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IOU Licensing Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Federal Coun('il (Adopting) Bill. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Friday, D Ortubu·, 1885. 

1'cde-rnl Council (Adopting! Bill.·~Potition.-XoblcEstatP 
}~nabling Bi1l.-Question.-}'ormnl :uotion.--(~raut 
to the \Vidow- of the la.te Denis l\Iurphy.-Oidcr of 
Business.-Adjournment. 

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

FEDEltAL COUNCIL (ADOPTIJ'\G) BILL. 
The PHEMIER (Hon. S. W. Griflith), in 

accordance with a promise made on the previous 
day, laid on the table further information respect
ing this weasure. He said that those papers, 
together with what had been previously laid on 



Questiuu. 

the table, would give hon. members all the infor
mation to be contained in the precis referred to 
yesterday. He moved that the papers be printed. 

Question put and passed. 

PETITION'. 
Thu Hox. ,T. ::\1:. M.\.CROSSAN presented 

a petition from the residents of 'rownsville over 
twenty-one years of age, in favour of the 
Licensing Bill, especially those clauses dealing 
with local option and Sunday closing; and moved 
that it be read. 

Question put and passed, and petition read by 
the Cleric 

On motion of the HoK. J. M. MACROSSAN, 
the petition was received. 

NOBLE ESTA'l'E ENABLING BILL. 
C\Ir. FOOTE broug·ht up the report of the 

select committee, together with the minutes of 
evidence relating to this Bill, and moved that 
they be printed. 

Question put and pas,ed. 
On the motion of Mr. FOOTE, the second 

reading of the Bill was made an Order of the 
Day for Tuesday next. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. BLACK asked the Colonial Secretary-
]. 'J.1he number of Polyncsiaus who have arrived into 

a.nd departed from the eolony during the twelve months 
ended 3:)th September, specifsing the number arrivetl at 
and departed fmm ead1 port i-' 

2. 'l'hc estimated number of Polvncsians now in the 
colony P ~ 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. S. W. 
Griffith) replied--

1. ·rhe number of Polynesians who arrived during the 
twelve months was 1,7-:H, as follows:-

Brisbane 
::\Iaryborongh 
Bnndaberg. 
:llackay 
'l'ownsville . 
.lohnstone lUver 
Cairns 

'!'heY were distributed a.s foll01n; :-~ 
'nrislm.ne 
J1arybormu~h 
Bundaberg . . 
)lackay 
'l'ownsville. 
Herbert lUver 
.Tohnstone River 
ra.irns 

Total 

277 
526 
201 
-112 
211 
72 
52 

;):i 
189 
5:J3 
-180 
137 
17-t 
163 
52 

-·· 1,781 

The departure~ during the same perio~l were 2.11-:t, and 1 

the districts in which they 1abourefl. \Vere
Brisbane 
:narvborough 
Bn11dabcrg 
J.Ia.ckay 
Townsvillc 
Herbert River 
Johnstone Hivcr 

1:Jl 
77 

]:)3 
... LOSS 

2lR 
3G4 
73 

2. 'l'he estimated number of Po1Ynesians now in the 
colony is 10,6±f-i, In ado up as follows·:-

)Jmnber at :nst December, 18St, a8 
per R.cgit~t.rar-General's records 11,7 !5 

Arrivals from January to ;)eptem-
ber, ISS.j 1,:37{1 

13,121 

Deaths rcporii~rl 93G 
Departures from Jannnry to t;eptem-

ber 1,5:39 

2,-175 
}jstimated number in the colonY at 

30th September. 1,,..,5 " lO,G-tG 

Mr. BLACK: Does that include PolynSBiaus 
holdiug exemption tiekets? 
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The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The basis 
of that calculation is the Hegistrar-General's 
retnrn at the end of last year of all the Poly
nesians then in the colony ; and the sul1sequent 
calculations are from the reDorts of arrivals and 
departures. 

FORMAL MOTION. 
The following formal motion was agreed to:
By the Ho~. Sm 1'. MciLWICAITH (for Mr. 

Foxton)-
Tha.t there be la.id npon the table of the House, copies 

of aJl reports, corrPSl>ondenee, and papers relative to 
carrying into effect the provisions of the FriendlJ 
Societies Act. 1876. 

GRANT TO THE WIDOW o:B' THE 
LATE DENTS MUltPHY. 

On the motion of Mr. MACFARLANE, the 
SpeakPr left the chair, and the Honse went into 
Committee to consider of an address to the Gover
nor, praying that His Excellency will be pleased 
to cause to be placed on the Supplementary Esti
mates the sum of £200, to be granted to the 
widow of the hlte Denis 1\Iurphy, who was 
killed at the New Railway Station, Ipswich. 

Mr. MACFARLANE, in moving-
'rlmt an nddre"s be presented to the Governor, pra~·iug 

that His Exeelleney will he pleased to cause to be placed 
on the Supplemen1 ary l<~snma.tes the sum of £200, to be 
granted t.o the widow of the late Dcnis )fnrphy, \vho 
was killed at the Sew Railway Station, Ips\vich-
said it was not necessary to repeat the facts of 
the case, which were well known to members of 
the Committee, and he would not take up the 
time of the Committee, but simply leave the 
motion in their hands. 

:Mr. BLACK said he did not know whether 
the motion was going to pass without any 
comment whatever from the Colonial Treasurer 
or the Premier, whose duty it was to give the 
Committee some information. He did not know 
whether the Treasury was so full of funds that 
votes of that sort were to be allowed to pass 
without any discussion. He was not prepared to 
give any definite opinion on the subject until he 
had heard something- from the Colonial Treasurer 
as to what the Government thought of the matter. 
He was not in the House when the motion was 
carried, but he certainly thought the Committee 
were entitled to some information, unleds the 
Government intended to affirm the principle 
that every widow of every public servant 
who died in the service of the Government 
was entitled to something in the shape 
either of a pension or a fixed sum. If that 
principle was going to be laid down they would 
have something tangible to discuss, but at present 
hon. g·entlemen were simply asked to vote £200 
for the widow of the late Denis Murphy. He 
should like to have some information on the 
subject. \Vho was the late Denis JYinrphy, all(l 
why was his widow entitled to the consideration 
of the Committee ? For what reason were the 
whole of the tltxpayero of the colony called upon 
to contribute the sum of £200 to her any more 
than to anyom' else? 

The COLONIAL TEEASURER {Hon. J. 
R. Die: ;;on) said if the hon. gentleman had 
brcn in the House when the motion for g·oing 
into committee was carried last week he would 
have heard the matter very fully argued 
indeed. It seemed to be quite unnecessary 
to go over the ground again, because nothing 
that could oo said would alter the vote of 
a single member. For his part he intended 
to vote against the motion if a division was 
called for, and although he did not intend 
to offer any factious opposition, he would 
throw upon hon. members who advocated the 
passing of stwh motions the responsibility of disor
ganising the finances of the country. Those votes 
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were all of a chamcter, and all eqnally to he con
demned. There was no claim whatever upon the 
country on behalf of those widows, and he was 
very sorry to think that anything he might s''Y 
seemed to have no effect upon hon. members in 
the way of inducing them to resist such unjust 
demands upon the public purse. The present 
ca:::;e semned to ctnninend itself to hon. Inmnbers, 
because the man on behalf of whose wiclow the 
grant wm; asked wa~ killed in the Hervice 
of the State ; but it had been admitted that 
the widow was not in indigent cirClun:stances, 
and, rnoreover, there were rneans ontRide the 
Treasury, by life as"trance rm<J. otherwise, 
by which a man conic] tJrovide for hi,; family 
without the intervention of the State. The 
State, he took it, 'vas in the NELUle position as an 
Jrdinary employer, and he wets not aware that 
ordinary ernployers lJrovided l::1rge grn.tnitie~ for 
the widows of deceased servants. He was clearly 
of opinion that all those kinds of motions ,,hould 
be resisted, but anything he had hitherto ttd
dressed to the House had not been received in 
such a manner '" to enable him to effect his 
object of protecting the Treasury. If any hon. 
gentleman chose to call for a division he should 
join him most heartily in opposing the motion, 
but he die! not see the slightest use in taking up 
the time of the Committee by frivolous discus
ions. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said he was present ttt 
the discussion on the same subject ]a,,,t week. 
He knew what the result of the division would be 
then, and knew how hopeless it would be to go to a 
division now, but he thoroughly endorsed all thttt 
the Trettsurer had said about the way in which 
members seemed to have rrmde up tl1eir minds 
to go in bald-headed and put these votes through 
by force of numbers. \Vithout any argument 
and without any justification on the part 
of hon. m8mbers, those votes would be 
forced upon the House, and he said it was 
unjust towards the taxpayers of the colony 
and to the people who contributed to the 
revenue of the colony. The State might just as 
weil insure the life of every man in the colony, 
>tncl provide for the widow of every man in the 
colony. There were people out•ide the Govern
Inent tlervice altogether who had don~ gooll 
,;er·vice to the State, and who had jnst as mn0h 
right to have their widows and families pro
vided for by the Government if they hap
pened to die or were killed by accident. He 
did not think it mattered much whether a 
man died in his bed or came by his death as 
the result of accident ; the bread-winner wtts 
lost-of that there was no doubt. Of course 
it was a most invidiou8 position to take np in 
opposing votes of th>tt kind, hut he would point 
out to the Committee that by authorising them 
and rushing them through in the way in which 
hon. gentlemen seemed dispose"! to do they were 
inviting· numberless claims which they would 
have no justification for refusing in the future. 
Next session he expected the papers would be full 
of them, and that there would be a fresh batch 
every week. l'viembers would be pestered and 
reminded that So-and-so got thi, for one widow, 
and that for another, and the result would be 
that members would be considered very hard
hearted, very obdurate, and mo;;t objectionable, 
if they refused to introduce such a motion. 
He intencled to give the Committee an oppor
tunity of reconsidering what they did by moving 
the reduction of the item ; and he hoped he 
would find some hon. members willing to protect 
the Treasury to a certain extent. He did not 
wish to appear hard-hearted as far as the 
individual cases were concerned. The people 
who had suffered loss had his most sincere sym
pathy; but he thought it would have been better 
if those hon. members who knew them and could 

vouch for them had put their hands into their 
own pockets instead of trying to put them 
in the pockets of the taxpayers of the colony. 
He had heard a great deal spoken with very 
kindly feelings on belmlf of those people by 
hon. members who doubtless felt ,]] they said, 
Lnt he did not see that the country was 
cttllm! upon to pay for their feelin3·s. K ext 
session they would he inundated with Lhose 
clainu;, [Llld ~the Treasury W:1H not in a position 
to s~'md it. It was not ''"if they had a surplus
age of revenue which they did not know wlmt to 
do with, but the Trc":tsurer 'vonld have hi.s jnge
nuity taxed to the fulle,st extent to provide sati.s
factorily for the necessary expenditure of the 
country without going into any of thm~e things. 
He moved, therefore, that the sum be reduced 
by one-half. 

