on a traffic like that between North and 
South Brisbane without keeping the bridge 
closed is not worthy of its mtmc. There are 
dozens of men in Brisbane who could earn· on 
cmmnnnication between North and South Bris
bane without stopping the 1n·ospcct of vessels 
going up the river. If we c::tnnot look forward 
to the time when the large ships spoken of by 
the Colonial Treasurer can go up the river-I 
suppose he meant the British-India Comprmy's 
vessels-a thing which is not unlikely, seeing what 
has been d•me in other rivers in other parts ofthe 
world--if we cannot look forward to that time, 
when vessels drawing 24 to 30 feet of water will 
be :chle to come up the river, why not provide for 
vessels of from 1!5 to 18 feet? If we cannot pro
vide for vessels of the larger clas,;, why not get 
the next clas:;? It is not the largest class of 
veRRels tlutt c:crry the largest quantity of coal from 
Newcastle, hut vessels of from GOO tons to 1,000 
tons, and they could go up the river, and to within 
a mile or two of the pit's mouth, where they could 
ship coal at 2s. Gd. or 3,;. Gel. a ton le''· 'l'hat would 
be putting the people into a fair way of being· able 
to compete with Newcastle. No compensation 
put into this Bill to recoup the owners of land on 
the hanks of the river will, in my idea, compen
sate for the closing of the bridge. I do not care 
what clau:<e is put in hy w:cy of compensation, 
it will not compensate the colonv; it will not 
compensate the people of vVest JYioreton, whose 
prospects of a large manufacturing industt·y, 
a~ well as of a coal-producing industry, are 
the brightest of those existing in any part 
of Queensland I know of at the present time. 
Even if we put in a clause giving the fullest com
pensation that can possibly be given t" person,; 
ha,·ing a right to the river being open to free 
navigation, it will he a blow to the rest of the 
colony simply for the benefit of those persons. 
I hope the Government, more especially the 
Premier-who knows much better-in fact, any 
member of this House ought to know better
will not attempt to close the greatest and the best 
and the easieet public highway that exists in the 
country between Brisbane and Ipswich. It echts 
nothing to keep in repair ; and once pnt into 
proper order for the accommndation of shipping, 
will never require anything further. It will not 
be like the lower part of the river, which requires 
continual dredging, because the higher part will 
n,lways clear itself. It is not like a railway either, 
becmJSe a railway always requires to be ke1Jt in 
order. \V e shall neYer be able to carry by the 
South Brisbane llailway the amount of coal 
which the prospects of \VestMoreton ha vein view 
so as to compete with Newcastle successfully. 
That I am fully convinced of. The hest chance 
of competition that there is, is by having the 
river open, 'mcl by having- it put in such a state 
by dredging or otherwise as will allow ships of 
500 or 1,000 tons to come up as far as the coal
fields. I will oppose the second reading of this 
Bill, and I will also oppo·<e it in committee. 

Mr. MACFARLAN:B~ said : I am verv 
pleased to see that Ipswich is again coming to 
the front. \Ve have always said that it was the 
first town in the colony, and th<l>t was the rea"on 
why the swing in the bridge was constructed; 
hut we had no idea that Ipswich was likely to 
so soon become the capital. \Ve have always 
known that there was a wealth lying in the 
bowels of the earth that is far before all the 
goldfields of the colony, and that is the reason 
why we have b~en agitu.ting for 8HCh a long time 
for railway communication with the sea. Hon. 
members will remember th:ct one of the argu
ments used by the Ipswich members in favour 
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of railway communication was, that by con
tinually shifting the coals from the pit-head to 
the trucks, then from the trucks to the 
wnter, ancl then from the water to the ships, 
it became deteriorated very much, and conse
<lnentlv railway communication from the pit
head to the sea was an absolute necessity. That 
being so, I think that Ipswich and those above 
the bridge have been pretty well compensated 
hy the milway; all(\ eo far as I am concerned
although I know thrtt some of my colleag·ues 
disag-ree with rne-yet I look upon railway conl
municn,tion as a cornpensation for the lo;:;s of the 
mea,ns of carriage by water. Besides, I think 
it i'\ ffLr better to take coals to the sea-going 
vessels than to take the sen-going vessels to the 
coals. The majority of sea-going· vessels are not 
able to come up the river past the bridge, and it; 
would tr1ke thousands-I may say millions·- of 
money to improve the river so as to allow 
sea-going veRselR to con1e up. And if ~hey 
did come np the river, what then? :Many 
of the coalfields above Oxley bridge are 
a\vav on towards the west and not near the 
rivo;· at all. They are miles and miles away, 
and it would be far easier for them to have 
cmnmunication \vith the main line of railway 
than tu have cmnnmnication with the riversicle. 
The owners would have to n1ake cornmnnica
tion from the pits to the riverside, and then we 
Rhould have vessels cmning up and taking a few 
hundred tons from one wharf and a few hundred 
from another, and so on. But when once we 
have a donble line of railway and a few branch 
lines we shall then have communication with the 
sea, and ample means of conveying the coal to 
the seaside. Of course, arguments of a different 
kind are brought to bear to show that the 
opening up of the river will be valuable ; 
but I cannot see any force in them myself. 
The hon. member for Townsville has evidently 
never been in Glasgow; becau~e he referred 
to the improvement of the Clyde, and Raid we 
now propose to clo the exact opposite. But 
we are doing the s:cme as they did in Glasgow, 
because in that case the only improvements that 
were made in the river were made in that portion 
of it below the Broomielaw bridge, and the only 
vessels that came through the lower bridge were 
steamers that had to lower their funnels to get 
through. No sea-going vessels came through the 
bridge, and, as I say, all the improvements on the 
Clyde have been made below the bridge. In 
the case of the Brisbane Uh·er, we are making 
the in1provernents so as to allow sea-going 
vessels to come up to the bridge, and I do not 
think we shall he interfering with any vested 
rights if, while we close the bridge, we at the 
same time provide additional railway accommo
dation. That accommodation has been pro
mised, in the shape of a double line from 
Ipswich. It has been a long time coming-, 
but I think that the whole of the vVest More
ton district will be put in such a position by 
the construction of that line that they will 
be completely compensated for any lo.ss on 
account of the closing of the bridge. Besides, 
barges will not be prevented from going np the 
river as they do at the present time, hut sea
going vessels could not, in any case, get up heyond 
Oxley. The Colonial Treasurer said that when the 
Bridg-e Act was passed the insertion of a clause 
providing for the swing was a concession to the 
sentimental feelings of a few persons, and I sup
pose he means it was a concession to the feelings 
of some members representing the IV est Moreton 
district. At that time it was well known that 
Ipswich would be a large manufacturing town
when we had not then advanced so far in the 
matter of railway construction, and we did not 
know how to provide additional modes of carry
ing produce. I, as an Ipswich representative, 
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am s~tisfied ~hat if the Government will give us 
sufficient railway accommodation we shall be 
content to allow the bridge to be closed. I know 
other Ipswich men who take a different view of 
the matter, but this is my opinion. 

Mr. FOOTE : I totally disagree with the hon. 
gentleman who has preceded me and I rlo not 
endorse any of the views he has set forth. I look 
l~p?n the pe1:manent closure r;f the Brisbane 
Bndge as a P!ece. of petty localism by which a 
very few po,rtJes mdeed will be benefited. All 
those who wish to keep it open have interests 
above the bridge ; and we must come to the 
question-are not_ the rights of the persons who 
live ~hove the ~mdge, equal to the rights of those 
who live below It? ] or my pn,rt I think they are 
:.tnd I think it is "'n n,ct of injustice to the partie~ 
w!w live ~hove the_ bridge to pass a Bill that 
Will close It and will deprecio,te in value their 
pro1~erty ve_ry considerably. I cannot see that 
a B1ll of this sort can be passed without com
pensating the persons interested, and if they are 
to be compensated who is to compensate them? 
Is it to come out of the pocket of the generai 
taxpn,yer of the cour:try, or from those persons 
who hve below the bndge and will be benefited 
by its closure? The closing of the structure 
m~ans thi~ : that every piece of land below the 
bridge "'Yailable for wharfa~·e purposes will be 
sold at h1gh rates for wharves. The time may 
come by-ar:cl-by, after all these frontages have 
been ~Jccupiecl, when people will have other ideas 
on thiS subject! and wish to open the bridge in 
or~ler to contmue the wharfage above it. I 
th1!'k the Legislature which passed the Victoria 
Bndg~ Act di~ ~ i'ood thing when they inserted 
a proviso pro hi b1tmg the obstruction of the river 
to sea-going ves,els. It cannot be o-ainsn,id that 
the ri \'er is the hig~ way of the colonY, and I think 
we ought to consider the remarks of the leader 
of th!l Opposition, _wh? made out a very ;;-ood 
case m favour of Ins view of this question, and 
!'ns:vered th!l arguments advanced by the Premier 
m mtroducmg the Bill completely. The hon. 
!nerr:ber for To_wnsville also was very conclusive 
m Ins contentwn, and showed most effectively 
that there are rights-rights of individuals and 
rights of places-which ought not to be over~uled 
even by an Act of Parliament. It has been tried 
to be shown that the railway will more than 
compensate fo; t~e Ir;ss of the river highway. 
That I deny, Sir; It will not compensate for that 
loss in n,ny respect. It is well known that no
where~in no colony, in no country of the world
C;tn a railway carry goods at the same rates as 
~hey can. b_e conveyed by water curiage. For 
mstance, It IS well known that since the Govern
ment ran the steamers off the river people in 
Ir;swich have been c'?mpelled to employ the 
railway, but those parties who were in power at 
the time well remember that so long· as we could 
~m ploy the steamers we kept them going, because 
It was a source of very much areater convenience 
to us to be able to ship our st,:ff and send it down 
direct to vessels going north, and receive the 
goods brought to us in a similar manner. But 
the Government went into competition and 
ran the steamers off ; consequently we were 
compelled to resort to the railway for the 
carnage of our goods. It is within the know
ledge of some gentlemen-it is within your know
ledge, sir-that sea-going steamers have gone aR 
~~r as Ips;;ich. If I remember rightly, the 

Platypus went to Ipswich some fifteen or 
twenty years ago ; and when we remember that 
not one sixpence has been spent on the river 
above the bridge in the history of man--

Mr. BEATTIE: Two flats were dredged. 
Mr. FOOTJ<j: The hon. member for ]'ortitude 

Valley reminds me that there was a little dredo-. 
ing clone in Fortitude Valley-! mean tlmt the~e 

has b~en a great deal of dredging done there at 
one time and n,nother, of a peculiar sort. I do 
not refer to river, but to other sorts of clredging. 
But at Cockatoo Island, on the Brisbane, aplace 
which used to silt up, something was done in 
the way of dredging about twenty years ago. 
Since then, however, nothing has been done. In 
consequence of the steamers being run off by the 
Government, and in consequence of nothino
hn,ving been done to the river, we have not bee~ 
able to use the river lately n,s we might. But I 
am prepared to say that if my proposal to take the 
duty off wheat had been adopted there would have 
been schooners coming to Ipswich from the south
ern colonies with gmin; and no doubt other kinds 
of traffic would also have sprung up. The railway 
cannot posgibly take the whole of the coal traffic. 
It does not do so now, n,nd the facilities have 
been found to be greater, n,nd the cost of tmns
port cheaper, by water than by rail. That 
may not be so in all insbnces, but in most cases 
the facilities for loading punts on the river are 
better than those for loading trucks on the rail
way. It is preferable to put the coal into punts 
which come down alongside vessels in Brisbane 
to sending it by rail. I know two parties wfuo 
send most of their coals by water-one loading 
them on the Bremer and the other at Goodna. I 
think lVfr. Gulland scarcely ever sends a truck 
of coaJ to the South Brisbane wharf, but he 
lo.,ds it on Jmnt.s above Goorlna. \V e are not 
to take the trade as it stands now, but to look 
at what it is likely to be twenty years hence. 
What was it twenty years ago? It mattered 
little then whether the bridge was opened or 
not. But look how the trade has increased 
during the last fifteen or even ten years-or 
more recently still, within the last five years
and what may be expected of it within the next 
ten or twenty years? I think the House ought 
to pn,use twice before they attempt to close the 
thoroughfare, the highway afforded by the mau. 
nificent Hiver Brisbn,ne. Reference has be~n 
made to the River Clyde, but from all the 
information I have been able to get about that 
river it is a mere ditch converted into a river by 
shee: 'ym·k~at any rate, a very great part of it
and It IS not to be compared in anv respect with 
the River Brisbane. ·what will be the popula
tion along this river during the next century? 
That is a question which ought to be taken into 
consideration in dealing with this Bill. I main
tain thn,t those who live above the bridge have 
a just claim to have their rights respected quite 
as much as those who live below the bridge. 
It has been contended that, supposing this Bill 
does not pass, and the Act which is now in 
force still remains, sea-going vessels cannot 
g~t past , the milway bridge at Indooroo
pilly. VI' ell, eYen if that was the case, 
it would be adding something like seven
teen miles river communication to that 
which already exists. Then, if the traffic in
creased in such a w>~y that it became necessary 
to open the Oxley Bridge, the necessn,ry altera
tions in that structure could be made ";hen the 
time came. Again, son1e hon. n1ernbers have 
spoken of the obstruction to traffic by the open
ing of this bridge. There would be some tempo
rary obstruction to traffic, possibly, but no more 
than is common in other large cities. Take, for 
instance, the drawbridge at Pyrmont, in Sydney, 
a much larger structure than the Victoria 
Bridge, and one over which there is a great de"'l 
of traffic. I do not mean to say that that bridge 
is such a handsome structure as the one referred 
to in this Bill, or that it cost anything like the 
amount of money that this one cost, but I do say 
that there is a great deal of traffic over it ; al1fl 
yet that bridge is opened. I saw it opened the last 
time I was in Sydney, and certainly the amount 
of traffic above th~t bridge necessitates that it 
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should be so constructed that it may be opened. 
Reference has been made to the gas and water 
pipes that are carried ::tcross the bridg·e ; but 
s11rely it is not :tbsolutelynecessarythat th'e people 
on the other side shonld get their gas ::tnd water 
from this side; and if it is, they conld h(lve them 
taken across at some other point. Thev have lmd 
the facilities for a long time without any cost, and 
it is timl' that in the general interest they should 
remove their pipes. The matter is within very 
small com1Jass; it is one of local interest, hnt Ithink 
that what has already been urged may still be urged 
in this case. For instance, every ·bridge her;ce
forth made between the present brido·e and the 
mouth of the Brisbanemnstof necessitynbe open for 
sea-going vessels. The highwa,y iR u.n excellent 
one, ttnd there are verv grerLt pros]Jects of a rivBr 
tra{1e springing up. There are \vorks beinp· pro
jected now that will in s, few months of them
selves ca.use a great anwnnt of traffic, and in 
m::my other places wmks will spring up ; so that 
it is impossible to say what the tracle on the 
river will be in the col1rse of a few more years. 
I think myself that it is far better thnt ·ships 
shonld come as near ns possible to the pit's mouth 
for coal tlmn that the coal shonld he carriecl 
to the ships by railway. Of coun.;e, we cannot 
expect the very largeHt Vf"~selK to go up; bnt 
ships of about 1,000 tons are the cl>tSS we 
requiee. I shall oppose the second rearling of 
the Bill, and in committee I sJutll do all I can 
to block it. 

Mr. CHUBB said : Mr. Speaker,-I agree 
entirely with the speech of the last hon. member 
who spoke, except where he :mic! that this wns a 
1/)('\:tl matter. I maintain that it is by no means 
a local matter; it is a national m~tter. The 
Bri!-ihane River does not belong to Brisbane or 
Ipswich, ; it belongs to the~ entire colony; and 
nlthough I live below the bridge, and what little 
interests I have are below the bridge, I look upon 
the question as a broad one. flave we the 
right in a colony only twenty-five years old-in 
its infnncy-to close a highway such as the 
Brisbane Hiver? I maintain we have not. ?\ o 
one who was here t\venty~five years ago 
would haYe been considered sane if he had 
predicted that Brisbane would he as large 
now as it is, and who can tell how brge it will 
be in another twenty-five or fifty years'? or even 
Ipswich? I maintain that we have no right to 
close any highway or waterway that may in 
futnre years be of ad vantage to the colony. I 
do not care whether it is a question of con
venience or inconvenience bebveen North and 
South Brisbane, or n question of deprecbtion of 
property: the qnestion goes beyond thnt-we 
have no nght to close a main thoroughfare such 
::ts the Brisbane Hiver. To come to a similar 
matter : The Government are at present calling 
for tenders for the erection of a swing-bridge 
over Hoss Creek at Townsville ; and at some 
future time when Hoss Island has become an 
important place, the inhabitants there may 
petition to hnve that bridge closed. The Go,;
ernmen.t have there recognised tile necessity 
of keepmg the waterway open. We have nothing 
whatever to do with whnt was the intention 
of members of the House at the time the Act 
]Xtsse1l; what we have to cmh;ider are the 
interests of the colony, presenta nd future; and 
I say the future of this colony demands that 
this bridge should not be closed. I do not me'm 
to discuss the question of how it affects Brisbane ; 
I look at it as an inhabitant of Queensland ; and 
I maintain that neither the Brisbane Hiver nor 
any other highway should be closed in that way. 
I shall oppose the Bill here as well as in com
mittee. 

