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626 Supply. [ASSEMBLY.] Member Sworn. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesday, 13 Septembe1', 1887. 

Petition.-Smv:3Imnber.-3Jembcr Sworn.-Qucstions.
Qucstion without Notice.-1:1otion for Adjournment 
-Classification of Engine-drivers, Guards, and 
Stokers-Railway Retrenchment at ::.\Iaryborough 
-Chinese on Russell IUver-1\iotion for Adjourn. 
ment-Chinese on the Russell River.-J\Iotion for 
Adjournment-Extensioll of the Central Railway.
Printing Committee's Re:port.-Formal Motions.
Qucensland Pisheries Bill-second rcading.-Local 
Administration Bill-second reading-resumption 
of debate.-Supvly-resumption of committee
Adjournment. 

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

PETITION. 
Mr. \V. BROOKES presented a petition from 

the Trustees of the Lady Bowen Lying-in 
Hospital, praying for leave to introduce a Bill to 
enable them to sell the whole or part of their 
land, and devote the proceeds to the purchase of 
a new site and buildings for the like purpose in 
a more convenient locality. He moved that it 
be received. 

Question put and passed. 

NEW MK\iBER. 
The SPJ~AKER said: I have to report to the 

House that I have received the writ from the 
returning officer for the electorate of Enog~era, 
certifying the return of J ames Robert Dickson, 
Esquire, as one of the members for the said 
electoral district. 

ME~IBER SWORN. 
Mr. J AMES ROBERT DroKSON was sworn in, 

and took his seat as a member for the electoral 
district of Enoggera, 
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QUESTIONS. 
Mr. ANNEAR asked the Minister for 

\Vorks-
1. "'\Yh::tt is the length of deviation of line as laid by 

the sleepers known as Phillips's patent? 
2. \,~hat is the expenditure thercon np to date of 

OIJCning:, and the number of men employed on same 
since opening, and the amount paid? 

The MINISTER FOit WORKS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) replied-

!. The total length of deviation is 74 chains 22link.'>, of 
which 65 chains 7llinks only arc laid with Phillips's 
sleepers. 

2. Expenditure to date of opening, £1,819. Aver
age number of men employed since opening, 6·80. 
Total expenditure since opening, £187 15s. 5d., of 'vhich 
mnonnt £8118s. is due to the sleeper rmtd, and £105 
17s. 5d. to the approaches. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL asked the Colonial 
Treasurer-

When will a dredge be sent to Cairns P 

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. Sir 
S. W. Griffith) replied-

The "Octopus l> is now undergoing a. complete over
haul. 1Yhcn this is complete(l. she will be sent to 
Cairns-probably in about ~L month. 

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE. 
Mr. P ALMER said : Mr. Speaker,-May I 

ask the Minister for ·works a question without 
notice? I want to know if he will lay on the 
table of the House Mr. Jack's report on the 
Croydon and Etheridge Gold I<'ields. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said : Mr. 
Speaker,-Of course I will do that without a 
formal notice of motion, but I believe the papers 
were laid on the table months ago-in the early 
part of the session. 

The PRE:YIIRR (Hon. SirS. W. Griffith): I 
read them yesterday. 

Mr. P AL:Y1RR: They are not printed, then? 

The PREMIER: Yes; I received them 
amongst my other papers. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 

CLASSIFICATIOC\f 01!' ExGIC'!E-DRIVERs, GuARDs, 

AND STOKEl{S.-RAILWAY RE'fl\EXCH}IENT 

A'r 1\L~RYBOROUGH.-CHINESE ON RusSELL 

RIVEI\. 

Mr. ADAMS said: Mr. Speaker,-! am 
desirous of asking the Minister for vVorks a 
qneBtion, and I intend to conclude with the usual 
motion. I may first of all disabuse the hon. 
gentleman's mind of the idea that any man in 
the department has mentioned the matter to me, 
but it has been mentioned outside that there are 
a certain number of men employed as engine
drivers, guards, and stokers on the different 
railway lines of the colony who work under 
what is termed a classification. That is, I 
presume, that these young men are taken on at 
a very low salary, and as they work them
selves up they are paid larger wages according 
to their classification. Up to the end of last 
year these men were in the habit of receiving 
this extra pay, but in January last when the 
classification took phce thev were told that the 
question of the payment of 'the extra money was 
to lie in abeyance for six months. At the 
end of the six months it appears that a settle
ment of the question was postponed again for 
another six months. I have not the slightest 
doubt that this will be called economy, but 
if so I think it is very false economy, because 
when young men enter the department and work 
themselves up they attain a certain degree of 

proficiency, and take care to do justice to them· 
selves and their employers. If the extra money 
which they were promised is refused that is 
nothing less than repudiation. If a private firm 
has made an arrangement with their employes 
that they would give them a certain amount of 
money if they proved capable, and if the em
ployCs did not get that auwunt, the agreen1ent 
would be broken. I think the Government are 
at. fault. in this matter. \Ve must remember 
that, in travelling, the lives of a large number of 
people are in the hands of these employes of the 
Government, and it is necessary for them to be 
very careful; but when they find that their care
fulness and attention to duty is only met by a 
breach of agreement they will take no interest 
in their work, and will become careless. It 
would not be the men who would suffer mostly, 
but the tra veiling public, and therefore I trust 
that the Minister for \Vorks will give us some 
idea of this matter, tell us how it has happened, 
and whether it is intended to pay these men 
what they were promised. I move the adjourn
ment of the House. 

The MINISTER :FOR WORKS said: 1\Ir. 
Speaker,-The matter to which the hon. member 
has referred is that concerning the departmental 
rules which classify the firemen, guards, and 
drivers, and provides for gradnally increasing 
their pay according to their time of service 
for the first, second, third, fourth, or fifth 
year, according to their class. This involves 
a regular, steady increase in the salaries 
paid to these men ; and as in every other 
direction in the department it has been decided 
that no increase whatever shall be made, it is, 
consequently, not fair to the other servants of 
the department, who are equally entitled to the 
consideration of the Government, to 'tllow these 
men a regular increase in their salaries. The 
rule was consequently suspendedabout six months 
ago, and I have continued the suspension of the 
rule since I have been in office, because I think 
it is not right or just that these men should 
be allowed a gradually increasing salary, while 
the other servants of the department get 
no increase. The suspension of the rule will 
continue, and in the meantime those men will 
be paid at the rate they are already recei vin:; 
until it is found desirable to move it. I think it 
onlv fair that these men shonld be subject to the 
rules which apply to all the other officers of the 
Government in the colony. 

::'vir. NORTON said: Mr. Speaker,-I do not 
believe that the other officers are entitled to a 
similar increase under a similar classification. 

The MINISTER :FOR WORKS: No, cer
tainly not. 

Mr. NORTON: That makes all the difference. 
The hon. gentleman said it was not right, fair, 
just, or honest, that these men should get this 
increase; but if they were entitled to it, accord
ing to their chtssification, they should get it ; and 
if it is considered that they should not get it, 
then instead of suspending the rule under which 
they become entitled to the increase, it ought 
to be altered altogether. If the rule may be 
suspended for six months, it may bp, sus
pended indefinitely or altogether. Is it 1:ot 
far better to alter the whole system and glVe 
those men to understand at once that they 
are not to get the i'JcrcasH to which they are 
now entitled? At any mte that would do away 
with the suspicion of unbir dealing upon the 
part of the Government, in whose employ the 
men are. \Vhen these men received their ap
pointmeats it was with the understanding that 
if their services were efficient they would be 
entitled to the increase of salary, the object 
being to induce them to fit themselves for carrying 
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out their work properly. If that inducement 
to make themselves efficient is taken from them 
it will not only create dissatisfaction wi~h tl:w 
manner in which they are treated, but It will 
create throughout the whole service the snsp!cion 
that none of them c:m be snre w bother he will be 
fairly treated or not. It disorganises the whole 
service ·when a promise-or smnething n1ore than 
a promise-a rule of this kind is not ot1rried out. 
I am quite sure, as the lives and propmty of the 
public so lar"ely depend upon the efficiency of 
the rail way se~·vants, tlmtit is the greatest possible 
mistake that any action should be taken by the 
head of the department that may have the 
effect of making these men careless or less 
anxious to carry out their work efficiently. 

RAILWAY RETRENCH1IEXT AT l\1ARYBOROUGH. 

Mr. ANNEAR said t Mr. Speaker,-! wish 
to brhw urder the notice of the :Minister for 
·works ~hat I consider the very unfair treatment 
the district which I have the honour to represent 
is receiving at the hands of the officials of the 
·works Department. J?uring the _last fevi~ years 
we have been incre11smg our railways m the 
\Vide Bay district, and have added conRiderably 
to the number of miles constructed in that 
district, and yet I find that the department is 
going to reduce consid~rably the number of men 
employed in the re)Jan' shops at Maryborm1gh. 
I quite agree with the remarks of the lea<;~er nf 
the Opposition the other night when he smd we 
should not reduce the expenditure to such an 
extent whereby the safety of the public might 
not be fully secured. In the 8outhern dis
trict of the colony the commissioner has cut 
down the probable estimate by 7~ per cent., and 
in the Wide Bay and Bnrnett district he pro
poses to reduce it. by 23~ p~r cent: Hon. rr:embers 
are well aware that the railways m the \VIde Bay 
district are new railways, and are not so consoli
dated as the railways in the South, which have 
been in existence for many years, and yet I am 
aware that a number of men in Maryborough 
luiVe been told their services will be dispensed 
with. I do not ad vacate that these men should 
be employed if their services are not required, 
but I do advocate that the \Vide Bay district 
should receive the same treatment as the other 
districts of the colony, and as the Southern 
district especially. I wish also to reply to a 
remark made by the hon. member for Burke, 
Mr. Palmer, the other night. That hon: mem~er 
stated, and seemed to have a pleasm'e m statmg 
it that the rail WllVS in the \Vide Bay dis
t;ict only paid 9s. 5~d. per cent. I find frm:1 
a return laid on the table of the House tlns 
session thtlt the following 'are the earnings of 
the several Queensland railways per mile since 
January 1st to the end of August last : Southern 
and \V estern Hail way, nearly £337 per mile; 
Maryborough Railway, £308; Northern Railway, 
£30510s. ; Central Railway, £185; Mackay Rail
way, £12G 5s. ; Bundaberg, £87; and Cooktown 
Railway, £55. 'rhe Bundaberg line is th~ only 
line which shows a decrease, and these figures 
prove that with one exception the line from 
Maryborough to Gympie is the best paying line 
in the colonv. Seeing the goldfields that are 
bein" opened up in the district, I have no doubt 
the Bundaberg line will also soon bec<,>n:e a 
paying line. I sincerely trust th~t the lVInnster 
for \Vorks if we are to have a pohcy of retrench
ment, will see that it is carried out ~n a fair and 
irnpartia.l manner, and I \Vish to clarm, as one of 
the members for J\Iaryborough, that snch should 
be the case. It must be apparent to every hon. 
member that it is very unfair that there should 
be a reduction of 23!, per cent. in one district 
and a reduction of oi1Iy 7!J per cent. in what is 
at all times the favoured district, the Southern 
district of the colony. 

CHINESE oN RussELL RivER. 

Mr. HAMILTON said: Mr. Speaker,-! wish 
to take advantage of the motion fur adjourn· 
ment to read a c telegram I have just received 
from G oraldton tmcl I do it now so that the 
Premier may rdp!y to this matter in his reply 
to the remarks of the hon. member for J\Iary
borough. The telegram is as follows:--

HFearing po~'3iblc clanger :\Iowbr!ty's advice being 
followed regar(ling line drawn for Cln~le~5e at confinc:lcc 
of Cave Creek at Uppm· 1-tussell I gtve you to under
stand he is ~urrcndering largest portion of goldfield to 
Chinamen against Euro}Jean miners' -..vish 1ye want no 
beinr-" but Chinese €\.eluded from Rnssell Rrver ·waters 
the\·"" having no hand in its discovery rrhis is to fo.re
stafl 1\Io\vbray's report fparing petition too l~te \Vluch 
will be forwarded as soon as the necessary ~ngnatun:s 
are attached. 

H CHRTS'lTE P.\L]!ERSTOX 

'"Rnssell River Diggings.'' 

I received this telegram about !mlf-an-hour .alSo• 
It appears fr<>m this that there IS to be a petltwn 
from miners on this goldfield to t)1e effect t~at 
Chinese shall not be allowed to mterfere w;th 
it in any way · that there shall be no !me 
drawn and that the Chinese shall not be per
mitted to set foot upon this goldfield at all. 
This tele"ram has been sent to me by l\Ir. 
Christie Pbalmcrston, the discoverer of the fie!d, 
and I am perfectly certain he endorses the WI~h 
of the whole of the miners there, for no place m 
Queensland has suffered more from the invasion 
of the Chinese than the north of the colony, and 
no class has suffered more from then: than tJ:e 
miners. Cooktown was the first portwn of ~his 
colony they invaded, and the Palmer Gold F~eld 
was the magnet that drew them there. At one ~nne 
from lG,OOO to 17,000 Chinese were on that field. 
.Mr. l\Iacrossan, the hon. meill~er fo; Towns
ville, saw the danger long before It a~n ved, an.d 
brought that clanger under the notwe of Sir 
Samuel Griffith and other members of that party ; 
in fact, their neglect to hke any action. in check
ing the invasion of the." yellow agony'' was one 
of his reasons for movmg a vote of want of ?on
fidence in that side of the House. I have hved 
for years on the Palmer, and I know very well 
the effect of the invasion of the Chinese. I know 
miles of gullies which are now desolate, a!'d 
which but for the Chinese, would be peopled with 
Euror;ean miners; and the same thing will accrue 
here if prompt action i~ not tal~en.. Th~refore ~ 
take the first opportumty of brmgmg this nnder 
the notice of the House, in the hope thn;t ~ome 
action will be taken to prevent. the C:hmese 
being allowed to place a foot on this goldfield. 

'rhe PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-! do 
not rise to answer the very remarkable historical 
statements nf the hon. member for Cook. 

Mr. HAMILTON: Because you do not like 
them. 

The PHEMIER : Everybody knows how true 
they are. 

Mr. HAMILTON: Yes; that is the worst of 
it. 

The PREMIEH: And how untrue they are. 
I rise to answer the hon. member for Mary
borough, Mr. Annear. I do not quite ~nde;stand 
what he means by the great reductwn m the 
cost of maintenance of railways in the \VIde 
Bay district. In the Estim.ates !":id nn. the 
table the amount asked for tlus year IS precisely 
the same as last year, £37,927; so I do not see 
where the reduction comes in. I have before me 
the figures showing the actual expenditure last 
year in that department, and I see that the 
amount saved out of the amount voted was v~ry 
considerable. I find that in the locomotive 
department £13 350 was voted and only 
£10,000 spent, a~d that is the department 
the hon. gentleman has referred to, It 
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is considered that the extra £3,300 is quite 
sufficient to cover the additional expenditure 
owing to additional length. I prepared these 
estimates myself, and I know of no intention 
to n1ake any seriou~ reduction. I do not know 
that any n1ctn is going to be di~Ini::;sed. But it is 
a curious commentary on any attempt made by 
a Government to retrench: ''You n1ust retrench, 
but you must not dismis.s one man ; you must 
retrench, but you must not reduce one man's 
salary; you must not pay one shilling les> to any
body in particular, but in general you are to save 
several hundred thousand pounds." It always 
happens that way. It is not the first time I have 
heard cries for retrenchment followed by objec
tions to any reduction in .single items. 

Mr. l'ALfviER said: Mr. Speaker,-Like the 
Premier, I do not quite understand the hon. 
member for iYiaryborough. In the Tre!lsurer's 
tables in connection with the Financial State
ment it is recorded beyond doubt that the 
return for capital invested in the \Vide Rw and 
Burnett districts for the yenr 188G-7 was 0s. 5l,d.; 
and it is not improved if we look back a few 
years. In the last year it was only £1 5s. Id. ; 
the year before that, £1 13s. lld. ; in 1883-84, 
when all the railways were paying very fairly, 
the Central returned £4 Gs. Sd., and this one 
£1 4s. 9d. I did not refer to the matter with 
any glee at all ; I stated a solemn fact. I did 
not dance a "corrobboree" over it or go in for any 
gesticulations; I simply stated, in quoting the ro
turnsfrom all the railways, that the \Vide Bay and 
Burnett district railways only returned !Js. 5&d. 
per cent. on the capital invested. I would like 
to refer to the matter brought up by the hon. 
member for Cook. I have several times advo
cated that the simplest way of settling this 
matter with regard to Chinese on goldfields 
would be to refuse to grant them miners' rights 
at all; then there would be no chance of this 
continual irritation which exists and will continue 
to exist between the European digger am! the 
Chinese. If that course were ado]Jted the 
revenue would not be decreased to any great 
extent, and it would settle the matter at once. 

Mr. BAILEY said: :Mr. Speaker,-There is a 
very simple explanation of the mistake into 
which the hon. member hasfall~n with reference to 
the Maryborough and Bundabergrailways. There 
has been an annualloss on the line from Ilundaberg 
to iYiount Perry, and that loss ha.s been debited 
to the Maryborough and Gympie line. I was 
careful in framing a motion which I intend to 
move to divide these two lines so as to show the 
actual returns from each. The fact of a losing 
line being tacked on a well-paying line caused 
the mistake the hon. member has fallen into. 
In Table T the hon. member will find all the 
information he requires. 