l\Ir. \VHITE said he did not see whv the third 
paragTaph on the jnLJler, referring to" the 1:1,000 
grant, should not lmve come first before the 
Committee in the order of its introduction into 
the House. The other two items would never 
have been brought forward if that £1,000 item 
ha,] not been introduced; and he did not sec 
whv it should not have been first on the list. 
\VI1en that £1,000 item was introduced, he was 
surprised to see the rush of hon. members to 
the attirmative side of the House. He doubt~d 
whether many hon. members lmd a correct know
lt•dge of the feelings, aspirations, and the infin
ence.s a.t work in ngricnltural and snu-tll grazing 
connnunities. He had the hononr to represent 
a cbss of men who were the true nolJility in the 
L1nd-men who possessed an unyielding spirit of 
independence instilled into them by their early 
struggle8 with poverty, habits of persevering 
industry, incessant toil, and great self-denial. 
The test was sucl1 a seYere one that only those 
whose metal had the true ring could pass through 
the ordeal successfully. Those were the men 
who 'Vere ckstined to make this a country of 
which the people would be proud. But n1ark 
the contrast ! Here was a specimen of another 
class, which threatened to make this a country 
of which we shunlcl be ashamed. He had no 
wish to meddle with the private character of 
that deceased judge~-

The CHAIRMAN said the hem. member was 
out of order. The question before th6 Committee 
was the amendment to the motion of the hon. 
member for Ipswich; the matter the hem. 
member was referring to could be discussed at 
the proper time. 

::\Ir. l\lOREHEAD: Rising to a point of 
order, ::vir. Chairman, I do not think you have 
any right to interfere with the hon. member. 
You do not know where his J,rgurnont is tending; 
I am sure I do not. 

Me. \VHITE s:ticl he would certainly oppose 
each of the items. lf the hon. member for Cook 
ha,] propo,;ed to give outdoor relief to that 
extent, he would have voted fur the amend
ment. 

Mr. MAC:b'ARLANE "''id h& hoped the 
Committee would allow the vote to pass. It was 
a very small sum ; and he would remind the 
Con1n1ittee that, cow·:idering the anwunt of corn
pensation paid in connection with the Darm 
accident, so small compenstttion ought not to be 
refused to one who had wffered more than any 
of those concerned in the Darra accident. l'vien 
received from £2,000 to £4,000 for simply being 
rnttimed or getting a good shaking; and here he 
was asking only £200 for a widow who had lo,;t 
her husband-struck down in a moment while 
he was at work for the (iovernrnent. The sutn 
wa.s very small, and it was hardly worth while 
reducing it. 

::\Ir. FOOTE said that last week he advocated 
the motion going into committee, but he by no 
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means committed himself to the whole smn. 
On principle, he thought that none of those 
motiom; :;hould be on the pa)Jel ; but they were 
there, and on the princip.le th::tt it wa~ pror)er 
to rnake the grant to one, 1t was propN' also to 
m(l,ke it to (l,uother. He thought the amendment 
of the bon. member for Cook was (l, very rea,on
ahle one both for that and the following- c'we. 
When tl;ey got to the third case they could deal 
with it. He would support the mnendment. 

:'I'Ir. L UMLEY HILL sa,id the argument of the 
member for Ipswich applied just as much to any 
other widow in the land as to the widow of the 
unfortunate Denis JVIurph~-. Every other woman 
who becmnen. wido\v hadjustasgood aright to send 
in a claim to the Government fn1· the loss of her 
lmsba,nd and.tbe bon. members who were pre
pared to 'vote for that motion should be prepared 
to vote for every ono of them. He lmd moved 
the reduction to endeavour to deter some of 
those claims from coming in in future. If, next 
session, he saw that such clain1s were going to be 
pa:;sed wholeeale by charitable-minded members 
without any attempt at reduction, he really 
would have to re,ort to the only way of defeat
ing them - that was to say, obstruction. 
He was certain it wonld be the ruin of the 
country as those clahns ,,vonld becmne so large 
in the ~ne!. Jliiorem·er, if the system was to be 
reco"nised it would take (],Way from the people 
the t~eccssity of becoming frugal and econotnical, 
and providing for their wiYe~ anct fatnilies after 
their death. If the :State was to provide for the 
wive~ ttnd fan1ilies of InPn engagN:l in the Public 
~ervice, its sf:>rvnnts need have no thought for 
the future, and there would be no incitement to 
incln:;try ; a man's wife would perhaps rather 
l1enefit bv hi:; death than otherwise in some 
C(l,ses. I'Vith regard to the Dana accident 
cases, he thought a great many people had 
been paid too much, but bec:cuse some people 
had been paid large sums for claims enforced 
throuah the courts that w:to no reason why the 
Con11~ittee should give Inoney away in the 
wholesale manner proposed. If the person for 
whmn that RUln \V a,,, asked had got j udgnwnt for 
the ttmotmt in the court, then be would be pre
pared to vote the money. It "·as a very cheap 
way of secnrin~ £100 or £200, or £1,000, to ~·et 
it voted by that Committee, and he wccs rea,ly 
surprised that such a majority of the Committee 
had band er! themselves together to Yote away 
money in that wbole:;ale fashion. He was r!ot 
pre:;ent when the motion which now stood tlnrd 
on the paper was brought forward or he would 
certainlv ha vo opposed that as he opposed the 
two snlaJler iterns. He knew it was rec()g
nise'l in all civiliserl n(l,tions of the world, as 
was shown in history, that prrwision should be 
n1ade in exceptional ca::;m; for the ·widow::; an<l 
families of eminent men who had done the State 
very gretttservice)anrl herecogni:sed thttt princi]Jl.e, 
but he failed to see where that argnment came m 
in any one of the cases on the paper. He w.ould 
be willin" to vote a sum of money to the w1dow 
of any ,';1an who bad <;Jevotc~ his life to the 
service of the State, and m so dmng had neglected 
his own interest. 

Mr. ·wHITE said he rose to a point "f order ; 
the hem. member wa,; referring to the third motion 
on the paper, the proposal to vote £1,000 to the 
widow of the late }fr. Justice Pring. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said he was :;peaking 
of the late Denis Murphy. 

JVIr. \VHITE : He was not :<n eminent man. 
Mr. L UMLEY HILL s(l,id he was (l,rguing 

that if the late Den is ::Yiurphy had been a very 
eminent man and devoted his whole life to the 
service of the State and rendered it very good 
service and had neglected to provi.de for his wife 
and family in so doing, then he nnght have been 

entitled to some recognition from the ~t«te. 
Hnt. he was no more than ><ny other ordm':ry 
citizen-no more than any of the true nobrhty 
whom the hon. member for Stanley repre>,ent:d, 
and out of whose pockets the money to pr<?vrde 
for JVIurphy's widow would have to be obtamed. 
He did not know whether the hem. member for 
t>tanley intended to support the motion. 

:\fr. WHITE: I\o. 
::\Ir. LU:'IILl~Y HILL said he wa:; very glad 

to hear it. If the principle involl·ed in the 
motion were once conceded the Stltte would lmve 
to provide for the widow of every m.an who died 
in its employ, whether be met lns death by 
acci(lent or by sickness. 

nir. MOHEHEAD said he thought there ""s 
a certain a1nount of inconsibtency i11 the argu
ment of the hon.member who bad jtmt sat down, 
because holdin" the views he had expressed, the 
prope~' ~otu::;e \~~uld l>e to negative the nwtion. 
The bon. member, however, did not do that, 
but IJroposecl to reduce the a:nount ask.ed. for, 
which would still be establislung the prmcrple. 
There was a great deal to be said in favour 
of the view taken by the hon. member for 
Cook, that money should not be voted in 
the way proposed. It '?'ght J?erhaps be, 
to a certain extent, an 1nnova,twn on the 
practice of the House that a Standin~ . Order 
should be made compelling all those clmms to 
be firot submitted to a seled committee in orr]Pr 
that evidence miuht be taken and :;ifterl, and 
that a report, wifh the eviclence, might be l(l,icl 
before hon. melll hers setting forth the reasons 
why the money should be granted, !f th~ claim ,,·as 
considered good. Dut although 1t m>ght be an 
innovation, he (Th-Ir. iYiorehead) thought 1t would 
be a good thing to adopt that course. As 
thing.-; ~tood at present, any hon. n1ernbe_r who 
chose to take up the C(l,Se of a const~tuent, 
or rather the widow of a late constrtuent, 
brouuht forward a motion in the House, and 
rnad~ v.rhat waR really in 1nost instance . .s an c.c 
prute Rtatelnent, upon which the n1otwn. was 
pa,sed by the House and afterwards. sulmntt.ed 
to the Committee. He thought that 1f the chun 
first went through the purging fire of a select 
committee there would be very much less 
chance of injustice being done to the taxpayers 
of the colony. He thought that hon. member:; 
very often allowed their feeling-s to get the better 
of their .iudgmcnt, and altogether forgot that the 
money they :;o liberally c~ispen,"d to one (l,pcl 
mwther was really not the1rs, but money w~nch 
the taxpayers of the col•my had to find. T<?o 
little consideration "'as gh·en to the matter m 
many cases, and he would like t? see a system 
adopted of refening all such clanns to a select 
cnmmitt~e. If in order, he would move tlmt that 
claim be referrcel to a select committee. 