::\fr. ::\[ORJUIBAD saicl: l'l1r. Spc:tker,-1 
shall support the second reading of this Dill, and 

my hem. friend, the leader of the Opposition, knows 
that that is the opinion I expressed to him more 
than six weeks ago on the subject. I shall support 
it becnuse I believe no injustice will be done by 
keeping this bridge closed. As for the remarks 
of the hon. member for Dundanb«, he mu:;t 
surely remember the great fight that took place 
within the walls of this Chamber with regard to 
the communication with Ipswich, whether it 
should be by railway or river. I remember I 
maintained there should be no milway ; I die! 
not vote on the matter, because I was not in the 
House when the division took place; but I main
tained that the communication with Ipswich 
should rermrin as it "as. Those views I now bit
terly regret, bec:mse I believe more benefit has 
accrued to Ipswich and the surrounding districts 
from railway communication than they would have 
derived from w;rter communication. The hon. 
member for Townsville said it wonlcl be possible 
to take vessels of from GOO to 1,000 tons np to 
Ipswich. It would be possible, but so would it 
be possible to make tlmt canal the hon. member 
has clibtecl upon, which up to the present time 
has not met with the success its promoter·s thought 
it wonld achieve. To come to the question more 
particnlarly before us : \Vhen that Oxley brid)!;e 
was made hon. members knew as much as they 
clo now. They knew of the existence of the coal
fields, and they knew perfectly well that the 
erection of that bridge cnllllJletely barred the 
progres;;; of any sea~going ver.:;sel beyond that 
point. \Vhy did they not then protest against 
the improper closure of the river? I should like 
to hear horn any h(m. memher opposed to this 
bridge what benefit would lle derived from open
ing that stretch of ri\er which would be opened if 
the lli'C'3ent Act remained in force, and the cor
poration were conl}Jelled to throw open the swing. 
I would like to know what benefit could be derived 
by the coal producers that c>annut be obtained 
under the exiRting r-n,ilway system. Hon. mern~ 
bers of this House must know as well as I do 
that the coal in Newcastle is trucked from the 
pit's mouth and put on board ships by shoots or 
stages, or by the bodies being taken otl the trucks 
and lowered into the vessel's hold. The hon. 
member for Bunclanba said that Mr. Gulland 
preferrecl putting his coal into punts and 
bringing thetn do\Vn the riv-er, and then putting 
the coal into baskets and lowering them into 
the ship's hold. I can hardly believe that the 
hem. gentleman knows mnch about coal, and 
especially such tender coal as the bulk of the 
Ipswich coal is. The less that con] is handled 
the better. To put it into punts nnd then into 
baskets, and then drop it into the ship's hold, 
must very much (bmage it, so far as its bulk is 
concerned, and that is a rnatter of very great 
importance, as the hon. gentleman knows. It 
::tppears to me that Ipswich i' insatiable, it 
wants everything. As was pointed out by the 
hem. member, :Mr. }facbrlane, the people of 
that town ha.ve adequn.te rneans of bringing 
their coal in n marketable condition at a vt>ry 
low rate, and I think it is asking a great deal 
too much when they ask this House tu close 
one of the great highways, not only between 
North and South Brisbane, but :tlso between 
BrislJane and a large portion of the sonthern 
part of the colony. To say tlmt it is only a small 
ten1II{1rary conve11ience to shut the bridge per
manently, is to very much under-estimate the 
trouble that will ensue. In past years that 
bridge hns been looked upon a' a highway ; 
and if it had not been for what I consider 
the inflated value put upon properties in and 
abont Brisbane we should have had no talk 
at all about opening the swing-bridge. I cer~ 
tainly think thC~t a gross injustice will be clone 
to the corponttion, who, I think, should receive 
some consideration at the bancts of the House; 
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and who boua-ht the bridge, n,ncl n, very expensive 
purchase it has been. Navigation is stopped a 
very few miles above the Victoria Bridge 
by the Oxley railway bridge, w.hich was 
almost unanimously passed by th1s House; 
and I think a very gross wrong will be done 
if the second reading of the Bill be not carried. 
Inclividually, it does not concern me one iota; 
but I think it will cause a very gTeat loss to 
accrue to a very large number of people~a 
very much larger nnmber than can possibly 
benefit by the retention of the law as it w1ll 
stand if this Bill does not pass. 

Mr. KELLETT said: Mr. Speaker,-I shall 
oppose the second reading of this Bill. I think 
that a great injury will be done to a great 
number of people if the bridge is permanently 
closed. In a few years it will be founcl that it 
will be a great detriment to the city of Brisbane 
itself. I am not thinking now about Ipswich, as I 
think it will not be so detrimental to Ipswich as 
has been maintained by some hon. members. The 
injury will be done to Brisbane. We know that 
wharfaoee accommodation is very nearly all 
taken ~p about Brisbane, unless we go down 
some distance ; there is none near the centre 
of commerce. The water frontages are all taken 
up and there is not enough to accommodate the 
co~sting trade. I am certain that in >t very 
short time there will be a large number 
of wharves above the bridge utilised for 
traffic, and I am sure it will be a great 
loss to persons who have river fro~1~a15es 
up there if they are debarred from ut1hsmg 
them; whereas if the bridge is opened it will 
make very little inconvenience to. the people of 
South Brisbane, as has been mentwned, because 
it can be opened at only fixed periods. Arrange
ments can be made at night for vessels going 
through, and one or two hours in the morning and 
evenin"' would be quite enough. No great in
con venlgnce c:tn accrue if thu bridge is kept 
closed all the clay, and opened during the night 
when there is no traffic. Of course proper 
notice will have to be given by shipowners as to 
when the bridge is required to be opened. In a 
few years most of the membe.rs wh'.' are now 
voting for the closure of the br1dge w1ll be very 
glad if it is not carried, because I am satisfied 
that it will be a great detriment to this city. I 
expect in ten years Brisbane will be a; verJ;' large 
city if we continue to go ahead any~hmg hke we 
have done for the last five or s1x years. I 
do not think that having the bridge open will 
be such a great advantage to the coal trade, 
because there is another bridge at Oxley, and 
there are no coal-pits between there and Bris
bane. I happen to own some coal-pits myself, 
hut I am not speaking in their interest. I think 
the wharfage accommodation from that bridge 
down will be very valuable and necessary, and 
members should pause before they allow the 
Victoria Bridg·e to be finally closed. The swing 
has not been used much certainly, but I have not 
the slightest doubt that it will be used in the 
future, and before very long. It can be put in such 
n, state that it can be opened aml shut easily, and 
regulations can be made for opening it at hours 
when it will not inconvenience traffic. For these 
reasons I shn,ll oppose the second reading of the 
Bill. 

Mr. ARCHER said: Mr. Speaker,-I think 
from the way in which the Premier spoke on 
this motion that he knew he had rather a bad 
case in hand. He mentioned several matters in 
his speech which were altogether too paltry to 
be taken into consideration in a matter of this 
kind. J;'or example, he told m that if the 
river could be used above the bridge it would 
be by very small vessds only, and they 
could only go through the bridge when the 

tide was flowing, and urged some other little 
objections of that kind-paltry matters which 
could be easily overcome, especially when they 
were taken into consideration as against the 
enormous advantage the opening of the bridge 
will be. This river is one of the most navigable 
in Australia. The J;'itzroy is longer, but it is far 
more difficult to n;cvigate; yet here we are cleli
berately asked to close one of the best· means 
of water carriag-e in the colony, while we are 
always complai~ing of water carriage being the 
~reat want of Australia. The thing- is a perfect 
~bsurdity, and I have not the slightest doubt that 
it is clone, completely forgetting what may be the 
future of Ipswich as a great manufacturing· town. 
:Manufacturing centres can only spring up where 
there is an unlimited local supply of coal; and 
the case will undoubtedly be the same with 
Ipswich as it has been with similarly situated 
towns at home. J;'rom its position, Ipswich 
Inust becon1e a large, perhaps the lar&"est 1;utn~1~ 
facturinO' district in the colony; but 1f th1s B1ll 
is passecf we shall ha.ve, in the course of a few 
years, a dozen closed briclges blocking the water 
highway between the. two towns.. As to vessels 
being dependent on tides for g:mng through .the 
bridge, that may be the case w1tf:l a. small sw1:'g, 
but the bridge itself .h~s only .a h.Imte.cl dum~wn 
of life ; and. when 1t IS rebmlt 1t w1ll be Just 
as easy to put in a swing donble the pr~s~nt 
size to meet the demands of trade. Ship
owners would be then prepared to take their 
vessels through at any . state of the t!de, 
and whether it was w1th them nr agamst 
them. ]'{obocly would take a sailing sh1p up the 
river without a tug. In speaking of sea-going 
vessels, some hon. members seemecl to have a 
mistaken notion, for no one would ever suppose 
that, even if the bridge was open, t~ey would all 
go as far as Ipswich. Large se11-gmng stemners, 
such as those <Jf the British-India Company, 
would load at Brisbane, on account of the short
ne's of their stay, and would submit to the 
extra price incurred in taking in their supply of 
coal for the homeward journey here. But we 
must look forward to the time when Ipswich will 
be the Newcastle of Queensland; and when 
vessels o-oina- to China or America will load with 
coal fro~n Ipswich instend of leaving Brisbane in 
ballast and goino· south for it. For that trade 
vast wharfage ac~ommodation is absolutely. neces· 
sary, and it should extend as nea~ fLS poss.1ble to 
the pit's mouth. Of course the ra1lway bndg~ at 
Oxley will be to a certain extent an obstruction, 
but it will no doubt in time be removed. I am 
not saying that that bridg~ will be removed for 
many yesxs to come, not untJl the trade becomes of 
such magnitude as .to. con;pensate for the expe?se 
and trouble of shlftmg 1t. That, however, IS n, 
fJ.Uestion of the future; what is cle11r at present 
is that there is not room below the bndge to 
p1~ovide for the inevitable expansion of t]:!e coal 
tracle. As the bun. member for Townsv1lle has 
pointed out, anyone looking at the acc?mmod:tti~n 
at present proYidecl for vessels loadmg c.oal w1ll 
see that not more than two vessels at a tJme can 
lie there. But there is an enormous extEmt o~ room 
above the brida-e n,ncl one of the most rnagmficent 
:.Vaterways th;t 'any river in any of the colonies 
can show, and a very short branch from. the 
main line would save a vast amount of carl'lage. 
Probably the very finest reach or series of reaches 
in the river is to be found between the two 
bridges, containing many miles of wharfage 
accommodation and with deep water all the way, 
at a very little cost for dredging. The fJ.Uestion 
resolves itself into this: How can we keep up 
communication with South Brisbane-which is 
by no means a simple <Juestion to be pooh-poohed, 
as if not of much consequence~and at the sn,me 
time not to block the g-rand highway alone 
the 1;iver? 'With an open river, ten times more 
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coal would be carried on it than would be carried 
by railway ; it can be carried so much more 
cheaply and conveniently. This great waterway 
nnmt be preserved for the vast trade which will 
ultimately ensue. It may not come about 
in my time, but I am certain there are 
men sitting here now who will ,ee that 
river coYered with shipping. The simplest 
way of solving the f[uestion of communication 
with South Brisbane seems to me to erect a 
second bridge over the river, a.lso with a sw-ing; 
and then there would always be one means of 
communication open. That would cost a little 
money, but it would be very small in comparison 
with the benefits which would accrue from it, 
especially in the way of keeping· the river open 
for blea-going vessels. Sorne hon. n1em bers have 
made statements during the debate which are, 
t<J say the least, peculiar. The hon. member for 
Ipswich made a wonderful statement about the 
Clyde. Probably that hon. member knows the 
Clyrle well; but I also, having lived some 
time in Glasgow, know a little about it. He 
s8.ys that they have built"' bridge over the Clyde, 
some miles from Glasgow, and th8.t vessels can get 
8.S br as that bridge ccncl no further. But the 
river is impractic8.ble above the bridge. Had 
they the magnificent reaches of water there 
tlut we have here above our bridge, they would 
h8.ve taken precious good care that it should not 
be closed by any bridge that ever was built. But 
they have only"' ditch above the bridge-a little 
bit of a river which could by no possible means 
Le 1na.de na,vigable for sea~going veS-sels, and 
consequently they have deepened the channel to 
the bridge and no further. There is no doubt the 
Brisbane, above the bridge, is a splendid river, ~md 
by a very little expenditure for dredging would 
afford an1ple accom1noda,tion for large sea-going 
steamers. I would like to inform thehon.member 
for Ipswich, l\Ir. :iVIacfarlane, that they are so 
anxious to conserve \Vater com1nunication and 
the rights of navigation in the old country now 
that they are 8.Ctu8.lly conserving the rights of 
navig8.tion in the small river at his n8.tive place. 

Mr. :\IACFAHLANE : That is below the 
bridge, the sa1ne as here. 

Mr. AUCHEU: Yes ; but we have got a 
river here. They had to make "' river there. 
They built their bridges there where there was 
no water, and then m8.de '" river up to them. 
There was no navigation about the place where 
those bridges were made, 8.nd no ]Jossibility of 
navigation. The hon. member for Ipswich, who 
iR willing to forego the enonnous ad Yantages of 
water cornn1unication, 1nust be entirely ignorant 
of the amount of work the railwav can do. I 
can foresee the time myself when (mr railways 
will be enlarged-when we slmll prob8.bly have 
a wider gauge and heavier trucks·~but, even 
then, the carrying of coal down to "the wharves 
here will le8.d to enormous additional expense, 
as the hon. member for Townsville has said. 
If we take sea-going vessels ~ts far us we 
c'm up the riYer towards the Oxley bridge, 
a very snutll extension will enable us to supply 
the present demand, and then by cutting 
throngh thu other bridge we sh8.ll be 8.ble 
to t»ke vessels, not only ten or twelve miles 
up the river, but as near >es possible to the 
pit's mouth. The difference in the cost of 
bringing the coal down, even in barges and on 
the milway, more than compensates for the extra 
handling and putting the coal on board vessels 
from the b8.rges. Even supposing the co8.l is 
brought by the railw"'y to the wharf "'t which 
the vc,sel loads, I mn not snre that there will 
not be just as much handling then. vVe are 
placing great difficulties in the way of those who 
m·e. to c<Jme >tftcr us in the remontl of obstacles 
we shall h<we mat le for them. That this river 

will become a great highwayofcommercethere c:m 
be no doubt, but if we t8.ke steps now to make 
obstacles of this kind they will have to be re
moved in the future. Is it not better to begin to 
remove them immediately? Let us meet. the 
smallest difficulty now, and make up our mmds 
that provision will h,we to be made for vessels 
o-oinc' through the bridge" 8.S well as for people 
going across them from one side to the other. 
Let us t8.ke the best means provided for meeting 
the difficulty, and at all events not m~et it ):>Y 
putting up obstacles that will be only d1fficultws 
to be struck out of the way by those who come 
after us. 

Mr. BEATTIE said: :Mr. Speaker,- The 
remarks of the hon. gentleman who has last 
spoken upon this f[Uestion have all been directed 
to the coal trade, 8.ml the desimbility of giving 
facilities to sea-o·oing vessels to load co8.1, 8.nd 
to the incr8"-sed traffic that might take place 
otbove the Victoria Bridge. I was rather pleased 
at that · in this way, because I think his 8.rgu
Illent '~as a wrong one. fie said if it were 
possible to construct wharves between the 
Victoria Bridge and the Oxley bridge the co8.l 
proprietors would be enabled to have a short 
line from the main line to the wharves there. 
That, of course, would be expensive, but it is 
in contemplation by the Government to double 
the Ipswich line? Is there no other part of the 
river fit for wh8.rhge accommodatwn except 
both sides of it from the Victoria Bridge to the 
Oxley bridge? All the remarks made by the 
hem. member were in support of the contention 
that there was no place "'long the Brisbane 
Hiver fit for wharfage except from Kangaroo 
Point to Oxley bridge. If the hon. member 
will turn his attention in another direction 
frmn Kangaroo Point, and go dovvn to 
the Bulimb8. Re8.ch, he will find plenty of 
room to do "'ll the business necessary. To talk 
about taking vessels up the river to the Oxley 
bridge is absurd. Surely hon. members who 
spoke like that c"'n know nothing about the 
ri,·er or "'bout the "'mount cf money it would 
ref[uire to m"'ke it po~sible to take anyt~ing in 
the shape of a sea-gomg vessel of over s1xty or 
seventy tons past the Seventeen-mile Hocks, or 
over Cockatoo :Flats. They could n:>t have the 
slightest idea of the amount of moner it would 
cost. The hon. member for Bumlanba, I be
lieve, knows all the vessels that have gone 
to Ipswich, and amongst others he men
tioned the Platypus. Th>tt w~s a :'esse] 
that went to Jnswich and cm·necl rmlvmy 
iron, but it only "drew six or seven feet when 
loaded, and hon. members know very well 
that on the Cockatoo Flats there is not more 
than three feet six inches at low water. Vessels 
cannot go up the river except at high water; 
in the olden times when steamers were going 
regu],r]y up the river to Ipswich they bad 
to le8.ve 8.t different times to get 'wross those 
obstructions. Another argument used was that 
the vessels could be brought to the pit's mouth. 
The fact of the matter is that there are only 
two coal-mines on the Brisbane River that 
would be at all affected by vessels going 
up there, unless branch lines were constructed 
from the pit's month to the edge of the river. 
Mr. Gulland has been spoken of as an 8.uthority, 
and as one who sends down a large f[Uantity of 
coal. I know he does, 8.ncl that he has done so 
for many years; but who does he supply? Does 
he supply 8.ny coal for export? He simply 
supplies the Australasian ;;)team Navigation 
Company with coal for their local trade, and 
consequently the whole of his coal comes down 
the river in barges. That is because it is the 
most convenient pbn for him. The whole of 
the "\V aterstown coal also comes down in barges ; 
and I In"-Y mention that there is a very large 
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trade opening np in these di,.;trict,.; connectocl 
with the coal-1uine~, as there iH an innnen:se 
quantity of bricks :tnd tiles being nmde there. 
Is that bringing tralle to the rttilway? ~--o; it i~ 
clone by the very punts that bring the coal clown, 
because it is the cheapest "ay to fetch it clown 
from the coal-pits that are contiguous to the 
river. As far as keeping the Victoria Bridge open 
is concerned, there is no doubt that it \muld he a 
cnn venience if \Ve were confined, aB they vvere in 
Gbsgow, to the portion of the river that had to be 
followed np to its source-if we had no otherwlmrf
age property to fall hack upon to accommodate 
the mercantile C'lmmunity. ButT have no hesi
tation in saying that between Breakfaot Creek 
and Hurubug Reach we have two or three 
reaches as well adapted for shipping pmvoses as 
any in the whole of the Brisbane ltiver. There 
iR nothing apprmtching thern above the Victoria 
Bridge except per~utps the Too\,~ong Hc,:tch, which 
is~ very fine one, I 111ust acknowledg-e. I--Iow, Rir, 
it~ the clot~ing of the bridge going to interfere with 
the trade or prosperity of Ipswich, which I hope 
to seH becmne a very large place? For 1uy:-;elf, 
if it were possible to n1ake the arrange1nent, I 
must >tcknowledge that I would sooner see the 
hridgo kept o1Jen than closed ; but nnder present 
eircun1stance~, and Reeing the oLHtrnetion that 
exists six or eight miles further up, at the Oxley 
bridge, I think very little bcndit would be 
~1erived. frmn it ~o far a:-; .":ihipping is concerned. 
There IS no doubt that the people of South 
Brisbane have received very great advantages by 
the construction of the bridge ; anLl, aH one hon. 
nwmher-I think the hon. member for 1:\alonne
renutrked, thiR tluestion haH arben in con~e
truence of the enonnouH price8 w~1ter frt)ntage~ 
have brought below the bridge. People who 
h'we water frontages above the bridge think 
they will he seriously injmed by the closing of 
the bridge; and I say that if they can giYe 
satisfactory proof that in order to carry out a 
great public convenience they lmve suffered 
injury, they should, ns I have alwny' maintained 
in Huch case~, receive cmnrJenNatinn f(Jr the loss 
they have suffered by any :wt on the part 
of the {}overnn1ent nr the Legi.-:;laturc. I 
do not think that the clooing of the !Jridge 
will increaHe the cost of carrying coal ; at 
nny rate, the increase would he very little, 
because there is another place besides Sonth 
Brisbane which had been pointed out m; being 
ndmirably suited for the purpose of shipping 
coal. Of course, there is no u8e "crying o\·er 
spilt milk," but the hon. me m her fur 'l'ownsville 
will remember that I told him nn SPveml 
nccc_tsiontl that one. of the greateNt n1istakes he 
ever made was fixmg upon \Voollong>ebh'' as a 
ph1ce for shipping coal, Leca,use he bit(l not romn 
enough for the purpose. If he had only 
taken " the bull by the horns" at that time, 
we should now h>we a place where there i,; plenty 
of room, 'me! which wonld simply have required 
the extflnsinn of the railway a mile and a-half 
from the Brislmne stn.tion, and ha' e saved n 
lnrge amount of money to the country. I hope 
hon. IneJnber~, in discu:.;;sing thiti 111atter, will see 
the grellt inconvenience it will be to the general 
public if the corporation are compelled to open 
this bridge. T shall 'upport the second reading 
of the Bill, believing as I do that there nre plenty 
of places convenient for carrying on the 1nercan
tile business of this~aR we hope to see it~great 
city, in other localities besides the Brbb,me 
River ttbove the bridge. 