Mr. ADAMS said: Mr. Speaker,-I think 
what has fallen from the hon. member with 
reference to the Bundaberg and l'dount Perry 
line might very well have been allowed to lie 
quiet. The day is not far distant when the 
Bundaberg line will be on3 of the best paying 
lines in the colony. I shall be very much sur
prised if, when the first section of the .\Iun
garr line is open for traffic, the Gympie and 
i\Iaryborough line does not fall back very much 
indeed. Now, with reference to the i\Iinister 
for \Vorks' statement that other men onght 
to be considered as well as firemen, driver,,, 
and guards, I would say that the o( her men 
the hon. member speaks of were engaged at 
a fixed salary and knew exactly what they 
were to get; but the men I spoke of were to 
have their salaries raised year by year according 
to their merits. There was a positive agreement 
entered into between those men and the Govern
ment to which I think the Government are 
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bound to adhere ; if they do not it is a case of 
repudiation. The other men have not to be 
taken into consideration at all : it was an agree
ment with those men, and those men alone. 
These 1nen have been endeavouring to work 
themselves up to a state of efficiency, and many 
of them, I have heard, obtained a higher classi
fication last year, but could get no more salary. 
I beg leave to withdraw the motion. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 

CHINESE ON RussELL RIVER. 

Mr. HAMILTON said: Mr. Speaker,-! beg 
to move the adjournmeJ<t of the House. Just 
now I brought under the notice of the Govern
lllent a matter of public interest, bnt the 
Premier, instead of replying to it, denied the 
truth of some statements I made on the autho
rity of the hon. member for Townsville, Mr. 
i\Iacrossan. Every man in this House knows 
:Mr. i\Iacrossan, and also the Premier; and I do 
not believe there is a man in this House who would 
not sooner take the word of J\ir. JV1acrossan than 
that of a gentleman whose mind is always a blank 
when facts are against him. I wish to have an 
answer as to whether the Premier intends to 
take any action in connection with the telegram I 
read to the House. Perhaps he does not, for it 
is very well known that though continually pro
testing, for political purposes, his disapproval of 
the Chinese, he has taken very little action in 
keeping them out of the country. Even within 
the last session or two, when a 1~ill was intro
duced to exclude Chinese, and the Opposition 
wished to increase the prohibition, it was opposed 
by the Premier. Perhaps he will deny the 
truth of that, but it is recorded in Hansard. 
I have read a telegram from the prospector of 
this field stating that the Chinese are encroach
ing upon this goldfield ; that the white men are 
the discoverers, and the Chinese have no locus 
standi; and it is the wish of the white residents 
of the field that they should be protected against 
the Chinese. I therefore again ask the Premier 
if he is going to take any action in connection 
with the telegram I have read. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said: Mr. 
Speaker,--In reference to the subject-matter 
of the telegram to which the hon. member has 
referred, I may say that a recommendation was 
made the other day by \V arden Mow bra~· that a 
certain portion of the district should be pro
claimed a goldfield, and it is inttnded to give 
effect to that recommendation. Then, if the 
Chinese attempt to go on the field to the detri
ment of the w bite miners, the law can be put 
into force to prevent them. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I beg to withdraw the 
motion, i\Ir. Speaker. 

J\Iotion, by leave, withdrawn. 

MOTION FOR, ADJOURNMENT. 
EXTENSION 01!' THE CENTRAL RAII,WAY. 

Mr. PATTISON said: Mr. Speaker,-I very 
much regret to have to move the adjournment 
of the House to draw attention to another matter. 

HONOCIUDI.E ME~IDERS; Oh! 

Mr. P ATTISON: I have been here for some 
tin1e no\v, and hn-.;e never yet taken advantage 
of the forms of the House. The grievance I 
have to bring under the notice of the House 
and of the country is in reference to the very 
unsatisfactory reply given by the Minister for 
\Vorks to a deputation that waited on him last 
Thursday with respect to the extension of the 
Central Railway. The Minister for Works is 
laughing, but it is no laughing matter to the 
members for the Central districts, or to the 
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residents of those districts. 'When the £10,000,000 
loan vote was passed it was passed in a very 
hurried manner, and, much to the surprise of the 
Central districts, the whole amount for them was 
something like £G30,000; a very larf(e portion of 
tlmt was sup[J<l'ed to be for Lhe pmpose of extend
ing the mil way from Barcaldinc to the Thum
son. The members for the Central districts had 
very great difficulty htst ses;;ion in getting 
the plans laid upon the table, and it was 
only a week or tw" before the close of the 
session that they were very unwilling-ly laid 
on the table. \V e were afterwards informed 
th>tt tenders for the extension of the line would 
be called at an early date ; and yet the Central 
districts have been waiting anxiously for nearly 
twehe months for those tenders to be called. 
Recently the senior member for llockham]Jton ex
tracteda prnmiHe from the late ?>IiniHter for \York; 
that tenders would l>e called at an early date, lmt 
that promiHe a1•pears to have gone the way of the 
other promises. The reply given by the l\l.inister 
for \Vorks to the deputation that waited on 
him recently gave the impression that there is 
a great deal of uncertainty whether the line will 
be proceeded with or not. \Vhen questioned on 
the Sllbject, JYlr. Curnow said the plans were 
ready for the extension a, far as Ilfracombc, 
and the JYiinister for \Vorlcs, when informed 
of that, told the deputation that it was a 
matter for tbe Cabinet to consider when 
tenders would be called, and that it wets alto
gether a matter of finance whether the line would 
be proceeded with or not ; and if it was to be 
proceeded with, he could not say to what extent. 
That is a very unsatisfactory state of mattm·s 
in regard to rail way extenHion in the Central 
district, ami it is not the answer the Minister 
for \Vorks should have made to the deptitation. 
\Ve have hitherto displayed a considerable amount 
of patience in being satisfied with promises, but 
we find we have to do sornething ~tronger than 
to rely on promises; and I would like the 
answer of the l\linister for \Vorks to go forth 
to tbe country, and show what are the intentions 
of the Government with respect to the Central 
district. \V e are on the eye of a general election. 
Do not ]Qt the Central districts be again deluded 
with pr,nnises of railways if they will send mem
bers here to support the Government. I say the 
sum set apart was not such a sum as the 
Central district b>tcl a right to expect ; but 
we were satisfied, and the least the Govern
ment shuuld do is to have tlmt sum of money 
spent as we were led to believe it would be 
spent. The only sum in addition to the 
£G30,000 on the Loan Estimates was £-±,000 for 
finishing the court-house at Rockhampton. 
Those are the only two sums the Central district 
was to get out of the £10,000,000 loan. I do not 
care upon what basis a comparison is made-
whether upon population, revenue, or any other 
basis-but I say the Central district did not re
ceive a fair share of the £10,000,000 loan, even if 
tbey get it, which is very uncertain. It may be 
said that the earnings of the n1ilway have so 
fallen off that the Government are not justified 
in extending the mil way further; but I say that 
special m1uses have led to the falling-off of late, 
and that, according to the public returns; the 
Central Railway h:td been one of the best paying· 
rnilways; aml I believe, sir, when the colony 
r,ocovers from the depres"ion of the p<:st few yenrs 
it will again take its old po,ition, nnd justify the 
extension not only to the Thnrnson, but <-tlso to 
the South Australian border-a point which I 
hope to see reached, even in my lifetime. I 
think I have st~id all I need say, Mr. Speaker. 
My only desire is that the JI.Iinister for \Vorks 
will, in his reply, let the Central districts know 
what to expect, as far as the extension of the 
railway is concerned. 

The PllEMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-When 
the Minister for \Vorlcs received the deputation 
recently, he told them that it was a question of 
finance, and so it i". 'l'he intention of the Gov
enunent is, uncl always has been, to extend 
the rail way as far a8 the Thouumn ] ii ver; 
but the qnestion of calling for tenders now, 
or later, iH a question of tnoney, and until 
we aTe in full ]l0'31)essinn of facts concerning all 
the liabilities alrmvly incurred, and likely to be 
incurred, during the present fina.ncial year, as 
again"t tlw money in hand to meet those liabili
tie":l, the Govern1nent will not make any pron1h;es 
a.s to when tenders will be c:1lled. There are 
several railways in the same position, the con
struction of which, when the plans are passed by 
this House, will be pushed on with all possible 
S]Jeed. The Government have never yet broken a 
promise they have made. But to suppose tbr.t 
every rail way can be made at once is to talk like 
children. IV e know perfectly well that our 
borrowing capacities tl,re limited, and we h:1ve 
no right to svend rnore tha.n rt certain anwunt 
in any one year, even if the English capitalists 
will lend us the money to do it. I am not in a 
position-- although I expected to be in the 
position to-day-to give rnore inforn1ation on 
the subject now than I w>ts last \Vednesday or 
Thursday, when the hon. member for Bowen 
asked his c1uestion. The information I then 
expected to receive I have not yet got; I arn 
now promised it this evening. But until the 
Government are in a position to know exactly 
what are the outst>tnding liabilities against the 
loan vote, what money there is in hand to carry 
on works, and when it will be desirable to go to 
the market for more money, we cannot give any 
definite answer as to when any tenders will be 
called for, or for what lines. Another serious 
question with reg-ard to the Central R'ti!way 
is ,,-hether it shoul,l be extended in one section 
or two-to Ilfracombe Creek, or all the way to the 
'l'homson, in which case the whole would be let 
in one contract. In my opinion it will be far 
!Jotter to have working plans complete all the 
way to the Thomson before tenders are called 
for. As I said before, the Government intend 
to carry out that railway as soon as the state of 
the finances will allow them to do so, but not 
sooner. 

l\Ir. MOREHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-It 
is about time some member entered a protest 
agninst the W1ty in which the Chief Secretary 
treat., hon. members, aml especially hon. mem
bers on this side, when dealing with this ques
tion. He g-ets up and abuses members of the 
Opposition for thn f:wlts of the Government. 
Is it our fault that the Government lmve so 
muddled the finances of the colony that, to use 
a familiar expression, they do not know whether 
they stand on their head or on tbeir heel? And 
yet the hon. gentleman has the audacity to get 
up and lecture us who have a perfect right to 
seek to press on works that have been promised 
by the House; and to tell us that we are like a 
lot of schoolboys. He says we address him like 
schoolboys because we dare to ask the Govern
ment to carry out what the House has 
said should be carried out. vVhose fault 
is it that the present state of the finances 
is bad ? Is it the fault of this side of the 
House, or of the other? Every se><sion of Parlia
ment the Premier and his ~ollcagues have come 
down with fresh schemes of tttxation. 'l'hev 
h1we tC~xed the colony on every occa"ion when 
they lmve brought in a Budget, in one form or 
another, and now we are told t.hat the finances 
are in such a deplorable condition that they can
not tell uR how they stand at tbe present moment, 
and that we ought to know better than bother 
the Government under such depresssing circum
stances. Never, I think, in the history of this or 
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of any other colony has there been an instance 
of a Gove;nment admitting-, on the one hand, 
the g-ross mcompetence with which they have 
manag-ed the finance; of the colony, and' on the 
?ther h~nd abusing- members of the Opposition 
m partwular, and some also on the other sirie, 
because they den1ancl the expenditure th>tt has 
been promised and to which this House is 
pledged. The same story to which we have now 
been tre.:,terl was told to the hon. member for 
Bowen the other night. But for gross mis
management of our railways and finances all 
these works could have been carried out ~uite 
ea,i!y. . It appears to me rather. an anomaly, 
and a httle too hard upon the mhabitants of 
the colony, that the Government should have 
taken the late Minister for Lands from that posi
tion to make him 1\Iinister for \Vorks. But I 
suppose it was because he had made a mess of 
the administration of the Land Act that he was 
put into his new position to m~ke a mess of the 
\Vorks Department. After wh~t has taken 
place, I should have thoug-ht that in the recon
struction of the Government he would have 
been put into the Treasury. He was there 
when the leakage took place, and if he is ~ood 
at stopping leaks he might have been sent tl~ere. 
I hope he is better at stopping leaks th;cn he is at 
electioneering. \Vith all the debating society in
fluence he brought to bear yesterdtty at Toowong, 
no doubt assisted also by the Rail way Depart
ment, he was unable to defeat his late colleague 
and had to content himself with a minority of 
five. No doubt that is the reason why the h<m. 
gentleman looks so despondent this afternoon. 
I think if he had attended to his Worb De
partment instead of electioneering he wonld have 
done a great deal better. I would ask the hrm. 
gentleman to serionsly consider, in connection 
with our railways, the enormous discrepancv 
w~ich ex_ists between the cost of managing th'e 
ra1lwa:ys m the South. an;! the cost of manag-ing 
them m the other d1strwts. According to the 
returns, the cost in the South is £377 10s. per 
mile ; in \Vi<le Bay and Bnrnett, £287 per mile ; 
and in the Central division, £248 per mile. I 
trust that dnring the recess, which he is likely to 
enjoy shortly, he will take the opportunity of 
finding out ho\v these great discreprmcier~ exist, 
and the cause of the vast expenditure that haB 
taken place in the department over which he 
now rules. I again enter my prote>t against the 
action of the Premier-against the way in which 
he treats hon. members who simply ask for what 
they are fully entitled to. · 

Mr. 1\IURPHY said: Mr. Speaker,-While 
on the subject of the Central Railway I should 
like to urge upon the Government-1-"t any rate 
when they get the money, and I do not know 
how near or how remote that event_may be-that 
they will take the line from the present termimm 
to the Thomson River in one section. If they 
stop at Ilfracombe Creek it will he necessary 
for them to go to considerable expense in pro
viding water for the inhabitants of the township 
that is sure to spring- up there-also for the use 
of the railway and the men working upon it-
which will not be necessrtry if they let the whole 
length in one section. l<'or the purpose of the 
work on the line sufficient water could be 
obtained at a trifling expense ; a d:un ,imilar to 
those required on sllf,ep stations won!<! be snffi
cient. If the first section should stop at Ilfm
con1be, as large a township \vill 8pring; up there 
as Barcaldine is now ; and it will be a far more 
difficult task to supply the residents with water, 
as there is no river or large creek at Ilfracmn be, 
as there is at Barcaldine. I hope the Govern
ment will let the work in one contract to the 
Thomson, and then the very considerable 
expense to which I have alluded will be saved. 

Mr. FF:RGUSON said: Mr. Speaker,-I am 
glad the hon. member for Blackall has brought 
this matter before the House. I was at Rock
hampton lately, and I know very well what 
the feeling of the J:h3ople there is upon it. The 
Chief Secretary has told us that the Government 
have never broken any promise they have made. 
I can tell him that they have broken their 
promises on this very question several times
twice, at all events. Last session a promise was 
made that tenders would be called for the exten
sion last June. That was not done. Seeing they 
were not doing anything in that direction, 
about a month ago I asked a question on the 
subject, and the answer I got from the late 
Minister for \Vorks was, that the plans were all 
ready as far as Ilfmcombe-about forty miles, I 
believe, beyond Barcaldine-and that tenders 
would be called for in about three nvmths; that 
h8 wonld be prepared to call for tenders in about 
three months from that date. The pre~ent 
Minister for \Vorks, in reply to a deputation 
which waited upon him, said he could not tell 
them when the tenden would be called for. It 
seems clear to me that the Government intend to 
shelve this railway as long as ever they can; 
they want to shelve it until the whole of the loan 
money is expended. Out of the £10,000,000 
loan estimate, £3GO,OOO was specially voted for 
the Central Railway, and not a shilling of that 
has been expended yet. No tenders have been 
called since that time ; so that the Government 
have not yet commenced the expenditure of the 
loan money that was voted for this railway. 

The PREMIER: That is absurd. 
Mr. l<'ERGUSON: \Vel!, at all events, there 

has been very little, if any. I know there has 
been a small amount expended on the Emu Park 
line, but that is a very small matter-only about 
£GO,OOO altogether. So that I can see this quite 
clearly: that the Government do not intend to 
<lo j wit ice to the Central district. vV e see from 
the Financial Statement we received this morn
ing that that distt·ict has not had a fair share of 
expenditure in accordance with the money re
ceived from it. Every other district-at least 
the two other divisions-h:we received over 
the amount they are entitled to, so that the 
only district that is not fairly treated in the way 
of revenue is the Central; and in regard to loan 
money, I am quite certain they will not get a fair 
share of that. Even the small amount voted the 
Government decline to expend. \Ve hear a great 
deal about the agitation for separation in the 
Korth, but I think the Central district is the 
one that ought to agitate for separation, and 
if we cnnnot get something nearer justice 
than we are getting from the South, I, for 
one, will be prepared to go with the North. 
We find that the Fortitude Valley railway is to 
be constructed at enormous cost to the colony, 
although I cannot see that it will increase the 
revenue even £10 a year. vVhere is the increased 
revenue to come from ? There will be no 
additional tra.ffic on the new line; so that the 
Government are going to spend hundreds of 
thous~nds of the people's money on that line and 
get no return for it. And yet here is a railway 
tlmt is reqnired to open np new country in the 
Central district, and which has always met with 
the approval of every member on both sides of 
the House, nnd the Government will not call 
fur tenders for it. 