The CHAIRli:IA::-.! s,tid he thought the hem. 
member would not be in order in moving it just 
now, as there was an arnendn1ent before the 
Committee. 

Mr. ANKEAR said he took no part in the 
discussion on the e1uestion when it was .befo~e 
the House that day week, but he would grve h.1s 
vote that afternoon with very great pleasure rn 
f,wour of the sum of .£200 being granted to the 
widow of the late Denis Murphy., It had been 
stated that llenis J\'Iurphy was not '" di.s
tin"ui:;hed individmtl, but he thought that in 
givlr;g tlutt sum of £200 to his widow they 
would be doing a just act, and that Murphy 
wa:; as much distinguished as wme of tho:;e 
who were on the pension list of the colony 
and to whom they had to pay large sums of 
money every year. By paying that sum of £200 
they would have done with the matter altogether. 
He believed the claim was " very Just one. 
:Some hon. members had gut very careful that 
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afternoon. The other night, in about two hours, 
they voted nearly £50,000 for th~ J)efence Force 
of the colony with scarcely any <leb01te at all, 
and what were they getting for it ? But that 
afternoon, when a sum of £200 was proposed to 
be granted to a widow who had lm;t her husband 
while he was engaged in the Public Service, 
hon. members rlemurred to it, and cavilled at 
it, and e\·en proposed to reduce the amount as 
low as £10. He would vote for the other 
1notions on the paper, and would give hi~ rea~ons 
for so doing when they came on for di,;cus
sion. As he stated just now, he did not speak 
on the question last week, bnt he intended 
to speak on the matter that afternoon. A 
grea,t deal had been said about the principle 
of voting money in that way. If hon. members 
knew the whole facts of the case they would not 
have said so much that was calculated to hurt 
the feelings of the living. 

Mr. BLACK said he was sorrv to find that the 
question was not being discus-;,ed on its real 
merits. There could be no doubt in his mind 
that if the vote \\·ere allowed to pass it would be 
one of the nwst glaring instances of log-rolling 
that ever took place in th>1t Honse. He wvuld 
state plainly-amlhon. members must know that 
what he said was correct-that those two votes, 
amounting o,ltogether to £400, were the price at 
which the third vote of £1,000 was to he allowed 
to pass. 

Mr. DON ALDSON : Certainly not. 
Mr. BLACK said thttt but for the third vote 

thos~ two v<Jtes of £200 each would never have 
been put on the notice-paper ; in fact they would 
never have been heard of, and now it appeared 
that if hon. meuJ hers would swallow K o. a they 
should have as their reward Ko. 1 aml No. 2. 
He entirely agreed with everything that had 
fallen from the hon. member for Cook. Nothing 
whatever had been said to justify the principle 
on 'vhich those snn1s of rrwney were going to be 
taken from the pockets of the taxpayers of the 
country. The hon. member for }faryborough 
said he would have great ple:1sure in voting the 
£200. Well, it was very easy to vote away other 
people's money. \Vhen the third vote wa,; on 
the paper before he voted with others that it 
should be a.llowed to go into committee. The 
matter was stated by the hrm. member for 
BJackall in such a way that hon. members were 
induced tu refrain from ~;aying anything that 
might hurt the feelings of the living-. But now 
that they ha<l had time to think over the ques
tion the~' ought to consider what the vrinciple 
really was on which they were asked to vote those 
sums of money. He could see the injury the 
colony was likely to sustain by the thoughtless 
way in which many of them voted on that 
occasion. Had that vote stoorl alone, they 
nlight, for variou~ fanciful and sentin1ental 
reasons, have allowed it to pass; but when they 
saw that that vote was to be pnrchased Ly 
p;;Lying £400 in addition, it wa.~ e~tablh;hing a 
principle which he was sure hon. members could 
not endorse. If thA Government were prepared 
to give a gnttuity to the widow of every deceased 
public servant, let them discusR tlmt f]_Uestion on 
it merits; but in the present case hon. members 
knew that the two votes of £200 each were put 
on the paper immediately after leave had been 
given to gn into committee on Ko. 3, and £400 
was the vrice which it would cost the country to 
pass that vote for £1,000. If the hem. member 
for Cook would cn,rry out his idea he was pre
pared to support him. Those were cases where 
obstruction wat:J reaJly necessa.ry, and he was 
prepared to obstruct Xo. 1, No. 2, and No. 3, 
until G o'clock to-nwrrow rnorning. 

}Ir. L U.MLEY HILL said his idea was not 
o much to block the present vote as to prevent 

future claimg of the same kind being- ma<le. 'l'he 
hon. rnemberfor lVIaryboroug-h (lVIr. Annear)made 
an allusion to th~ pension list, which was no doubt 
a very heavy one for so young a colony. There 
was no doubt that many men were drawing 
substantial sums for services which they had 
rendered in the past, and which they were r1uite 
cmnpetent to go on rendering no\v- people who 
were drawing public money out of the colony 
and spenrling it in L.mdon or elsewhere. He 
did not consider those men were entitled to the 
money they were getting ; but because that 
wrong existed and the taxpayers were suffering
under it, that was no reason why they should 
seek to cast additional burdens upon the people 
of the country who were already quite sufficiently 
taxed. He was very much inclined to accept 
the amendment suggested by the hon. member 
for Balonne, and withdraw his amendment to 
allow it to be discussed. 

Mr. MORE HEAD : I find I cannot move my 
amendment. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said he would ask the 
Chairman whether the withdrawal of his amend
ment would enable that suggested by the hon. 
member for l3alonne to be put? 

The CHAIRMAN : It is quite competent for 
the hon. member to withdraw his motion, but I 
have grave doubts as to whether the amendment 
suggested by the hon. member for Balonne can 
be put. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : \V e might ask for 
the Speaker's ruling on the question. In the 
meantime, with the perrui,sion of the Committee, 
I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that in order to 
simplify the question he would move that the 
Chairman leave the chair, report no progress, 
and ask leave to sit again. 

The PREMIER said he assumed that the 
object of the hon. member for Balonne wa,s to 
have the case of Denis J\1urphy referred for 
in<]uiry to a select committee. He did not 
know what there was for a select committee 
to im1uire into. They all knew that Denis 
1\iurphy was a man who had been in the employ
ment of the Government for a good many years, 
and that he was killed by accident while doing 
his work. That was all there was in the· case. 
It seemed to him that no additional information 
could be arrived at by the appointment of a 
select committee. The object of a select eom
mitte~ was to get information on which hon. 
members might form their own judgment. But 
in the present case they had aU the facts before 
them, and a select committee could serve no 
purpose. 

Mr. Ll):.VILEY HILL said that a select 
committee, besides collecting and collating facts, 
brou«ht up a report, stated a distinct issue, and 
reco;:1mended awards. He should like very 
mnch to see if a select committee could he found 
a1nongst hon. 1nerr1bers to bring up a recorr1· 
mendation for the expenditure of public money 
in the reckless way proposed. Having- been 
out of the House for some time, he was at a loss 
to understand the present position of affairs. 
He had thcmght that all claims like that before 
them had t~J go throngh a select committee 
before they could be submitted to the House. 
It appeared, however, thata member had simply 
to get a resolntion of the House passed to get a 
~;um of money voted, and all he had to do to 
accomplish that was to obtain a certain infiuen?e 
in the House, or to be able to command a certam 
nurnher of votes, without having a.ny evidence 
taken. That wa~; a remarkably easy way of 
getting rid of the public money and of trifiing 
with the funds which they were there to protect. 
Certainly some obstacle should be put in the 
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way of that kind of business. It was, therefore, 
very desirable that those matters should be 
refened to a select committee. 

l\fr. MOREHEAD said the remarks made by 
the Premier did not at all convince him that 
they would be justified in votin::i the money 
asked for. All such claims should be referred to 
a select committee. :iYiem hers who knew the 
facts of the cases said the claims were just, but 
the Committee gener<1IIy should be satisfied. 
The claims shllllkl therefore be relegated to a 
committee to sift the evidence, to fine! out the 
exact trnth, and to arrive, if possible, at 
the actual damae;e or loss sustained. He 
did not think the Premier, as head of 
a Government which he .supposed did all 
they could to preserve the taxpayers' money, 
should object to any step being taken which 
would bring out to almost an absolute certainty 
the exact amount which could be claimed 
against the State. If the principle of dealing 
w.ith those cases which was now Rug·gested were 
adopted there would be much fewer appeal' to 
the Supreme Court. Matters of that kind would 
be relegated to that House, and less substantial 
damages would be given than were aw01rded by 
juries. The recommendations of a select com
mittee, moreover, would not be final, as they 
would have to be dealt with by the House. The 
present would be a very good time for com
mencing the select committee method of dealing 
with those matters. 

Mr. SCOTT said that, as a motion was passed 
by the House last week ordering that the ques
tion of an address to the Governor praying that 
£200 be iiranted to the widow of the late Denis 
JYiurphy, the committee were bound to take the 
([ue~;tion into consideration and deal with it. 
They could not get away from an <lrder of the 
House. No doubt the Chairman could leave the 
chair and report progress, bnt that would not 
meet the difficulty. It would be a very irregular 
practice to carry the motion to report progres.>. 
The proposition to appoint a select committee 
should have been made before the order he 
referred to was made by the House. 