.Mr. SALKELD snid: ~Ir. Speaker,--I object 
to this Bill, but upon different grounds to those 
advanced by many hon. memlJers who have 
spoken. 1Yiy principnl objection is that serious 
injury will be inflicted upun owner.s of property 
along the river between Bri~ln1ne alld In(loorno
pilly if the bridge is clo:;ed. } .. nyhody who 

knows the locality will achnit th;ct there arc very 
tine reacheN of the river between tho~e two 
places, and I mu given to 1mde"'tand tlmt there 
is plenty of deep water along North Quay. 
I )Jelievo that one etfect of closing thi,.; swing·
bridge by Act of l\uliament will be to retard 
the progress of the louality situated between 
those two britlges, and e,;pecially of South Bri,;
bitne. I believe that in ten year;;' tilue the 
inhabitants of South Brisbane- or, at any 
rate, tho.<e who live in the main part of it-will 
be very sorry indeed if the bridge is closed. 
They will then lmve seen that it was " great 
mistake to close it. As we all know, Brisbane 
ha~ ]Jrogres,sed at a very rapid rate during 
the last twenty years, nnd very likely during 
the next twenty yenrs its progress will he 
ttceelemted to a greater extent. At the present 
tirnc ri'ver frontage1s frorn Bris1mne tcnvards the 
Bay a.re bringh1g very high vrices, and these prices 
will certainly increase-very likely double in value 
during the ne'<t trm ycm·s. One idea that 1 h,;ve 
with regard to the frontages above Victoria. Bridge 
is that shipbuildiug will yet l>ecome an industry 
in BriRbane, and that nHLnnfaC'torieR of variow.; 
kinds will be established nlong the river hanks ; 
bnt if the bridge is closed, aailing vesselR espe
cially, and otecuners, will not he able to pass 
under it so a.s to go np to the \'ariou~ wlmrvm; in 
connection with thosf' nutnufactories. The chief 
effect of closing the bridge will be to depreciate 
property situatecl between it and the Inclooroo
pilly bridge. Of comse it will greatly increase 
the value of frontages down the river; and I (lo 
not think that l'arlimnent ,;hould legislate su as 
tn devrecinte the pmpcrty of a large class of 
people above the river and to benefit property 
owner;.; who live down the river. I aru quite 
sure tlmt the coal indmtrv wiil nttain tremen
dou,; dimensions in thi,; par:t of Queensbnd. At 
the present time there are vet·y poor facilities 
fur loading coal, and v0ry few people seem to 
understand what acconunochttion is really re
quired for our large export coal tracle, which 
is increasing every yea.r. I rmnmnber the tilne 
when we were told that the produce of the 
lptnvieh coalfiolcb would not be mme tlmn 
sufficient tu supply the A.S.N. Company'K 
ste;:tlners, but 've t:::tve seen it grow to it~ prese11t 
dirnentiion~, and we are CJUite Rnre that it ,yj}} 
cnntinue to grow. If it goes on increa.~ing in the 
next ten years at the same mte that it lms 
during the tmst ten years it will be a very large 
tr<cde indeed. I believe th>ot, if the bridge were 
left open, place,.; for shipping coal would be 
erected below the Indooroopilly hriage. The 
raih.\ ay line could run in there right-away; 
there would be no rin~r carriage necessary to the 
sbipH, a.nd no trouble and bungling· uf httving to 
wait for berths at the wharf, by which vesseL; arc 
ofteu delay~cl. Of course, delay in ccmneetion 
with the loading of vc>'sels means expense. 
I 1 Jelieve a large quantity of coni would he shipped 
along tlwre; but if the ln·idge is closed all 
those bcilitics will be lost. If there was no 
swing in the Victori:t Bridge at the present 
time ancl it was J>roposed to put one in by 
pas.,ing an <\et for t!mt purpose, a good den! 
znight be Naid against it~n(;a,in:;t. the cxvense 
of it ; but the s\ving is there, and per.jonK 
who have inve<ted in property above the 
hridge will hrtve jw;t cau~e of cornp1aint if 
the Hwing is do~ed after haviug been made. 
I believe the p1·incipal object in bringing fonvanl 
this measnre is to proteet the municipal coun,r;il 
of Brisbane again~t actions for daJnages for not 
opening the Brisbane bridge, because the deci
sion of the Supreme Court in the case tried there 
was that the bridge should be opened. If the 
provi~ion for the bri(lge being opened, instead of 
bcint; repeale!l, were HUKpen(led for three, four, 
or five years, I should have nothing tu say 
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ag-ainst that, because I do not think that during 
the next few years any great public necessity will 
exist for the bridge being opened. It is only in re
gar·d to the future that I think it would be wise to 
have the provision >mspended instead of repealed. 
If in the future it is found that public ref!uire
ments are so large that the bridge ought to be 
opened, a Bill could be brought in to reopen it, 
but when once it is closed it will be a very 
difficult matter to get it reopened again. I 
shall certainly vote against the second reading of 
the Bill, not because it is practicable to take sea
going vessels to Ipswich, but becanse if we close 
the bridge we shall be closing a waterway, and a 
very important one, which will be a very serious 
injury to a la~ge n1unber of persons and a clistrict. 

Mr. ]'RASJ:l~U said: Mr. Speaker,-There is 
no doubt this f!Uestion may be regarded as an 
important public question, and as a representa
tive of a locality that is likely to be immediately 
affected by the decision either one way or the 
other, I do not feel inclined to give a silent 
vote. No doubt it may be urged that it is a very 
objectionable matter to interfere with or inter
rupt in any way whatever such an important 
public highway as the Brisbane River ; but it is 
to n certain extent interfered with already, and 
I think that when we come to talk about the 
highway and the traffic we are bound to take 
into consideratinn the relative importance of the 
traffic across the river and the traffic along the 
river. \Yell, sir, I think it is a very practical 
comment upon the importance attempted to be 
given to the waterway above the bridge that for 
the last four or five years the swing has been 
practically closed. Another thing-and it is 
worthy of note-there has been little or no ship
ping· traffic upon the river between Brisbane and 
Ipswich for the last few years. The railway 
has been found not only equal to all ref!uire
ments up to the present time, but it has ,,)so had 
the effect of keeping the steamers off the river, 
showing clearly that twenty-fi ,-e miles of railwav 
carriage can be accomplished more cheaply ancl 
more speedily than fifty miles hy the river. It 
has been attempted to be shown that the traffic 
across the Brisbane brid"e is a mere local 
tmffic-that the bridge is" simply a connect
ing link between North and South Brisbane, 
and I am rather amused at the insinuation, 
rather than the a:,,ertion, that South Brisbane 
is a mere suburl1. I consider it to be part and 
parcel of the city of Brisbane, and it is promising 
-I do not say rivalry with the north side, but 
I believe the srmth side will ultimately carry the 
palm. I do think it would be extremely unfair 
to allow this matter to hang over the corporation 
of Brisbane, seeing that the bridge was forced 
upon them-- that they were in reality com
pelled to take it age~in't their will. In order 
to enalJle hon. members to form an idea of 
the importance of keeping thi.s bridge closed, 
at the pro8ent time at any rate, I will just 
g-ive then1 a few facts. Hon. n1en1hers in 
this Hmme, I am r1uite sure, will remember 
that it is but as yesterrhy when the whole of 
the tt·affic between the north and south side 
of the river was acconunodttted by something 
like three punts and a few boats ; and what I at~l 
going to submit to the House will show the 
enormons strides that the trade between the 
two sides of the rh-er has assumed within 
the last few years. I holrl in my hand a 
return of the traffic taken by the corporation 
of Brisbane for the week · ended Sttturday, 
27th .Tune, 1885, and this return is taken 
between the hours of 6 a.m. and 7 p.m., or a 
little more th~tn 12 hours. This is the result : 
Hor,;es, 31Jiil4; vehicles, :l-!,2-13; sheep, 1,()00 ; 
hicycleH, 1:):3 ; and a few other 1ninnr 1nntter~";. 
'rhi~ doeH nnt t<.Lke into account the paKsenger 
traffic, and I ean ,'Jpl'ak from my own observation 

and experience that the pedestrian traffic has 
increased so rapidly that at certain times of the 
day it is almost positively dangerous to drive or 
walk across the bridge. I think it is time-and 
I say this by the way-that those in authority 
should take sorne stringent 1neasures to regulctte 
the traffic across the bridge_ Well, since that 
return was made another has been taken, as 
late as July. This return extends over two 
days, the 2nd and 3rd of July, and was taken 
from 6 a. m. till12 p.rn. In this case horses and 
vehicles for the two days amounted to 13,200; 
vehicles only, 9,040, and other traffic in propor
tion. \Vel!, I say, Mr. Speaker, that a great 
de1l of this traffic is not local traffic; it is heavy 
traffic between the railway station on the north 
sir\e and the wharves on the south side of the river. 
This traffic is effecting what we all desire to see 
largely increased-the shipping trade of the port. 
One oi-two rnore wharves are now in course of con
struction, the corporation wharf is rapidly hasten
ing to completion, and another is about to be com
menced; so that I would point out to hon. mem
bers that to open the swing of the Victoria 
Bridge at any hour of the day or night i~ a 
matter that is perfectly impracticable without 
stopping or hindering the traffic to a very serious 
extent indeed. \Ye have been told that it is 
very desirable to tn.ke sea-going vessels to the 
pit's mouth, but I \\'ould like to know where ~he 
cmLl-pit~ are to \vhich sea-going vessels can be 
taken. Then again, \vhat is n1eant by a sea
going ve~sel? _.A.ccording to our idea of sea-going 
vessels in the present day, there are great num
bers that could nut pass through the swing ttt 
all-in fact, I am told that even the Government 
steamer " Lncinda " could not pass through the 
swing ; so that to carry out this contention to a 
logical conclusion and n1ake room for all sea
going vessels that wished to pass through the 
bridge, we should require to have a much 
larger swing than we have at the present tirne. 
As to the statement that the objection to open
ing the swing arises fron1 the property-owners 
~Cnd wharf-owner., below the bridge fearing that 
it might affect the value of their properties, I do 
not think that is entitled to any attention. At 
all events, I do not attach the slighte.st impor
bncc to it. That property-owners ~Lbove the 
bridge may suffer somewhat I am prepared to 
admit, and I think they ought to be corn pensatecl 
to the extent they may suffer. It has been 
admitted that the coal trade within the last year 
or two has very considerably increased; and it is 
a very singular thing that that increase should 
take place i" conjnnction with the opening of 
the Ronth Brisbane line and the wharfage accom
modation afforded at South Brisbane. N at
withstanding the increase that has taken place 
I am not aware that the coal traffic on the river 
has increa-ecl to anv nmterial extent. I know 
very well that Mr. Gulland brings all his coal 
down by the river, and that for a very good 
rP;Won. One of his coal-pits is near the river, 
and he had a steamer and all necessary appli
ances in full operation before the South Brisbane 
Railway was opened; and, as it has already been 
pointed out, he mainly .supplies the Australasian 
St<-arn Navigation Company with coal. So 
thttt it suited his purpose to bring his coal 
down the river if there was no other considera
tion. I think it will be admitted that perhajJs 
the port of Liverpool exports a larger quantity 
of coal than any other port of Great Britttin, and 
all that is brought by water to that part goes by 
the \Yigan and Bridge water Canal. All the rest 
-or, at any rate, four-fifths of it-is brought into 
Liverpool by rail from the Lancashire districts, 
and fmm \Vah-, to Birkenhcacl ; and yet, as I 
luwe said, there is more coal shipped from 
J,iverpool th:cn from any other port in Great 
Bri~ain. Streiio ha:; been laid, tuu, upon an attempt 
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made by 1\Ianchester people to conotrnct :1 

ship ctmal from the MCl·sey to Jl,fanchcster. 
\V ell, that attempt has beAn ::ond is still beincc 
made, but it is too well known what is behind 
the ocenes in that nmtter. The proposal is not 
prompted solely for the purpose of securing 
cheaper conveyance for their goods; it ::trises 
from a jealousy which has exioted between the 
people of Liverpool and the people of JHan
chester, extending over forty or fifty years. 
Under present circumstances I am inclined to 
think that it would be a mistake to prevent the 
:;wing in the Victoria Bridge being closed. 
But there is one thing that the corporation 
or the Government must certainly look in 
the face, and that is that the traffic across the 
bridge is increasing so fast as to force upon 
their attention the necessity of constructing 
a second bridge either in that locality or over 
some other part of the river convenient to the 
city. As has been pointed out by the hem. 
member for l<'ortitude Valley, we slmllnot fur 
a long time yet be compelled to go above the 
bridge for wha,rfage accommodation. \Ve have 
the whole Garden frontage not touched yet, and 
that will atford a large extent of wharfage 
accon1modation. ' 

Ho;o.ronU.BLE 1\IE}!BEHS : No, no! 

Mr. FlL\SER: Hon. member.s make a mi,;
take; I have not the slightest wish or intention 
that the Government Gardens or the Govern
ment Reserve should Le at all interfered with, 
but hon. members can see that we could have 1t 
line of wharves circling the whole without in
fringing in the slighteRt degree upon the rights 
and privileges of visitors to the Gardens and l iov
ernrnent Heserve. I feel bound in the interests 
of the great body of my conotituents to support 
the seconrl reading of the Bill; and while sup
porting it in their interest, I believe I am abo 
supporting it in the intereot of the public at 
large. 

Mr. P ALMER said : i\Ir. Speaker,-One of 
arguments user[ by the la,;t speaker, the hon. 
Inentber for South Brisbane, wa;-; in refel'ence t') 
the amount of traffic that croBses the Victoria 
l~ridge daily. His figures are rather astonioh
ing to me, although I knew that that 
traffic \va:o; very great-in fact, Ro Inuch so 
that I believe any interrnption to it would 
amount to almost a revolution. And when 
the wharve.'3 now being Erected on the river 
frontages facing Stanley street are cornpletetl, I 
think the amount of traffic there will be along 
that street will increase in a year or two ahnoot 
beyond belief. The very argtm1ent that the hon. 
gentleman ha~ urged again~t the opening of the 
bridge, I certainly think, applies the other way
is equally strong against the closing of the swing. 
The present trafl'c is more t.han the bridge can 
carry, and it is alrno~t unsafe to cross the bridge 
at some times of the rltl.y on account of this 
hetwy traffic. 'l'his shows that thm'o must of 
necessity he another bridge, if not rnore; awl I 
would ::tsk, if another bridge were erected, say 
at Alice street, whether the hon. gentleman 
would consent to closing that bridge in the w»y it 
is now proposed to close the Victoria Bridge? 
It stands tu reason that as the traffic now is 
more than the bridge ean bear, and it will be consi
derably greater-perhaps ten timeK greater-when 
the new wharves are bnilt, new bridges \vill 
lmveto be erected. \V ill they be closed bridges<~ I 
have been convinced in a great measure by the 
arguments used by those who have pleaded 
against the closing of this bridge, that the 
proposed Bill is a mistake. In fact some of the 
arguments seem to me to be beyond contradic
tion. The qnestion io not so much what the 
traffic is now. It has ::olways been tt drawback 
that, when laying out town:; in these colonies, 

the fnture of the towns has not been taken into 
con!-:iidoration; mul we have only to look at JJriR~ 
bane or Sydney, or any of the older towns of the 
colonies, for an illustration of the fact that the 
people who laid them out had no idea what the 
future of these town~:; was going to be. The sarne 
fault is noticeable in the laying ont of Brisbane 
as in that of Sydney. And in closing one of the 
main roadways between the north and sonth 
side,; of the river people have no idea what 
the traffic will become in onr own day
within the next ten or fifteen years. \V e 
have not sufficiently looked forward to the 
requirements of days to come. \Vhen I came 
into the Honse this evening I 'vets \'ery n1uch 
inclined to think that the closure of the bridge 
was almost a necP,sity, seeing the amount of 
traffic over it; but when I know that the simple 
engineering difficulty of keeping the swing open 
C<m be easily overcome, and that we mnst have 
m ore bridges in a few years, it strikes n1e aR a 
very reasonablethingtukeepthe JJridg-e open still. 
I do not suppose the hon. member for South 
Brisbane wonld accept the idea tlmt the ot.her 
bridges we must build are to be closed, and why 
should the present bridge be clo.,ed? It does not 
matter whether anyone is likely to demand that 
it Bhould be opened this year or next year; the 
time will come when the demand will be made, 
perlmp.s beyond what we have any idea of at the 
lJrc~mnt tirue. The n,rgument~ this evening have 
been more for the railway traffic than for the 
traffic between North and South Bri,lJane. I 
sympathised with the hon. member for South 
Brisbane on having his district called a suburb ; 
and I agree with him that it is almost the largest 
part of Brisbane, and soon will become the 
largest pnrt. There is every indication that the 
city will spread in that direction instead of the 
other side, where the hilly country would 
prevent it. That is one reason why there must 
nece"''arily be more bridges erected, and if a 
Rwing is opened in each bridge tha,t crosses the 
river the traflic would not be suspended in the 
least. I suppose some signal would be given-a 
flag or something of that kind-to show that a 
swing was open ; and tha tmfHc would turn 
round and 2;0 to another l!ridge. It has bc'.m 
argued that George street rnight be extendell 
and n bridge lmilt to the cliffs on the other side, 
which ~c~t-going Vessels could pass nnder ; but I 
think there are no cliffs on the other side high 
enough for that ; so we get back to the necessity 
of having openings in all the bridge<, acroH;-; the 
river. Although the Oxley bridge may be 
sa,ill to be u. closed l1ridge, there h; no grent 
engineering difficulty nece,;;,c..,:try to open a ~;wing
there, and I suppose it could be done without 
any interference with the railway traffic. 'l'here 
iN nothing that engineering skill \Vill not accorn
pli~h, tn'ovidcd there i.-:; a, uecef.:r;ity for carrying 
it nut. I am quite convinced tlmt in giving my 
vote agttinst this Bill I shall be acting in the 
interests of the colony at large, and of what the 
city of Brisbane will become in the near fnture. 