:I.Ir. J\foWHANNELL said: Mr. Speaker,
As one of the deputation th::tt waited upon the 
~Iinister for \Vorks on this question, I must say 
that I was rather disappointed with the reply that 
we received. Some members, especially those re
presenting Southern constituencies, are, perhaps, 
not aware that there [\re twelve miles of railwa;v 
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on the Central line over which no traffic runs. 
That twelve miles is beyond Barcaldine, and the 
Government are now at considerable expense in 
having to maintain that part of the line, upon 
which no traffic whatever runs, except when we 
are honoured with a visit f1·om the Colonial Sec
retary or the Postmaster-General. I am not f[Uite 
sure whetl1er it was used on the occ.tsion of the 
visit of the Governor to the district. That part 
of the line is of no use or service to the district 
whatever. Now, sir, with regard to J3arcaldine 
itself, a considerable sum of money will have 
to be spent there if it remains the terminus 
for any length of time. It has no water three or 
four months after rain has fallen. There is a 
supply-acomparatively limited supply-of water 
about four miles distant from the township; but 
if that has to be used by the residents aml for 
railway purposes as well, I question if it will be 
sutficient. The only other resource they have 
would be to run water trains some twenty 
miles along the line, which would add very 
considerably to the expenses. Some mention 
Jus been made of a creek called Ilfracombe. 
That is only a small creek, on which I believe a fair 
site for a dam is to !Je found close to the rail way 
line surveyed there. It would have to be more 
a tank than a dam ; there would be a consider
able amount of excavation necessary, at large 
expense, and eYen then in a severe drought it 
would not be likely to be permanent. It would 
be entirely useless as a supply of water for a 
large population. I would strongly recommend 
the :Minister for \Vorks, when he calls for 
tenders for the extension of this line, that 
it should be let in one section right through 
to the 'l'homson. I daresay some mem
bers are aware that the inhabitants of Barcal
dine slightly objec.•t to the extension of the 
line, but that arises to a certain extent from 
selfishness. They have been to the expense of 
putting up buildings there, but at the same time 
the whole of the surrounding country to the 
westward has a better claim to the extension of 
the line than the residents of. Barcaldine have 
for stopping it, because when they erected their 
buildings they knew perfectly well that it would 
only be the terminus for a short period. There
fore they knew exactly what to expect when they 
put them up. 

Mr. BLACK said: Mr. Speaker,-I think, 
sir, the members who have spoken on this subject 
on this side of the House have very good ground 
of complaint; and I think that the admission of 
the Government shows a weakness on their part 
which this House should take into serious con
sideration. They have now had the management 
of the finances of the colony for four year,, and 
I can say safely that no Government in this or 
any of the other colonies that I am aware of has 
hacl such confidence reposed in them as has been 
reposed in this Government, and no other Gov
ernment that I am aware of has ever had the 
same amount of money at their disposal. And, 
sir, I do not know any other Government that 
has ever made such a weak admission as has 
been made by the hon. the Chief Secretary as 
Colonial Treasurer this evening, of the hopeless 
muddle they haYeallowed thefinancesofthe colony 
to drift into. And what is the result? That all 
further expenditure from Loan Ji'und upon public 
works is to be deferred until the Government have 
been able to go thoroughly into the state of the 
finances. J'\Ir. Speaker, that is a most deplonble 
admission for any Government to have to make. 
"When are we likely to get this analysie of the Loan 
Fund? \Vhy, sir, if the Treasnry Department 
had been carried on with the smallest amount of 
etficiency, it is a return th::tt should l:;e available 
in two or three hours. Instead of that we had 
the matter referred to last week, and still the 
Government are as much at sea as ever they were. 

The hon. gentleman stated that the prosecution 
of any further public works involving expenditure 
from Loan Fund would have to be deferred until 
they had ascertained how that fund really stood. 
\V ell, sir, I would like the hon. gentleman to give 
some explanation to this House why he accepted 
a tender for the Fortitude Valley lint',. Surely 
the expenditure for that lino is to come out 
of the Loan :Fund. I think-and I know that 
my opinion is held by many members of this 
House, and by many people outside-that this 
is probably one of the most unjustifiable items of 
expenditme included in the £10,000,000 loan. 
At all evente, in the present state of the 
finances of the country that is certainly a 
line that might very safely have been deferred. 
The time may come when that line might very 
fairly be made, but just now, when our finances 
are so seriously hampered, when additional 
taxation is proposed in order to halance the 
reYenue and expen•liture uf the country, we find a 
totally unnecessary expenditure, to the extent of 
£175,000, sanctioned by the Government, while 
at the same time they say they will not go on 
with other public works until they have ascertained 
how they can make both ends meet. There is a 
plan 1 see before me on the table of the House 
in connection with the South Brisbane exten
sion-what is to be the fate of that? Are 
we going to waste time discussing it \V hen the 
Government do not intend to carry it through? 
And I ask, sir, are thi~ Government competent 
to go on with the public works, invol vingthe expen
diture of large sums of money, after the election 
which, I am happy to sr1y, resulted as it did 
yesterday in the return to this House of the hon. 
ex-Treasurer, a gentletnan who we know will 
r1ssist in passing the Estimates? I think that 
shows very plainly, sir, that the Government 
has not that support in the southern part 
of the colony which they anticipated they had. 
I am perfectly certain, sir, they have not the 
confidence of the country, or the more northern 
portions of it, especially in reference to the 
expenditure that has been going on out of the 
£10,000,000 loan since it was passed. The hon. 
member for Rockhampton stated that little or 
nothing of the amount voted for the Central 
districts has been expended out of the r1mount 
voted, with the exception of the Emu Park line; 
r1nd I think he is r1bout right. I will take the 
N m'thern districts; I do not know of any ex
penditure out of the portion voted out of uhe 
£10,000,000 loan for the Korth. The expendi
ture in regard to the Cairns-Herberton railway 
was voter! by the previous Government, and the 
amount voted for the Bow en rail way still re
mttins unexpended, and the Government do not 
intend to go on with any of those rail ways except 
the Gulf line. 

The PREMIER: That is being gone on with 
now. 

Mr. BLACK: TheGovernmenthavenotdone 
r1nything but that. In fact, the only expenditure 
out of that £10,000,000 loan has been in the 
southern part of the colony, where only £1,000,000 
out of its share of that loan has been spent, 
while the Central and Northern divisions have 
had 110ne. 

The PRE::\UER: Konsense! 

::\Ir. BLACK : It is not nonsense. The hon. 
gcntlen1an if:l 1.velcon1e to say "non;;;ense"; but it 
is not non··ense. I hold in my hr1nd a table which 
se~ys that in the Southern division, out of the 
railway loan vote, there is £2,14H,668 unexpended. 
Now, the amount apportioned to the Southern 
division out of the £10,000,000 was £3,140,000, 
and I think if the hon. gentleman deducts one 
amount from the other he will see that the 
South has only had expended £1,000,000 out of 
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its share of the £10,000,000 loan for railways; 
while the Central and Northern districts have 
not had any expenditure at all. 

The PREMIER: You are altogether in error. 
About £4,000,000 has been spent. 

Mr. BLACK: If the hon. gentleman considers 
he will find that the moneys which have been 
spent in the Central and Northern di,.·isions of 
the colony were moneys voted by the previous 
Government; so that the amount apportioned 
to these districts out of the £10,000,000 loan has 
not been expended at all. 

The PREMIER: \Ye have only borrowed 
£6,750,000 as yet. 

Mr. BLACK : If the hon. gentleman will 
take adYantage of the pFesence in the House of 
the late Colonial Treasurer, that gentleman will 
give him the information he is certainly not in 
possession of at present. Now, the hon. gentle
man also said, lYir. Speaker, that the Govern
ment never broke promises. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: They never carry them 
out. 

Mr. BLACK: I think that is a statement 
that will not bear examination, and again, now 
the ~x-Colonial Treasurer is in the House, I 
would refer to the promise which was broken 
with regard to the dredge which was to be sent 
to Mackay as a Christmas or New Year' a gift to 
the people there, and which has just now been 
sent to Bundaberg, to fulfil, no doubt, some very 
necessary work there. But there is no doubt 
that that is one of the most glaring promises 
the Government ever broke. I think that the 
Government, after the admission they have 
made of the mnddle they have got the finances 
of the colony into, should take seriously into 
consideration the position they occupy now. I 
do not think this House is justified, Mr. Speaker, 
in going on with any more work at all, and the 
sooner we go to the country the better. 

Mr. STEVE~SON said : Mr. Speaker,-As 
one of the Central members I have my pnltest 
to enter in regard to the non-Pxtension of the 
Central Railway. The Premier seems to talk as 
if this was something new brought before him. 
\Vhy, sir, last session this was pressed upon him 
by eYery member of the Central districts, and it 
was pointed ont to him then how much more 
it would cost the country now, than if tenders 
had been called before the last section was 
finished. It will cost much more now than if 
tenders had been called then, and yet even now 
the I'remier tells us that he is waiting for further 
information, which he had hoped to have to-day, 
bnt which he has not received vet. It seems 
to me perfectly absurd for the hor!. gentleman to 
begin talking in this way abont a line which has 
been passed by the House, and forw hi eh the money 
has been voted. The Premier has tried to lead 
hon. members and the country astray by talking 
about constructing a line from Normanton to 
Croydon-a line which has never been brought 
before the House at all, and which is not included 
in the £10,000,000 loan. I think the Government 
slwnld have taken into con~;ideration what were 
national lines and have conetructecl them,insteHcl of 
constructing the paltry lines which they hav~: clone. 
One promise made by the Government has been 
carried out, and that was the one made by the 
Minister for \Varies to the people at Spring
sure. That line that hem. gentleman previously 
designated as a "job" that would not pay 
for the grease on the wheels; but the Gowrn
ment have carried out !.hat promise and 
hove stopped a number of national under
takings like the trunk lines in the Central 
and Northern divisions, while these "jobs," 
as they have been designated, have been 

carried out. It is disgraceful that the Premier 
should tell us he is waiting for information in 
regard to this line. He knew perfectly that the 
money was voted, and the delay has caused great 
expense to the colony, and we are now as much 
in the dark and know no more than we 
did twelve months ago as to when tenders 
will be called for the line. It is disgraceful, 
and we ought to hrwe some explanation from 
the :Minister for \Vorks, who sits in his place 
and hears everybody talking in regard to his 
department, whilst he is not game to get up and 
say one word about th8 matter. He leaves it in 
the hands of the Premier to do his work for him, 
and that gentleman alway• puts us off by saying 
that he is waiting for information. vVhen we 
asked him some days ago a question on a 
financial subject, he told us that he had only 
been two days in the Treasury, and that by
and-by he would give the information; and now 
he tells us that he is not sufficiently up in the 
finances to be able to tell us when tenders 
will be called for the extension of the Central 
line. It is time we had a Treasurer who 
knows how the fimtnces of the colony stand, and 
when we can learn when tenders will be called 
for a milway for which money has been voted. 
But we rtre put off from week to week, and from 
month to month, and from year to year ; for this 
question was brought forward last year in the 
same way; and is not new to members of the 
Government-but yet we are only as far forward 
now as \Ve were then. 

Mr. NORTON" said: Mr. Speaker,-:For my 
part I am not at all surprised at the Premier's 
statements tlmt the Government never broke :1 

promise. I believethehon. gentlemanhasrepeated 
that so often that he has come to believe it himself 
at last. Nobody else does, I am sure. Hon. mem
bers this afternoon have mentioned several cases 
where promises have been broken in their dis
tricts. Promises have equally been broken in 
my district. In regard to the Port Curtis and 
Bundaberg line, a promise was broken, and it is 
the same from one end of the colony to the other, 
except in some favoured places. 

The PREMIER : \Vhat was the promise 
broken there? 

Mr. NORTON : It is no good the Premier 
trying to bluff my strttement in that way. He 
tr'iecl to l1luff me the other night in regttrd to 
what I said concerning the Bowen railway. The 
hon. member interjected while I was speaking 
that there was no report upon it. There has 
been a report in the House for years, and I knew 
there waR a report, and I do not know why 
Hansard, in refmring to thg matter, accidentally 
put a "not" in rny remarks where there ought 
to have been none. I may have inadvertently 
said that I did not know it. 

The PREMIER : Y on did certainly assent 
to what I said. 

::\lr. ::\'ORTO::"f : But I do know that there 
was a report. I think I said there was a report, 
and Hansanl made the mistake twice. 

The PRKMIER: HansaJ'(lmade no mistake. 
1\Ir. MOIU:HEAD : It only makes mistakes 

in your speeches. 
The PitK!'\IIER: You did assent, whether 

you intended to or not. 
::\lr. NORTON: I take this opportunity of 

'aying that I dissent, becctuse I knew at 
the time that there was a report, and if I 
did assent to the hon. gentleman's statement 
I did so iHadvertently. I knew that the 
report had been presented to the House, and 
that it was referred to by myself at the time 
the railway was passed by the House. I have 
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been looking the matter up and have found 
the report. I am not going to read a lot of 
extracts from it, but I will just point out one or 
two short statements which I think ttre sufficient 
to damn the Government for ever in connection 
with the proposed railway to the burnt-out coal
fields on the Bowen River. Here is l\Ir. Jack'tl 
report of forty pages which was presented to the 
House in 187\J. 'rhat report was referred to at 
the time the proposed vote of £100,000 for a rail
way from Bowen to Coalfields was before the 
committee. Here is what Mr. Jack says with 
regard to the Kennedy seam :-

"Burned with ditliculty in a strong wood fire, the 
result, in scarcely diminished bulk, being a redc1i~h 
shaly ash.JJ 

That is the coal from the Kennedy seam, in the 
val nable coalfield to w hi eh a rail way wn,s to be 
taken. Of the Garrick sen,m he says :-

" ltBllUired a strong wood fire to keep it burning, and 
left a good deal of bro,vn ash. . . . On follmving the 
Garrick seam from E. to \V., it becomes broken up 1)y 
one and sometimes two layln·s of hard ferruginous coal, 
exhibiting a tendency to columnar structure." 

With reference to the Macarthnr seam he says:-
"This seam is accompanied by a sheet of doleritc, 

which has rendered it smutty and almost useless 
throughout. rrhc portions which are sommvhat better 
arc too thin to be practically workable." 

And that is the tone of the report all through. 
JYir. Jack reported that in some places there was 
coal which was not destroyed by volcanic action; 
but on the whole, so far as the report goes, it 
shows that it was a burnt-out field ; burnt out 
in consequence of the volcanic action thttt has 
taken place in that locality. I mention this 
matter because the Premier made a bold asser
tion when he corrected me by saying that 
there was no report on that field before the 
House ; and it is just like a great many 
more of his assertions. The hon. gentleman can 
brazen a matter out as well as anyone when 
he likes; and I take this opportunity of referring 
to the report to show that my statement was 
correct, and that at the time the vote for the 
proposed railway from Bowen to Cmtlfields was 
passed the hon. gentleman simply induced hon. 
members to pass it by his personal influence. 
\Vith regard to the question referred to by the 
hon. member for Blackall, I do think that the 
Central district has been treated exceedingly 
badly, both with respect to the Central line aud 
other matters for which the money h:m been 
voted by Parliament. Of course, now that the 
Premier comes down and sets up his back 
and says that he is not prepared to do any
thing to push on the construction of that 
railway until he knows how the finances stand, 
we are obliged to protest, as we have already 
done, against the action taken by the Govern
ment in reference to the :Fortitude V alley mil
way. \Ve know perfectly well, and the Govern
ment know perfectly well, that that line cannot 
be carried out, as far as it is proposed to he 
constructed, for the sum voted by Parliament, 
and, in addition to the cost of making the line, 
considerable expense must be incurred in putting 
up buildings which will be required for the use 
of the railway when it is built as far as is now 
intended. There must be a central "tation, 
and, according to the report of a deputa
tion which waited on the lvlinister for \Vorks 
the other day, I see tlmt it is proposed 
to build a temporary station-to erect some 
wooden structure. That will simply be a waste 
of money, because if a station has to be built 
there at all it will be a great deal cheaper to 
put up a good building than to put up :t tem
pomry. concem which will have to be pulled 
down m the course of a year or two and be 
replaced by an expensive and more substantial 

structure. I agree with the members who 
have spoken that the conduct of the Govern
ment with regard to the whole of the Central 
district is such that any member representing 
electorates in that part of the colony cannot fail 
to make his protest against it whenever the 
opportunity occurs. 