The MINISTlm FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) said he was very glnd that hon, members 
were beg·inning to unden.;ta.nd the question at 
issue. He thoroughly agreed with the hon. 
member for Cook. \Vhat was the difference 
between a man employed by a contractor in 
building a railway and a man who was in the 
Government Service~ He found, for one thing, 
that there were a great many more applic<t
tions for employment in the Government Ser
vice' compared with what there were for 
employment by private indi vidua]s, ;\I en looked 
upon the Government Service as a paradise, 
and when they got into it they did what was 
called the "Government stroke." The depart
ments were flooded with a]Jplications for employ
ment in the paradise where men could slum their 
work. And now hon. members were actually 
going to rnake provision for "Governrnent 
stroke" employes in case of any accident happen
ing to them. In his opinion, the men employed 
by contractors were just as much entitled to 
have that kind of provision made for them as 
any in the Government Service. He could not 
see the difference. All paid taxes. The prin
ciple sought to be introduced was a vernicious 
one altogether. He had always opposNl it, and 
it always would have his opposition. He hoped 
the three motions would be rejected. 

Mr. MAC:FARLANE said he did not see that 
any good was to be gained by referring the ques
tion to a select committee. All that such a com
mittee could arrive at was that the man WitS 

killed in the ]Jerformance of his duty, and that 
he had left a wife and four children. Hon. rnem-

hers knew all that already. That was the whole 
case, and the appointment of a select committee 
would only re,ult in a waste of money. JYlore
over, no cornmittee wonld refuse to give the little 
sum of money asked for the widow of a man 
who was killed in the service of the Government. 
He hoped the present Committee of the whole 
House would come to a decision on the matter. 

Question-That the Chairlllan leave the chair, 
report progress, and ask leave to sit a,gain-put, 
and the Committee divided:-

AYE:s, 19. 
::\'Ic'<srs. ::\files, Dickson, Dutton, 1-loret.on, Domddson, 

X orton, Stevenson, Camp bell, Bnckland, ::\feJinster, 
Blaek, Pal mer, Jiorehoad, r_.mnley Hill, Lissner, Govett, 
Fergnson, Uigson, and Hamilton. 

"SQ}:s, 20. 
Sir T. 11eilwraith, Messrs. ~''lrcher, Chnbb, Grif1ith, 

Sheridan, Bailey, Pootc. Jiacfarlanc, Seott, Heaitie, 
::uellor, Smyth, White, Annear, Isambert. J.:Iacros~an, 
Jordan, Salkelll.. Horwit,z, anUli!oxton. 

(luestion resolved in the negative. 
Original question put .. 
Mr. BLACK "aid he would like to get some 

information from the hon. member for Tp,;wich as 
to whether Murphy's widow was in indigent cir
cumstances? Also, how the money, if voted, was 
likely to be applied? In fact, general informa
tion as to her circumstances-which they were 
entitled to have before voting the money. 

Mr. MACF ARLAN:i'~ said he did not hear 
what the hon. member had said. 

Mr. BLACK said he was generally in the habit 
of speaking very distinctly, but perhaps the hon. 
gentleman did not want to hear him. 

Mr. LUYILBY HILL: There was some noise 
going on here. 

Mr. BLACK: He wished to know what was 
to become of the £200 if voted? How many 
children the widow had ?-whether any mea,ns 
had been adopted by which the children would 
really receive the benefit of the money, whieh 
was evidently wh,tt the Committee intended? 
-whether t11e widow was in indigent circmu
stances ?-and whether any precaution had been 
taken that she should get the money rather than, 
perhaps, some creditors of her late hnsb::tnd-iu 
fact, general information about the whole case 
that the Committee had not had yet ? 

.Mr. J\IACFARLANE said the hon. member 
for JYiackay was unfortunately not present 
when he (Yrr. Macfarlane) gave all the infor
mation now asked for. The widow had been 
left with four children, the eldest about fourteen 
years nf agf•, the yonnge-1t about five. The e!tle,.t 
girl had commenced work, but owing to her eyeR 
gi.ving way she had to g-ive it up, and wai:l not 
now in a condition to work. He believed, how
ever, that it would not be very serious-that she 
would not lose her sight; anrl when she got 
better she would be able to go to work again. 
The man was only a working navvy, but he was 
a very steady 1uan, never Rpending rrwre than 
w.ts necessary, and he had not left his widow 
in indigent circun1stance8-that \V a~ to say, she 
was not left in poverty. The only property 
she had was the house she lived in, so that 
she W>ts rent-free. There had been two trustees 
appointed, and if the money was granted it would 
g·o into their hands. She had no debts whatever 
-no storekeeper's or other bills to meet. Those 
were the circumstances of the case. The man 
was killed while at work, and he (Mr Nfacfarlane) 
might say that he never supported any claim of 
the kind unless where people were killed in the 
Government Service. He had always OlJposed 
snch claims under any other circumstances ever 
since he had been in the House, but he should 
always support claims when persons were killed 
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in the l-tailway service, unlet1s son1e insurance 
system waH adopted by which some provision 
could be made for the females of the workmen. 
He might say that the man who Htood side by 
side with J\furphy when he was killed came to 
hirn a few da,yR ago, a.nd in t~lking about the 
matter even went the length of saying that it was 
a pity such a cbim lmd been brought forward; 
and suggested that the Minister for vVorks 
should adopt some plan of stopping so much of 
ovel'y tuan's wages, so that if an acci(1ent or a 
de:1th happened the widows could be paid lmck 
the money. Those claims had been coming before 
the Committee from year to year, and would 
never be stopped until some kind of insurance 
fund were established out of which such claims 
could be met. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said he was 
under the apprehension that if the plan were 
adopted of stopping certain amonnts from the 
wages of men employed in the Government 
S,,rvice. the hon. member for Ipswich would be 
the first to complain about it. He would ask 
the htm. gentleman if Denis :i\Iurphy was a 
member of any benefit society? 

:Mr. MACFAHLAXE: ~ot to my know
ledge. 

'l'he ;\fiNISTER FOH WOHKS '"id the hon. 
gentlmnan onght to have ascertained that before 
he introduced his 1notion. The hon. gentlernttn 
had simply tabled the motion because that of the 
hon. member for Blackall had progressed one 
stage. It was not because he had any sympathy 
with the widow at all. He was perfectly ,;atts
fied that if the hon. gentleman would get up and 
,,pea_k t}1e truth he would say that he tabled the 
motwn becanse the House had allowed that of 
the hon.member for Blackall to go into committee. 
He had been given to understand that the widow 
in question was tolerably well-off. 

J\Ir. FOOTE : 'What do you call "well-off ""! 

The MIXISTER :B'OH WORKS said she 
had a home, and some means; but that had 
nothing to clo with the question. They were 
there to protect the public interests, and he main
tained tlutt if they were justified in voting away 
nwnev for the widows of 1uen 'vh1) ha.d nwt with 
accidents in the Government Service they were 
hound to pay for every accident that occurred, 
even if the men were employed by contractor,:. 
He could not see that became a man happene•l 
to be favoured by getting into the (}ovennnent 
;-Jervice, provision should be 1nade for hi~ 
family; aml he hoped the Committee would 
vote against all the motions. 

Mr. FlUtGUSOK said he qnite agreerl with 
what the hon. J\Iiniilter for \Vorks had said. He 
could not see what claim,; any of those persons 
had more than t1ny other taxpa.yer in the colony, 
mHl he intended to vote against the three 
1notions. He ha,d been asked to bring jnRt such 
another claim as that before the Committee, 
where a husband had died leaving· a widow 
and two children; but he rleclined to do so 
because he did not believe in the principle. 
That harl happened in two casc"e, aml how 
could he decline next ses,;ion if 'uch motions 
as the pre,;ent were passed'! He could not 
do w with justice to thg widow. It only 
showed what the Committee would come to if 
they allowed motions of the kind to pass, and it 
pmvecl clearly what course they ought to pursue. 
There were scores of cases quite as justifiable as 
the present, and he could not see upon what 
terms they could cbim the money any more 
than officers of any other department ; they were 
always in c•mnection with th~ Railway Depart
ment. tlupposing any official in the Post Office 
fell downstt1irs t1nd broke his neck, his widow 
would have a,; much right to make such a 

claim as if her husband were killed on a rail
way. Suppose an officer died through the 
Government having unhealthy buildings, which 
in many cases they had, hio widow would have 
j u,;t the same right. It was opening the door to 
scores of claims of the same kind, and there must 
be "' stop to it. That was quite clt:tr, and the 
present was the right time to do so. He was in 
Rnckhampton when the hon. membar for Blackall 
introduce<! his motion that £1,000 should be 
granted to the widow of the late Judge Pring", 
and every Yoice was against it. It \vould be a. 
1nost unpopular thing an1ongst the taxpayers of 
the colony. He had seen but one man who was 
in favour of such a motion; and if the Committee 
w0re to be led in that way many other claims 
would come ; they should not sacrifice the money 
of the taxpayers in that way. He would oppose 
that motion, and both the others as well. 

J\Ir. GOVETT said he would take the same 
line of action with re,;'ttrd to the motion under 
discussion as he took in reference to thttt intro
duced by the hon. member for Blackall. He 
intenrled to oppose them all, m1d he thought that 
the Committee would do well to put a stop to 
them, because there was a spirit abroad that in 
cr~ses of this kind people should fly to the Gov
ernment for relief. That sort of thing harl been 
allo\ved to go on grcnving, and \vould do a great 
de<tl of harm to the colony. If it were allowed 
to go on, people would not try to make> pro
vision for their widows aml see that they were 
left in good circumstances if they themselves hap
pened to be killed, or died from any other cause. 
He did not look upon a death by a railwtty acci
dent as any worse than death tlirongh catching a 
cold, or anything of that sort; it was exactly the 
same to the widow ; and he thought the sooner 
such claims were put a stop to the better. 