Mr. DONALDSOX oaid: 1\Ir. Speaker,-! 
regret exceedingly that I was not here in the 
early part of the evening. I should like to have 
heard the arguments of the hon. the Premier in 
introducin!:( the Bill, and abo those of the 
leader of the Opposition in reply, a.~ I 
cbre"'Y I shonld have gained a great deal 
of informtttion from them. However, I htwe 
li,;tened attentively to the sveeches which have 
since been delivered, and although I had nmde 
up my mind how I would record my vote, yet 
the speech just delivered by the h'm. member 
for South Brisbane (Mr. J<'raser) has thorou8·hly 
convinced me that I was right in the way I 
intended to givr' it--that is, JLgainst the second 
rettding of the Bill. He made reference to the 
bet that only a few yettrs ago three punts and a 
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few boats were able to take all the tmtlic from 
one side to the other ; ::tnd he :;avc a return 
of the nnmber of vehicle,;, horses, ::tntl bicycles
-he s::tid nothin:; ::tbout f,)()t traffi~-that 
crossed that bridge d::tily. Th:1t shows 111 

enormous increase indeed, but I think, on the 
other hand, he might l1:1ve made ,,ome st>ttement 
as to the increa"e in the a.Inount of 8hippingcmning 
np ~he river durin:; the !:1st few ye;us. Some ten 
or hfteen years ago I believe the A.S.X. Company 
lmd a monopoly, and very few other vessels 
came up. \Vhat do we see now? Not only do 
various colonial companies trade here, but we 
lmve ships coming from other parts of the world; 
ttnd I believe in a few years the improvements 
made iu the river will be sufficient to ::tllow the 
largest oceau.going ste::ttners afloat to con1e up 
here. I hope to sec the d::ty very shortly when 
we shall be ::tble to get the shipping from all 
p::trts of the world at the wharves here. If 
we take the pn,st ::ts our guide for the future 
we sh::tll see th::tt the amount of accommodation 
at .the wlutrves i;; very limited indeed, nnlc< s we 
dl'lve it down to Lytton. Is that desirable? I 
believe that above this bridge there is a splendid 
re!lch of water that with a very sli:;ht outlay 
nnght be made available for wharfage as gone! 
as ::tny below the bridge. I do not think it is 
<juite fair to persons who have purchased pro
perty on the upper side of the bridge to be deb<>rrecl 
from the privilege of erecting whan-c.; ::tnd 
enabling Rhipping to cm11e alongHide. If this is 
done I believe it will give an immense monopoly 
to holders of fronta:;es clown the river and enhance 
the value of their property very much, to the 
detriment of those above the bricl:;e, who have 
as jnst a cbim for consideration. l'erstmally I 
have not the slightest feeling in thic matter. I 
have tried to look at it from a fair standpoint 
and I wish to see justice done to all parties. I 
must con fee' there has not been the outcry made 
ag::tinst the proposed closing of the bridge which 
I at one time anticipated-not as many petitions 
Rent to the House, nor as n1any IJnblic IneetingR 
held round the town protesting against it, as I 
expected. I certainly think that if we were to 
close the bridge we should be not only limiting 
~uy w~1arfa.ge acconunodation, but dolng a grea,t 
lllJUst;ce to pe_rsons who lmve bonght land along
the nver wh1ch they expected to increase in 
valne for wharfage purposeR. J_.et us take one 
of the other colonies. I rernern ber the time when 
the ltiver Yarra in ~Ielbonrne would not allow 
very snull vesselH to pass up to :iUelbnurne, and 
now, notwithf5t<-tnding the large accmn1nodation at 
Sanclriclge and \Villiamstown, the Harbour Trust 
nre spending enoruwus sun1s of n1oney in dredg
ing, d.L~epening, and 'videning the river for the 
purpose of Lringing shipping clo"e up to the 
town. If they had a river like we have 
here, I feel confident th::tt no Government or 
party in the country would be allowed to put a 
brirlge across it "'' ::ts to stop the traffic. I believe 
if we b~,ko "Victoria a;:; our guide we h:1ve eYe1·y 
reason . to believe that in twenty or thirty 
year·< Ilrisb:,ne will be ::ts large as Sydney or 
J\Ielbourne is now, ::tml we sh::tll hn,ve as 
much shipping as they. \Ve lmve not :1 bav 
outside as they have, for the accommodation 
of shipping. 'rimt is one of the reasons tlmt 
I have for not wi,;hing to see the bridge per. 
manently closed. I do not think there is 
sufficient traffic to make it necessary to open the 
bridge at present, a,s Rufficient wharfage accmn
moclation can he obtained further down the 
river, at the wlurves alre::tdy erected and those 
now under construction. If the traffic has in
creased to such an extent as w::ts stated by the hon. 
member for S_out.h Brisbane, during late years, 
surely the slnppmg has kept pace with it, and 
if there is n pro:;pect of the traffic incrc.,sinc' 
it would lJe unju:;t on our part to limit it~ 

::tccommocl>ttion. I do not think it will be 
necessary to keep the whole waterw::ty open as 
far as the coal-mines at Ipswich, '"lthous·h 
possibly in the disktnt future all the ccml will be 
shipped from that place. Ko doubt there will 
have to be a large expenditure of public money 
to pnt the river in a fit condition. That i:; a 
matter upon whbh I am not competent to give 
an opinion, but fr01n the argLnnents I have 
he::trd a lar:;e outlay will be necesstwy. I 
do not think we should place any restric
tions in the way of that part of the river 
being developed in future, i£ necessary. There 
was one r~mark made by the hon. member for 
South Brisbane that I cannot agree with ; that 
w::ts that it may become necessary to take the 
Garden frontage for wharfage purposes. I think, 
l\Ir. Speaker, that that would be a :;ross act 
of vandalism, bec::tuse we have a very limited 
number of reserves in Brisbane as it is, 
and the Gardens, as they are, are not 
adequate. It was no cloulJt a great mistake in the 
pa:-,t not to have :a, greater nurnber of reserves. 
\Ve should be doing a gmve injustico, to the 
people of Brisbane if we consented to the Gardens 
being spoiled by allowing shipping to load ::tlong
sicle of them. It may be contended that the 
frontage might be used in such a way, by the 
erection of a retaining \\all, that the Gardens 
wou!tl not be interfered with, but I contend that if 
tratlic were t::tken throu:;h the Gardens it 
would do ::tway with them ::ts they "'re at the 
present time. The people of Brisbane would 
not be ::toting truly to themselvc" in allowing 
such a thing to be done. If the question 
ever comes up, ::tnd I :1111 a member of the 
House, I shall alw::tys vote against it. I believe, 
tts I lm;-e already said, that the time has not 
yet ttrri vecl for opening the bridge, ::ts the 
traffic is not suflicient to warrant it being done. 
I would willingly support any propo,;ition for 
closing the bridge for a specified term only, so 
that in future, if it becmne neces~ary tu construct 
wharves >tbove it, it could be done. If we 
permanently clo"e it we sh::tll be putting an 
unfair re~triction on the extending of wlutrfn,gc 
accornnwdation. I ha,ve every rP:-tson to believe 
that in the next fifteen year,; Brisbane will be 
one of the largest sea ports in ~"-ustraJia. 

Mr ISAMJ3EUT said: Mr. Speakcr,-In 
connection with the Bill under diocussion I do 
not think that the ::tdvantage derived from open
ing- the brid:;e for the sake of the river tmttic 
will compensate for the injury done to the 
perm,ment tmflic over it. I believe, therefore, 
that at the present time, and until considemblc 
::tlteration in the ri vcr tmf!ic has ktken place, it 
would be unwise to open the brid;;e. 'rho 
lmlance of ttd vantage would be in ftwour of 
the clo;;ure of the bridg-e for the pre,ent. 
\V e must not lose sight of the fact thttt we 
~hould not arro;.;ate to onrse] Yes povver to rnako 
laws which cannot be >tltered in future. If 
the hint of the hon. member for \Varr·cgo were 
tttken advantage of, and the Government should 
accept ::tn amendment to the effect that the 
bridge should only be tempomrily closed fur a 
definite period-say ti ve or ten years--after 
which it could be left to the future necessities of 
the port-it would sa:ve the Govemment from 
any li::tbilities for compens"'tion, because, people 
knowing that the briclge can be opened, no 
vested intere~,tswould be imperilled. The Govern
ment would act wisely, and meet the wishe,; 
of the mttjority ,,f the House, by ::tccepting an 
::tmendment in the direction of a temporary 
closure only 

1\lr. Mc:MASTER said : Mr. Speaker, -I 
have listened very attentively to the nrguments 
for and against the closing of this lJridgc, hut I 
mu,;t say tlmt the >tr:;ument for keeping it open 
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is not :1 new nne-it is the same that was used 
yem·s a,go. Son1e twenty years ago I read the 
~arne argunwntH that ha Ye been Lrought forward 
to~day about sea-going vessels going to the head 
of na Yigation. As a matter of fact, I am not 
a\vare of any sea-going vessel having gone up the 
river to Ipswich duringthatperiod of twenty years. 
A great deal has been said about the magnificent 
reach above the britlge, and how neces'c1ry it 
is that the swing of the bridb'e should be opened 
to rtllow vessels to make u,;e of it. Some hon. 
members must have lust sight of the fact that 
one side at least of that reach cannot be utilised 
for wharfag-e accon1rnodation. Frmn the Victoria 
Bridge to Toowong, the river bank is part and 
parcel of the road, and could not be used for 
the purpose of shipping coal. A decision has 
already been given, preventing any buildings 
from being erectetl I~long the Toowong road. 
J\Ir. Finncy had a case tried in the Supreme 
Conrt, and the :::;hire council of Twnvo11g \Vere 
compelled to remove their office from the river 
frontage. I arn sul'e that the people of Tnowong 
and along that side of th~? river would certainly 
protest againot coni-shoots being erected there. 
.A .. ~ :1 mrLtter of fact, I do not see ·how sea-going 
veo,els can be taken above the bridge without 
destroying that structure altogether. It is a 
known fact that there is only eight feet of 
water under the swing at high tide, and no 
sea-going vesoel of the size that come up here 
now-over 1,000 tons-draws as little as eight 
feet of water. \Vith regard to the argnment 
~lutt the river could be deepenetl by dredging, 
m that case the structure would be destroyed 
by under1nining the cylinders. The river 
cannot possibly be deepenell without a very 
large outl::ty in dredging and re1noving so1ne 
of the cylinders and widening the bridge. The 
traJfic acro::;s the bridge hw-; beemue so great 
that the municipal council have seriously con
sidered the advisability of applying to the 
Government to widen it. I do not think it is so 
necessary to erect another bridge at a lower part 
of the river aK it is to widen the present bridge. 
The corpomtion has enough land on both sides, 
and if the bridge is made double its present 
width it will be htrge enough for the traffic for a 
very long period. I do not think it at all likely 
that any se::t-going \'ossels will go up the river 
to load coals when they can get them brought 
down by railway and can ship them so easily as 
we see now at \Voollongabba. I have been 
infm•med thttt one coal proprietor eJ~ectecl a coal
shoot at the Oxley bridge, and had loaded wme 
coal there, but he found that it was much cheaper 
and better, and that there wa,; less waste, to 
send hiH coal to port by rail way. I am satisfied 
in~ my own mind that there is no necessity for 
going a,Lovo the bridge and running the risk of 
having the Hwing- kept open while we hu.ve so 
much river frontage available for wharf ><ccom
modation lower down the river. I certainly do 
not agree with the htm. member for tlonth Bri"
bane :tH to interfering with Ci-overrnnent Ga,rdens. 
There is 110 neceocity for it. There is ample 
roorn for the Govcrnrnent to extend their pre
sent coal wharves round J(angaroo Point. And 
when they no longer have sufficient romn there, 
there is splendid wharf accommodation on the 
Hnnth side frmn Korn1::ur Creek right along the 
Dnlimba Jteach, and on the north side as far '" 
the Hamilton HPnch~ Therefore I fail to see the 
neces:;ity of compelling this swing to be kept open 
to ena,ble sea-going vessels to go up the river. 
\V e had the sn.rue ttrgurnents bventy years ago, 
about sea-going ves~els going to the head of 
navigatjon, that we have heard to-night; but 
when they get there there i::; not roo1n to tnrn, 
and they would have to be taken lmck .otem 
f1Jl'eJnoHt. I never kne\v how the ol(l "Settler" 
tna,naged when ~he wat) engaged in tha,t tra.clP. 

but I suppose she had to come baclnvards for a 
pOl'tion of the way. \Vould ttny man in chnrge 
of a sea,.going vessel be fooli~h enough tn riBk hiH 
vessel going up to the head of navigation for 
cmtl, when it could be brought down to South 
B1ishane by mil very much cheaper and at no 
risk to his vessel? The hon. member for Bun
danba spoke about the river traffic from the head 
of navigation, and about the Ipswich people 
continuing to patronise the river as long as they 
conld-that is, until the railway came into 
competition with it; then they had to give it 
up. K o doubt, the hon. member will remember 
that the cost of carriage of prodnce by water was 
6s. 6d. a ton, whereas the cost by rail was only 
2s. 6d. 

2\Ir. FOOTE : They got it cheaper by water 
than by rail. 

1\fr. ::'violYIASTER: I know the Drislxtne 
people paid the full amount of Gs. Gd. nr os., so 
the profit must have been made at the other 
end. Certainly the Brisbane tmdesrnen had to 
pay the full price, by water, of Gs.; then when 
the railway came into competition with it the 
price was reduced tn .'is., and now, I believe, the 
railway has run the trade off the river altogether. 
Produce is brought to Brisbane now for 2s. Gd. 
a ton, and the river traffic has in consequence 
ceased. I fail to ;;ee why this swing-bridge 
shonld be kept open for the j;urpose of accom
modating such men as the gentleumn who tried 
the case in the Supreme Court. :iYlr. :iVIcBridG 
i:-:; well kno\Yn as a citizen, but not ~ts a rnan 
connected in ttny way with shipping. It was 
simply tt "try on" to see what he could get from 
the corporation of Brisbane. That is well known, 
and I httve no doubt a number of such men IY'ight 
be found amongst the citzens of Brisbane who 
would try it on if they thought there was a like
lihoocl of getting a handsome sum fl'om the cor
poration by way of compemation. But }Yfr. 
McBride has failed. 

HONOCI\ABLE :i'.IE~IBEI\S: 1\'o, no ! 
The Hox. Sw T. MoiLWRAITH: He has 

got a judgrnent. 
Mr. :\IoMAST:ER: :ne has certainly failed, 

bO far a::; getting any con1pensation fronl the 
municipality is concerned, nor do I think he is 
likely to get any. Compensation, I think, is out 
of the question, 2\lr. Speaker. I am afraid there 
is an impression on the minds of some hon. 
members that this is a mere corporation CJUes
tion. ~..\s a 1natter of fact the corporation, as a 
body, tlo not care whether they have to open 
the bridge or not. The question is RDlely 
one of convenience to the public. The traffic 
acrotls the bridge is now HO enormoufl, that if it 
wtts stopped for even one hour the effect would 
]Je such that the citizens would rise up in R.rms 
and demand its closure permanently. Cattle 
arc only allowed to cross the bridge between 11 
o'clock at night n,nd ZJ in the nwrning, arul accord· 
ing to the hon. meml,er for Stanley, tlmt was 
the period which would be most convenient to 
open the :-;wing to allow the p~tssa,ge of ves~eh; 
up or down the river. Dy the way, I fail to see 
how the hon. member is going to get high water 
at the bridge at the same hour every nig·ht of the 
year, in the event of Mr. McBride wishing to 
have a vessel tu.ken through every night. Let m; 
suppose that the swing is openecl at any time 
between 12 and 4,and that the vessel gets blocked 
or that something goes wrong with the t-wving, a,nd 
\Y hi1e cattle a,re waiting to corne across the bridge. 
The swing might remain open for three or four 
hours, or pos,ibly for a whole day, and the cattle 
would be wandering about South Brisbane, and 
no one can tell what damage they might do. It 
i:-; a, ,·ery Herion:-; 111:1tter, in the interest:-; of 
the genera,l pnhlic, to rnn the ri.~k of havin::.i 
that swing-bridge opened. It is not for the 
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convenience of the citizenH of Driohane alone, bnt 
for the convenience of all the outlying districts 
towards the Logan and I rmwich, tlmt the 
swing should be closed. It would affect nil 
the district,; on the southern side if the swing 
wa.c; opened and a blockage happened to take 
place. Therefore J consider the Government is 
only acting wisely in asking for power to close 
the bridge permanently. I would remind the 
hon. member for Hosewood that there is no need 
to insert the \Vord "tmnporarily," for I an1 not 
aware that any Act of Parliament has been 
passed in any Jl"'rt of the world that could not 
be repertled. If the necessity arises in the future 
that both the Oxley bridge and the Victoria 
Bridge should be opened, it will only require the 
Governrnent of the day, or scnue private tnmnber, 
to brine; in a Bill to effect that object. I do not 
see that any person above the bridge will snffer 
any hardship if the bridge is closed iJermanently, 
as there is ample room down the river f;>r 
wha,rfa.ge accotnnwda.tion for very rnany years 
to corne. R~ference was rnade by smf1e hon. 
1nernb~rl') to G-lasgow. It if:> a long ti1ue, I achuit, 
since I left Glasgow, but at that time there 
was no shipping of any conseqnence al1ove the 
bridge ; and I do not think from what I have 
heard and read that any improvements what
oYer have been executed above the bridge so ar..; 
to enable sea-going vessels to get there. I am 
quite well aware that small steamers ply up 
aml down the Clyde, hut they are enabled to 
go under the bridge by lowering their funnels. 
lf some of the vessels the hem. member for Bun
danba spoke of were to go up we should have to 
\1 iden the river as well as to deepen it, because 
otherwise they could not turn. I shall certainly 
give my snpport to the Bill before the Houoe. 
rrhe corporation, I think, do not care Yery tnuch 
which way it g-oes, becan>'o they believe-and I 
think rightly, knowing the bridg-e belongs to the 
Govemment--that any expense tlmt may be 
incurred will fall upon the Government. The 
citizens of Brisbane have alre8.cly paid, and paid 
handsomely, for that bridge. :::lume hem. ule!ll· 
bers appear to be under the impre6'ion that the 
citizens of Brisbm1e have paid nothing for the 
bridge, and that the Govemment of the colony 
in taking it m-er pair! the debt on it, lmt 
they got the bridge lands for it. But tlmt is 
not the case, because, over and aboYe what the 
Government have paid, the citizens of Brisbane 
have paid over £20,000 in cash for it, for which 
they got nothing fron1 the Govenunent. I shall 
certainly give my support to this Bill for 
penuanently closing the hridgo. 

:i\Ir. FOXTON said: J\Ir. Speaker,-I think 
every member of the House must lmve been ;;hd 
to hear the voice of the junior member fm Forti
tude Valley for the first time. J<'ollowing him, l 
do not think I shall be acting· out of the """'] 
Counm iu coutplin1enting hin1 upon the clear and 
lucid way in which he puL his view:o before the 
Honse. But, 1\h. :::lpeaker, they are corporation 
vie\\ ), and the hon. 1umuber'::; fjl;ecch was an 
aldcnurLnic Hpeech frmn beginning to end. I 
may srty a.t once I am opposed to the closing of 
this bridge, not becanse it will affect Ipowich in 
ttny way, because I believe, with some other 
hon. members who have spoken, that the closing 
of the bridge will wJt affect Ipswich at all; 
those immecliately above the bridge will be much 
more concerned. The hon. member who last 
spoke mentioned, as one gre[Lt reason why the 
bl'idge should be closed, that the land above the 
bridge-front the bridge to Too\vong-was un
alienated. I think that is a strong rmtson for 
opening it. 

Mr. ::\Icl\IASTJ£E : I said becttnse it i& a rottcl. 

J\Ir. F<_)XTOK: It wuulcll,e vmy ea.sy tn tm n 
the rmtd mto wharves. I think the bank of the 

river, frmu the bridge to Toowong, affords a 
splendid opportunity for providing very goud 
wharfage accmnn1ochttiou indeed. 

The Hox. Sm '1'. :YlulL \\rRAITH : The 
Thames J~mbankment, for instance? 

Mr. J;'OXTON: Another argument the hon. 
member used was that there was only eight feet 
of wttter under the swing at hig·h water. The 
hon. member ought to know "]] ttbout it because 
he is an alderman and ex-mayor; but I have 
a! ways been under the impression tlutt there \V [IS 

eight feet of water under the swing ttt low 
water. 