T\Ir. P ATTISON said: l\Ir. Speaker,-! have 
a very few words to say in reply. It appears to 
me that there is the so,me amount of uncertainty 
now about the matter that there was when the 
deputation left the Minister for Works. I think 
it is the duty of the Government, if they wish to 
show consistency with regard to their intention 
to postpone the Centml Hailway until they have 
ascertained the exact finances, to apply that rule 
to all other railways as well, especially to the two 
railways in Brisbane-the :Fortitude Valley and 
South Brisbane railways. Let that be done, and 
then it will go forth to the country that they are 
consistent. I believe, however, that in one of 
these cases n, tender has been accepted. If that is 
so the adion of the Government is scMcely fair to 
the Central district of the colony, and it shows very 
bad reasoniHg on the part of the Premier when 
be says that he must first ascertain the state 
of the finances before ho gives us our railway 
extension, which wtts promised four years ago. 
I think we might all be stttisfied to delay the 
matter some little time to give the Premier an 
opportunity to realise the state of the finances 
of the country generally; but this rail way is 
embraced in the lo:tn vote of ten millions. \Ve 
find that the Premier this afternoon said that 
something-like six and a-half millions has been 
spent. 

The PEEMIER: No; about four millions. 
Mr. PATTISON: The hon. gentleman said 

we hn,ve yet to go into the market for £2,700,000 
of that loan vote. 

The PREMIER: No; £3,200,000. 

Mr. PATTISON: The hon. gentleman said 
that r,bont six and three·C]Uarler millions had 
been borrowed. 

Tl1e"PHE1II.Erc:-.A-n.d th::it< feaves£3, 25o; ooo. 
Mr. P ATTISOJ'\: Yes; there is about three 

and a-quarter millions yet to be floated. If we 
hnve no chance of obtaining this extension 'vhen 
we had ten millions, it stands to common sense 
that we have less chance now when the loan 
has got down so low. And if we have to wait 
until another loan is floated, I very much doubt 
whether we shall ever get the extension. I 
therefore think it is very much better to put a 
stop to all the railways at once, and stop borrow
ing. \V e are borrowing altogether too fast; the 
interest on our debt will be a most serious thing 
for the Legislature to consider in a few years, as 
almost the whole of our revenue will be swal
lowed np in pttying· intereet on the construction 
of 1nany, to n1y n1ind, useless and lJolitical rail. 
ways. \Vith the permission of the Hou,e I will 
withdraw the motion. 

'rhe PEEliiiER : I object. 

lluestion--That the House do now adjourn
put and negatived. 

Mr. PATTISON said: J\Ir. Speaker,-! lmve 
a great mind to call for tt division, to show in what 
w:ty the junior member for Hockhampton will 
vote, as he maintains silence on the subject. 

PRINTING COM:YIITTEE'S REPORT. 

J\Ir. FHASEH, on behalf of the Speaker, 
presented the second report of the Printing 
Committee, and moved that it be printed. 

Question put and passed. 
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FORM.KL MOTIOKS. 
The following formal motions were agreed to:

By the PTIE:YIIER-
'l'hat .Jfr. :\Iorgan be appointed a. member of the 

rriniing Committee. 

By the PR:lL\liER-
That this House will, at its next sitting, rc"')lve 

itself into a Committee of the \Owlc to consiller the 
dcsirablem·"-" of introducing ~L Bill to furllwr amcud 
thu Immigration Act of lt18i. 

By Mr. STEVj£Ns-
'l'hat there be laid lllJOn the table of this House, the 

evidence taken in connection 'vith the recent arlJitra
tion cases, as follows:-

Rail way Extension from Becnleigh to ?\ crang,-
1Icury Schneider, G. A. Hope, Albcrt lt.ugc, 
Stanlcy IIarris, Robcrt :JicCrcadie, .,rHiiam 
Stark, Jacob F. :Jicngcl, E. Camp bell and Co. 

Extension from I .. oga11 Tillage to Beando;ert,
John Waters) 1YilliamiJaunders, Arthur Bryant. 

QUEE~SLAND FISHEIUES BILL. 
SEOO~D READI~G. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-This 
Bill was introduced by the hon. member for 
J£noggera when Colonial Treasurer, at tbe 
instance, as I understand, of the Inspector of 
Fisheries and persons who are familiar with the 
fishing industry. Under the existing law the 
size of the mesh prescribed is, I believe, too small. 
The present Act provides that no mer;h shall be 
used smaller than three and a-half inches across the 
mesh stretched diagonally from knot to knot, 
but that a smaller mesh may be used for taking 
whiting and gartish. It is found in practice that 
the rne~h is too large for taking whiting and too 
small for taking larger fish, and it is desirable that 
there should be modifications to meet the actual 
state of things. vVith respect toprawnsandgarfish, 
there is now a modification, but it is said that a 
great dettl of injury is done by taking prawns by a 
net at all. 'rhose are some of the principal matters 
to which attention has been called. I have 
received a letter signed by all the principal fisher· 
men in ::VIoreton Bay Cltlling attention to defects 
in the law as it stands, and inviting relief, and 
all the r;nggestions they make are dealt with in 
the Bill with the exception of the practice of 
"stalling "--that is, enclosing a rmrt of the 
water with a net so that at low water when the 
tide runs out the fish cannot escape. That is an 
extremely destructive process and ought to be 
prohibited, and it is proposed to deal with it by 
an mnendrnent in clause G when we get into 
c•mnnittee. The object, of course, of a Bill of 
this kind b to prevent immature fish being· taken. 
Onr fishing inclu:-;try is not at present as h1,rg·e at; 
it might be, but I believe our se>cs contain fish of 
many kinds which might provide a mo.>t useful 
hanest. lVIany countries in the world, we know, 
subsist almost entirely upon their fisheries; 
and I believe a great deal more might be clone, 
a gre.:::tt 1nany nwre people .-::upported, a,nd a grc1t 
deal more profit derived from our fisheries 
than is derived at present. The destrudion of 
valnable tish is therefore a mo.st injmious 
thing, and it is well worth while to do what we 
can to prevent it. I do not Juyself feel 'lualitied 
to offer an opinion as to the weight of tish men
tioned in the schedule, with the exception of 
perhaps nne or two. I beli•:vc for whiting 3 ""· 
is a rather small weight, and with respect to 
garfish I think :] oz. is much too small. \Vith 
respect to the other fish mentioned there may 
be various opinions; lmt I do not think much 
amendment can be made in the Bill in this 
respect with any advantage, though something 
may perhaps be said with respect to bream 
when we come to the schedule. There are 

not many material changes in this Bill as 
compared with the present Act, and the most 
important, I think, have reference to the change 
in the size of the nets nnd the prohibiting of 
taking prawn% exc,,~pt \Vith a scoop-net. There is 
another very ilnpnl'tant provision prohibiting the 
tc'king of particular kinds of fish at pat-ticular 
periods of the year, or in particular waters. For 
instance, as an illustration of this, I may say 
there is a pl<tce in l\loreton Bay Cltlled Swan 
Bay, which is at a certain time of the year the 
breeding-gwund fur a very vnluable fish-thet. 
1nangrove n1ullet-and if fishing was allowed there 
at that time it would do a great deal of harm 
and no good. It is therefore very neces
sary that the power should be given to pro
hibit fishing in particular waters at the breed· 
ing time of the fish. Almost the only other 
important provision is that throwing the onus of 
proof that fish is not being taken for sale upon 
the persnn charged with that offence. I believe 
that this Bill willmttke all the changes desirable 
in the present Act, and I believe that hon. mem
bers familiar with the subject are agteed that it 
is a very good Bill. I move that the Bill be 
now read a second time. 

Mr. STEVENS said: Mr. Speaker,-I am 
very glad indeed that the Government have 
intrOlluced this measure, which has been sadly 
wanted for a very considerable time. The 
present Act, although in appearance a stringent 
one, Ins been so worded that it is very difficult 
to secure a conviction under it, and C[uantities of 
fish are being destroyed every year illegally, and 
the inspector is utterly powerless to bring- the 
offenders to book. No doubt the fishing industry 
is increasing in in1portance every year, and will do 
so more rapidly than at pre,ent when our rail ways 
are extended to one or two towns on the coast-
for ilbtance, to Clevehcnd and South port. I have 
no doubt that once these railways are constructed 
large <1uantities of fish will be sent into the 
metropolis daily. ~While I am fully in accord 
with the principle of this Bill I believe some of 
the clauses reC[uire modification. I am aware 
that there is as much difference of opinion 
between fishermen as there is proYerbially 
between doctors, but as there are several ardent 
and experienced fishermen in this House, I 
hope by putting their heads together they 
will be able to agree up•m the chLlses of this 
Dill, and render them, pm·lmps, more suitable 
tlnn they appear to me to be at present. 
I think that one or two amendments might be 
made in the Bill, and thoug-h it may be said 
this should be done in committee, if hem. mem
bers now express their intention to make altera 
tions they y, ill ha \'e time tu consider the ideas 
expreHed on the subjed by other members as 
well as their own. In clausn 4 T think it should be 
stated that the measurement of the mesh should 
be taken from the inside of the knot instead of horn 
knot to knot, as it 1nay rna..ke a difference in Rorne 
ca,es of from a quarter to half an inch. In sub 
section 1 of clau::;e 4, I suggest that the ditnen~ioru:i 
of the me.sh should be increased from 1~ inch to 
2 inches in the bunt and 3 ilJChe~ in the wings ; and 
tlmt there ,,)wnld be a new subsection introduced 
specifying the c;ize of the net to be used fur taking
sea mullet. This tlsh is much lar;erthan the other 
mullet, and it would be a g-reat mistake to allow 
fishermen to takeseamulletof a small size. I thi11k 
the net for sea mullet ~hould have a mer;h 4 inches 
in the bunt and 4~ inches in the wings. My ideas 
on this subject are continued not only by practical 
experience, Lut frmu conversation ·with fisher
men. I think clause 5 is ltn admirable one, as 
hundred;; of tons of fish are destroyed every year 
by fishermen emptying their nets upon the dry 
beach, as it simplifies matters for them. Thio 
clause provides that the nets shall be emptied in 
the water, so that there will be no fear of fish 
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dying while they are being extricated from the 
net, and there is a special penalty provided 
for an offence against this portion of the Bill. 
Clause 8 is a very good one, as it provides that 
prawns shall be taken in a scoop-net, but the size 
of the mesh in the scoop-net is not specified. I 
think that is a rather important omission, as it 
is not likely a person catching prawns will riddle 
them immediately on catching them; and if the 
mesh is too small and if there is no mesh 
the small prawns caught would be destroyed 

"'before the fish were riddled. Clause 16 is also 
a very necessary clause, and provides that no 
explosives or poisonous matter mav be used in 
taking fish. Some time ago, before" I was aware 
that it was illegal, I saw a person throw from a 
steamer in the Bay a charge of dynamite into the 
water for the purpose of procuring some fish, ftnd 
next day on rowing past the beach close to where 
this occurred, I saw from 200 to 300 fish lying 
dead upon the beach. So that all those fish were 
destroyed and wasted by the use of the explosive. 
I think clause 18, under which the Governor in 
Council may prohibit the taking of fish from 
certain places, is a very necessary provision. 
Anyone who has had practical experience of 
fishing in the Bay knows that soruetimes a fish 
has almost entirely disappeared from the Bay, 
especially from certain [Jlaces where it used to be 
plentiful. No doubt, the fish u,;ed to assemble there 
to spawn, and as there wa" no law in force to pre
serve that portion of the ground, they were fairly 
driven away or destroyed. I think the schedule 
should be altered in several instances, but as that 
is purely a matter of detail I shall not take up 
the time of the House by iniicating where I 
think the alterations should be made. In a 
great many cases I think the size of the fish is 
too small. I am very glad, indeed, that the 
Government have introduced this measure. I 
think it is one of very great national importance, 
and that the benefits derived from it will be felt in 
a very short time. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,- I 
think it is time that a measure of this kind 
became law, but some of the provisions of the 
Bill no doubt require modification. I do not 
speak from my own personal knowledge, but from 
what J have heard from those qualified to form 
an opmron. However, the Bth clause i> one 
which it does not require a fisherman to form an 
opinion of. It provides that-

" Any person found using any net in Q.neensland 
'vaters shall, on re(lUCst by any person, be bound to 
give his na,mc and place of residence." 

I do not think that clause can stand as it is; it inter
feres very much with the liberty of the subject 
that any person whoever cttn go up and compel 
a 1nan, who 1nay have a license, to give his n~1ne 
and address. That seems very strong·, unless an 
infringement of the law is actually going on. 
\Vith reference to the 12th cl,c;usA, it has been 
suggested that when a boat is li.censed it should 
be marked, so thttt it may be recognised. I am 
told that in the 'rorres Straits fi;;heries bnats oYer 
three tons are charged a fee of 10s. a ton for all 
abo1·e that measurement. I think it would be 
as well to assimilate this clause with the cbuse 
of the Act in question. I think, too, that some· 
thing ought to be done with regard to crabs. 
Hon. members have no doubt seen a statement 
in the Press that the cmbs have almost been 
destroyed in Moreton Bay. Of course the 
holders of fishing licenses should be allowP<1 to 
catch crabs, but I think that persons wishing to 
go in for crab-fishing on its own account should 
be compelled to take out licenRes too. It has 
been pointed out to me that the 17th clause 
might have injurious effectR. 'rhe oyster beds 
are all staked out by Government officials, and 
anybody dredging on an oyster bed is really on 

the property of a private individual, but if his 
nets were torn, under this Bill he would have a 
cause of action against the person who put in the 
stakes. It may be said that people would not 
fish on an oyster bed, because their nets would 
be torn, but under this clause they would have 
their remedy. 

The PREJI.IIER : That is an old section. 

Mr. l\:IOREHEAD : It was mentioned to me 
by a person interested in oyster beds. Hmvever, 
these are all details which can be taken into 
consideration in committee. I believe the Bill 
is brought in for a good purpose, and will have a 
very good effect. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said: Mr. Speaker,-I have 
a few words to say on this small but very 
important Dill. I am exceedingly glad it has 
been introduced, for it was very much wanted, 
and I have no doubt it will be the means of 
presen·ing that useful class of food known as 
fish, and also of giving employment to a multi
tude of people and their families. I have read 
the Bill c;crefully, and with a very few amend
ments it is a good one, and embraces almost all 
that can be said on the subject. As for the 
weights of the fish in the schedule, as far as my 
judgment is concerned-and I have had some 
experience-they are all too small, and I hope 
when the Bill goes into committee the schedule 
will be so amended as to increase the size. The 
hon. member for Logan, 1\Ir. Stevens, has devoted 
attention to the different clauses, and explained 
them in a more satisfactory manner than I 
could. :For myself, I am particularly pleased 
that by the interpretation clause the Bill is made 
to apply to fresh water as well as salt, because 
I may mention that at great expense and trouble 
a number of useful fish-especially European
have been introduced into the colony, and I have 
every reason to suppose that they have been 
increasing and multiplying. They will be not 
only a great source of amusement to the people 
g·enerally, but a great ad vantage to the colony 
as a whole, as food fishes. I hope the Bill will 
pass without any dissent. There are a few amend. 
ments that may be made, but they are of such 
a character that I do not think there will be 
much objection to them. 

Mr. HAYI:ILTOJ'\ said: Mr. Speaker,--I think 
there is a general consensuf::l of opinion about one 
point, and that is that the sizes specified in the 
schedule are too small altogether. The minimum 
size of garfish is fixed at ~oz. Now, the ordinary 
table size of garfish is 2 oz. There are two 
kinds of garfish in the Bay, and the one which 
breeds about "\Vynnumis smaller than the ordinary 
kind, but I think 1 oz. ought to be the minimum 
size, and the mesh ought to be 1~ inch instead of 
ll; inch. Then, again, the minimum size of jew
fish in the schedule is 8 oz. But the fish runs 
up to about iJO lb., and I think it wouid be a fair 
thing to put a, 1niuiunuu size of about 3 lb. ]for 
rock cod, al"'' I think Hi oz. would be fairer 
th'm G oz. Sea mullet go up to G lb. weight, 
and the minimum is put down 8 oz ; I think 
it should be 1!, lb. or 2 lb. Certain other 
matters I thinlZ should be provided in this 
Bill. \Ve have an in,,pector now--JYir. :B'ison, 
the shipping inspector-·who occasionally takes 
a rnn down the Bay. I have heard that 
Mr. Tulk is under him, but I believe that 
gentleman is also manager of the l'vforeton 
Bay Oyster Company. I do not think it is 
exactly the thing that any person who has any 
connection with a fishing company down the 
Bay shnulcl hold such a position. \Ye ought to 
have an inspector whose sole duty should be in 
connection with these fisheries; and if we had a 
man residing in the Day who is accustomed 
to watch the habits of the fish, his personal 
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experience might afford us some very useful 
suggestions. I notice that any person using 
nets smaller than the size indicated here would 
be liable to have his net forfeited, :111d to be 
heavily fined. Now, fishermen, we know, are 
not in a good financial ]Josition generally; 
some of them have very vo,luable nets which 
they have been allowed to use under previous 
Acts, and I certainly think they should have 
some allowance made them when an Act 
is passed, making it penal to use nets 
which they have hithcerto been allowed to use. 
I also think that some allowance ought to be 
made to persons who have nets in stock. 
Another provision is that the amount paid for a 
license is to be double what it used to be-namely, 
10s. instead of 5s., and £1 for eo,ch boo,t ; and no 
m:1tter how long the license is in force the full 
amount h:1s to be paid. I think that if a person 
wishes to t:1ke out a license for six months he 
ought to pay only half the amount p:1id for :1n 
"'nnual license. 