Mr. Mc:VIASTER said it was possible that, 
being· the youngest 1nen1ber but one in the 
Couilnittee, he ()ught nnt to f'ay anything upon 
the matter. He voted for the question to go 
into committee, and must say that, althongh 
he v. as opposed to log-rolling in any form, he 
had an idea that had the motion of the hon. 
member for Blackall not been upon the paper to 
be referred to the committee, the other motions 
would not have been brought forward. He 
\'Oted for going into cmnmittee be{'~'tUHe he w ~ts 
not present when the discussion took place, 
and he wanted to hear what the case of each was. 
lie cert~inly should vote ag-ain~:;t the granting of 
that £200, because, like many hon. members who 
had spoken before, he thuught it was a had pre
cedent, '.md one that ought not to be sanctioned. 
\Vithin the last six weeks two death,, had 
occurred in Fortitude V alley. The first man 
left a large family of young children. He was 
in the employ of the Government, but was a 
hctrd-working, honest, industrious n1an, and the 
public took up the qnestion, and in three or 
four days a sum of £ii0 was collected for his 
family. In the other case the death occurred 
through an accident on the tramway. A sub
scription list vms opened, and when it came to 
him it was hea,ded with a very respectable 
sum. He therefore thought that the people 
employer1 on the Government worln; in and 
around Ipswich who had known that man 
-and there must be many who knew him, 
as he was in the employment of the Govern
utent for nineteen ymtn;-would, if :J:Rked, eon
tribnte a snm almost eqnal to the £200 ttskecl 
for by the hon. member for Ipswich. vVhen snch 
motions were brought forward, they were really 
asked to g"ive money contributed in the shape uf 
taxes by the widows and orphans of other men. He 
>;hould oppose the three motions on the ground 
thctt the Committee should not be asked to vote 
pnblic money in the manner propose,!. 
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Mr. NOUTO:N said that if he had been pre.;ent 
when the motion was first brought forwttrd he 
should have voted aga.im~t it, because it was his 
rule to oppose all such ttttacks on the Treasury. 
The hon. member for Ipswich had not made out 
a very strong case. The widow and children 
were not left destitute, and he <lid not know 
whether the man's life had been insured. 

:i\Ir. ::\lACFAHLA:NE : No. 
Mr. NORTO:cir: ·rhe hon. member for Ipswich 

did not know whether the man left any money 
in the Savings Rmk; but he told the Committee 
that he left a cottage to the widow. 'l'hough the 
widow and family were entitled to their sym· 
pathy, it was unreasonable that they should be 
asked to Yote them public money. It was their 
duty to protect the interests of their constituent;;, 
and vote against money being gra.nted in the 
manner proposed ; and he should therefore oppose 
the motion. 

Mr. KELLETT said he meant to do the verY 
opposite, and should give his reasons. \Vhe;:, 
the resolution W;ts first brought forward it was 
shown that the man wa; killed in the execution 
of his duty. He was an old and faithful servant 
of the State, having been for nineteen years in 
the service of the grP:>t colony of Qneensbnd ; 
and, to his mind, it would be a disgrace to the 
country and the people generally if the bmilies 
of those who lost their lives while doing their 
dutv in the service of the State were not looked 
after by the Government. It was well pointed 
out the other night that, in the old country, and 
in Queensland also, he was happy to sa.y, private 
employer.; and large companies assisted the 
families of men who had senerl them a long 
time, and were killed in their service. He had 
known many instances where men had lost 
their lives in private employment, but he never 
knew an instance where the employers had 
not put their hands into their vockets, and also 
induced others to assist the widows ttnd orphans. 
It showed a poor, paltry, misemble spirit, to say 
that the motion w•ts a bad precedent. The word 
"precedent" was greatly abused in the present 
case, as he did not think there was any precedent 
at all in the matter. If they voted money to
day for a specified purpose, that was no reason 
why they should vote a sum to-morrow for 
another purpose. If there was any precedent in 
the matter he thought it was a good one. He 
wtts only sorry that the amount was not larger, 
because when a man had served the State so well 
his widow and orphans were entitled to more 
money than was asked for in the motion. The 
Government should take the matter in hand, and 
see that Government servants were provided for 
in a better way ; and that better way would be 
to establish an accident fund to which the men 
themseh·es must subscribe. If there were a wiser 
Minister for Works than the present, he believed 
such a fund would be instituted without any 
further delay ; and he had no doubt the hon. 
gentleman would take that into his :Able con
sideration, and in his wisdom would, probably 
before next session, establish such a funrl. In 
the absence of any other provision, it would be 
a disgrace to them as a Legislature to refuse 
the sum asked for to the widow of a public 
servant who had died in the service of the 
State. 

::\fr. NORTON said, in answer to a remark 
which fell flom the hon. member for Stttnley 
(Mr. Kellett), that the Government were not in 
the position of private employers, but they were 
in the position of a public company. A priva,te 
employer could do what he liked with his money, 
but the directors of tt public company conlcl not, 
without the consent of the shareholders, take 
upon themselves to compensate the relatives of 
anyone who was killed in the service of the 

company. The hon. member for :Fortitude 
Valley, Mr. ::\Ic::\1astgr, put the matter very 
strongly when he saicl that in voting the sun1 
asked for they would be rmtlly asking other 
widows and orphans to contribute, as taxpayers, 
towards the 1noney. 

~Ir. CHUUB said the case befme the Com
mittee and the arg1unonts that had been adduced 
a"ainst the motion of the hon. me m \1er for 
Ipswich seemed to be put on a f11lse footing. The 
hon. gentleman who hall just '''t down sairl they 
were not in the position of private employers. 
Perhaps they were not ; but they were there 
representing the people whose money had to be 
expended. The money belonged to the people, 
and they sent hon. members there to spend 
their money for them, and put no chedc upon 
the wcty in which they shoulrl spend it beyond 
that they were supposed to spend it in a 
wise, lawful, honourable, and generous Inanner. 
Now, anyone who looked at the past histllry of 
that House could not find anv fixed or intelligible 
principle. upon which clainis of thttt kind had 
been dealt with ; but they were asked now, all · 
at once, to say, "From this time forth no public 
servants or their relatives shall receive any 
assistance.'' That was what hon. 1ne1nhers said. 
It might be that durin~· the last twenty-four ye.ars 
it had been the practice to recognise the claims 
of public servants, but now, at that moment, 
they should stop and say no further claims 
should be recognised. Hon. members should look 
at the pension list, and they would find a sum of 
£250 a ye[lr was voted "nd Jl"ssed by Act of Par
liament-and he did not object to it-to the 
widow ,,fa member of the Legislature who occu
pied a very high l"'"ition. Last year they voted 
£1,000 to the widow of another distinguished 
member of that House. There were plenty of 
instances that conld be adducerl to "'!J]JOrt that 
ca;e, and other cases if necessary, but he would 
go further, and call the attention of the Com
mittee to an Act which was passed in 1884-
the Defence Act of last session. Clause 65 
said:-

" W"hen any ofliecr or man is killed in actiVe service, 
or dies fl'om 1vonntls or disease contracted on active scr
vk"'. }Jl'OVision shall be nutde for his wife and family out 
of the pnblic funcls." 
'Where was the distinction in principle between 
a cf1se of that kind and one of the kind before 
the Committee ? Men were employed in the 
Defence Force ; they were paid high remunera
tion; they had not much to do while not on 
active service except to learn the discharge of 
their duties, and when they were killed or dis
abled provi,icn was made out of the public funds. 
He did not say that was an improper position. 

Mr. NORTO:N: There is an agreement in 
that case. 

:Mr. CHUBB s"id, of course, there was no 
agreement in the case before them, and he said 
at once that persons who came before the House 
for relief had no legal claims. They could not 
demand con·,icleration as a right; but they 
simply said, "\V e ask the favourable and gene
rous consideration of the House to these cases.' 
Ho (Mr. Chuh1) said, on principle, they could 
make no distinction. In past yeo,rs they had 
met claims of that kind, and it was too late for 
them to say that they would not give fair con
•idcration to such claims. Did the G·overnment 
consult the public, or did the House con"ult the 
public, when the yacht " Lucinda" w'ts orderecl ; 
or did they consult the public when voting 
rr1oney for variou" other purposes? He ;.;aid 
again, as he had said before, that the Govern
ment should institute an accident insurance fund, 
or compel their employes to insure their lives; 
but until that was done they could not, in justice, 
having regard to past precedents, refuse to 
favourably consider cases of that kind. 
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:Wr. L FMLEY HILL said none of the speakers 
on that question had pointed out any difference 
between the claimsofCivil servants mid those who 
wor~ed upon their own hook-such a.s 1niners, 
CftlTJm·s, and so forth. Every one of the tax
payers of the colony were servantt> of the State, 
and most of them had done good service to the 
State. \Vhy should their widows and orphans 
not be 1;rovided for? He s'tw very plainly that 
those loncls of votes were passed first with a 
gene.rous impulse which no doubt did great 
crerht to hon. members; but he noticed a "reat 
difference in the division that had taken place 
that afternoon and that which had tr~ken )Jlace 
last week. Hon. members had since had time 
to think the matter over and see the effect 
which would be produced if such motions were 
lXIRsed. He had been informed by several 
hon. members that they had claims to brin" 
forward. He had no doubt there would be ~ 
very goo~ crop of them, an~ he most certainly 
sl!<mld ?nng forward any clam1 that came under 
h1s notiCe in favonr of persons outside the 
Government Service, who, as he had said had 
just as much claim on the State as Civil ser'vants 
themselves. Men in the GoYernment Service he 
presumed, went into it and stayed there beca~1se 
they got Letter pay, and perhaps had less work 
to do .. It was of _their own choice that they 
went mto the serviCe, and they need not remain 
in it unless they liked. He objected to the way 
in which Civil servants had been spoken of 
which sc>emed to i,ldicate that they should 
be treated in an utterly different mo,nner to 
persons outside the service, and that they should 
be compelled to insure their lives in order to 
provide for their widows and families. He did 
not see that the Civil servants needed such care
ful wet-nursing and looking o,fter as all that ; 
they were very well able to take care of themselves 
-as well able as people outside the service. It 
would very likely be a good thing if they could 
make every man in the country insure his life 
but he did not see how they were going to cl:, 
that; and why they should fix upon the Civil 
servants as a class, and not compel any other 
class to insure their lives, he could not see. 
Further than that, be did not understand how 
the Minister for Works could be held accountable 
for people not insuring their lives. The country was 
a free country, and men could do as they pleased. 
~Why should not the State provide for those men 
whom the junior member for Stanlev had des
cribed, who were industrious and thrifty, and 
had shown true metal in providing for their wives 
and families, and introducing civilisation into 
what had been a wilderness? He saw that wme 
hon. members had cooled down and changed their 
opinions ; and, he thought, quite rightly ; he had 
a r_e3pect for men who, when they saw they were 
gomg wrong, had the courage to retrace their 
steps. He could quite understand those vote" 
slipping through under the impulse of kind and 
generous feelings, but the public outside would 
wonder where the thing was going to stop. He 
supposed they were committed to give something, 
but the amount should be made as small as 
possible. 