Mr. Mc:'.IASTER : No. 
:i\Ir. J<'OXTO::-J : I giye way to the hem. 

gentleman, but I h'we always been under that 
impre,sion. The reAson is that the river there 
has silted up, and the hem. member says that if 
we dredge away the silt we shall dredge away the 
bridge ; but in 1ny opinion the bridge is built on 
a more stahie foundation than silt. I look upon 
that as an aldermanic arg-ument. Some hem. 
member mentioned the fact that the " Lucind,.," 
could not go thmngh the bridge. I am not at >tll 
surprised at that, but as I lmve been on boarcl 
the "Lucincla," and I mn not prepared to say 
~he i,<:; a sea-going vessel, that nrgument, in 1ny 
opinion, does not hold good. The gentleman who 
brought out the '" Lncincht," Captain Hmlson, 
stated a.s a fact th<tt she was the wide~t ve"'el 
that had ever gone through the Suez Canal, 
and therefore I do not wonder that she wonld 
not Le able to go through the swing· of the 
bridge ; but if any vessel approaching her width 
conld go through, it must be clear to every 
one that i:lea-going ve~sels wuuh~ not be pre
vented fron1 going through the sw1ng nwre~y on 
account~)£ the na.rrowne~.s of the opening. I u.u1 
not going· through all the ::nguruents u:;ed, but 
I will deal with one or two matters which have 
occurred to me while hon. members have been 
speaking. Towards the close of the debate a 
sugge.stion"was thrown out-I think, by the hon. 
nwrnber for \Varrego~that n ternvorary closure 
only should take place. I protest against that, 
for this reason : th,tt once the bridge is closed 
the very grEt.1test difficulty will he experienced 
by those who may wish to olJtain the opening 
of it in the future, because it will then be 
B>l.id, as we say now, that there are ve,ted inte
rel':lts concerned. Surtilly hon. n1e1nbers who 
argue so strenuously against the opening o£ the 
swing of the bridge are furnil':lhing the ::;trongest 
argunwnt why a ternporary clo;:;ure at all eventH 
should not he deuided upon. The inconvenience 
that would enwe from occasionally opening the 
bridge ba:-5, I think, been greatly exa.ggernted. I 
:;Lin not an engineer, and an1 therefore not pre
pared to give an authoritative opinion, hut luok
ing at the nw .. tter frotu a connnun-scnse IJOint 
pf Yiew, I believe the Rwing rnight be opened 
occ<.tsionally during the night for sonte yean; 
to co1ne. _A vesr_;el \Yonld uot refruirc to gu up 
every dny, or perlmps every week, and, if I 
remember rightly, it '"as stated by the jud[.;·es 
in their judgment on the recent c:ose-or, at nil 
events, during the a.rguuwnttJ-~tha,t the right to 
use any highway, whether to go acrnt:Js or along 
it, rnnt.-~t be exercised reasonably. It Hemn:-:; to 
me that a renoonable exercise of the right to 
go up that river would he th,tt a man mu"t 
accommodate himself to the requirements 
of the public in seeking to have the swing 
of the bridge opened. I do not 'ee why 
by-laws could not be passed, or why a Bill 
might not he passed to enable the cor·pom
tion to make by-law,; providing that at some 
tirno during the night, Ray frmn () o'clock in the 
evening till() o'clock in the uwrning, the 1Jl·idgu 
:-;honld be opcnerl in the event uf anyone requiriuh· 
to take tt vessel through. \Ve must have a high 
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tide under the bridge every night between those 
hours, and a notice might be put up, s;1y every 
other day, stating when the tide would be favour
<Lble for the passage of a vessel through the 
swing. The argument that the pipes could not 
be t<Lken across the bottom of the river, and that 
if they could not be taken acros~ the bridge they 
could not be taken acrm;s at all, is absurd. Pipes 
have been takgn acro,;s Sydney harbour, and if 
that can be done-and it has been done-there 
can be no difficulty in dealing with that phase of 
the rruestion here. 

Mr. CHUBB : How about the Gas Company? 

::\Ir. :FOX TON: As to that, it is rruite possible 
that the South Brisbane Gas Company may 
want to come over to North Brisbane to compete 
with the other. It appears to me, taking it all 
round, that the arguments are entirely in favour 
of maintaining the status qau; that is to say, at all 
e.-ents, of not interfering with the present state of 
affairs, bnt to allow the public, or shipowners, to 
go up the river when they rerruire to do so, and to 
exercise that right reasonably. \Vith reference 
to the proposal for a tempomry closure on the 
ground that the swing is not necess;:try to be used 
now, I would point out that if it is unnecessary 
then the less inconvenience there will be to the 
public at the prc,ent time. 'l'hepublic will not be 
interfered with until pressure comes for more 
whm·fage, nnd then, of course, the interests of 
those '"bovethe bridge will be pammount to those 
who want to cross it. I shall certainly vote 
against the second re;tding of the Bill. 

Mr. J"OHDAK said: Mr. Speaker,-I feel 
f4(nne relucta,ncc in ril3ing to speak on this 
<[Uestion, and I shall not say more than a few 
words, because I consider tlie matter has been 
thoroughly debated. As one of the representa
tives of South Brisbane I feel hound to say some
thing-, but I do so with diftldence because I am 
inte1~ested in some property abO\"e the bridge
wharfage~which is very valuable. I promised 
my constituents, sir, thttt I should vote for the 
Bill, bnt the argument,; I have heard to-night 
have disposed me to think that the bridge 
onght not to be closed, in the interests of the 
colony nt large. I was disposecl to think that 
this was a pnrely local matter, but I have altered 
my ovinion whilet I have listened to the debate. 
I must not forget, moreover, that a number of my 
constituents livonbove the bridge-that they have 
vested interests in the matter-and I am not 
quite sure that we may not be doing in.iustice 
to persons holding property above the bridge 
hy pnssing the Bill. The more I have listened 
to the debate the more I am ea tisfied that 
some injustice must necessarily be inflicted upon 
per;;ons nbove the bridge if it is closed. An 
'wgument was made u."e of by the hon. member 
for Fortitude Valley, 1Ir. Beattie, who is in 
favour of the Bill, that the wharfage accom
mo<latinn at South Brisbane is very limited, but 
that there was plenty at Bnlirnba. Bnt, l ask, 
how would that ;;uit my constituent,; in :Stanley 
stl·eet? 

An HoxoURABLJ-; ::\IElllBJm : The sawmill? 

Mr. ,JORDAN: That does not affect me in 
the .-;lightest. I an1 going to vote t1,gain.~t rny 
own interest~;-I am going to vote for the Bill, 
because I promised to do so. But I do think, 
:<ir, that my constituents tttke a very narrow 
view of the question. I am only sorry that they 
did not hear the ttrguments on the other side so 
ably set forth by the hon. the le;vler of the 
Opp<mition and other hon. members who have 
spoken again;3t the Bill, before cmning to the 
cnnclu,;ion that it would suit their interests to 
clo.se the bridge. I think they have taken 
rather a mistaken view of the <JUestion, 
and that they do not understltnd their own 

interests. Nevertheless, I have looked at 
it from this light : about three-fourths of my 
constituent" are in favour of the Bill; and regard
inp; it as a purely local matter, as I did before 
I heard the debate, I promised that I would 
give the Bill rny support, and I an1 going to 
do so. I only regret that my constituent~; do 
not take a broader view of the whole quf'ition. 
I do not attach much importance to the views 
expressed by the hon. leader of the Opposition 
in connection with carrying on '' coal trade with 
sea-going vessels, because I do think that that 
will be rendered unnecessary if the South 
Brisbane branch of the Southern and VV estern 
Railway be made into a double line, which 
I certainly think the Government should do 
when they bring in a Bill to close the bridge, 
thereby preventing· the possibility of the coal 
trade being developed by sott-gomg vessels going 
abov<5 it. At all events, we have the fact that 
our coal trade has greatly developed during the 
last few years, and has become one of the most 
important industries in the colony ; and if the 
Government have determined to pass this Bill, I 
hope they will see their way immediate.ly to 
double that branch line, because if that m not 
done we may be quite sure that the coal trade 
will be greatly limited in its development. \V e 
heard a few days ago about a vessel that wanted 
1, 700 tons of 'coal being only able to get GOO 
tons; and I shall take this opportunity of im
pressing upon the Governn1ent, or suggest~ng 
to them, the importance of at once extendmg 
the wharfage accommodation at South Bris
bane, according to a pron1ise given fifteen 
months ago. The money was voted for the 
work last session, and I shall take this oppor
tunity of repeating that my constituents are 
greatly astonished and disappointed that no means 
whatever have been taken up to the present 
time for the extension of that wharf; and I 
shall h<Lve the pleasure, I hope, of introducing 
a dej.>utation to the Minister for \Vorks upon 
that subject in a very few days. I may point 
out that a few years ago it was not supposed that 
the coal about Ipswich and West lVIoreton was 
so valuable as it has been found to be, and now 
that has proved to be of very superior rruality-I 
suppose the lower they go down the better the qua
lity become,;-and we can compete, I believe, suc
cessfully with K ewcastle, the question arises as to 
the difference between taking in coal by sea-going 
vessels that go up the river or paying carriage by 
milway. I am not quite sure, lmt I am prepared 
to think that the railway can compete successfully 
with sea-going vessels, and that if we get that 
branch line doubled, and the wharfage accom· 
modation extended at both endii-\% hich we can 
do without any great difficulty-we need not 
attach much importance to the arguments of the 
hon. the leader of the Opposition about sea
going Yessels. But I must remember this 
in the interests of my constituents : \\ e have 
wharfao·e ~tecmnn1odation aLove the bridge-all 
the way up that fine reach ; and if, as the hon. 
the junior member for :Fortitude V alley said, 
we cannot utilise the northern side because it 
hao been held that we cannot erect buildings 
there, it is still more important to my consti
tuents that they should be able to utilise the 
southern eicle. I cannot help attaching great 
importance to that; and I think and hope that 
after the debate my constituents will arrive at 
the conclusion that it would have been better 
for them if the bridge had been left open. At 
all events, h;wing given the promise I did, I shall 
vote fur the Bill. 

I\Ir. NOETON said: Mr. Speaker,-I am 
really sorry that the hon. gentleman wh~' has 
just 'at down has made the speech he chd. I 
have great regc:trd for the hon. gentlen1an, and I 
do not like tu see him acting with such utter 
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inconsistency as he is doing just now. He told 
us that he was perfectly convinced that it was 
an undesirable and improper thing to close the 
bridge, and yet because he had made a promise 
to his constituent;; he is going to vote for the 
Bill. I only hope tlmt after the speech he made 
to-night the hon. member will, though he has 
decided to vote fm· the second reading if it 
Hhnuld get beyond that stage, act in accordance 
with his own conscience, and vote against the 
third reading. 

Mr. JORDAN: I promised to vote for the Bill. 

Mr. NOR TON: I can only say it is a 
most unfortunate thing that an hmi. member 
who has not thoroughly gone into a sub
ject to be discussed by this House should 
have made a promise as to the action he will 
take before he hf1s hi1cl an opportunity of 
fairly deciding on the merits of the question. 
Of course that is a matter for hon. members to 
judge for themselves; but I say honestly and 
sincerely that I regret having heard the speech 
the hon. member made just now. ·when I 
first heard of the difficulty with regard to the 
bridge, I thought it unfortunate that anyone 
should have the opportunity of challenging the 
corporation und in,.,isting on the bridge being 
thrown open. The tendency of the arguments 
in favour of closing the bridge is to show that 
the river goes too far i11to the country ; but it 
has been admitted in all other countrie;; that 
it i• of great advantage for a river to be 
very long in order to enable trade to be carried 
by water as far as possible. But the Bill not only 
proposes to close the bridge, it also takes away 
existing rights. It admits that the owners of pro
perty above the bridge and the tmrlers who would 
~ake their vessels there have certain rights; yet 
1t proposes not only to take away those rights, 
but absolutely to prevent their claiming in a 
court of law damages for any injuries they may 
have sustained, or which they may sustain in the 
future. It is an immoral Bill, because it is 
founded on a principle which is immoral. A 
great deal of the argument used in the course of 
the debate has been in regard to the present state 
of the traffic across the bridge ; but that is likely 
to lead to a wrong conclusion. \Vhen Brisbane 
was htid out it was never supposed that it would 
be as large as at present, and it is a matter of 
general complaint that the streets were made 
a great deal too narrow. \Vhen the town was 
laid out it was proposed to make the streets a 
chain and a-half wide, but the then Governor of 
New South Wales objected to that width · he 
could not perceive that Brisbane at any time 
would become anything more than a pottering 
little place-anything better than a penal settle
ment ; and he insisted on the streets being laid 
out as they are. That is a strong argument 
against trusting to the present position 
of . affair~ as an indication of the progress 
whiCh w1ll take place at any future time. 
Retaining the power to open the bridge whenever 
necessary does not necessitate any expenditure, 
but maintains rights which the people on the 
river now have, the acquisition of which, there is 
no doubt, necessitated the payment of a higher 
price for their land than they would have 
paid under other circumstances. No one 
who has spoken in favour of closing the 
bridge, if he had private property to which a 
right-of-way led which was not used, but 
which it was proposed to close, would agree 
to its being closed without compensation. And 
thttt is exactly the case of the property owners 
above the bridge now. If their right-of-way is 
taken away from them they are entitled to some 
compensation; yet the Bill prol'ides that it 
shall be taken away without any compensa
tion whatever. I do not look so much to 

the coal traffic alone in connection with this 
r1uestion, for I do not see why other traffic 
should not spring up. I do not see why 
fil.ctories should not be established along the 
river banks. It has been argued that the present 
railway is not sufficient for the coal trade; but 
it would not be sufficient if the line were doubled. 
At present the coal tra f!ic is carried on at a Ios.,, 
and if that traffic necessitates the duplication of 
the line, I say that duplication will be a loss to the 
country. I shall now refer to the argument that 
since the milway between Brisbane >mcl Ipswich 
has been constructed it has run the tmffic off 
the river. I admit that it has done so, but who 
has to pay for that traffic being run off? The 
country is paying. It wets not done by fair 
competition, but by a reduction in the rates of 
carriage, which gave the people who used the line 
greater advantages than those who used the river. 
It was by that means alone that the river traffic 
was done away with, and at the present time 
we are not only working in that way by 
making a greater reduction on some things 
carried between Brisbane and Ipswich, but 
arrangements have been made between the Hail
way Department and gentlemen connected with 
the shipping tmde, by which they are induced 
to send prorlnce which comes to them-I am 
speaking of the large merchants in Ipswich~down 
by the rail way rather than start boats to carry it 
by the river. That was the case a short time ago 
and I believe it is the case now, and that is a 
direct ]o,.;; to the country for which the whole of 
the taxpayers of the colony are paying. It is 
undesirable that by an Act of Parliament any
thing should be clone which goes to excuse the 
continuance of anything which has the effect of 
imposing an increased tax on the whole of the 
ratepayers of the colony. I object to the Dill 
because, though the result may be a present 
convenience to Brisbane and the suburbs, it will 
act detrimentally to them and prejudicially to 
the whole of the people of the colony in the 
future. It is not necessary for me to srty any 
more ; but I do hope that the effect of the dis
cussion will be that the majority will vote 
against the second reading. 

Question put, and the House divided:
An:s, 18. 

~Iessrs. Grifl1th, )files, Rntledge, Dickson, Dutton, 
1Ioreton, l<'raser, Aland, Jordan, Buckl:md, }fc:\Iaster, 
1Vakefield, 1Iellor, Bcattie, :J.iacfarlanc Bailey, Annear, 
and ShcridtuL 

NoE~, 1<.1:!. 
Sir 'r. 1Icilwraith, :J.Iessrs . .\.rcher, ~m·ton, 1\Iacrossan, 

Hamilton. Kcllett, I~issnQr, Govctt, Ferguson, Foxton, 
P&lmer, Sftlkcld, Foote, nnd Chubb. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

SUPPLY. 
On the motion of the COLONIAL THEA

SURER, the Speaker left the chair, and the 
House went into Committee to consider the 
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty. 

The PREMIER moved that the sum of £2,010 
be granted for salaries and contingencies for His 
Excdlency the Glwernor. There was an increase 
of £20 in that item to one of the mounted 
orderlies. The orderlies were police constables 
detailed for that duty, and if they remained in 
the Police J<'orce they were entitled for five 
years' service to an additional £10 a year and 
promotion to the rank of senior-constable, for 
which another £10 was granted. The senior 
orderly was entitled to the increase according to 
police regulations. 

Question put and passed. 

The PHEMIER moved that the sum of £1.039 
be granted for the Jhecntivc Council. The \·ote 
was the same as last year. 

Question put and passed. 
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The PREJiiiiER moved that £3,400 be granted 
f~)r salaries and contingencieR, Legislative Conn~ 
c1l. There was an increase of £40~£25 to the 
principal messenger and £15 to the assistant. 
The salaries of the Assembly messengers were 
increa.sed last year, the salaries previously 
having been alike. A pledge \Vft8 given last 
year that the s't!aries of the Council messen
gers \Vould be increased, and in accordance with 
that pledge the amounts ;vere placed on the 
J~sthnates. 

Question put and passed. 

The PRE::YIIER moved that there be granted 
£3,085 for salaries and contingencies for the 
Legislative Assembly. 

Question put and passed. 

The PRRMIER moved that the sum of 
£7,000 be voted for the payment r,f the expenses 
of members, and said it was explained in the 
J<~stimates that those expenses would be payable 
at certain rates and under certain conditions, 
which were exactly the same as those contained 
n the Bill passed by the House at an early 

]Wriocl of the session, but which had not been 
retnrnecl to them by the Legislative Council. 
He thought the Assembly luul quite made 
up their mind to authorise the expenditure 
of that money, and the conrse now adopted 
of putting the amount on the Estimates was 
not starting a new precedent. It had been the 
practice in New Zealand to vote the expenses 
of members in that way for a great number of 
years ; he could not say when it began, but he 
had traced the practice as far back as 1869. He 
thought that in every way it was proper and 
desirable that the money should be )'laced on the 
Estimates. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\fciLWR.\ITH said they 
heard now for the first time that it was under
stood at an earlier period of the session that it 
was the intention of the Government when the 
l\Iembers Expenses Bill was adopted to place 
the money on the Estimates. He knew that if 
that were the case it was certainly not from any 
statement made by hon. gentlemen on the l\Iinis
terial benches. Although hon. members tried to 
force such a promise from the Government 
Ministers declined to give it. He clicl not 
believe that that wa' a proper or desirable way 
to carry payment of members. It was per
fectly useles' to cont@nd that it was payment of 
the expenses of members; it was payment of 
members~payment of two guineas a day for each 
rlay on which a member gave his attendance 
in Parliament. That was not payment of expenses, 
but payment for services rendered. He was not 
surprised at the hon. gentleman putting the 
money on the Estimates. He believed at the 
first that the Premier would very likely adopt 
that course~although he never led the House 
to understand that he would~and that he wonlcl 
do it, not becanse they had a precedent in New 
Zealand, but because it would satisfy some of 
his followers inside the House and others out
side the House. Now, the proper way to attain 
an ohject such as that desired by the Govern
ment~namely, payment of members~was by 
passing a Bill through the House. That was 
acknowledged by the hon. gentleman as the 
proper course to adopt, by introducing the 
Bill which was lost in another place. The 
Premier had said nothing whatever about 
the difticultv which that Bill would have 
got over. " Hon. members knew perfectly 
well that by thP Constitution Act no mem
ber, except a member of the Government, 
was allowed to sit in Parlittment and receive 
emoluments from the Crown. That was pro
vided for in the Members Expenses J3ill by a 
clmme which virtually repealed the provision in 

the Constitution Act. The cl~nse he (Sir T. 
MeT! wraith) referred to in the Members Expenses 
Bill stated that~ 

"~,.othing in this Act shall be construed to make the 
office of member of the Ii::gislative Assembly an office of 
profit. or otherwise to affect the capacity of any member 
to sit and 1mte in Jlarlhunent." 