Mr. DICKSON said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
present Bill bears the same relation to the Queens· 
land Fisheries Act of 1877 as the Oyster Bill of 
last session bore to the original Act-that is to 
say, both the original Acts were tentative; and 
experience has demonstrated tbe necessity for the 
alterations shown in the present Bill. In framing 
this Bill I took a great deal of trouble, not only 
to remedy existing defects, but also to frame it 
in such a spirit that it would not press unjustly 
or unfairly on those interested in the industry; 
and it was my particular instruction to the Port
master, before legislation was undertaken, that 
the whole of the fishing· industry should be 
ac<J.uainted witb the intention of the Government 
to legislate in this direction, and the fullest con
sideration given to the measure and the views 
of all interested obtained tbereupon ; and the 
present Bill is an embodiment of those views, and, 
I believe, will prove acceptallle generally to those 
engaged in the fishing industry. I am glad the 
Premier does not intend to allow the me~tsure to 
lapse this session. Had time allowed last session 
it would have been pressed by myself, and I am 
glad to think that it is likely soon to become law. 
The Premier has clearly explained the provisions 
of tbe measure, anrl I do not know that there is 
any matter on which I need speak fully except 
in reply to the hon. member for Balonnc, to whom 
the 9th c1'tuseappe:1rs an impertinent interference 
with men engaged in fisbing, inasmuch as any 
person found using a net must give his n:tme 
and place of residence when re'luested to do so. 
The clause was introduced to allow fisbermen 
themselves to check otbers; and a man in the 
isolated position of a fisherman is not likely to 
be molested by a large number of people wanting 
to know his name and :tddre·Js. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : My objection is that it 
may be done by any person, not only by fisher
men holding licenses. 

Mr. DICKSON: It is inserted with a view to 
allow fishermen to detect any person nsing 
a net other than the size prescribed by the Act, 
With regard to clause 17, I may say that it is 
a transcript of clause U in the present Act. \Vhen 
I left the office I handed the Premier the notes 
placed at my disposal, and I co,nnot speak from 
memory with regard to the various provisions of 
the Bill, but I may say that up to the time I 
left tbe Treasury I do not think tha schedule 
h:1d received the amount of considemtion that 
was intended. Therefore, I would a"k tbe 
Premier, before proceeding with the schedule 
in committee, to give full consicleration at any 
rate to the weights tberein stated, because I know 
the last time I consulted the l'ortmc.ster on the 
subject he expressed some uncertainty as to 
whether the weights and sizes mentioned in the 

schedules are the proper ones. I am g-lad to 
observe from the debate that the Bill is likely to 
be accepted, and I tbink it will prove a valuable 
improvement on the existing law. 

Mr. PAL::\IER said: Mr. Speaker,-With 
reference to clause 16, I would ask whether it is 
intended to be applied to aboriginals, because 
from time immemorial they have been in the 
hctbit of killing fish with poisonous materials. 

Question-That the Bill be now read a second 
time-put and ]Jassed. 

Committal of the Bill made an Order of the 
Day for to-morrow. 

LOCAL ADMINISTRATION BILL. 
SECOND READING-·RES(J}IPTION OF DJCBATE. 

On this Order of the Day being read, 
Mr. MOREHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-I 

have thought, and I believe many other hon. 
members have thought, after tbe statements 
which have fallen from the Premier not only 
to-day, but also on previous occasions, as to the 
terribly embarrassed state of the finances of 
the country, that he would have abstained from 
pushing this measure. He told us no later 
than this evening that it is utterly impossible 
for him to inform this House or the country 
what the financial position of the country is at 
the present time. 

The PREMIER : I said nothing of the kind. 
Mr. MORE HEAD : Then I do nr,t understand 

the hon. gentleman's language. 
The PREJ'\UER : I said I could not tell the 

extent of our obligations in regard to the Loan 
Fund at tbe present time. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: He has told us this also: 
tbat the revenue of the colony at tbe present 
time is insufficient to meet expenses, even on the 
existing scale of expenditure. In fact, it llecomes 
a very serious 'luestion as to whether his estimates 
should be proceeded with on the existing scale. 
It is perfectly e.-ident that the Government 
have suffered a defeat, htwing been placed in 
such a position that they were ollliged to with
draw their taxation proposals ; yet they still per
severe witb estimates on the same scale to meet 
which the land tax was intended to go a con· 
siderable way. And we are now asked to pass a 
measure which will entail an BX]Jenditure of we 
know not what. The Premier himself, in moving 
the second reading of tbis Bill, made an admis
sion practically to that effect; and neitbe.r when 
speaking on tbis Bill, nor on the :Financial 
Districts Bill, did he indicate in any way 
what the expense to the country would be 
should the measure become law. In moving 
the second re:1ding of the Financial Districts 
Bill, tbe hon. gentlem<tn said, speaking of the 
scheme:-

"It may lY.: said. that it will cost a great deal of 
money. I do not think so, hccau.-:;e it is only work now 
done here that will be done there instead." 

He does not think it will cost the country much, 
but he abstains from giving us any idea of what 
the State is likely to be called upon to pay. 
Before such a measure was introduced to the 
House, the Premier, I think, ought to have 
framed some fairly reliable data as to wbat the 
cost would be, instead of asking us to take, as it 
were, a leap in the dark. Fnder the Bill as it 
stands, although it is only proposed at the 
present time to <tppoint two under secretaries 
-one at Townsville and one at Rockhampton
yet it is quite within the power of the Govern
ment for the time being to create seven under 
secretaries in each place, as in Brisbane. 

The PREMIER : There would not be any 
salaries for them, 
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Mr. JI.IOREHEAD: If there are no salaries 
there will be no under secretaries; that goes 
without saying. ·what I urge is, that it is quite 
on the cards, under the powers contained in this 
Bill, to appoint seven under secretaries in each 
place. It is quite true that, as at present con
tern plated, there is to be only one under secretary 
in each place, but as soon as the one unrler secre
tary is appointed, complaints will be made tlmt 
the work is too much for one man, and that 
certain portions of it are neglected; and then 
another under secretary will be appointed to take 
over a portion of the work from him, thus mate
rially increasing the cost of administration. 
There are some extraordinarily vague phrases 
employed in this Bill. Take the 5th clause, for 
instance, which sttys that-

'f The said under ser,ret.arics to the Government shall 
respectively have. exercise, and perform, with respect 
to all matters arising \Vithin or relating to their respec
tive districts, the same pmvers, authorities, and duties 
as are l1ad, exercised, and performed, by the under 
secretaries at Brisbane of the several departments." 

"Where are those authorities defined? So far tts 
I know there is no definition of them. If 
there is any, I, n,nd I am sure most other hon. 
members, are in the dark in regard to it. I have 
never been able to discover where the duties of 
under secretaries in Brisbane are defined, nor 
have I ever heard of any Act of Parliament 
relating to that subject and contttining any 
fixed definition of those duties. That clause, as 
it stands, seen1s to rne, therefore, 1nisleading. 
But it ttppears that in cases of difficulty or 
where the under secretary may be in doubt, he 
has to telegraph to the ::Yiinister in Brisbane for 
instructions, and some of the remarks of the hon. 
gentleman on that point seem rather amuoing, 
and are cel'tttinly not favourable to the present 
heads of departments. In his speech on the 
:Financial Districts Bill, dealing with this ques
tion, he says :-

"R.cfcrcnce will be made to the l\Iinistcr in such 
matters as require his ~tnthority"-

I do not know where his authority ceases or 
begins-

" l\Iost of the correspondence will be done by telc* 
graph, and in ca..scs where that cannot be Llonc"-

This is the expres,,ion I wish to call particular 
attention trJ-

o; it will take no longer to send the papm·s down than 
if the Under Secretary in llri::>banc had to receive them 
and take them fr'1m his room to the :Jlini.:;tcr." 

That is a most extraordinarv statement. I did 
not know that the power of locomotion of our 
under secretn,ries was so rigidly limited that it 
took them three or four days, or perhaps ten 
days, or even a fortnight, to take papers from 
their room into the room of a "Ylinister. I 
do not know whether the hon. gentleman 
intended to convey that impression, but I am 
quoting from the "revised gospel," ttnd therefore 
1 suppose it is correct. It must be evident 
to everybody that you cannot place ttn under 
secretary, no Inatter how good, far from his 
b.ase, an<_! then put the electric telegraph itlong
side of hun, but he will not and cannot take the 
responsibility which ttn under secretary in Bris
ba?e would. Therefore, I think this is simply 
gmng to an enornwus expense, and trying an 
experiment which can only result in failure. I 
do not think this scheme will be of any benefit to 
the districts it is supposed or intended to benefit, 
and it will be an enormous addition to the cost of 
govern1nent-an addition cmning at a time \V hen 
our financial position most certainly does not 
wttrmnt it. I suppose the <Juvemment willpre.ss 
this 1neasure to a second reading. 

The PREMIER: Hear, hear ! 

Mr. MOREHEAD: I sincerely trust that 
hon. members on both sides of the House who 
grasp and fully recognise the great financial 
straits we are in at the present time will pause 
before they throw another very serious expense 
upon the shoulden; of the alre>tdy over-burdened 
taxpayers. I shall oppose the second reading of 
the Bill. 

The MINISTlm FOR WORKS said: Mr. 
Spoaker,-The objection taken to this Dill 
hy the hon. gentleman who has just sat down, 
looking at it from a practical point of view, 
seems to be tlutt the officers appointed to the 
Central ttnd Northern districts would be no 
better able to deal with matters brought under 
their notice than if they were in Brisbane. But 
the hon. gentleman htts sufficient knowledg-e of 
the working of the departments to know that 
the under secretttries deal with a great amount 
of detail work without referring to the Minister 
at ttll. It is only in matters of i!1lportance that 
they refer to the Minister, and in cases of th"'t 
kind they would be ttble to obtain speedy infor
mation by the aid of the telegraph. In that 
re"pect they would be of very great value. It is 
often very difficult to get at the material neces
sary to form a just opinion upon whttt a :Minister 
is called upon to decide. Take the Lands 
Departr!oent, for instance. I myself when in 
charge of that department often found it 
necessary to require an officer of the depart
ment to go out and report on a matter; and it is 
only after investigation by a competent ofl:icer, 
and on the informtttion he is able to furnish the 
:Minister, that a proper decision can be >1rrived 
at. Frequently I have experienced the neces
sity of sending an otlicer back over and over agttin 
in consequence of his not being able to grasp the 
whole case, sp that he could furnish <ell the in
formation which would enable the Minister to 
come to a decision upon its full merit". Officers 
of the kind proposed, appointed to the Centra.] 
and Northern districts, would be in valuable 
to a Minister, for they would furnish him 
with just the information he wanted to enttble 
him to come to a proper decision on any 
question that might be referred to him. The 
hon. gentleman, from the argument he has taken 
up, seems to maintain that everything ought to 
be centralised in Brisbane; that there should be 
no attempt made to take ordinary business away 
from here and spread it over the di;tricts where 
these matters require to be dealt with with as 
little delay as possible. He thinks they must all 
come here and filter through all the channels in 
Brisbane before they crLn he touched at all. Or 
probably he will maintttin that the only alter
native is separation. I do not know whether he 
is tt sepamtioni"t or not, but his argument indi
cated one of two thing-s-either that everything 
required to be done mu;;t be done in Brisbane 
or that it would give the North a good chance to 
seJ•arate from the South. A difference of opinion 
may exbt upon that point, which the hon. gentle
man did not attempt to explain, but the whole 
gist of his argument w'" that everything must 
come to Brisbane to be dealt with here. But I 
have pointed out that the difficulty in a great 
1nany nJinor nwtters is not insuperable; that 
many of the duties may be diocharg-ed with 
conYenience to the departments by an otlicer 
representing the G-overn1nent as i~ here proposed. 
To those gentlelllen who look forward with so 
much confidence to the separation of the ~ orth 
from the South, I wi!I direct their attention to 
a letter written by the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, Sir Henry Holland, in answer to 
the separation petition. 

Mr. rALl\IER: \Vhat paper is it in? 
The PHEMIER : One laid upon the tttble 

this afternoon, 
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The MINISTER :FOR WORKS : It is 
a short letter. I will read all of it, so that hon. 
members may grasp the whole thing:-

H TilE SECR~:1'ARY OF STA.Tl~ :Folt THE COLOJ\ lES to rrrm 
GovERl\OR or QUEEl\.':iLA~D. 

"Downing street, 1-1-th June, 1887. 
"SIR, 

"I have the honour to inform vou that I have 
carefully lJCrusccl the cm•rt>.pOntlcncc ,\rhich has taken 
lJlace respecting the proposerl sepan1tion of the northern 
part of Queensland, and I have taken a.dvantage of the 
presence of SirS. W. GriHith in this country to hem· his 
expla .. nation of the vie\V~ helll by the ColOnial Govern
ment on this subject. 

"On the 17th and 20th ultimo !received a deputation 
of gentlemen, including the Honourable II. Pinch
Ilatton, 3-Ir. ~I. Hume Black, :J.I.L.A., Mr. I. Lissncr, 
1\I.I.J . .A.,, and the Honourable }f. ·Finch-I-Iatton, ~LP., 
who advocated the formation of a new colony in 
Northern Queensland. I enclose reports for communi
cation to your Government (as corrected in tllis 
department) of the proceeding~ which appeared in the 
Att!iltalian 'l'imes cuul Anglo .:.Yew Zealander, and from 
\Yhich you ·will observe that in conclnclin~ my l'C1Jly to 
the deputation I stated tlmt Her :Jlajesty's Government 
did not think at present that a sufficiently strong case 
had been made out to justify action on the part of 
Her :Jlajesty's Government; in the direction desired. 

'' lmpet·iallegislation, not supported by resolutions or 
legislation of the Colonial Parliament, for the purpose 
of taldng away a vortion-of the territory formally placed 
under the control of the local legislature by the Con
stitution Acts, would be a very serions interference 
with that re0<pousible government under which the 
settlement of the colony has been developed and its 
obligations have been undertaken, and woulfl be only 
justifiable if, after a yrolongecl trial, all other n1eans of 
removing any administrative defects or illClllutlitic"i 
should prove ineffective. 

"It \\rill be necessary in the first instance to test 
fairly the IH'Ollosals of your advisers for establishing 
branches of Government departments in the ~m·thm·n 
distr1cts, and to ascerta,in by a, careful system of 
accounts whether, after the cx11iration of a further 
term, a reasonable proportion of the colonial Tevcnue 
has been expended in the Xorthern districts." 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that shows very 
conclusively that the English Government have 
taken a reasonable and rational view of the 
matter. They say, "If this question can be 
settled by the proposals that the Premier has 
undertaken to bring in for their settlement or 
a1nelioration, or correction, there can be no l{eed 
for separation." Therefore those gentlemen are 
met entirely and completely. 'rhe conclusion to 
which the Imperial Government has come is 
that those who are agitating for Northern se para~ 
tion are not entitled to any cor'"ideration until 
this matter has been thoroughly and fairly tested. 
Now, sir, this measure th[lt has been introduced 
[lnd submitted to the House has a distinct and 
unmistakable tendency-it is an effort clear 
and distinct in that direction. Hon. members 
opposite may not agree with it altogether. Of 
course they do not agree with anything that 
comes from this side of the Hou "e; but, at ltll 
events, this is the best scheme the Premier has 
been ttble to formulate for the purpose of cor
recting the evils [lncl difficulties under which the 
North now exists. And it is distinctly pointed 
out in this letter thD,t until this is done the 
North has no right to ask the Im]Jerial Govern
ment to relieve them of their connection 
with the southern portion of the colony. 
That being so, I do not see how those hon. 
members can object to these measures. The 
hon. member who has spoken just now objects 
to this Bill because it does not sufficiently 
centralise the action of the Government in Bris
bane. Other hon. gentlemen who sit opposite 
say, "vVe will have nothing to do with it; we 
want separation pure and simple, and we will 
h[lve nothing at all unles,; we get thrct." I think, 
sir, they are very unwise in that respect. They 
ought to take what they can get and put it 
to the test. They say that if the proposal is put 
to the test it will probably fail. 

The PREMIER : They are afraid it won't 
fail. 

The J\111'\ISTER FOR WORKS: That is 
what is at the bottom of it. If they believe 
that, let them put their belief to the test ; 
and if the scheme is a failure then they 
can go to the Imperial Government and 
a:;,k for separation. ''Here," they can say, 
"is ttn attempt that has been rmcde to 
correct the evils under which we say we labour ; 
that attempt has failed, ttncl now there is no 
alternative but separation." And no doubt under 
such circumstances they would get it. They 
would have a very good case in ti:e event of thig 
scheme failing to effect the reasonable reforms 
proposed, and I am sure that they will make a 
greeit mistake if for party l'urposes they refuse 
to accept this atten1pt to correct the evils and 
mischief that they contend have been done to the 
North by the centmlisation tendencies of the 
South, and which one of them holds is the only 
me•tns of carrying on the Government. If they 
really believe that, they will accept this proposal, 
and put it to the test, and then they will be able 
to say whether or not they have a fair claim to 
be dealt with by the Imperial Government on 
the question of separation. I do not think any
body in the southern portion of the colony would 
raise a finger or utter a Vv'ord in opposition to 
their demand for separation if this proposal is an 
absolute failure. I am certain that I should not. 
I would be glad to see them go, and go at once. 