Mr. IrOXTON said a great deal had been said 
about the difference between the Government 
and privrtte employers, but he thought the 
speech of the hon. member for Bowen must bB 
convincing on that point to any person inclined 
to be at all unbiased in the matter. A great 
deal was also sr~id about the danger which lay 
in the passage of that vote, because it would 
be a precedent. Now, he claimed the vote of any 
hon. member who used that argument, because 
they had already a number of well established 
precedents, and they ought to continue following 
those precedents until some other provision had 
been made, such as previous speakers hac! 

sketched out. Last year they voted to th 
widow of a mo,n who lost his life on the railway 
in the performance of his duty, not a mere 
gratuity of £200, Lut wh'Lt was er1uivalent to 
£2,000. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : It was 
entirely a different case. 

:VIr. FOXTON said there was not the slightest 
difference in principle. Denis Mnrphy, whose 
case was now before them, lost his life in the 
performance of his duty in the employ of the 
Ciovernment; and the unfortunate engine-driver, 
Griffiths, also lost his life while performing his 
dutv. The widow of Griffiths was voted £100 a 
yectr, which, (\'i,[Jitaliser! at 5 per cent.-a great 
deal more than the Government paid for their 
money-was £2,000. Look at that vote to 
:Nirs. Griffiths, to which the House was pledged 
during her lifetime, then if precedent was to be 
of any value, and they were to deal ont even
handed justice, the sum now a,,kerl should be a 
great dealbrger. An hon. member asked where 
the money wa" to come from? But they had 
nothing to do with that now. The precedent had 
been established, and why should they make "fish 
of one rtnd flesh of another"? Until an intelli
gent scheme was adopted by which tbev would 
be relieved from those precedents they were 
bound to continue them. In that respect he 
agreed entirely with the opinion expresser] by 
the hrm. member for Townsville in the previous 
debate on the subject ; that hon. member said he 
voted for the motion in order to force the hands 
of those in authority, and compel them, by the 
pressure of public opinion, to adopt some scheme 
for putting a stop tn those continual mirls on the 
Treasury. One hon. member admitted having 
given his vote thoughtlessly for going into 
committee; but he denied that he (Mr. Foxton), 
or a majority of those who voted to go into cmn
mittee, had voted thoughtlessly. 

The MI:YISTl~H FOR WORKS said there 
was no comparison between the two cases 
m~ntioned by the hon. member. One man was 
killed by his own carelessness, having been 
wa.rned over o,nd over again to get out of the 
way of dang-er; while the engine-driver had 
been ordered away by the station-master-sent 
to his death. Griffiths was not in o,ny way to 
blame ; he wa;, bound to go ; and his family 
deserved every sixpence they got. 

Mr. CHUBB : They had no legal claim. 

The MINISTEH FOR WORKS : It was a 
just claim. The hon. member for Stanley said 
the Minister for ~Works ought to compel the men 
to insure their lives. If he did so the hon. 
member would be the first to get up and 
denounce the Minister for \Vorks for his 
tyranny. It was all very well for members to 
talk in that way. There was an insurance office 
in connection with the Colonial Treasurer's 
Department, aml not a single soul insured 
his life in it. All the machinery was there. 
If the country was going to be called upon to 
vote money in the way proposed for the widows 
of men in the Public Service who ho,d heen killed 
by accident, they might just as well be asked to 
make provision for the families of those who 
died a natural death, as they had to be supported 
just the same. If that was going to be clone 
some action would have to be taken, and pro
bably the object the hon. members had in view 
could be accomjJiisbed by informing all persons 
in the Public Service that if they did not avail 
themselves of the opportnnity to insure their 
livec, within so many months they would have to 
put up with the consequences ; but the Govern
ment that introduced such a system would be 
bound to get into trouble. 

Mr. KELLETT: No. 
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS said thehon. 
member said "No," but he would be the very 
first to kick up a row with them for compelling i 
people to insure their lives, and thus interfering ' 
with their private arrangements. 

Mr. DOXALDSON said he was afraid that 
that case and similar ones were more likely to 
enlist their sympathies than their better and 
sounder judgments. The claim might lile 
looked upon as an equitable one, because a 
servant of the Government through an unfor
tunate accident lost his life and left behind 
him a wife and family. They were entitled 
to some compensation for his death. Certainly 
accidents might be brought about entirely by 
the carelessness of 1 he persons who were killed. 
Nevertheless, that did not do away with the 
fact that those depending upon the unfortunate 
individual who lost his life had been deprived of 
his services. He knew that that was a very 
broad queO<tion. He thought that the opposition 
sht>wn to the motion that evening wonlcl have 
a very good c,ffect indeed. It was high time 
that all persons in the Government Ser
vice, earning a stated salary, Hhoulrl rnake 
some provision for the future by insuring 
their lives. The first thing that any thought
ful private person did was to try and 
secure some money for those whom he mig·ht 
leave behind at his death. There could 
be no doubt that considerable laxity in that 
matter had existed among public servants hitherto 
-that they took less interest in the subject than 
they should do. Men in the Public Service who 
had a sufficiently good income to make some 
pro' is ion for their families by insurance shonld 
do so, he thought ; and he believed that the fact 
of that motion being opposed wouhl make such 
persons more thougMful with reference to pro
vision for the future, as they would see that the 
Committee would not be so likely to recognise 
claims for gratuities as they had done previously. 
No hard-and-fast rule could be laid clown for the 
guidance of hon. member• in those matters, but 
he thought that all of those claims could be justly 
considered on their merits. He was, however, of 
opinion that such claims should be first submitted 
to a select committee, who would be in a position 
to examine witnesses and obtain evidence which 
could certainly not be elicited by any me m her 
introducing a motion of that kind in the House, 
or by any other hon. member. It could not be 
expected that all hon. members should know the 
facts of the case; and if the precaution were 
taken of referring the matter to a select com
mittee for im·estigation it would clear the way 
very much for hon. members who did not 
know exactly what they were voting for. 
He confessed that he felt very great difficulty 
with regard to that motion, because they were 
informed that the late Mr. Murphy was many 
years in the Government Senice, that during 
that time he was a very good servant, <1llcl that 
as his death was an untimely one they could 
reasonably take into account the proposal that his 
wife and family should receive some compensation. 
The amount of that compensation was a matter 
of detail, which the Committee were competent 
to deal with. He reallv trusted that the Civil 
servants, or persons in tlie employ of the Govern
ment, would get a little more thoug·htful and insure 
their lives, so that they would not have those 
claims coming up before hon. members as often 
as they had clone in the past. But the claims 
would probably become more numerous in the 
future if some provision for insurance was not 
made by the persons concerned. He had already 
remr~rked that they could not be guided by any 
h'~rd-and-fast rule in cases of that kind, but he 
thought it was quite competent for that Commit
tee, if they thought fit, to recognise such claims 
as had been brought before them. There 

had been some eminent men in the world 
who had devoted the whole of their lives to 
advancing the progress and prosperity of their 
country, and there were colonial statesmen 
who had neglected their private interest in 
furthering the national prosperity. \Vhen men 
who had neglected their private interest for 
the public good-who had really clone a great 
milny things for the country in which they lived
died, he thought it would be quite competent and 
just to recognise such cases and make ample 
provision for the widows and fa.rnilies whorn 
they left behind. That might be said to 
be departing from the ordinary rule ; some 
people might say that it was making one law 
for the rich man-or rather for the man who 
shonld be rich-and another for the poor man, 
but he contended that it was nothing of the sort. 
Any man, in whatever walk of life he might be 
occupied, rnight be a g-ood rnan in his particular 
position ; but their sbtesmen were men who 
neglected rnore of their private intereRt in doing 
good for their country than other persons, and 
for that reason he voted the other night for the 
motion proposing to grant £1,000 to Mrs. Pring. 
He felt he was pledged to support that, but with 
regard to any other claims that had come before 
them since, he was quite prepared to record hi~ 
vote for their reduction if he saw it was desir
able to do so. 