The very fact of snch a clause being inserted 
in the Members Expenses Bill showed that 
the Govemment considered that the seats of 
me m bors would be invalidated by the accep
tance of that payment, and to prevent tlmt 
occurring they virtually repealed the clause in 
the Constitution Act so far as members of that 
Committee were concerned. Hon. members, he 
believed, stood in this position : that if they 
accepted the payment put on the Estimates 
for their senices their seats would become 
'meant; at all events, if that was not 
such a payment as was contemplated by the 
Constitution Act they might clr·ive wholesale 
through that statute in any other direction, and 
might accept payment from the Crown in any 
shape or form. 'rhere was another matter to 
which he woulrl draw attention. It was the first 
time in his experience~and, he believed, in the 
experience of any other hon. member of that 
Committee~tlmt such items as those hac! ap
peared in the Estimates with the conditions 
attached. The Government usually ~sked for 
a certain amount of money from the Legis
lature for carrying on the Government, and 
stated that baldly ; but here they actually had 
embodied the provisions of a Bill--whole clauses 
of a Bill~in the column explaining the reason 
why that amount of money wa< asked for. That 
had never been done before. It had sometimes 
been explained in a foot-note what was the 
ultimate destination of some sums which could 
not be explained in the Estimates, but no Gov
ernment had ever before gone to the length 
the Government h::td gone in the case under 
notice. In fact, it was running out the items 
in the san1e "'~ay as a grocer or other trades
man might under his bill, and it was a com
pletely new departure and involved an amount 
of work on the part of the members of the Com
mittee, but which they ought not to have to 
undertake. The matter plainly stated was this : 
that the Government had put in the Estimates 
a Bill rejected by the other Chamber. That was 
inviting a discussion with that Chamber, which he 
thought the GoYernment ought not to do. 

The PREMIER said the :Estimates were 
recommendatio11s from the Crown for the 
expenditure of certain money. If the Crown 
chose to explain how that money was to be 
expended that might very properly form part 
of the recommendations, and it was not 
inconsistent with precedent. The conrlitions in the 
present case happened to be more elaborate than 
in ordinary cases; bnt they had frequently Yoted 
money on the condition that a corresponding 
amount, or half the amount, was subscribed. In 
the present case the conditions happened to be a 
little more elaborate ; that was all. ,\s to its not 
being previously stated that the amount would 
be placed on the J~stimates, it was not distinctly 
stated by him in the House, becanse it \Youltl 
have been indecent for him to have clone so 
at the time ; but although he did not say it 
in so many words, anybody who heard him 
could have no doubt what he meant. The 
other point made by the hon. member was 
that the Bill introduced at an earlier period of 
the Hession contained a provision that the accep
tance of those expen,es should not constitute the 
office of member of the Legislative Assembly an 
office of profit. He (the Premier) was sorry that 
clause was introduced intotheJ3ill, 'md it was quite 
clear that it was unnecessary. The only part of 
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their law which could be suggested as having any 
application to the matter-and it really had none 
-was the 3rd section of an Act passed last year, 
called the Officials in Parliament Act, which 
referred to " any person holding an office or 
place of profit under the Crown," not being one 
of the officers named in the Act. It could not 
be said that the office of a member of the Legis
lative Assembly was an office of profit under the 
Crown any more th:tn the office of the Chairman 
of Committees or of the Speaker of the Honse. 
The Constitution Act only referred to persons who 
had contracts on :tccount of the Public Service. 
In other colonie' where the salaries of members 
were annually voted, there was no provision of that 
kind. He was sorry that such a clause had been 
inadvertently inserted in the Bill, because it 
might be used by persons who could not distin
gnish it as an untenablenrgument. It was inserted 
on the last occasion simply for the sake of leaving 
the Bill in exactly the same form as before. There 
could be no doubt that such a question would 
not arise. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1IciLWRAITH said the 
excuse of the clause being inadvertently inserted 
was " very shallow one, because it was in the 
Bill on two or three occasions when it was intro
duced. The hem. member profeessed that he 
com;idered it was an error, but he knew it was 
nothing of the kind. He was reading the Con
stitution Act perfectly correctly-that none of 
them hnd the right to accept money from the 
Crown for uny work done in their position as 
legislators or otherwise while they had a seat 
in the House. He had heard the hon. member 
arguing that over and over again. As to the 
of:Ecers of the House-the Chairman and the 
Speaker- they were exceptions which were 
constantly recognised, and a! ways had been ; 
but the· same did not apply to members. If it 
did, a great many members the hon. member had 
paid secretly would have been paid openly. 

The PREMIER : Name them ! ·who are 
they? It would be news to me, and interesting 
information to members of the Committee and 
also to the country. I am afraid the hon. member 
ca.nnot give the na1nes. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Cannot 
give the names ! It would Rot be of the slightest 
interest to the Committee. 

The PREMIER : lt would be of great in
terest. 

An HONOURABLE ME,rmm : The names ! 
The HoN. SIR T. MaiL WRAITH: The hon. 

member would very likely be disappointed. The 
Minister for vVorks knew all ubout it ; plenty of 
men on that side got money they would never 
have got unless they had been supporting the 
Government-to put it in the mildest way. To 
pass to another point, he wished a ruling from 
the Chairman. Clause 120 of the Standing Orders 
said that no member should be entitled to vote 
upon any f[uestion in which he had any pecu
niary interest, and the vote of any member so 
interested should be disallowed. Now, the ques
tion before them was one in which they ull had a 
pecuniary interest. 

The PREMIER : That has been raised every 
time. 

The Ho2'1". SIR T. MciLvVRAITH said that 
was no reason why he should not raise it now. 
A good argu1nent was none the \Vorsc for being 
enforced twice. He himself was directly in
terosted-he acknowledged the fact-in that 
two guineas a day ; and very much interested, 
becrtuse he had been in his place nlmost every 
day since the session opened. He would not say 
how he would vote, because that might influence 
the Chairmnn in his judgment ; but the clause 

said he must not vote on any question in which 
he had u pecuniary interest ; and he asked the 
Chairman's ruling whether he was to be nllowed 
to vote. 

The PREMIER said he would point out for 
the information of the Chairman that on every, 
or nearly every, occctsion when the question of 
members' expenses had been before Parliament 
the same point had been raised, und it hntl 
been invariably ruled by the Speaker that the 
Standing Order did not apply. 

?.ir. NORTON said that on other occasions 
the members had not proposPd to pay themselves 
-the payment was not for a Parliument then in 
sesqion, but for a Parliament at some future time. 
The propo,fll now referred to the members of the 
Committee personally. It applied to them, und no 
one else, therefore it was utterly impossible to 
<lisregard the Standing Onler. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said that 
if one single instance could be pointed out where 
the Chairman's ruling had been asked on that 
f[Uestion or where it had been referred to the 
Spenker, he would not press the matter any 
further. That rpwstion had never been sub
mitted ~nmnely, the voting of money to them
selves for the current year. 

The PREMTKR said he remembered thnt the 
question had been bronght up before. It wns 
raised when lVIr. \Valsh was Speaker, in 1874, by 
Sir Arthur Palrner, on the third reading of the 
Bill. The Speaker said he would strike out all 
the votes for the ''Ayes," and a motion thut the 
Speaker's ruling be disagreed to was carried by 
24 to 10. He \vas referring to Han_>:.ard, vol. xvi., 
page 24G. 

Mr. ARCHER : \Vhat was the ruling? 

The PREMIER Haid the Speaker ruled that 
he would strike out all the "Ayes," so that there 
would be no votes except the " Noes." 

Mr. ARCHER: \Vas the question the pay
ment of m em hers? 

The PREJ\IIER: Yes. I do not know 
whether the point wa-J raised afterwards. 

The Hox. Sm T. ::'viciLWRAITH: Yon said 
it had been raised repeatedly. 

The PRE:\HEH : The Speaker was overruled 
on thnt occasion, and whether the point wns 
raised in the following year I cannot sny. The 
point was exactly the same as the present. The 
Standing· Order did not apply to the case. 

Mr. NORTON said it did apply directly. 
There was no possible escape from the rule, 
which applied to every member in the Com
mittee. He would challenge the vote of every 
hon. gentleman except the Ministers if the 
question went to u division. 

The CHAIRMAN : My ruling has been asked 
as to whether it is competent for members to 
vote upon a question, on the ground that they 
are persGnally interested. Standing Orders 120 
und 121 say:-

" Xo member shall be entitled to vote upon any 
question in \Vhich he has a direct pecuniary intn·est, 
and the vote of any member so interested shall be dis
allowed. 

., The rule of this House l'elating to the vot.c upon 
nny question in this House, of a member having an 
interest in the matter upon which the vote is given, 
shall a11ply 1ikewh<.e to any vote of a member so intc
restert_ in a committee." 

On consulting "J\Iay," page 385, I find ns 
follows:-

"In the Commons it is a distinct rule that no 
member who has a direct 11ecuniary interf.lst in a ques
tion shall he nllowed to vote npon it: bnt iu order to 
operate as a. dis(ttmliiil~ntion this interest must be 
immediate and personal, and not merely of a genera.l or 
remote description, 
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"On the 17th July, IBII, the rule was thus explained 
by l\:Ir. Speaker Ab bott:-' rl'his interest must be a 
direct pecuniary interest, and separately belonging to 
the persons whose votes \vere questioned, und not in 
common \Yith the re'3t of His :Jiajcsty's subjects, or on 
a ma iter of State policy.' " 

According to "Cushing," page 713:-
" Thel'a seems to be very little doubt or difficulty in 

determining ·what interest dis(tnaiifies a. member from 
voting or vmulU gi\'C rise to the disallmving of votes if 
given. r_t'he ease of members voting on questions con
earning their mvn pay is an exception from \Vhich no 
principle can properly be drrivcd. It has invariably 
been de<>ided, of cmnse, that this \vas not sneh an in
tcrH~t as would Uisqnalify, either because it was a ("asc 
of necessity or because an tllc members were elgULlly 
concerned in interest." 
Putting " Gushing" on one side, and referring 
to the ruling of Speaker Abbott, it seems that 
this is a matter of State policy, and my ruling is 
that it is competent for hon. gentlemen to Yote 
upon it. 

The HoN. Sm T. i\fciLWRAI'fH said he 
was sorry to disagree with the Chairman. '':May" 
srLid that the interest mnst be immediate and per
sonal. He held that the interest in the present 
case was immediate and personal. " }fay " 
also said the payment must not Le common 
to the ,,-hole of Her Majesty's subjects. In 
the present case it was a direct pecuniary 
benefit to themselves. Those were the only 
fjUOtatiom from "May," with the exception 
of a general remark that it must not be upon a 
subject of State policy. Bnt even the Victoria 
Bridge Bill was e,cknowledged by all members to 
be a matter of State policy. He did not think 
that a member who was rlirectly interested in 
that bridge would be justified in voting for it. 
He moved that the Chairman's ruling be referred 
to the Speaker. 

The PREMIER said he might reasonably 
object to that. The points had been decided in 
the House by a large majority, and it was SJ 

held by all authorities. However, he would 
raise no objection. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said the mat
ter had never been decided in the present House 
at all. It was a distinctly peculiar case, and had 
not been previously before the House. They 
were asked in the Estimates to vote money to 
themselves directly, and they knew ex:cctly the 
amount that was due. He had always taken 
good care that the Clerk-Assistant put his name 
down whenever he was pres~nt in the Chamber. 
He knew exactly what his own perscmal interests 
in the matter were, and no doubt the Premier 
did also. In fact, they were going directly to 
vote money into their own pockets. 

The PREMIER said the case of 1874, to 
which he referred, was identical. It was a 
que6tion of the direct payment of money to the 
members of that Parliament. Objection was 
tnken by Mr. Palm er, and the opinion of the 
Speaker was overruled on a division by 24 to 10. 
The hon. member for lYiulgmve was one of 
the 24. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH said the 
hon. member rlid not make a point there. There 
were greater sinners than he, who had repented. 
l<'or many years he was one of the strongest sup
porters of payment of members, but for that he 
had sat on the stool of repentance too often for 
the hon. member to make a point against him on 
that subject. He was astonished and ashamed 
to see the Premier, after the experience he harl 
had, bringing up his (Sir T. Mcilwraith's) old 
argun1ents in favour of .such a \Vretched 1neasure 
ac; that, to vote money into their own pockets. 

The HoN. J. M. MACIWSSAN said the pre
cedent of 1R74--

The PREMIEll : Y on are another of the 
twenty-four. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said the 
precedent of 1874 had nothing whatever to do 
with the present question. They wme asked 
now to vote money into their own pockets, 
and immediately they did so, if it was sanc
tionerl in another place, the Treasurer would 
send them each a che<]ne for the amount. In 
1874 the House was asked to nass a Bill which 
would give pay1nent of n181nbers on smne 
particular date after that. The money was not 
in <]Uestion at the time. It was a questic.n 
of State policy, which the question now before 
them was certainly not. The Prentier had taken 
it out of tbat category, and it was now simply 
a <]Uestion of paying money into their own 
pockets. 

Question pnt and passed. 

On the House resuming, 

Mr. FRASER said: Mr. Speaker,-On the 
<]Uestion of the item for the expenses of members 
coming before the Committee, the question was 
raised by the hon. member for l\'Inlgrave as to 
whether it was competent for hem. members to 
vote on the <]nestion seeing thnt they had a 
direct pecuniary personal intere,;t in it. On 
referring to Standing Orders 120 and 121, I find 
it laid down as follows:-

" 120. Ko member shall be entitled to vote upon any 
question in which he has a direct pecuniary interest, 
and the voLe of any member so interested shall be dis
a.Uowed." 

"121. The rule of this Ilonse 1·elating to the vote, 
upon any question in the House, of a member having an 
inteTest in the matter upon which the vote is given, 
shall apply likewise to any vote of a member so inter
ested in a committee." 
On those Standing Orders, of course, I should 
have had no difficulty in g·iving a decision; but 
on referring to "May," page 385, I find the 
following :-

"In the Oom1nons, it is a distinct rnlc that no mem
ber who has a c1ircct pecuniary interest in a question 
shaJl be allowed to vote U}JOn it; but in order to operate 
as a disqualification, tllis interNit mnst be irmnediate 
and personal, and not merely of a general or remote 
description. 

"On the 17th July, 1811, the rule was thus explained 
by )Jr. Speaker Ab bott: H rrhis interest must be a direct 
pecuniary interest., and separately belonging to the 
persons whose votes were questioned, and not in com~ 
mon with the re~t of His }fajesty's subjects, or on ~~ 
matter of State policy.'" 
I considered that this was a matter connected 
with State policy, and I gnve a ruling that it was 
competent for hon. members to vote upon it. 
To this ruling· the hon. member for Mulgrave 
objected, and moved that I leave the chair and 
refer my ruling to your decision. 

1'he Ho~. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH said: 
Before making up your mind, :Mr. Spca.ker, I 
will refer briefly to what took place in 1874. In 
that year, whilst Mr. :Macalister was Premier, 
e, Bill was before the House providing for pay
ment of members, such payment to take place 
from the 1st January of the following year ; so 
that members were possibly paying themselves, 
but not actually paying themselves. This case, 
I submit, is <]Uite different. vVe are not only 
paying ourselves, but we are paying ourselves 
from the comn1encement of the session, a con
siderable amount having already accrued due to 
us. No argu1nent, therefore, can be drawn frmn 
the arguments used by Mr. Macalister in 1874 
in favour of his contention. \Ve had the same 
old ruling by Mr. SpPaker Abbott then that 
we have had now, and which I have not the 
slightest doubt you are about to <]note again. 
But I will read an extract or t\\·o from the 
debate that occurred in 187 4. Mr. Macalister 
said:-

" rrhere 'vas this distinction: the pecnniary interest 
must, according to' Ma .. y,' be immediate and per~ona.l 
in order to operate as a disqualification. Kowl the 
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Bill was not intended to come into operation until the 
l.::;t Jnnuary, 1875, and he would like to know what 
difference there could be between the llill coming 
into operation on that date, or on the 1st January, 
1876." 

Notice the distinction which Mr. l\Iacalister, ::m 
acute l::twyer, took. Another speaker on that 
occmdon wa.s J\Ir. John Scott, a great lun1innry 
on these questions; I am sorry he is not present 
here to-night. But there was a higher authority 
still, who took a p>trt in that debate, who is here. 
I refer to Mr. Miles, the present Minister for 
\Vorks, who said that-

" He, like the hon. member for Port Curtis (Sir Arlhnr 
Pallner) haLl at \vays been in fa.vonr of payment of mcm
berR, bnt he objected to members of ihc House sitting 
and voting sums of money to them!\r~lves." 
The hon. gentleman was a pure patriot in those 
clays. He went on to say:-

"In fact, to provide a. remedy for sn<'h a proc<:,r;ding, 
he hintself moved an amendment that the Bill should 
not btke effect until after the next gcncrnl election, and 
that it should continnc in force for only thrct years; 
so that all nccc~sary pre(:autions were taken in the 
nh~ence of tliC hon. member for Port Curtis. Ilo fonnd, 
however, on looking over the dh lsion. that on1y five Ot' 
six hou. members voted with him, and a large nu1jority 
were in fctvom· of the Bill as it 110"\V stood. Bnt that 
had not altered his opinion; he ~till believed it was un
constitutional for mmnl)ers to sit in that House anll vote 
money fm· themselve~-to pass n J3ill providing· for the 
payment of the mcmber.s of the yresent Parliament." 
Th>tt was a proposal simply to pay themselves 
after the 1st .hnuary of the following year. 
The hon. member said :-

"He believed it was nbsolntcly ncc0"sary that mem
bers should he 11aid, bnt he contcnflecl that it was 
unconstitutional for members to Yote thcmselYes sums 
of money." 

The MINISTER l''OR \VORKS: We have 
only changed places ; that iR all. 

The HoN. Sm T. :M:ciLWRAITH: For your 
guicl>tnce, :Mr. Speaker, and in order to refresh 
your memory upon the point, I will read what 
the Speaker said at that time :-

" r:l'hc St•J·;AK~:n.: Now, I think, is the proper time to 
give my rnling- npou the (lllO~tion put 1Jy the hon. 
member for Springsnre, and, in doing so, I shall have 
to quote again the clause of the Standing Orders 
referred to by the hon. member. rrhe 287tll Standing 
Order provides:-' In all eases not herein IJl'O\·idcd for, 
re·,ort shall be had to the rules, form:-:, usages, and 
practice of the Commons House of Parliament of Great 
Britain and Ireland, which shall be followed so far as 
the same may be applicable to this Assembly and not 
inconsistent 'vith the foregoing rules.' 