Mr. DON.ALDSON: On this one proposal, or 
the whole? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : I do not 
take one alone ; I take the whole. I attach 
much greater importance to the financial pro
posals than I do to this. Bnt this, I believe, 
will remedy to some extent the inconvenience 
and delays and annoyances we hear of sometimes 
in dealing with comparatively trifling matters 
that, under the present state of things, must 
necessarily come down here to be dealt with. I 
tl'mt, J\Ir. Speaker, that those hon. gentlemen 
who resent these measures so strenuously will 
take better counsel, and prepare themselves to 
give this question, [lt all events, a trial. If they 
do not do that-if they insist upon throwing it 
out entirely-I can only say that the Premier has 
done all he possibly can, and the Government have 
clone all in their power to meet them half-way, and 
to provide them with remedies-the only remedies 
they have been able to suggest to meet the case. 
If they have any suggestions, any better remedy, 
or any improvement that can be made npon this 
scheme, I am s"'tisfied that the Premier will bef[uite 
ready to consider them, and to consider them from 
any point of view, practical or otherwise-even 
from a sentimental point of view. I h,we never 
henrcl anything in the shape of~ suggestion fr·orn 
any member on the other side of the House as to 
the way in which these difficulties may be met. 
They h•we only one argument-that is, denuncia
tion of the South and of the Government, and 
the threat that unless they get everything they 
want they will have separation- the one great 
l'C:.;ult to which they look forward for everything. 

J\Ir. BLACK : J\Iay I ask the hon. gentleman 
the page •Jf the paper he quoted from ? 

The J\Il::'-fiSTER :U'OR WORKS : Twenty
five and twenty-six. 

Mr. NOR TON f.~id: Mr. Speaker,-! consider 
the three Bills which have been introduced in con
nection with the Northern f[nestion of great im
portance. At the same time I do not pretend to 
agree with this Bill; but I shall not go into the 
reasons now, because 1 do not think there is any 
occ:1sion to do sn. I Llo not wish to go into a long 
discussion, which I believe is merely time wasted, 

The PREMIER: No, 
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Mr. NOR TON: I think it is. Of course the 
hon. gentleman holds another opinion. But I 
will ask, is it right that a Government which has 
been practically defeated on their policy-on their 
financial proposals-,hould attempt to go on 
with the business of the country just as if 
nothing of the kind had occurred? Outside 
this House the Government is regarded as 
practically almost an extinct Government. If 
they had waited until they go before the 
country and got a majority of members to 
return them, then I should "'"Y it was a fair 
thing to go on with a question of this kind. 
But I say in the present condition of the country, 
and the present condition of the House, it is an 
absnrdity for the Ministry to go on introducing 
fresh Bills day after day, and trying to work out 
the session, as other sessions have been worked out, 
for the purpose of adding volumes to our stn,tutes. 
\Vhy, what is the men,ning of pn,s"ing all these 
Bills during the last four years? A large number 
of them have been amended, and it will be the 
same with many of the measures brought in now 
if passed into law this session. I am not a 
separationist in any sense of the term. I would 
like to see fair play given to the North, and so 
far as I can I will a,ssist them in getting fttir 
play ; hut I do not wish to see separation. I 
think it will not do any good-certainly it will 
not for the southern part of the colony, and I 
doubt whether it will for the northern pttrt. It 
is for the Northern people to decide whether 
they want separation or not. I say that it is for the 
Northern people to say, now that these Bills 
have been introduced, whether they are who,t 
they want or whether they will hrtve separation. 
Now that the'e Bills have been introduced and 
circulated, they will have an opportunity of 
knowing what the Government propose to do for 
them ; and let them say by their votes at the 
coming general election whether they approve 
of the course of action taken by their repre
sentatives in this House or not. If they want 
separation I presume they will do that ; but if 
they do not -- that is, the bulk of them do 
not - thev will send some other represen
tatives here who are prepared to accept the 
scheme brought in by the Government, or a 
modification of it, and who will assist in 
pa;;sing it in the next Parliament. But., 
Mr. Speaker, I do protest agn,inst going on 
with Bills, against wasting· the time of 
members of the House, and putting the country 
to an unnecesmry expense, when there is no 
practical object to be gained by it. The matter 
can be discussed without going on with the 
Bills. I think it would be better to take a general 
debate on the Northern question and the schemes 
proposed, and then let the thing be withdrawn 
ttnd put aside until after the general election 
has taken place. I do not wish to detain the 
House on the subject, because I really do not 
feel any inclination whatever to go into the 
discussion of Bills which require a great deal of 
consideration, and 'vhich, if onP goes into then1 
fully, must be gone into not in a general way, but 
with a thorough understanding of the principles 
which they embody, and with a knowledge 
which enableo one to refer to facts in order to 
show he is justified in supporting those principles 
or otherwise. 

Mr. DICKSO:'-T said: J\Ir. Spee~ker,--I sym
pathise with the Premier in what I know to be 
a gennine desire on his part to afford the K orth
ern and Central districts of the colony the addi
tional means of local administration which they 
have so long expected and demanded. I must 
say thn,t in regard to this Bill, it having 
been assented to in Cabinet before I ceased 
to be a member of it, I am at one with 
the Government in endeavourins to extend 
~ome means of local administration by which 

greater satisfaction mcty be given to those dis
tricts. But I would like to know what will be 
the probable cost to the country. There is n.o 
concealing the fnct that this Bill imposes an addi
tional amount of expenditure, and we must not 
for one moment accept it in the light that these 
offices will be established in the Central or 
Northern districts of the colony without a very 
larrre amount of increased expense upon the 
ge;eral taxpayer, and I look upon this as the 
thin end of the wedge. vVe have here under 
secretaries to be appointeLl in two districts. Bnt, 
when once this amount of local administration 
has been granted, there will be a demand for 
more. Not only that, but I can see clearly 
that if under secret::tries are established at Rock· 
hampton and Townsville, the Gulf country
Normanton-will have an equal right to have 
local administration. 

The PRE::\HER: Very lihly; some day. 

Mr. DICKSON : As the Premier says, some 
day. vVe must look upon this fact, if we accept 
the measure-and I intend to support the Gov
ernment in it, because I may say at once l am 
bound to recognise the fact that I assented 
to the principle in the Cabinet-that it will 
unc!oubtedly, at a very early stage, impose 
lnrge further expenditure. Now,, I regret t? 
think that our finances are not m that posi
tion that would justify us in entering upon 
an extensive scheme of decentralisation at the 
present time, and I should have been better 
pleased to have learned from the Premier what 
he intended to do in connectivn with the finances 
of the colony before proceeding with this Local 
Administration Bill. It is undoubtedly a very 
important measure, and I give the Premier 
credit for a sincere attempt to endeavour to 
satisfy the grievances of the Central and Northern 
districts of the colony in regard to local adminis
tration but we must not blind the country 
to the fact that the introduction of this measure 
will undoubtedly entail, and immediately enbil, 
a very considemb~e increase to our expel_lditure. 
It is, therefore, nght that we should v1ew the 
question in that light. As I have said before, I 
intend to vote for the Bill, as I was connected 
with it in Cabinet; but I think it would have 
been more satisfactory to the country, and have 
shown more sincerity on the part of the Govern
ment, if they lmd addressed themselves to the 
condition of the finance>, especially when we 
hear of a desire to retrench, and that retrench
ment is the motto of the day. Undouhtedly, 
under this Bill no retrenchment can be effected. 
In fact there will be an increased ex pendi
ture, a~d, to my 1nind, a schen1e involving 
this increased expenditure will not be deemed " 
sufficient qnid p,·o qno for the cry that has been 
mC~de for territorial separation. I shall support 
the Government in the scheme they have laid 
before us · but I should like to have had it 
n,ccompani~cl by some statement ~h_owing h~w 
the revenue is to be enlarged, proVIdmg the B1ll 
is passed, to meet the additional reC]uirements. 

Mr. PAL'\1ER said: Mr. Speal~er,-While 
the dellttte on the second reading of the Finan
cial Districts Bill was going on, I protested 
acrainst it as an insufficient llleasure jn regard 
t~ the leo-itimate demands of the North ; and 
I think the discussion we have had this even
inrr with re"arcl to the milway policy of the 
G~,·ernrnent 

0

in the North, as against the South, 
is sufficient evidence that the protest I then 
made was not without proper grounds. 

Mr. L Ui\ILEY HILL said : l\Ir. SpPaker,
I beg to call your attention to the fact tlmt there 
is not a quorum in the House. 

Quorum formed. 
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Mr. P ALMER: Regarding the protest I then 
uttered on the Financial Districts Bill, I have 
been fully justifierl, and I now enter my protest 
against this as an insufficient measnre-being in 
fact a supplement of that Bill. I do not see in 
any way how this is going to appease the cry 
from the North, and that opinion has been inten
sified very much by the discussion we have had, 
and the attempts which the only two members 
of the Government who have spok~n as yet made 
to plead the que,tion. The Minister for vVorks 
said this evening that the Government have 
done all they could to meet the wants 
of the North ; but I think that is suffi
ciently refuted by the complaints which have 
been made with regard to the spending of loan 
money. I should like to ask: Is there anything 
in this Bill, or in those which we lmve already 
discussed, that will give people resident in the 
North power over the expenditure of this money? 
l!'urthermore, with regard to the arguments used 
by the ex-Colonial Treasurer, the member for 
Enoggera. He said the time would come when 
the Western districts would also recjuire this 
power, and I think they require it now. So far as 
I can see, the people in the Western districts can 
do business with Brisbane quite as well as with 
Townsville, as the s>tme communication will bring 
them right through to Brisbane which will take 
them to Townsville. They will gain very little 
by a measure like this, or even by the Financial 
Districts Bill. vVe find provision mr..de in the 
Bill for the Central districts ; but they have not 
applied, or made any demands, so far as I know, 
such as the North have made for an extension of 
local government. I have never heard a voice 
from the Central district, and yet we have only 
one district centred in Townsville to meet all the 
demands of the North in regard to local govern
ment. And, furthermore, the Government have 
not taken us into their confidence with regard to 
the expenditure of these branch offices. To what 
fund will the expenses be charged? vVhu is to 
pay for the officers? Will they be paid from the 
general fund or from a fund collected in the 
district ? We find that the public expenditure 
has been enormously increased. The Govern
ment have added a ~i\Iinister, and have also 
added a new department-that of agriculture 
-to the public service, and now we have 
the proposals contained in these three mea
sures-the Financial Districts Bill, the Local 
Registries Bill, and the Local Administra
tion Bill. There is not the slightest doubt 
that there will be a very large increase of 
expenditure for oflicials and for carrying 
on the work of the departments. Is there 
one word in the measure to show from what 
funds the money is to be provided? There is 
very little in the Bill beyond the provisions for 
the extension of powers which are already in 
existence. I have known Government money to 
be paid by officials in the North for many years 
past ; Customs duties and other moneys have 
frequently been paid for wages, and contracts, and 
various other matters. I see very little in the 
measure in connection with the other Bill we 
have had before us to meet the demands that 
have been made in a legitimate manner in this 
House for the extension of local government ; 
and I enter my protest against the Bill because 
it does not deal with the matter sufficiently. 

Mr. BLACK said: :Mr. Speaker,-1 have 
carefully looked through thiA mea"ure, the third 
of the batch of anti-separation Bills, which is 
entitled "A Bill to make provi,ion for the estab
liqhment of branches of the several Government 
departments in the Central and Northern dis
tricts of the colony "; and I must say that, as a 
measure which is intended to give satisfaction 
to the more northern districts, and remove 
the griev:o;nces which led to the present strong 

demand for territorial separation, it will utterly 
fail in achieving that object. I will give 
my reasons why I think it will fail to have 
the desired effect. The Minister for vVorks 
referred just now to a letter of Sir Henry 
Holland, d:>ted the Hth of ,Tune, which was 
subsequent to the time when the deputrttion 
waited upon him in London to advocate the 
formation of North Quee1Bland into a new 
colony. The hon. gentleman certainly quoted 
what ~ir Henry Holland stated in that letter, 
but I do not think he explained to the House 
and to the country whether the views expressed 
in that letter were really expected to answer the 
objections which the deputations urged, and 
whether this measure is really carrying out the 
promise the Premier made to Sir Henry Holland 
previously. I will refer back to the speech of His 
ExcellGlwy the Governor, delivered at the close 
of last session. In that qpeech His Exc@llency 
stated that some measure for the extension of 
local self-government was going to be introduced 
this session, and that during the recess steps 
would be taken to prepare such a measure. His 
Excellency said:-

" }iy Uinister~ recognise the subject as one of para
mount importance. and llUrpose, during the recess. to 
prepare for submission to you a measure or measures 
havi11g for their object to remove, as fm· as practicable, 
the evils of undue centralisation in the administration 
of the Government, and to provide for the speedy and 
economical expenditure in the several divisions of the 
colonv of the revenue raised within them. 'ro effect 
this olJjE et it 'vill probably be neces;..ary to establish, in 
suitable localities, branches of tll8 Real Propm·ty Office, 
and of the more important administrative dcpa,rtments. 
If to this be ad <led an extension of the existing po'' crs of 
local govcrnment"-

which I maintain this Bill entirely fails to do
" I believe that the causes of complaint to which I 
have referred, and which are especially likely to 
arise in a new land in a state of constant progress and 
expansion, \\~in be effectually removed." 

Now, that is the promise, JYir. Speaker, that the 
Government, through His Excellency, made at 
the end of last session-and 1t was on that pro
mise that Sir Henry Hollanrl based his reply to 
our deputation in London-that the Government 
had promised to extend the principles of local 
self-government, " by which the mure northern 
parts of the colony would be provided with a more 
speedy and economical expenditure in the several 
divisions of the c.Jlony, and the revenue raised 
within them." This Bill entirely fails to accom
plish anything approaching that. There is no 
doubt, as the hon. the ex-Colonia,l Treasurer 
has pointed out, that at considerable cost local 
branches of the departments may be established 
in Rockha,mpton and Townsville, and later on in 
the Gulf, but in what way this is going to effect "a 
more speedy and economical expenditure of the 
revenue raised in the different divisions of the 
colony," I fail to perceive. Then, again, as a 
further confirmation of the view that I take
that it was an extension of local self-govern
ment which was to be the remedy for this 
cry for separation which was promised-! 
will read what Sir Henry Holland said; and 
here I may mention that I am glad the 
Premier has laid these papers on the table 
of the Home. They contain the reply to the 
deputation wh1ch interviewed the Imperial 
Government at home, and that reply, I may 
mention to this Home, was reported by aver
batim shorthand reporter whom I myself em
ployed for the purpose. That reply, after being 
published, was submitted to Sir Henry Holland, 
and I am very glad to see that Sir Henry 
Holland has testified to the accuracy of that 
report by sending it out here as an official docu
ment. 

The PREMIER : Sir Henry Holland says 
" after correction." 
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Mr. BLACK : I will leave the hon. gentleman 
to point out any serious di,·ergence between 
the reply which I had published "-nd this one. 
However, these interruptions are irrelevant. At 
page 35, Sir Henry Holbnd says, in reply to the 
deputation :-

" rrhercfore I ·,ny it is ditTirn11t. if. not nndc~irablc. to 
deal with such a (pwstion as this, unless we lmve -the 
anthority or a. desire expressed. on the part of the 
Colonial Legislature." 

I have already pointed out that we .can hardly 
expect that a Legislature sitting· down here will 
voh:ntarily surrender a portion of their territory 
until compelled to do so hy the inexorable logic 
of facts and the demand of the people ; but Sir 
Henry Holland also says :-
"or unlc~cj there is some case made out which is 
nbsolnt.cly OYcrwhelming." 

Now, that is what we hope to do, :1nd what I 
believe we shall do ; and I believe that this 
House, when it meets after the next general 
election, will see that. an overwhelming case has 
been made out, and that nine-tenths of the adult 
male population of theN orth demand separation. 
Then he continues:-

"It appeal's from what has been stated by Slr Samncl 
Grifllth thnt the Colonial Government arc prepared to 
consider the question of extending the system of local 
government.'' 