:VIr. KELL1£TT said he should not have 
spoken again on that question hac! it not heen for 
the remarks that had fallen from the hon. 
Minister for \Vorks. It was <juite evillent to 
everybody that he was trying to get out of it, 
but he hac! got out of it in a very lame way in
deed. He did not know whether his hnn. friend 
the Colonial Treasurer had been speaking to him 
specially on that subject, bllt if he had not he 
(:Y1r. Kellett) could not understand the action of 
the Minister for Works. The hon. gentlem11n had 
gone entirely out of his way in opposing the 
motion, and had beengoingrouncl the hack benches 
to try to influence hon. members to talk till 6 
o'clock so as to talk the matter out. He thought 
that waM an unseetnly thing for a Minister 
of the Crown to do. The hon. gentleman 
had gone round to the back benches trying to 
mislead young members like the hon. member 
for Fortitude V:tlley; anrl he (Mr. Kellett) 
thought the intelligence of that Committee 
would see that a vote of censure should be passed 
on the :i\finbter for \Vorks, because it was not 
fair, seeing the position of strength that he held, 
that he should go touting in that way. It was 
enough for him to give a noel to let members 
know "that the next time you come to me 
I will not do much for you if you pass 
this motion." That was quite enough; a noel 
\vas as good as a wink, and the hon. gentle
man h:td no occasion to go round to tell 
members in so many words what he would do. 
If those were the tactics of the hon. gentleman 
the session was likely to last a very long time ; 
for it would be the duty of every member worth 
his salt to stop there for Friday after Friday 
for six months, if necessary, until the motion was 
carried. There were some hon. members behind 
him who had got their backs up in consequence 
of the action of the Minister for \Vorks, and 
when they once got their backs up it would take 
a long time to get the hump off again. They 
would see the matter out, no matter how many 
Fridays they cle,otecl to it. Hon. members 
should not be blinded to the real merits of the 
case .. The man was killed while doing his duty, 
and whether he was careless or not had nothing 
wh:ttever to do with the rruestion. Carelessne"s 
in that case meant excess of ze<.~l, and a readiness 
to risk life in what the man considered to be the 
performance of his duty. 
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The COLOl\IAL TitEASURER said that 
one or two matters had been referred to in 
the conrse of the debate which ought to be 
seriously considered. 'rhe matter to which 
he wm1ld chiefly refer was with regard to the 
facilities afforded to em ployes in the Public 
Service for getting- their lives insured. It was 
very eflsy for hon. members to say that the 
Government ought to introduce a system of life 
insurance so as to protect the country from claims 
of that character being made by widows and 
relatives of deceased public servants. But it wa' 
a stfltement much easier to be made than to be 
carried into effect. If it was contended, as it 
seemed to be by some hon. members, that the 
Government should themselves become the 
assurers of their employes, the Government would 
be placed at a grent di,mdvantage. An attempt 
had been made by Government, in former years, to 
open a life aSKurance, but it had been practically 
inoperative ; it had never (lone anything lik@ the 
amount of buoinecs tmnsacted in life nRsurance 
by outside companies. There was every facility 
now for employe.;; in the G-overrnnent Service 
being insured by ou t8ide eo m panies at a, \~ery 
nn1eh lowerprenliurn than the Governrnent could 
possiblv charge them in order to make the 
busine'}s self-supporting. The Governrnent, in 
fact, were not in a position to undertake such :J, 
responsibility. They coulcl not cktrg·e the 
premium which would make the fund self-sup
porting, in competition with the very great 
facilities which were given, particularly at the 
present time, b)' the life assurance com1Janies 
who were competing in that line of business. 
="or did he see how the Govemment conic! inoiot 
upon their er11ploy€s being insured with Rome 
of the outoide comrmnies. In many cases their 
lives would not be nccepted. 

:Mr. l<'OXTOK: There is no examinntion for 
accident insurance. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
arg1nnent he was contesting waR for life insur
ance, not accident insurance, and it was not 
necessary to say more than that was not a kind 
of business w bich the Government could take up. 
vVith regard to the question before the Com
mittee, he did not share the opinion of the hon. 
1nember for Carnarvon, that the argu1nent of 
the hon. member for Bnwen was conclusive, thttt 
because a special concession had been made to 
the Defence Force, therefore it should he made to 
every other branch of the Public Service. It 
was never intended, when the Defence Act was 
framed, that other members of the Public 
Service should claim privileges which hnd 
been specially gi ''en as an encouragement 
to men to enrol themselves in the Defence 
I?orce of the colony. vVithout wishing to take 
up the time of the Committee longer, he 
would state that his opinion was this : that if 
they assented to those claims at the present time 
they ought absolutely to accept the position of 
1naking a grant of nwney to the widow of every 
man who rlied in the Public Service. Without 
wasting thne in wrangling over ~Such pa1try 
matters, they ought to accept the position fairly 
with all the responsibilities entailed by it. He, 
as Colonial Treasurer, was not prepared to accept 
that position. Those were ca.se" wher0 private 
benevolence should step in. He re:;pected hon. 
m em hers for the sympathy they showed for the 
suffering, but they should show that sympathy 
in a practical form, :tncl put their hands in their 
own pockets without being liberal with other 
people's money. 

.iilr. ~IcMASTER said he should not have 
spoken again but for the statement of the hon. 
member for StK<tnley, that the Minister for vVorks 
lmd gone round the back benches touting, and 
particularly the young and innocent member 

for }'ortitude V alley. He could assure that 
hon. member that he was possessed of a pair of 
good lungs, and was prepared to sit not only till 
6 o'clock, if he saw '" raid being made on the 
public funds, but till 6 o'clock in the morning. 
He could also nssure the hon. member that he 
had a mind of his own, nnd that he waH not to be 
influenced by the 2\Iinister for \Vorks, or the 
hon. member for Staniey, or any other hon. 
member, unlPss they could show him that their 
argun1ent:-; were just and l'Aasonabl6, and could 
convince hin1 that his own opinion was \\Tong 
and theirs ri~ht. The hon. member had said 
it would be a disgrace for the Connrjttee to 
sav that they would not pay that money to the 
widow of a de . ..:;erving servant of the Governn1ent. 
He should like to know from the hon. member 
who introduced the motion something nbnut the 
man who was killed. It appe:trcLl that ]\..Iurphy 
hnd been a very indu.strions, respectable man, 
otherwise he would not have left his wife in 
possession of a cottage, and almost free of debt. 
He must have bcBn very so her and industrious 
to lnve saver! Rufficient out of his Gs. Gel. a day to 
have erected the c<Jttage. The ]\..Iinister for 
VVorks had said that J\Iurphy had also a deposit 
in the Sa,vings Bank, and that being so, 
it was all the more to the man's credit. 
All that showed that ::Yiurphy was a worthy 
servant, no matter whether of the Government 
or of a priva,te ernployer. ~eeiug, then, tha,t 
1Turphy had been so long in the Government 
fi,Jrvice, and was so industrious, he (i\fr. 
JHclYiaster) would ask whether he was not 
alw a member of some friendly society? In 
these days great facilities were afforded to every 
man to make provision, in view of his death, for 
his wife and family. Industrious working men 
could join the Ocldfellows or some other friendly 
society by 1mying small sum,, into them, and at 
their death their families were cared for. It 
was probnble-judging from his industrious 
character- that Niurphy 'm" a member of 
some friendly society, and in that case his 
widow must have got some assistance at his death. 
The widow in that cnse must have got his 
funeral expenses, besides a further sum of money. 
It was also the custom of those societies when a 
member died-certain hon. members were talk
ing, and unless t}v~y ceased their con verbation he 
could not continue biB remarks. At the same 
time, if they thought they coul<l bamboozle him 
they were mistaken. He was saying that, as a 
rule, the friendly societies not only paid a 
certain sum, at the death of a member, to his 
widow, but generally got up a suh;cription 
amongst themselves for her assistance in addition. 
They also made appeals to the general public, 
~tnd the consequence was that, as a rule, the 
widow got far more than would be given in such 
a case by that Committee. One hon. member had 
made a remark about Griffiths, the engine-driver 
who was killed. Now, he (::Ylr. Mc;\faster) main
tained that Griffiths was a hero, inasmuch as he 
risked his own life, when he might have saved it, 
in an attempt to save the lives of other people. 
Like an Englishuu1,n, or Scotchn1an, or trne 
Briton, he stood to hi" post in the moment of 
clanger, and boldly endeavoured to save the 
lives of those he was in charge of. In his 
case and that of Murphy'i,; there was no analogy. 
He {:\Ir. :Mc:Yiaster) was saying nothing against 
the man Murphy. He wa• simply opposing the 
proposed vote because he thought a mistake 
would be made if it were carried. \V ere they to 
virtually ask other widows and orphans to con
tribute or to allow Parliament to hand over their 
earnings to widows and orphans who were 
probably in far better circumstances than 
themselves? He did not mean to say that 
no case could come before the Committee in 
which they would not be justified in granting 
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a sum of money. \Vidows and children whose 
bread-winners might be killed or who might <lie 
in the active service of defending the lives and 
properties of the people generally ought, for 
instance, to be protected. They would be per
fectly justified in maintaining the wives and 
orphans of those who went boldly into danger 
to protect the properties and lives of the people. 
The Committee, however, had no right to vote 
away the people's money in the loose way pro
posed. Being the custodians of the public revenue 
they ought to spend it wisely am! judiciou,ly, and 
not to vote it away carelessly and recklessly. 
They hatl to remember that they were not voting 
away their own money, but the money of 
people who had to work hard to maintain them
selves and their families owing to their natural 
bread-winners hilving been taken frmn then1. 