"Xow, the 120ih Standing Order is elenr. It says:
" • :r\o member shall be entitled to vote npon any 

question in which he has a clirect pccnuiary in
terest, ancl the vote of any member so interested 
shall be disnllO\vcd.' 

"According to the final clause of the Bill, I am 
decidedly of opinion that every hon. member voting 
1nay have a direet peenniary intcrr">t in it, and I 
therefore think that the third reading of the Bill 
cannot be pnt. I am borne out in my ruling by the 
recollection I have that in all Bill~ which have been 
introduced in other places~ in other colonies-- for 
payment of members, it was provided that the pay
ment was not to take place during the current Pm·lia
nlent. I have, therefore, to state, having given my 
ruling, that the Bill cannot be read a third time; 
that if it is forced to a division I shall order, nnlc'"'':l 
otherwise controlled, that the votes for the '.t\ yes' be 
struck out from the votes given upon it." ~ 

As a matter of fact, he was controlled by 
a majority of 24 to 10 to accept the votes 
of the "Ayes," and the third reading of the 
Bill was put and carried ; but the que,tion 
was decided by the Speaker that it was 
against th~ Constitution Act and against 
the Standmg Orders of the House that 
member" should vote upon that question, be
cause it was a question affecting the personal 
interest of the members. The Speaker in 
those clays was a Speaker whose rulings 
have obtained some celebrity and a great 
authority upon many matters, and particularly 
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great authority with members on the other side 
of the House. I believe he is to be our chief 
commissioner at the next Exhibition at home, 
and hon. members will do well to recollect that 
when cle>tling with the question. 

The PRKi\'IIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I think 
it right and proper to add that the ruling the hon. 
gentleman has quoted was disagreed to by the 
House by a majority of 24 to 10. 

The Hox .• T. J'.L MACJWSSAN said : Mr. 
Speaker,-Before you give your ruling I wish to 
say a word or two. The Chairman, before he 
gave his ruling on the 120th and 121st Standing 
Orders, <JUotecl certain decisions from "J\1ay" 
and certain decisions fron1 '' Gushing. n I 
wjsh to point out in regard to " Gushing" 
that his decision given in the passage 
C(twted only refers to the estimates of the 
different States in the United States in which 
payment of members is the law; therefore it 
does not apply in this case. There c>tn be no 
applictttion of "Cushing" whatever in this case. 
His decision appli"" to States where payment 
of n1mnbers is the law, and in such eases n1en1-
ber,1 voting a sun1 of n1oney on the J~stirnate3 for 
their own use are exonerated, because there it is 
the law o£ tile land. Here it is not the law of the 
land, and Cnshin;,'s decision can have no appli
cation ; but what I wish to point out particularly 
is that 1 do not think there is any necessity to 
rei;ort either to ":May" or "Cushing," or any 
other authority, to find out the meaning of our 
Standing- Orders when they are so plain that 
we can understand them ourselves. The 120th 
Standing Order distinctly states that no members 
of the House can vote upon a question in 
which they are pecuniarily interested. 

J\Ir. AUCHEll said: Mr. StJeaker,-If there 
could be any possible doubt that the vote upon 
this que,tion is one in which we are all interested, 
it will be admitted-even the Premier will admit, 
I think-that if we were to die before this money 
was paid our heirs could claim the money. \V e 
are asked to vote for the payment to ourselves 
of a back sum ; and if I were to die that sum 
would be a part of my estate. 

Mr. NOR TO:\ said: Mr. Speaker,- Before 
you decide, there is one point which I think has 
not been made the most of., Our own Standing 
Orders are perfectly clear upon the point that no 
member is entitled to vote where he is pecu
niarily interested. It is useless, therefore, to refer 
to what is done in other countries, m· in the 
House of Commons, because the 287th Standing 
0Tder distinctly states :-

" In all cases not herein provided for, resort shall be 
had to the rules, forms, usages, and practice of the 
Comm_ons Ilou~e of Parliament of Grea-t Britain and 
Ireland, which shall be followed so far as the same may 
be applicable to this Assembly, and not inconsistent 
'vith the foregoing rules." 
That Standing Order only applies to cases 
where we have not Standing Orders of our own ; 
but our own Standing Orders upon this point ttre 
so distinct that there cannot possibly be any 
doubt as to what they mean. 

The SPEAKER: Anticipating tha,t I might 
be called upon to give a ruling upon the question 
that has arisen in committee, I have given the 
matter my anxious consideration ever since the 
sum appeared on the },;stimates when brought 
down to this House by me"sage from His Excel
lency the Governor. And in order to ascertain 
correctly how the matter stood, apart altogether 
from the practice of the House of Commons, I 
have thought it necessary to ascertain the prac
tice of the adjoining colonies where payment of 
members is in force; because I quite admit 
that all the caRe» referred to by the Chairman, 
and referred to also by other hon. members, not 
only now but on previous occasions, when the 
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question has been raised in regard to the 
pecuniary interest of an hon. member in his 
vote, have not been on such a qu€stion as this. 
It has been on questions such as-to mention 
particular cases -the opinion ha,, been given 
upon the votes of bftnk directors upon the Gold 
Coin Bill. In other cases it has arisen where 
co-partnerships were concerned, and also on Bills 
affecting societies-such as insurance societies
and other matters not at all applicable to such a 
question as that now before the House. I first 
took the colony of New Zealand, and there I 
found that upon the J~stimates every year appears 
the item "Expenses of members, £1G,500." 

Mr. NOR TON: What do the Standing Orders 
say? 

The SPEAKER : I am glad the hon. member 
has mentionsd the Standing Orders. The 
Standing Order we have here-No. 120-is 
exactly the same as that in force in New 
Zealand ; and the same Standing Order is in 
force in South Australia, Victoria, and New 
South vV ales. 

Mr. NORTON: I spoke also of the 287th 
Standing Order. 

The SPEAKER: I am referring now to the 
120th Standing Order. 

Mr. NOR TON: What of the 287th Standing 
Order? 

The SPEAKER: That is the Standing Order 
referring to the practice in the House of Corn
mons? 

Mr. NORTON: Yes. 
The SPEAKER : That is the same in all the 

adjoining colonies. As I said, the sum of 
£16, 500 is on the Estimates in New Zealand for 
the expenses of members of Parliament, and is 
voted annually by the House of Representatives. 
In Victoria, where payment of members also 
prevails, the snm is placed on the Estimate,, and 
voted annually by the Victorian Parliament. 

Mr. NORTON : They have an Act of Parlia
ment. 

The SPEAKER : I am quite aware 0f that. 
In Canada, where they have payment of mem
bers, not only of the Senate, but of the Dominion 
House of Commons, the sum also appe,.rs on the 
Estimates but under the designation of " Indem
nification of members"; so that so far as the prin
ciple of payment of members is concerned it would 
apply to all the colonies which I have now men
tioned-namely, that the sum appears on the 
Estimates-in-Chief brought down annualiy by 
message from the Crown, and is voted annually 
for members. Therefore they also have a direct 
pecuniary interest each in that vote, sup
posing the question could be raised in the 
respective Houses. I have ascertained that 
the question has not been so raised in 
any of the other colonies ; and no authori
tative decision having been given by the 
Speaker in either of the three colonies I have 
named, consequently I take it that this is the 
only Assembly where the question has been pnt, 
as it has been from the Committee, and in 
which the Speaker has been called upon 
to give an authoritative ruling. I wish hon. 
members to be acquainted with that. If 
there was any precedent that I could have 
ascertained from either of the three colonies 
I h"'ve named, where the Speaker had given 
a ruling on the question, I should -have 
obtained it, and have been very glad to have sub
mitted it for the information of hon. members. 
In looking at the question as a whole I have 
arrived at the opinion that it is a question of 
State policy and not one affecting the interests 
of individual members. It is a question which 
applies to the whole Legislative Assembly, 

and not to individual members of it. 
On that ground - considering that it is 
a question entirely of State policy which 
the House may vote or may disallow
! am of opinion that the House has the power, 
and can vote the sum of money referred to. I 
may inform hon. members that I have not 
arrived at this conclusion hastily. I have given 
the matter very anxious consideration, and I 
have read over every "'uthority likely to afford 
any information upon the subject. I have 
not read " Cushing" at all, because I should 
hesitate to accept the opinion of an authority 
where the differences are so wide as they 
are between this House and the two Houses in 
America. Their proceedings are so widely diver
gent from our own that I think it would be very 
unsafe to refer to " CuHhing" to guide our 
deliberations in this House; and as long as I am 
in the chair-while I am quite prepared to hold 
in all possible respect the opinions given by 
"Cushing" so far as the Legislature of America 
is concerned-I still think that while we h>1ve such 
an Assembly as the House of Commons-which 
has been established for centurie" past-to guide 
us in our deliberations, we cannot do better thm1 
take that as our guide rather than the more 
modern institutions of America. As I s"'id 
before, I have not come to a decision hastily 
upon this matter, but have given it very consi
derable thought and deliberation, and I now 
give it as my opinion that it is a ~uestion of 
State policy upon which the House as a whole 
can vote. 

The i:3peaker left the chair and the Committee 
resumed. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said the hon. 
the Speaker had left the chair rather hurriedly 
after giving his decision. Possibly he thought 
that some questions might be put to him. He 
(Hon. Mr. Macross:m) was going to ask him 
two questions, and he would now put them to 
the Chairman. The hon. the Speaker had 
quoted to the House the practice of several colo
nies-in fact, all the Australian colonies-and of 
the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada, ttnd 
had told them that sums of money had been 
placed on the estimates in those places where 
payme-nt of members existed under different 
titles. In Canada the word used was " indem
nification "-a very nice expression indeed to 
soothe the consciences of hon. members. In 
New Zealand it had a different name, and so it 
had in Victoria. The question he wanted to ask 
was this-vVas payment of members law by Act 
of Parliament in each of those colonies? If 
it was so, the case was entirely different to the 
one now under discussion. They were now 
making a law unto themselves without going 
through the form,.lity of an Act of P>trliament. 
He should like an answer to that question ; per
haps the Chairman could answer it? 

The CHAIRMAN: No. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: No! Then 

he was sorry for the hon. gentleman. He (Hon. 
Mr. Macrossan) could answer it for him. 

The PRE::YIIER : So can I. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : It is the 

law--
The PREMIER : It is not. 
The Ho::-~. ,T. l\1. MACROSSAN: It was 

the law in Canada, and the hon. gentleman 
could not say positively whether it was or was 
not the law inN ew Zealand, because he could not 
tell the Committee how the £16,000 first got on 
the Estimates there_ He (the Premier) had told 
them a few minutes ago that he had traced it 
back as far as 1869, and could go no further. It 
used to be called an " honomrium" there-a 
nice euphonious term- £100 a year to each 
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member. He was not certain how the money got 
on the estimates in ::'\few Zealand-whether it 
was by resolution of the House or by "\et of 
Pa.rlian1ent. However, there was no such thing 
as payment of members in New South \V ales, 
nor, he believed, in South Australia; so that 
the only places to which the hon. the Speaker's 
remarks would apply were Victoria, Canada, 
and ~ew Zeal~tnd. He hehl that it was going 
C]Uite outsi<le the matter to call it State policy. 
'l'hat was the other C]Uestion that he was going to 
ask the Speaker-whether this vote could be 
considered any more State policy than the 
resolution arrived at by the House the other 
evening, granting £1,000 to the widow of 
the late Justice Pring, could be called State 
policy ? One could no more be called State 
policy than the other, becan,;e to come within 
that term it must be part of a policy sub
mitted to .Parliament, and this had not been 
submitted to the Parlimnent of the country. The 
hem. gentleman at the head of the GovernmPnt 
knew very well that when the fJUestion of vay
ment of member, was submitted to the Parlia
ment of the country it was dit;allowed by the 
other Chamber, on the principle, he believed, 
that members should not vote money to them
se] ves. He believed that if the hon. gentle
man hacl introduced a Bill authorbing payment 
to members of future Parliamenb it would 
have become law. The Bill was disallowed in 
the other Chamber, because the Assembly had 
gone on the wrong principle of authorL-;ing pay
n1ents to themselves. The hon. gentlonw_,n knew 
very well that the other Chamber could not 
stultify ib;e!f by ttllowing that mec>sure practically 
to pass by the amount being tacked on to the 
Estimates-a place whore it shonld not go. 
Therefore it could not be a question of Stctte 
policy in the same sense as that in which 
the Chairman and the Spe:tker bad ruled. 
The hon. the Premier was evidently pronJking a 
conflict-knowingly, with his eyes open-with 
the other Oh amber, and in doing so he was not 
justified in his action, because he knew full well 
what the result would be. He must know that 
the whole business of the countrv would be dis
arranged, and that the payment ,;f money must 
cease at the end of the month in which the con
flict began. If the question of payment of mem
bers had been submitted as a distinct f]Uestion to 
the people of the colony and decided upon, the 
hon. the Premier would not be so much to blame 
for the course he was now pursuing; but it had 
never been submitted to the people as a <listinct 
issue. \Vhen it was submitted to any constitu
encies it was mixed up with many other questions 
that really decided the election. In some constitu
encies it was never submitted :1t all to his know
ledge-certainly not at the last general election. 
Therefore he was not j nstified in taking the 
course he had taken that night, an cl the people of 
the colony would hold him responsible for dis
arranging the whole system of government, if 
that conflict should take place. The hon. gentle
man also said something about members who 
would have their seats vacated if they accepted 
money in the nature of a contract ; but it 
seemed to him that this was a contract 
which they themselves entered into with them
selves to give themselves certain payments 
upon performing certain conditions. It was 
purely :1 contract as much as if they actually 
signed their names to a bond ; and, beside·, 
violating the 120th Standing Order, they were 
also violating the Constitution. He knew the 
hem. gentleman having a majority at his b:tek 
could force the question through the Committee, 
but that would not force it through the other 
Chamber ; and if they were not able to force it 
through the other Chamber, the consequence 
would be that the Appropriation Bill would not 

pass. There were very few instances in the 
colonies of an Appropriation Bill being refused. 
He knew of only one, and the conse<JUence was 
very serious in that colony, and it would Le very 
serions in Queensland also if such a state of 
things should occur. If hon. gentlemen were 
serious on the question, and unselfish in their 
motives, the better way would be to bring in a 
Bill-not such as wa,; introduced at the beginning 
of the session, but a Bill authorising the pay
ment of members of the next Parliament. That 
would receive Yery little opposition in that 
Chamber, and he was strongly inclined to 
believe-though he had no authority for saying 
so-that it would abo have a good chance 
of passing through the other Chamber. That 
was the best thing they could do, unless 
ban. gentlemen were in such a hurry and under 
such necessity as to be compelled to attach 
importance t<i payment of members during the 
pre,;ent Parliament. His objections to the motion 
were, that in pa.ying thmnselve;;; they were doing 
that which they were not authorised to do by the 
law, or )Jy the voice of the people of the country 
at the general election. 

The PRE:'IIIKR said the hem. member asked 
whether in those colonies in which money was 
voted annufllly payment of members was 
authorised by law. Of course it was not. 
\Vhere money WitS voted annually it coulcl 
not be authori,;cd by a permanent Act, and the 
C]Uestion an.<wered itself. In New Zealand 
there was no permanent Act ; but the money 
was voted every ye<n· by resolution in Committee 
of Supply, as woulel be found by examining the 
Estimates of that colony. \Vith reference to 
the rest of the speech of the hon. member, he 
sincerely trusted that he was speaking on his 
own authority, and not as the mouthpiece of 
others. He had never heard such a threat held 
out before. The hon. gentleman told the Com
mittee that if they, in the exercise of their 
undoubted rights, thought fit to vote a certain 
sum of money, no Appropriation Act would be 
passed, and the whole of the Public Service would 
be thrown into confusion. He thought a state
ment of that kind was not calculated to prevent 
that Committee from exercising its undoubted 
right to vote any sums of money it thought 
proper, and he tru,;ted, as he said before, the 
hem. gentleman was speaking entirely for himself 
and not as the mouthpiece of anyone else. He 
did not wish to provoke a quarrel ; he went on 
the principle·-

"Beware 
Of entrance to a qnarrel, bnt, being in, 
llear it that the opposed may bewnre of thee." 

They wouhl not lightly enter on a quarrel, and 
there had been no occasion to quarrel up to the 
present time, and he trusted that the wisdom 
and reason of all persons in the community 
would prevent any such quarrel being entered 
into. 

The Hox. .T. 1\1. MACROSSAN said the 
hon. gentlmnan had been going a good way to 
provoke a quarrel, and he had done so with 
regard to the Local Government Bill, which had 
ended rather ingloriously for him. 

Hoxoun.>DLE MEMBERS : No ! 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Did the 

''"ord " ingloriously" grate harshly on the ears 
of hem. members opposite? He should not change 
it. The matter ended ingloriously, in hiR estinm
tion. The hon. member should have tried to 
enforce the privileges of the Assembly after going 
so far ; but he was compelled through want of 
power to throw the Bill aside, As far as State 
policy was concernecl, they had no more right 
to vote .£7,000 for themselves than they had 
to yote £700,000 for themselves-it was not the 
amount but the principle. The Oonnnittee had just 
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as much right at the beck of the hon. gentleman 
to vote £7,000,000 as £7,000, and no more right. 
!!'hey knew of one instance of a Parliament doing 
a most flagitious act-an act which was paid for, 
n~t )JY thousands or tens of thousands, bnt by 
m1ll10ns ; and there was nothing to prevent the 
hon. gentleman and his majority from doinu the 
same. Nevertheless, a majority would not ~nake 
a flagitious act a right one; and the g-entlemen 
composing that Parliament had beei'! held in 
execration ever since. He hoped the hon. gen
tleman would not provoke a quarrel; bnt he 
m~1st say that ~e was taking the best w;,y of 
domg so. He m1ght tell the hon. gentleman that 
he (J:fon. Mr. Macrossan) was the mouthpiece 
of ne;ther ma_n nor party ; his opinion was based 
on h1s experience m that Chamber, and on his 
reading previous to obtaining a seat in that 
Chamber. 