Now, Mr. S2eaker, there i8 not one single attempt 
in thisBill-whichis the last of the three anti-sepa
ration Bills-there is not one attempt to extend the 
principles of local self-government; and I should 
consider myself as betraying the trust which has 
heen reposed in me by not only my constituents, 
but by the voice of the people of the I\ orth, if I 
were to allow a measure of this kind to pass 
without entering a protest, and stating here 
that it does not in any way carry out the 
promise which the Government made through 
His Excellency at the end of last session, and 
which the Pi·emier repeated to Sir Henry 
Holland in London. This Bill provides for 
under secretaries, or Government Residents, to 
be located in certain centres outside of Brisbane, 
but, Mr. Speaker, what power have the Govern
ment Residents? \Yhat power have they got to deal 
expeditiously with any urgent grievances which 
may be brought before them ? It will merely be 
that through them and with the assistance of 
the telegraph, matters will be referred to the 
G?vernment down here, and assuming that any 
gnevance were brought before the Government 
it would then be referred back to the Govern
ment Resident for his report. And at what 
cost is all this going to be carried out? 
The Government have not pointed out in 
what way funds are to be provided, and I 
say it is not the place for any Govern
ment, situated as they are, to bring forward 
snch important measures as this without bein~ 
able to sketch out how the funds are really 
going to be provided, and how, if they can be 
provided, this measure is going to remedy the 
grievances of which it has now been admitted for 
some time past the North has had cause to com
plain for some years. The present Government, 
lHr. Speaker, cannot posRibly expect to give effect 
to this Bill. It is well known that as soon as the 
Houseproroguesageneral election must take place. 
Is. it right that this House, not representing the 
vmce of the country, should force a meaRure of 
this sort upon the 'Govemment which will suc
ceed the present Government? This Govern
ment no donht would say later on, in the event 
of th~ succeeding Government not carrying 
out tlus propo.sal, that they had failed. Why 
should the next Government be bound by 
such a Bill as this, passed by their predeces
sors, who did not represent the voice of the 
country? ·what will be gained by giving 

effect to this Bill ? It will remain a dead. 
letter. The Government surely do not intend to 
g·ive effect to it dming the rece's previous to the 
general election; so that I maintain that no 
useful purpose can possihly be served by this 
House passing the Bill. 'l'he Government bring
ing in this Bill must not suppose that the North 
will not understand the principles of it. I 
notice throughout the Northern Press they 
1111rtnin1ously, so far as I have been abie 
to judge, disapprove of the decentralisation 
scheme of the Government. And why? It is 
not that there are not some good principles 
invoh·ed in it, but it does not give them what 
they have been demanding, what they want, and 
what this Government most decidedly promised 
that they should have. 

The PRE:\HER : Separation? 

1\Ir. BLACK: No; an extension of local self
government. If the hon. gentleman had brought 
in some measure by which we could have local 
boards which could really confer with the Govern
ment reoiclent, and expedite the expenditure of 
money, who could Jmsh on the construction of 
railways where necessary-a rneasurewhich \Vould 
give ns some real voice in the management of 
our o\vn affairs n1ore than we have got now-we 
might have received this Bill as a first instal
ment. But this gives us nothing more than we have 
got now. Everything will have to be referred to 
Brisbane, and we shall be charged with the expenses 
of administration of these offices. I am well 
aware that, in a House formed as this is, this Bill 
will be forced to a second reading, but I doubt 
whether it will get beyond that; and even if it 
become law the Government cannot give effect to 
it. It is out of their power. They haNe neither 
the money, and I doubt very much whether they 
have the inclination; but it will remain like a 
great many other measures they have passed
a dead-letter on the Statute-book. ~ ow, look at 
it from another point of view. 'What reason 
have I, as a Northern representative, and what 
reason have the other honourable Northern mem
bers, to believe that the Government will be able 
to carry out this scheme any better than they 
have been able to carry out any great scheme 
which they have proposed since they have been 
in office? Have they not failed miserably and 
signally failed in every chief point of their 
policy? Their hind legislation has been a failure ; 
their financial matters have been a complete 
failure. I do not know of any Government who 
have been in power for the same length of time 
who have got less to pride themselves on than 
the present Administration. vV e have had 
nothing but promises; and now, in a moribund 
Parliament, on the eve of a general election, they 
bring this in1portant nleitslue forward and say 
to the North, "Take this or you will suffer for it." 
I shall certainly, if it comes to a vote, vote again"t 
this Bill. It is a fraud from beginning to end. 
It doe,; not give the northern part of the colony 
anything approaching to what they have de
manded, and I consider the Government have 
stultified themselves in bringing in a measure 
like this in response to the promise made by 
His Excellency the Governor at the end of last 
session, and to the decided promise which the 
Premier made to Sir Henry Holland in London. 

The l\III\ISTER J!'OR LANDS (Hon. H. 
Jordan) said: lVfr. Speaker,--I have not much 
to ,,ay upon this question ; but I do not agree 
with the hon. member for Port Curtis when he 
says it would be a "'''ste of time to discuss it. 
This is a measure, a part of an important scheme, 
and a more important matter never came, in my 
upinion, under the consideration of this House. 
l<'or some time there has been an agitation in the 
North for the dismemberment of the colony. It 
is asserted that the North has been unfairly dealt 
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with; that revenue collected in the North has been 
expended chiefly in the southern portions of the 
colony; and that there has been an injurious 
system of centralisation by which the soul hern 
portions of the colony have largely benefited at 
the expeme of those who reside in the northern 
portion. \Ve lmve the fact that there is a 
demand on the part of theN orth, so far as it goes 
-for I do not believe it is a universal demand 
by any means-hut there is a demand on the 
part of a large section in the northern 
portion of the colony for separation from 
the South- for the dismemberment of the 
colony. This House does not agree with that 
demand, and has very grave objections to the 
dismemberment of the colony, much in the same 
way as the Imperial Government objects to the 
separn,tion of Ireland from Engln,nd, and to what 
in the United St:cte< of America cost oceans of 
bloorl and immense treasures, to prevent the 
sepamtion of the Korth from the South. By a 
la.rge section of the people of this colony 
it is thought that this principle of breaking up 
the colony into a number of independent States 
should be avoided by all possible means, 
and that, in fact, the grand interests of the 
colonies are to be secured by retaining the unity 
of Australasia. This House, then, refusing to 
recognise the demands of the K orth, an appeal 
was made to the Imperial Government. The 
North very wisely selected one of its ablest men 
-the ablest man, very likely, the North can 
produce-n,nd he went to England to represent 
the views of the North on this subject of 
separation. The Premier of the colony 
went home n,t the same time, and, I suppose, 
satisfied the Imperio,! authorities that he had 
fully considered the question, and was prepared 
with a scheme, foreshadowed in this House by 
Her Majesty's representative some time ago, for 
redre;,sing these grievances, and doing full and 
impartial justice to the North. I suppose Sir 
Henry Holland gathered from the Premier what 
the outlines uf the scheme might be, and that 
they comrnended themselves to his judgment; for, 
n,s seen by what was read by the :Minister for 
vVorks, we find that Sir Henrv Holland states that 
he could not entertain the subject of separation 
until the scheme the Premier had devised was 
fairly tried. The Imperial Government, then, will 
not entertain the idea of exercising their absolute 
right of separating this colony into two parts 
before the PreJLier's scheme has had "' fair trial. 
From that decision there is, l believe, no appeal, 
and we are bound to formulate a scheme of 
local government and give it a fair trial, and 
even if the Premier were disposed to think 
that sepamtion should be granted, it could not be 
c1one until some such scheme, as was promised, 
has had a fair trial. He has no intention of 
doing anything of the kind, and he now brings 
forward, in compliance with his promise to the 
North and the Imperial Government, his scheme 
for the settlement of the question, n,nd we have 
before us the three Bills brought forward in this 
connection. This is the beginning of "' scheme 
proposed to be established by the present Gov
ermnent, which, I believe, will do the amplest 
justice to the North. That is my firm c<>n
viction. I think we are brought to this 
point on both sides of the House, both hon. 
men1bers opposed to separation and those in 
favour of it. Hon. members of the Opposi
tion who al'e in favonr of separation have no 
right to oppose this scheme unless they c:u1 
devise a better one. I do not think there is any 
disposition shown on the part of the sepamtion
ists in this Chamber to devise a scheme of their 
own. Some scheme must be proposed, and they 
propose none. The Ol•position, of course, are 
opposed to the scheme brought down by the 
Government; it is their duty, we all know, to 

oppose any scheme brought before this Chamb?r 
by the present Government, because they feel It 
t0 be their dnty to turn the present Government 
out of office. They feel n,ssnred that they 
can rna.nage the cDuntry very 111uch better 
th,,,n those at present in power, n,ncl I should 
think very much less of them than I do if 
they ha<! not the cour·age of their convictions, 
and did not believe that they were very much 
better men than the present members of the 
l\Iinistry and members on this side of the House. 
IV e, on this side of the House, however, hold a 
different opinion. \V e believe that the Liberal party 
is the best party for the colony, n,nd that it has 
been the misfortune of this colony that for twenty
seven years the Conservative party have generally 
ruled the colony; that has been a calamity, in 
my opinion. The Liberal party is united, by the 
advantage of superior intelligence, shall I Ray, 
and certainly by a numerical ad vn,ntage; but they 
n,re unfnrtunatcly divided in other respects. They 
have a habit of forming their own opinions; they 
are n,ll politicians on this side. Every member, 
n,s Sir Charles Lilley once remarked, has a Ln,nd 
Bill in his pocket. On the other side of the House 
their politics have heen contained in a nutshell 
for twenty-seven years, and their policy was 
this : "\Ve have got possession of the laud and 
we shall keep it." They were so bound together 
that they could not be separated, bnt they have 
been separated now by the hon. the Minister for 
·works. \Vhen he was Mini,ter for Lands he 
produced a Bill which has separated them. The 
hon. member for Maclmy says that the whole of 
the separate part' of the grand scheme of the 
present Government have been failures from 
beginning to end. He says ~he land sche>ne 
hn,s beAn "' failure ; the public works scheme 
has been a failure; everything has b~en a 
failure, and the finances of the colony have 
been a failure under the present Government. 
\V ell, I deny that altogether. I say the land 
scheme of the Government has been "' grand and 
glorious success. vV e believe, on this side of t.he 
House, that the land scheme of the Government 
has been "' success, and I will tell you why I 
believe it has been a success. It has broken up 
the hitherto undivided unity of the Conservative 
party which ruled this colony for twenty-seven 
years. \Vha,t have they done because of t~e land 
policy of the Government? They have given up 
vast aren,s in this country for close settlement 
under that Act. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Where i5 the close 
settlement? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is at the 
disposal of the Government, for the Government 
to make use of it, and I believe they will make 
use of it for the required end. The pastoral 
tenants of the Crown have deliberately accepted 
what is called fixity of tenure, indefeasible 
leases, and cornpensation for improvements, in 
lieu of vast areas of land of which for twenty
seven years before they had a gmnd monopoly. 
Now they have given it up for close settle
ment. They have said in effect to the Liberal 
p::trty: "Now, you have alwn,ys said that 
there might be a settlement on the bnd of this 
colony-that a gren,t agricultural interest might 
be established in Queensland, not opposed to the 
pastoral interest, but working with it side by side 
-that this colony might be covered with persons 
who hy their labour-and labour ice the source of 
wealth-who bytheirlabom on the bnd in the best 
portions of this v.tst country might create abun
dant wealth if you have a large population." 
Now, we are satisfied with the bargain and so are 
they. Of course we know it has been a fair 
bargain for them and they are satisfied with it. 

Mr. LU.M:LEY HILL: They have got to be. 
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They are 
satisfied with it. 

Mr. L UML EY HILL : Are they ? 
The l\IINISTl~R FOR LA:'fDS: Yes; it is 

goorl for all parties; it b good all rouml. If the 
Land Act is administered in accordance with 
the spirit and intention of that ~'l..ct, it will be a 
grand and glorious success ; and twenty-seven 
years hence, instead of a population of 350,000, 
we may have a population of 2,000,000 or 
3,000,000. 

Mr. MURPHY: :VIr. Speaker,-! rise to a 
point of order. Shall we be allowed in reply to 
the hon. member to discuss the land policy and 
the administration of the Land Act? Because I 
do not see why he should be allowed to go so far 
away frorn the motion, if we, in replying, are 
not to be allowed to do the same. 

The MINISTER l<'OR LANDS: I was 
invited to do so by-·-

Ho:-rounABLE MEMBERS : Order ! Chair ! 
The SPEAKER : I presume the hon. member 

for Barcoo desires my ruling as to whether the 
ban. gentleman is spenoking to the question or 
not. I cannot answer his question whether 
hon. members will be allowed to discuss the land 
policy of the Government, but I must rule that 
the hon. member, the Minister for Lands, is 
travelling from the question before the House. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I was in
vited to do so by the hon. member for Mackay, 
and I must ask the pardon of the House for 
having travelled so far out of my way. Kow, 
to come back : this is only part of the schemfl; 
we have had the other Bill before ns already. The 
Opposition will not disGuss it, because they insist 
that the Government ought to go out of office as 
quickly as possible. 

Mr. MO REREAD: It will be very hard on 
you. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Nevermind 
me ; we won't trouble about that at all. I say 
it is part of a great scheme, and the Opposition 
will not discuss it because they will have separa
tion. Now, sir, after what has occurred, and 
after what has been read to-night by the Minister 
for Works, I think it is childish-if they will 
forgive me for using such a word-to insist still 
on separation. Have they not gone to England 
about it? Have they not represented by their 
ablest ad vacate all the reasons for separation? 
Has not the Imperial Government told them-·-

Mr. MOREHJ<~AD: \Ve are sick of the Im
perial Government. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Has not 
the Imperial Government told them that it cannot 
take place until they try some such scheme as 
that now proposed? Can they devise any better 
scheme ? Can they make any suggestions for the 
material improvement of this scheme? The 
leader of the Opposition is generally logical; 
he says "Go ont." 

Jliir. JliiOREHEAD : Why don't you go? 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Gov

ernment have a great majority. The House 
wants the Government to go on, and not to go 
out. They are bound to go on, and the Premier 
is bound to submit this scheme to the House. He 
has been commanded, shall I say, to do so by the 
Imperial Government--

Mr. MOREHEAD : C<1mmanded? 
Mr. STEVENSON : It is not the scheme he 

suggested there. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Can hon. 

members opposite devise a better scheme? They 
know the scheme is a good one, a fair one, an 
honest one. VV e were bound to bring in this 
Bill as a matter of course, and we shall carry it, 
I have no doubt, 

Mr. HAMILTON said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
hon. gentleman who has just concluded passed a 
high eulogy upon the Liberal party. Now, sir, 
the name •' Liberal" is a word that that party has 
alwttys tmded on, but the only thing I have ever 
seen liberal about them is the name, and the 
fact that they have always been liberal with other 
people's money, liberal in giving political sup
porters bribeo at the expense of the country, and 
in bribing constituencies by giving them important 
public works. \Vith regard to the land ques
tion, I shall not travel over it as the hon. gentle
man did, because I believe I should be ruled out 
of order, otherwise I should be delighted to do 
it ; but I may say in passing that the only 
good thing in connection with that Act-the 
homest"ad principle-was forced upon them by 
this side of the House after the Minister for 
Laml.s said he did not believe in it. This 
scheme is sin1ply a farce not worthy of con
sideration. 

M:r. BULCOCK: Show it! 
Mr. HAMILTON: I shall show it. It is 

simply taking a number of gentlemen, who 31re 
now head clerks, calling them under secretarJes, 
and increasing their salaries. It gives them no 
more power than head clerks have at pre
sent. An under secretary here has no more 
power than any other clerk: the only advan
tage he has is in being in direct communication 
with the Minister, but he has no power what
ever. In fact, this system will lead to more recl
tapeism, because instead of any head clerk at 
Cooktown, Port Douglas, Cairns, or any other 
place being able to communiaate direct with the 
Under Secretary, he will have first to communi
cate with the head clerk in Townsville who is 
tu be called the under secretary, who will then 
communicate with another individual down 
here. There is nothing in it whatever, and 
it will increase the expeme. The hon. gentle
man who just sat down says that we 
want separation, and will accept of nothing 
less than separation. \V ell, our action in passing 
the bte Bill in connection with separation dis
woves that. \V e unanimously passed a Bill in 
connection with the registry of land the other 
evening because we saw some good in it. \Ve 
cannot see any good in this, and we cannot con
scientiously vote for what we disapprove of. He 
also challenged us to say what we do want. It 
is not the part of an 01iposition to state that, 
and we know perfectly well that we shall not get 
what we want; but the hon. member for Towns
ville, Mr. Macrossan, stated the other evening that 
he would support ohe Financial Districts Bill, 
and that the other N m·thern members would 
support it, if the Premier would promise to enable 
us to have some control over om expenditure. 
The Premier has made no such promise, and 
therefore we are not going to be put off with a 
simple absurdity of this kind. We are not 
children. 

Mr. ADAMS said: l\Ir. Speaker,-A few 
words fell from the hon. gentleman who is now 
Minister for Lands which I think were hardly 
warranted. He said that when the Conserva
tives ruled the country it was a great calamity. 
K ow, sir, I should like to know where the 
Liberals are. I believe that if the grand old man, 
Mr. Gladstone, happened to be in this Chamber, 
he would not acknowledge that hon. members on 
that side of the House at any rate were Liberals. 
The only thing I can see they are liberal in is that 
they are liber:cl with the money of the taxpayers. 
If 'we look back to the different times the 
Liberal party have been in power, we shall 
find--

Mr. BULCOCK: I rise to a point of order, 
Mr. Speaker. Is the hon. member speaking to 
the question before the House? 
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Mr. JVIOREHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,--I d,l 
not know tlmt the hnn. lnember for Enoggera, 
JYir. Bulcock, is endowed with any more pres
cience than any other hon. member. How can 
he tell in wlmt direction the hon. member's 
arg1unentR teud? 

The SPEAKEit: The remarks of the hon. 
.member for J\Inlgmve are scarcely pertinent to 
the question before the House, it is true, but the 
Mini,;ter for Lands was allowed some btitude 
with regard to the history of the Cnnservati ve 
party, and if the hem. member for lVIulgrave in 
his preliminary observations was only referring 
to what was said by the Minister for Lands, I 
do not think he is out of order. 