J\Ir. FOXTON said after the treat the Commit
tee had ha.d in li:.;teningto thettl<lennanic cli:.;conr~e 
of the hcm. member there was no occasion for him 
to say thn,t he had good lungs. He (ii'Ir. Foxton) 
was surprised, however, that the hon. member did 
not 1nako hi~ lungs last eleven n1inuteR longer in 
accordtmce with the instructions he got from 
his worthy monitor, the Minister for \V orks. 
He W'Ls sorry the J\!Iinister for 'Narks was not 
now present, for when he went round the back 
benches, and put np members such as the hfm. 
member for Fortitude Valley - good-lunged 
men-to talk until G o'clock, he should renmin 
and listen to their performance. It was evident 
that the question before the Chair was to be 
tielked out in 'Lccorclance with the resolve of the 
:Minister for IV orks. As an ardent suppdrter of 
the ~Ministry, 'Lnd as one who looked with some 
degree of interest on the Estimates for \Vorks, 
which had yet to be passed, he rlid not hesitate to 
say that the :Minister had macle "grave mistake 
in teaching his supporters how to obstnwt. 
If the matter could not be blked out now there 
was a time when it could be talked out. The 
J\linister for \Vorks,-he was sorry the hon. 
gentleman was not present to hear what he said
he hoped he would read it,-need. not imagine 
that because it was now ten minutes to G o'clock 
he was going to stifle discussion, burk the ques
tion, and not submit to fair and free argun1ent. 
There were certain items on the hon. gentleman's 
Estimates which would gi' e rise to very serious 
comment on the part of those whom he had so 
studiously instructed in the art of obstruction ; 
and they might be talked out, but not in the 
interests of the :Minister for \Vorkk. 

An HoNOUHABLE 1\IE~mER: Here he comes! 
Mr. FOXTON: He was only sorry the hon. 

gentleman W'LS not present to hear what he had 
said before. He (Mr. Foxton) had no compunc
tion in talking, because he saw it was resolved 
that the matter should be shirked and burkecl by 
the Government. 

The PREMIER: Not at all. 
Mr. FOX TON: He could only say in reply to 

the hon. the Premier that he (Mr. Foxton) saw 
the Minister for vVorks go to the back benches 
and heard him ask the hon. member for Fortitude 
V alley and others to talk it out ; and he con
tended that when the Minister for Works took 
up that position, in a matter which affected his 
own department, the GoYermnent were respon
sible for it ; at any rate the Minister for \V orks 
was. He had a word or two to say with regard 
to the remarks of the hon. the Colonial Trea
surer, who had made a great deal of the 
difficulty there would be in inaugurating 
a scheme of life assurance. The whole of the 
hon. gentlenmn's argument applied to life assu
mnce pure and simple, not to accident assurance; 
and, as he (Mr. Foxton) interjected at the time, 
there was no medical examination of candidates 
for accident assurance. It had not been contended 
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during the present debate that the widow of a 
Gm·ernment employe dying a n'Ltural death, or not 
being killed while in performance of his duty, 
should r•:'Ceive compensation. 'rhe principle had 
been laid clown by those who advocated this vote, 
that a man must lose his life by accident or 
violence in the performance of his duty to entitle 
his widow to receive consideration. 'Eig-ht shil
lings per annum would be all the expense required 
to insure the payment of £100, or 16s. for £200, 
the sum asked by the resolution before the 
Committee. There was nothing so very difficult 
or extraordinary in that. He had said all he had 
to 8ay on the subject. He had no intention of 
talking the matter out, and hoped the Com
mittee would go to a division on it at once. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman was 
entirely mistaken in supposing that the Govern
ment had any intention of shirking the question. 
By the last division the motion ot the hon. 
member for Balonne was neg'Ltived by a majority 
of one. He (the Premier) voted ag-ainst that 
motion simply on the ground that he thought 
the matt~r ought to be disposed of at once one 
wav or the other. He did not think there was 
any use referring it to a select committee, and 
hoped it would be determined at once. 

Mr. CAMPBBLL said he was very pleased 
tlmt the tliscussion had taken place. It would 
give the ratepieyers of the colony an opportunity 
of judging how their money was being squan
dered if the vote was carried in the wiLy in which 
it had l1een propo•.ed. He had voted for the 
motion of the hon. member for Blackall about 
three weeks 'Lgo with the hope that the amount 
would be considerably reduced in committee, 
but immediately iefter that they found two hon. 
members who had opposed that motion each 
coming forward with a similar motion. If that 
sort of thing was to go on they did not know 
where it would end. Furthermore, there were 
other widows and orphans in the colony who 
were taxpayers, and he would ask, was it f'Lir 
th'Lt they, who were in some cases left in worse 
"ircumstances th'Ln those for whose benefit this 
claim was made, should be asked to con
tribute towards the cases now brought forward? 
In reference to the remarks of the hon. member 
for Carnarvon, to the effect that the hfm. the 
:\Iinister for \Vorks went round the back benches 
and asked members to talk it out, he (Mr. 
Campbell) could, so far as the hon. member for 
Fortitude Valley was concerned, exonerate the 
JYiinister for \Vorks on that point, because he was 
sitting next to the hon. member for J!'ortitude 
Valley, ieml the hfm. gentleman never said any
thing of the kind in his hearing. 

Mr. FOXTON: I heard him myself; we all 
heard him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: The hon. gentleman might 
have said it to some members on the back bench, 
but certainly he never said anything of the kind 
to the hon. member for Fortitude Valley. He 
did not know whether it was himself (Mr. 
Campbell) or the hon. member for Cook who 
suggested that the matter should be talked out. 
He believed it w'Ls the hon. member for Cook 
who suggested it to him, and .he quite fell in 
with the idea; and he, for one, was prepared to 
stop there until 6 o'clock in the morning and 
as,ist in talking it out. 

Mr. LU:MLEY HILL said he had no doubt 
the Minister for \Vorks was guilty of a great 
many offences, but in the present case he believed 
he had been saddled with an offence which he 
(JYir. Lumley Hill) hied committed, for he had 
sugg-ested that the matter should be talked out. 
He had clone th'Lt kind of thing before. He 
remembered when the claim of Dr. Hobbs came 
before the House, about seven years ago, he an 
one or two others stopped it going through 
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the only means they had at their command~ 
obstruction. He believed it had been made all 
right for the vote to go through; but he con
sidered that Dr. Hobbs had not the slightest claim 
upon the country, and he was very glad to see 
that when the same claim came before the House 
recently, members had come round to his we~y 
of thinking, and it was summarily disposed of. 
Obstruction seemed to be the only way in which 
those jobs could be got rid of or thwarted. He 
looked upon the whole of those claims as jobs, 
and bon. members could hardly have looked for
ward to the seed they were sowing for them
seh·es in supporting such claims. He was very 
glad to hear that the hon. member for Aubigny 
called attention to the fact that two members 
who had voted against one claim that came 
before the House a few weekt> ago, irnn1ediately 
after it was passed each came forward with a 
little job of his own. Every hon. member 
could find plenty of those jobs, which might 
appeal very keenly to the sympathies of indi
vidual members of the Committee and about 
which a very good tale might be made, but why 
should burdens of that kind be placed upon 
other widows and orphans amongst the general 
taxpayers of the colony? He certainly thought 
that at least cases of that kind should go through 
the formality of a select committee. The c::tse 
of Dr. Hobhs did go before " select committee 
and it was sifted a little in select committee ; but 
here, thehon. member £or Ipswich brought forward 
this claim, although he did not know whether the 
widow h>td any money in the Ravings Bank; 
whether her late husband was a member of a 
friendly society or not. In fact, he knew very little 
about it, and coolly asked that£200 should be given 
slap off; but he (Mr. Lumley Hill) did not intend 
to let it pa's if he could po;sibly help it. 

The PREJYIIER said it was understood last 
night that the House would not sit after 6 o'clock 
that evening, <>nd the question had better be 
settled at once whether they would meet again 
after tea. He thought it was only fair that the 
arrangements that had been made should be 
carried ont. He did not like to move the Chair
man out of the chair in a matter of that kind, 
but perhaps the hon. gentleman in charge of the 
motion would do so. He did not think it would 
be possible to get a House after tea, and he 
thouaht it would be advisable for the hon. mem
ber to move that the Chairman leave the chair 
and obtain leave to sit again. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE moved that the Chair
man leave the chair, report no progress, and ask 
leave to sit again. 

Question pnt and passed ; the House resumed, 
and the Committee obtained leave to sit again on 
Friday next. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER said: I would like to put the 

House right in regard to a statement which I 
understand has been made to the effect that the 
motion of the hon. member for Black all ought to 
have been placed first on the business-paper for 
to-day. I desire to point out that the motion of 
that hon. member, when carried, was, "That the 
House will, at its next sitting, resolve itself into 
"'Committee of the \Vhole"~consequently it was 
placed on the notice-paper every day,but Govern
ment business took precedence of it; whereas the 
two motions proposed by the hon. member for 
Ipswich, and the hon. member for \Vide Bay 
distinctly affirmed that "the House, on the 9th 
October, shall go into Committee of the \Vhole." 
Consequently they stood first on the notice-paper. 
I wish to point this out in order to show that there 
has been no irregularity on the part of the officers 
of the House in arranging the busiwoss paper. It 
hao lJeen done precisely in the ordinary way in 
which the business of the House is conducted. 

AD.TOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,~ I move 

that this House do now adjourn. On Tuesday, 
afterformal business, and the consideration in cmn
mittee of the Legislative Council's amendments in 
the Victoria Bridge Closure Bill, which are of it 
formal nature, we propose to take the Undue Sub
di dsion of Land Prevention Bill in comlllittee, 
and then to proceed with Supply. \Vith regard 
to the Undue Subdivision of Land Prevention 
Bill, I take this opportunity of saying that the 
Government propose to withdraw the Gth clatme, 
relating to the erection of buildings on less than 
sixteen perches of land. \V e propose to snbstitnte 
for that a pr<l\·ision prohibiting future subdivision 
of land into smaller areas than that; so that the 
Bill will not affect purchase' which h<we beru 
umu/ ,tide made before the passing of the Act. 
The clause is in print and will be in the hnnds of 
hon. nwrnhel's, if not to-n1orrow, on J\iorulay 
1norning. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at five minutes vm;t G 

o'clock. 