Mr. KELLE'IT said it had been stated by 
the hon. member for Townsville that the question 
was not brought before the country at the last 
general election. All he could say was that nine
tenths of the members on the Government side 
~tated plainly in all their election speeches that 
1t was part of the programme of the Liberal 
party- that it wa~ a very important part, 
and a part by whJCh they meaut to abide. 
It had been well known for many years that 
the Conservative party were againHt the pay
ment of expenses-that a paltry £100 or £200 
was a matter of no consideration to them · and 
that was why the question was brought fo;ward 
by the Liberal party, in order that people who 
had not so much money at their command in 
banks should not be prevented from sittino- in 
Parliament on account of the expense. 9rhe 
people wanted to put in men with the interest 
of the country at heart, men who would advo
cate measures for the Lenefit of the general 
population. The other party had alwayd been 
against that; and it was well known that from 
their position in Parliament they were benefited 
in many instances by thousands of poundK. 
They were in a position to advocate measures 
for their own interest ; they were the lords of 
the soil for many years; they owned the whole 
of the ter!'itory of Queensland, and they wished 
to keep 1t to themsehes. But now another 
party was springing up-the tillers of the soil 
the working men of the country, and ~ 
valuable yeomanry class ; and they had out
numbered those hon. members, who were con
sequently very sore. They had not the sway 
they previously had, nor had they the whole of 
Queensland to themselves as formerly. 'l;'hat was 
the.las~ little g-rasp by which they were to retain 
the1r mfluence. The member for Townsville 
had thrown out a threat-a threat which was 
thrown out by the leader of the Opposition when 
the Payment of Members Bill was before the 
House. That had been done continuously · but 
it was the first time in which the threat' had 
been maintained. The question was now 
whether the Upper Chamber was to rule the 
country? That was what it had come to. The 
member for Townsville went further, and said 
that if a certain Bill was brought in he 
would guarantee it would get a certain 
amount of support. \Veil, that was the most 
impudent statement he had ever heard. The 
smaller the opposite party got in numbers the 
greater was their impudence. He did not know 
whether members opposite were losing their 
heads because they had lost their tail, but he 
gave them credit for a little common sense. 
They had got it, he knew ; but to speak like the 
hon. member for Townsville was nothing less 
than contemptible. The question had been 
pretty well thrashed out, and the decision given 
by the Speaker was a very fair one. He should 
therefore, give his hearty support to the motion,' 

The HoN. J. 11. MACROSSAN said he did 
not think the hem. member was justified in 
twisting what a person spoke as his opinion into 
a threat or gua,rantee. 

Mr. KELLETT: I took doWJi the wmds. 
The Ho". J. :VI. i\IACROSSAN said he did 

not cttre what the hon. gentleman took down. 
The words 'vere taken do\vn right enong·h in the 
gallery, he was sure. 'rhe hon. gentlem;m talked 
about the payment of members being before the 
country, bnt he baid that it was not a distinct 
issne, and that the question was mixed up with 
others. He never deuied that hon. gentlemen 
in some cases said they were in favour of the 
principle. He stated that he was once, but he 
had changed his mind, just as some of those who 
were now in favour of it had changed theirs. 
'rhe hon. gentlemen talked a great deal of clap
trap aLont the Conservative party being so rich, 
and that they v:ere able to spend large sums of 
money in securing seats, but he saw in front of 
him two or three members who were infinitely 
richer than any on the Opposition benches, and he 
knew there were just as many poor men on his sic le 
of the House as on the Government side. So 
that the hem. gentleman's argument was simply 
claptrap, and was delivered, as Shakespeare said, 
''to tickle the ears of the grouncllings." That 
speech was not intenclodformembers of the Com
mittee; it was meant for the electors of Stanley. 
If it had been intended for members of the 
Committee to listen to, it would have been more 
reasonable and less passionate. \Vhat he said 
before he repeated, that a Bill authorising pay 
ment to a future Parliament shonld be intro
ducecl. That wa> the ground taken up by the pre
sent1Iinister for \Vorks in 1874; and that was the 
ground that members could and should take up 
now. Let them pass a Bill authorising payment 
to their successors, and he stated simply as a 
matter of opinion that he believed such a Bill 
would be likely to be accepted by the other 
Chamber. There was no guarantee nor threat 
in that. If a Bill of that sort were broug-ht in 
he would oppose it very slightly indeed, although 
he did not believe in tha payment of members. 

The PRK~liER said he would like to say a 
word with reference to the sttttement made by 
the hon. member, that the conclusion that the 
House came to with respect to the Local Gov
ernment Act Amendment Bill was an inglorious 
one. Any other conclusion that could have 
been given would have been a surrender of the 
privileges of the House. \Vhen the Legislative 
Council insisted upon amending the Bill in a way 
the Legislative As-embly could not allow, no 
other action could have been taken unless it was 
proposed to abandon their exclusive privileges. 
·what were they to do? There were only two 
remedies-one was to lay the Bill aside, and the 
other was to have resort to some kind of 
physical force. The Legislative Council chose 
to resort to a form of physical force, and the 
only physical force with which the Assembly 
could retaliate was physical force in the sense in 
which it was usually spoken of. That, of course, 
was out of the question. It would not be desir
able to have a revolution, and the only other 
possible course was to by aside the Bill. To 
have asked for a conference and admitted that 
they were not sure about their privileges and 
were quite willing- to discuss the question, would 
indeed be an inglorious and lamentable conclu
sion, and he himself would be the last to pro
pose it. 

The HoN. Sm T. JIIIciL "\VRAITH said when he 
listened the other night to the long and elaborate 
speech of the hon. gentleman upon the Local 
Government Act Amendment Bill he under
stood that he meant to fight out the question, 
and when the motion was made to lay aside 
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the Dill he was more than astonished. \Vhen 
one rnan fought 'vith another and ~ained 
everything he wanted, and the other man 
put his handx in his pockets and declined to fight 
any more, what was that hut defeat? \V ell, 
that was what the hon. gentleman had done. The 
hon. gentleman had jtl''t given the hon. member 
for Townsville a rather severe scolding, but the 
scolding, in fact, was not meant for the member 
for Townsville, but was a threat held out to the 
other House that if they did not behave themselves 
he, the Pren1ier, would ta.ke smne very strongrnea
surcs. Now, if the Government had tried their best 
to provoke a rruarrel they could not have provoked 
one in a more ingenious way. They had debated 
the subject until they got the Speaker into the 
chair, who had decided they were entitled to vote 
money into their own pockets, because the 
rruestion was one of State policy. The fact of his 
having decided thttt the question was" matter of 
State policy removed the item on the l~stimates 
from any connection with the money Dill, and 
mttde it purely a matter of State policy. If 
there was one thing on which the Constitution 
Act was more clear than another it wu,s that the 
Upper House had co-ordinate rights with the 
Assembly in matters rolati ve to State policy. 
In fact, the Spee~ker had furnished the other 
Chamber with the best wettpon they could 
poHKible use if they meant to fight that matter. 
Dut to scold the member for Townsville becaw;e 
he wished to speak to the other Chttmber was 
simply ridiculous. The hon. gentlemttn wanted 
to say something to the other Rous~, and found 
that the only way he could do it was by 
ttn irrational tirade against the member for 
Townsville, who made a rational speech. He 
(Sir T. Mcilwraith) did not find that any 
new arguments had been introduced in 
the discussion, except those introduced by 
the peculiar wtty in which the question wtts 
now before the Committee. He himself, in 
cmler to shorten the debate, would like to see the 
discussion confined to the position in which they 
found themselves, which was that they were 
voting themselves a certain a.rnonnt of 1nonoy 
that was accruing daily-a large amount of 
which had already accrued-ttnd putting thttt 
into a Dill and defying the other Chamber to 
throw it out. The only re:<son given to 
justify that action wtts that it was a matter of 
St:tte policy. If that was the case the other 
Chamber might say that as a matter of State 
policy they did not believe in it. 

J\Ir. NOllTOJ'\ saicl he would point out that 
not only was it not a mtttter of State policy, 
but that the Estimates were ab.oolutely held 
back bv the Government until the ded,ion of 
the otl1er Chamber on the c1uestion w"s known, 
and then, when the Dill was thrown out the sum 
of £7,000 was put on the Estimates. According
to the showing of the Premier, if the Bill had 
·been paNsed ttuthol'i,ing·the pttvment of members 
it would not httve been necessary to put the 
money on the J<;stinHttes, tts it would have already 
been provided for by Act of Parlittment. It 
wtts, therefore, not a matter of Stttte policy, but 
n matter of Jmrty policy. In what sense could it 
be "nmtter of tlte,te policy ? Although the Dill 
was cttrried by a majority of that Chamber 
it was a strictly party majority. Surely 
a nmtter of State policy mnst have the consent 
of the other branch of the Legislature as well tts 
of the Assemhlv. Until that was obtained it 
was a party policy. He was of opinion, with ttll 
clue deference to the Spettker, that it was 
absolutely contrary to the Standing Orders of 
that Chamber to vote that money to themselves. 
The Standing- Orders distinctly· stated that no 
member shoulcl be ttllowed to vote in ttny cttse in 
which he !me\ a direct pecuniat·y interest, ttnd 
there was no exception in regard to nmtters of 

State policy or anything else. Therefore, 
with all clue deference to the Speaker, he 
dissented from the ruling which had been given. 
·what, ttfter all, wtts that rruestion? It was 
only " short time ago thttt a proposal was made 
to sttnction the expenditure of a certttin sum for 
the direct benefit of the mining community of 
the colony, and the Government said they had 
not sufficient money for the purpose. There was an 
item of £2,000 on those Estimates for schools of 
mines, and eventually the Government decided 
that that pttltry eui:n might be voted for the 
purpose bronght before the Committee. They 
refused anything like " decent recognition of the 
ttdva.ntages which miners had conferred upon the 
colony. The paltry sum of £2,000 was to be de
voted to that object ttnd yet hon. members were 
Yoting themselves £7,000. vVa,, that not a 
paltry position for the Committee to take up? 
He said it was a paltry and disgraceful position 
for the Committee to take up. \Vas it not 
paltry for them to dettl with a matter of great 
importance to the whole of the colony, and of 
direct importance to the mining community, in 
the wtty t.hey had dmw, and then vote themselves 
thttt large sum of money ? \Vith regard to 
the rruestion of payment of members hav
int;· been submitted to the people at the 
general election, he was quite ttwttre that it 
httd been submitted in a few constituencies, 
but there were some electorates in which it 
httd never been mentioned. In his constituency 
the matter was never once referred to by him, 
and he was not asked a single rruestion on the 
subject. There might be some electors there 
who believed in it; but the interest they took in 
it was so smttll that they did not think it worth 
while tu mention the matter, and he believed 
other constituencies were in the same condition. 
He endorsed the statement of the hon. member 
for Townsville; the mattel' was not introduced as 
a matter of public policy, but because they were 
desirous of seeing it carried ont; and he did not 
think the Government were in a position to say 
whether the constituencies approved of the 
measure, as the geneml election was decided on 
other and br more important <}nestions which 
were then before the country. 

Mr. KELLJ<:TT said he wished to stty a word 
or two in reference to the statement made by the 
hon. member for Townsville, thttt the member 
for Stmtle~' used a lot of clttptmp, which was 
intended for the mob of Stanley. He (Mr. 
Kellett) did not know whether the electors in 
'l'ownsville were a mob, but there was no such 
thing tts a mob in Stttnley. The electors did not 
rerruire any clnptmp; they were perfectly satis
fied with him. The Oppo.,ition exerted all their 
strength of men and money to upset the prese!'t 
member for ::>tanley, but they could not do 1t. 
They had better leave him alone, as the electors 
were perfeetlv satisfied with him, and it was 
not necestmry '£or him to Ui'e any claptrap. But 
there wtts a matter which he thought might 
be termed claptrap. \Vhen a Dill was brought 
before that Committee, in which it wtos proposed 
that £200 should be paid to members, an hon. 
member opposite moved an amendment to in
crease the amount to £300. Nearly ttll the 
members of the Oppo.sition voted for the £300. 
The sum of £200 was to6 paltry an ttmount, and 
so they all voted for the £300. 

HoxourtABLE MEi\!BEBS of the Opposition : 
No. 

Mr. KELLETT: Well, he would say a ma
jority, a large majority-nine-tenths of the 
pttrty, ttt any rate-voted for the £300. There 
was no such clttptrap as thttt on the Government 
side of the Committee. 

::\Ir. ARCHER sa,id they knew quite well 
there was ttn amendment moved such as the hon 
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member for Stanley spoke of, but they knew per
fectly well it was not moved for the reason he 
gave. He believed now, after having the rulings 
of the Chairman and of the Speaker, that the 
Standing Orders were not made to be carried 
out ; and whenever, in future, he read any htw 
of the country or rule for guidance in debate, he 
should consider himself perfectly justified in 
understanding it perfectly contrary to both the 
spirit and letter of what it said. He could con
ceive nothing more absurd than the ruling that 
plain word.s, put as plainly as they could 
be put, carried an exactly opposite mean
ing to that which they would bear to anyone 
who read them. He believed they had sufficient 
good feeling among them to prevent the House 
becoming a be;u-garden if they Lurnt the Stand
ing Orders, and they might just as well Lurn 
them. 

The HoN. J. M. MACIWSSAN said he 
believed Standing Orders were rn:tde to be 
broken. He re1ne1nbered a. few year:::1 ago when 
a member of the House broke the Standing 
Orders, and when brought to Look he and the 
hon. gentleman who now led the Government 
set the House and the Speaker at defiance
and snapped their fingers at the Standing Orders. 

The PREl\H.ER said he was gbd to see the 
hon. member start another of those delusions
mking up things that had nothing whateYer to 
do with one another. The powers of Australitm 
Leg·islatures were limited by law; the Legislature 
in England had assumed to ibelf for ages the 
power to declare anybody guilty of contempt and 
imprison him; but in the colonies there was 
no such power. \Vhat on earth had that to do 
with the question of the respective rights and 
powers of the Legislative Council and Legiolati,·e 
Assembly '! If anyone could not see the distinc
tion between these cases, it was doubtful if he 
was fit to make laws. 

The HoN. J. JVI. l\IACROSSAJ\ said he 
had simply said that the Standing Orders were 
made to be broken, and that the hrm. gentlenmn 
and a late member of the Hom;e snapped their 
fingers at the Standing Orders; he lmd not 
mentioned the Legislative Council. The hon. 
gentleman must have the Council on the brain. 

Mr. NOR TON said he thought some explana-
tion of the conditions was needed. In the event 
of a rne1n ber cmning frmn a distance, being 
obliged to remain in l3risLane, he was ontitlerl 
to twn guineas a day for every day he wa~ away 
from his own dwelling ; and if he did not attend 
at the House during any one of those days, he 
was not to be paid for some certccin time. \Vlmt 
that time was he did not know. 

The PREMIER: It is explained there. 
Mr. NORTON : It w:1s explained in such a 

peculiar way that he could not make it out. A 
good many people had asked him how thg Slllll 

total was to be made up in a case of that kind. 
If a member absented himself for the whole of one 
week, was he entitled to be paid for the clays of 
that week when the House was not sittiug? 

The PREMIER said it was explained in the 
5th condition-

" For every clay on 'vhich the Assemhly is appointed 
to sit antl on which a. member does not give his attend~ 
ance a deductwn to be made from the smn which 
w~uld otherwise be payable to him in l'('"Pcet of the 
daily allowance aboYe .specified of a sum bearmg the 
same proportion to the whole of snch snm as the nmnber 
of days on which he fails to give his attendance bears 
to the whole nmnber of da.ys on 'vhich the Assemblv 
is appointed to sit." ~ 

If the House sat four days in the week, and a 
member was absent from his home seven d:cys 
a week, he would be entitled to H guineas if he 
attended the whole four days. If he attended 

only two days out of four, he only got 7 guineas; 
if he ttttended only one day, he got one-fourth of 
1-1 c;uine,-,s; if he attended three day-;, three
fnn~ths of 14 gnineas. It w:1s the principle 
adopted when the Dill was passed. 

:Nir. P ALME lt said he gathered from the 
argument of the l'remier th:-,t the calculations 
must be made at the end of the session. 

The PRE}IIEE: The 7th condition wn.;; thn.t 
they were to be made every month. 

Mr. PAL:VIER: 'fhe argument the hon. 
gentlenun used was that the number of days the 
House sat wtts to be taken. 

The PRE}IIER : The amount was to be 
ascertained every month by the Clerk. They 
might either take the seven days in the week, or 
the number of days in the month. 

QLiestion put, and the Committee divided :
AYJ·:~. 2::3. 

::\Ic"-srs. Rntlcrl~c, ::'IIilcs, Gri!liLh, Dickson, Dutton, 
}foreton, Shericlan, Kellett. Isambcrt, Groom, ,Tordan, 
Anncar, ::Ucllor, }lc}lastcr, }1oxton, :-;alkcld. Bcattio, 
Aland, ~Iacfarlane, Lis~n0r, Campbell, 1Jailcy, and 
Bnckland. 

Sir T. 1Icllwraith, ~:Ic,·~rs. Archer, Norton, Chnbb, 
::\iacro:;san, Hamilton, Donahlson, Govctt, 1<1crgusou, 
Palmar, and StcYens. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
The PREMIER moved that £8,384 be voted 

for Legislative Council aml Legislative Assembly. 
The vote was the same as last year ; the only 
alteration ::-mgge'*ted being an increase of sala,ry 
to tile caterer; bL1t the proposition, however, 
wt-,s not made until after the Estimates were 
framed. He did not know the reason for the 
increase, except lJBrhaps there \Vas not so rnueh 
profit on drink now. 

The HoN. J. :'\L 1\L\.CHOSSAN said he was 
rather surprir:>ed at the hon. gentlmnan srLying 
what he did about the caterer. He wt-,s rather 
inclined to ask the hem. gentlom:>,n if he were not 
willing, no\v that hon. gontlmnen paid thmn
;;ch·es, to knock off the vote for the caterer, and 
ptty for their own food ? The Premier had 
informed them that the caterer wanted more 
money. He bclie\'ed that there were a gret1t 
many teetotallers in the Committee, and tee
totallers, as a rule, ate more and dmnk a good 
deal less than other veople. He did not know 
whether that" as the reason or not. 

The l:'HE:\IIER: Th:tt rettson was not given 
formally. 

The HoN. Sw T. Mon;wnAITH "'id the 
amount down for gas was .£300. Did not the 
Government expect to have :t Rtwing by the 
electric light; where was the amount put down 
for the electric light ? 

The PHK\IIE l:l said the electric light was 
uncertain, and he thoug-ht that they httd seen 
the h>st of it for that ,;e,;siou. One of the eugines 
had broken down altogether, and under the cir
cunlstancet3 it was thought better not to use it 
further. The cost according to the contract 
was £12 per week, llllll <luring the time the 
Hmme wn.s sitting that would be paid. The cost 
up to the present only came to about £100 alto
gether, tmd was under the heading " Electric 
light." 

Mr. :1\0RTON asked if the Premier could give 
the Committee mw idea as to when the building 
for the electric ligl1t would be completed"! If he 
was not mistaken, the contract time expired htst 
December. 

The PRE;);IIEH sctid he could not understand 
the delay at all. The building ought to luwe 
been fini8hed :-:;mne l1l(mths ago, but no\v he was 
afraid it would not be done this session. The 
engines had to be fixed with extreme rigidity, as 
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the elightest vibration would spoil the light. 
He did not know why it was, but until the 
engines were fixed in their permanent bed 
in the building at the back of the Government 
Printing Office there would be no electric light. 
It was to have been ready before the House met, 
and it was urged upon his hon. colleague to press 
on the work. 

The HoN . • T. M. J\fACROSSAN : What is 
the reason of the delay? 

The PREMIER said, as he understood it, the 
delay was in consequence of the building which 
stood upon the property at the time of the pur
chase being in the occupation of priHtte persons, 

whose leases did not expire until twelve months 
afterwards. 

Question fJUt and passed. 
The House resumed; the CHAIR1IAN reported 

progress, and obtained le,we to sit again to
morrow. 

ADJOURN:UR:VT. 
The PREiiUER, in moving the adjournment 

of the House, said the bw;iness-paper for 
to-morrow would be arranged in the same order 
as to-day-namely, Committee on the Victoria 
Briclr;e Closure Bill, and afterwards Supply. 

The Hou:;e adjourned at thirty-one minutes 
past 10 o'clock. 