Mr. AD.\:~IS : I will only say, Mr. Speaker, 
that I do not believe those "bull-and-cock" stories 
about the Conservative party. I rose princi
pally because it is my in variable rule not to give 
a silent vote, and I wish to say the~t I cannot 
vote for this Bill. \Vhen it wae read a first time 
it was distinctly understood that it was to be 
merely discussed and to go no further. As for the 
Opposition wishing to turn out the Government, 
it was only the other night when, if we had not 
walked out of the House, the Government would 
have had to go out. 

HoNOUHABLl'J lYIE"ll3EllS on the Government 
benches : No. 

Mr. ADAMS : I am perfectly convinced that 
we should have had a majority if we had not 
walked out; but it is not our wish just now that 
the Government should go cut. \Vhen they can 
only command such a small majority on Bills of 
such vital importe~nce they should go to the 
country and ascertain from the electors whether 
those Bills should be passed or not. 

Mr. FERGUSON said: Mr. Speaker,-So 
far the discussion seems to have been in connec
tion with North and South; the Central district 
has had no voice in it. But I may remind the 
House that we have agitated for financial separa
tion in the Central district for the last fifteen or 
twenty years. \Ye contend that we have never 
got a fair share of expenditure, ::md I am the 
more c,m vincecl of that from the tables placed 
in our hands to-day showing the revenues of the 
three districts-Northern, Central, and Southern. 
I find that the Central district is the only one 
that has a surplus up to June, 1887, the revenue 
being £-!2(;,600, the expenditure £405,115, and the 
surplus £21,404. '!'he Government have expended 
in the North £21,000 more th::m the reve11ue 
contributed there, and the expenditure in the 
South has been greater than the revenue : so 
that the sooner we have Homeihing· in the Hlmpe 
of financial separation the better. I take it this 
is a Bill to appoint officers to merry out the 
scheme of financial separatiun. 

:Mr. BLACK: No. 
Mr. FERG1JSOX: If it is not I am mis

taken. At any rate, there was a surplus to the 
credit of the Central district last year of £21,000 
odd, which I suppose has been spent in the 
North, and I think it io time the Central dis
trict got a rneasure sirnilar to the one \Ve are now 
discusoing. 

Mr. PATTISON said: Mr. Spee~ker,-I am 
suprised to find that the senior membe1· for 
Itockhampton knows so little about what the 
people of the Central <listrict have been con
tending for all along. }'or a mnuher of 
years the people there have been contending for 
largely extended po,,·ers of local self-governrnent, 
which these three Bills do not propose to give. 
'They require some little executive power over 
the expenditure of their money. The Minister 
for Lands wants some members on this side to 
say what they would he satisfied with; but the 
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Government know full well what the Central 
district wants, and what, judging from what the 
senior nwn1ber for To,vnsville says, even the 
North would be satisfied with-namdy, some 
h:uvoly extended powers of self-governrnent by 
theb l)odies now in existence. So far as the 
Central district is concerned, they have mcmaged 
their affairs in a very creditable manner; and 
if ::3Cll1e largely extended powers are given to 
then1, ·we cnn believe we have son1e extension of 
local ,elf-:;overnment; but I characterise these 
Bills as delusions and snares that will not and 
never were intended to satisfy even the reason
able demands of the Central district, and 
certainly not those of the North. I trust the 
Minister for Lands will be satisfied with the 
petition I presented some time ago in regard to 
the requirements of the Central elistrict; if not 
I will read it over again to him to refresh his 
memory. \Ye require some power to deal with the 
money raised in our own district, some power of 
taxing oursehes, and certainly demand a voice in 
our expenditure, instead of the present hum
drun1 style of going, bat in hand, begging fron1. 
the Government and being courteously refused. 
Even if this Bill pass, the same thing will 
exist hereafter, except that we shall have to 
deal with a secretary with no more power than 
the "man in the moon." The secretary will 
have to refer to the lVIinieter, and the Minister of 
the day with a lot of red-tape will give his refusal 
to the· secretary, and hon. members will get it 
from him instead of getting it from the Minister 
in the first instance. I am an advoe::cte of provin
cial councils, but I am by no means satisfied with 
the Bills brought forward by the Chief Secretary. 
They do not meet the wishes and require
ments of the Central district, and I shall, 
certainly, on that account vote against them. 
Besides, J\fr. Speaker, we have no right to discuss 
these measures. \Ye are a dying Parliament, 
and it is for the country to decide upon th€m; 
and if they decide on this question ·in favour of 
the Chief Secretary, as possibly they may
though I do not think the Central district will
I shall be perfectly satisfied. But I am satisfied 
that in this, a dying Parliament, almoEt at its 
last kick, as one might say, it should not be dis
cussed fmther. I suppose the Bill "ill pass its 
second readin;;, but I trust that in committee we 
shall see the end of it. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
do not quite echo the views enunciated by the 
hon. member for Blackall thttt we are exactly a 
dying P,uliarnent. A little time ago I thought 
we were, but since we have been rejnYenated by 
the presence of the new Minister for Lands I 
think we are likely to g-et along for some little 
time in a Yery comfortable and happy-family 
.c!Jrt of way. Speaking to the Bill, I think it is 
one which certainly oug-ht to go into cotumittee, 
although I do not anticipate, after the speeche~ 
that ha Ye fallen from other hem. members repre
s0nting the :c-;orth, that any very useful or prac
tical legislation is likely to come out of it, no 
more tlmn I do of the proposals embodied in 
the Decentralie::ttion Bill, which was read a second 
time the other night, when the bulk of the 
Northern members voted against it, and almrmt 
deuied the right to go into committee upon it. 
\Yhen Bilh; of this kind go into committee, am\ are 
met in a Sl'irit of that kind, very little that is 
useful will eventuate; and I am afraid that very 
little useful and practical legislation will come 
out uf this Bill. In my opinion there b a great 
deal in this Bill which will expedite busines·, in 
the North. It has frequently been complained 
to n1c by 1ny conf-itituent~ that there is a great 
deal of trouble involved in seuding everything 
down to Brisbane, and that contractor~; caunot 
get their money from the Government without a 
lot of red-tape. If trustworthy under secretaries 
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were appointed in central places-not merely 
at Rockhampton and Townsville, but also at 
Cooktown and Cairns- these matters would 
be very much expedited, and there would be 
less red-tapism in the Government de:tling 
with local matters. This Bill, therefore, is a 
step in the right direction ; and as I voted the 
other night in favour of the Decentralisation 
Bill, so I shall vote to-night for the second 
reading of the Bill now before us. It is hardly 
worth while making a speech about it. I am very 
much in favour of the division that has been 
made with regard to financial districts, although 
I think, and have always thought from the very 
first, when separation was talked of, that a wrong 
starting point was made when it was decided 
to fix upon the latitude of Cape Palmerston. 
'rhe division ought to have been made some
where about where the Central division is sepa
rated from the Southern division; and I say now, 
as I did when the <J.uestion was first mooted, 
that the South would get along very much 
better without the North. It would then have 
ample time and energy to attend to its own 
business, leaving theN orth at some future time 
to go away with a view of being subdivided into 
two separate colonies. Because we choose to 
separate, it is no reason why we should quarrel; 
if we separate in peace and amity ttnrl goodwill, we 
can work very much better together afterwards. 
\Ve should work happily together then, which at 
present we do not. No doubt there are conflict
ing interests and opinions between North and 
South which place them in a position of anta
gonism to each other. That is a very unfortunate 
state of affairs, and the sooner we can bring the 
people, even as members of different States, to 
work for the common good of the whole COllllilU
nity, the better. And I believe this to be a step 
in the right direction. I shall vote for the second 
reading of the Bill, and if any ttmendments 
should be hereafter forthcoming, making the 
measure clearer ttnd more conducive to the 
public benefit, I shall be very glad to entertain 
them. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-With 
the permission of the House I should like to say 
a word upon a remark that fell from the hon. 
member for Mackay. I do not propose to ask 
permission to reply generally on the debate. 
The hon. member for Mackay referred to what 
he called a ]Jromise that I made to Sir Henry 
Holland in London--

Mr. BLACK said: Mr. Speaker,-I beg to 
make one request before the hon. gentleman is 
allowed to proceed. I have no objection to the 
hon. gentleman being allowed the right of reply, 
but if he is referring to anything I ha Ye said, it 
is only fair that I should httve a right to reply to 
the hon. gentleman. 

The SPEAKER: Even if the House gives its 
consent to the request of the Chief Secretary, no 
debate can take place upon his revly. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: This is the second time 
it has been done by the Premier within a week. 

The SPEAKER : The Chief Secretary can 
only reply, on the second reading of a Bill, with 
the consent of the House. It is quite contrary 
to parliamentary practice for the mover of the 
second reading of a Bill to have a right of reply. 
He can only reply with the consent of the 
House, and no debate can follow on the h,m, 
gentleman's reply. Does the House consent to 
the Chief Secretary being allowed to reply? 

Mr. MOREHEAD: No. 

Mr. vV. BROOKES said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
beg to move that the Premier be heard in reply. 

The SPEAKEH: 'I he question is-That the 
Chief Secretary be heard. 

Mr. BLACK: Mr. Speaker,-! should like to 
know whether the same privilege is to be extended 
to other hon. members? It is establishing a 
precedent which I think is rather dangerous. 
Personally I have not the least objection to the 
hon. gentlenmn replying, but I think when he 
states that he is going to reply specially to some
thing- I have said, it is only right that the same 
privilege shonld be extended to me, and perhaps 
to other hon. members. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Mr. Speaker,-I think 
the hon. the Premier is running this business to 
death. Not many days ago he acted in exactly 
the same manner when dealing with a somewhat 
similar measure-another Decentralis-ation Bill. 
The hon. g-entleman was challenged then to 
q note a precedent, and he had great difficulty in 
finding one. 

The PRE:viiER : I found one in two minutes. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: The hon. gentleman 
~aid so before, and had to take Sir Thomas 
JVIeilwraith as a precedent. I am certain, sir, 
that he cttnnot prove that in one week the 
Premier of >my Government that ever existed 
in this colony twice claimed the right to reply 
on the motion for the second reading of a Bill. 
I think I am right in saying so. I am satisfied 
that the hon. gentleman will have considerable 
difficulty in finding any number of precedents, or 
in finding even a few. There are very few in 
the parliamentary history of this House where 
that right has been forced; I do not think he 
will find one instance where it has been forced 
upon the House as it has been hy his dummy 
colleague, the hon. member for North Brisbane. 

i\Ir. \V. BROOKES : Is the hon. member in 
order, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. MOHEREAD : I withdraw the word 
"dummy." I will say "puppet," as he was 
brought up by pulling a string. I say, "vVhat 
is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander." If 
the Premier is allowed by the House to speak in 
reply, surely hon. gentlemen on this side-say, 
for the sake of argument, the hon. member for 
Mackay--should also have the same privilege 
extended to him by members of this House. 

l\Ir. NOR TON said: The privilege which the 
hon. the Chief Secretary asks is sometimes 
granted, but it is scarcely right to ask it to reply 
to arg-uments. He asked, when the last Bill con
nected with the Northern question was before 
the House, to be allowed the right of the reply, 
and that right was given to him. vVell, sir, 
instead of confining himself to explanatory mat
tero he attacked the arguments that had been 
brought forward by members of this side of the 
Honse. That is quite contrary to all precedents. 
I may point out that only last session the 
hon. gentleman ohj ectecl to my replying to a 
speech that was made on the other side of 
the House in connection with a very important 
question, although I did it on the motion for 
adjournment. I think, sir, that if the hon. 
g-entleman chooses to raise objections of tlmt 
kind to members on this side, he should expect 
that objections will be raised when he wants 
the right to reply. The occasion last session 
when he objected to my right of reply to a 
speech that had been made was exactly similar to 
cases of the kind tlmt had occurred before, and 
of which he had taken advantage. The h,m, 
gentleman should apply the same kind of argu
ments to himself when he wishes to take objec
tion to members on this "ide re]Jlying. I know 
the hon. member for TownsYille, JYlr. lYiacrossan, 
when he heard the speech in reply of the Chief 
Secretary last week, s"id that if he thought he 
was going to answer argun1ents he would 1nost 
certainly have opposed his request to be allowed 
the privilege of reply, 
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Mr. L UMLEY HILL said : Speaking on the 
question of the right of the Premier to replv, I 
think there is one point that shouhl be con
si<lered; that is, that we have not had these 
papers with regard to Sir Henry Holland's des
patch long ec.,ugh before us to have studied 
them and made ourselves masters of them. 
They were not furnished with my papers this 
morning; I only found them in my box on 
coming to the House this afternoon, and I do not 
thoroughly understand them. I h>tve not made 
myself master of their contents, >tt all events_ I 
think, perhaps, that the Premier's reply had 
better be postponed. 

Mr. KATES said: Mr. Speaker,-When the 
hon. the Pr.emier rose he distinctly pointed to 
the hon. member for J\Iackay, and suid he 
wished to reply to him. I think after the 
Premier has spoken the hon. member for Macka.y 
should also have the rig·ht of reply, as the Pre
mier particularly pointed to him. 

Mr_ MOREHE_\D : That is all we ask. 

Mr. STEVEKSON : The Speaker says he 
cannot have the right to reply_ 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I do not think the hon. the Premier 
has asked anything which has not been conceded 
by this House before. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : Speak out ! 
The 1\'IIJ'\ISTER :FOR LANDS: The Pre

n1ier asked pern1ission to make some explanation 
in reference to some quotation made by the hon. 
memher for 1\'Iackay. 

The PREMIEU : Statement. 

The MIKISTER FOR LANDS: Some state
ment. 

Mr. XORTOK : He did not. 

Mr. MOREHE~\.D : He never said anything· 
about an explanation. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He asked 
permission to reply, not to any arguments, but 
to make an explanation. 

Mr. J'\OETON: He did not. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I think that 
is always conceded. 

The l'RBMIER: Always conceded. 

Mr. M011EHEAD : That's not what wets 
asked. 

Mr. STEVEKSOX: I suppose if I move 
the adjournment of the debate the Premier 
could have his reply and the hon. member fOl' 
Maclmy would have the right of reply abo. I 
move the adjournment of the debate. 

An HoNontABLE MEMBER : There is a motion 
before the House. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The hon. member can 
move the arljournment of the de hate on that if 
he likes. 

The SPEAKER said : I think it is of impor
tance that the House should have a clear c< ncep
tion of the parliamentat·y rule applying to the 
right of reply on the second reading of a Bill. 
The House is slowly but surely e:;tablishing pre
cedents of its own, and care nnmt be taken that 
those precedents are founded U[Ym strictly con
stitutional principle.s. In the future, ns time 
advances, our own precedent8, and not those uf 
the House of Commons, will guide the proceed
ings of this Chamber, and hence the importance 
of laying down the principles of parliamentrtry 
rule upon clear and well-defined lines. "May," 
in the latest edition, say,s :-

"A reply is only all.owcd by conrtCsJ to the peer or 
member who has proposed a snlJstant.ive question to 
the House. It is not concLded to a member who has moved 
any Order of the Day, as that a BHl be read a second 

time; nor to the 1nover of an instruction to a Committee 
of the \Vhole House, or to a select committee, or 
of a motion for referring a lUll to a committee 
specially constituted artd enlarging its terms of 
reference, nor to the mover of any amendment 
or of the }JreYious question which is in tlw natum 
of un amendment. Lndcr thcsR circumstances, it is 
not uncommon for a member to move an Order of the 
Day or second a motion ·without. remarl\: and to rescrYc 
hh.• S}lCCCh for a later period iu the debate. l.!1onnerl~" a 
1nember who haclmovedan Orcler of the D:Ly or seconded 
a motiun, 1vas IJrecluded from afterwards adc1ressing the 
House upon the same question, or \vas heard 111erely by the 
indulgence of the House; but of late years the option 
of speaking at a ::;uhscqucnt pr..riod of the debate has 
lJeen conecded ·whenever the moving or seconding is 
eonfincd to the formality of raising the hat. But 
in moving an amendment a member cannot avail 
himself of this privilege, as he must rise in hi::i 
place to move an amendment, and thus cannot 
avoid addressing the I-Iou::.e, however shortly. And 
as a member who lnOYes an amendment cannot 
speak again, so a. member \vho speaks in seconding an 
a.mendment is equally unable to sveak again upon the 
original t1lwstion, after the amendment has been with
drawn or otherwise disposed of. In both cases, the 
members ha Ye already spoken while the question 'vas 
before the House and before the amendment had been 
proposed from the chair. }101' the smile reason a mem
ber who has addressed the House in moving the second 
reading of a Bill cannot move the adjournment of the 
clcbatc unless an amendment has been since lJl'Oposcd." 

Now comes the point to which I wish to call the 
attention of the House particularly-

" In some <'l'Lses the indulgence of the House h~s been 
extended so far as to allow an explanatory reply 
on questions which do not come within the ordinary 
rule::; of enurte~y.'' 
'Ihe only precedent I can call to my mind in 
connection with this Assembly is this: That 
before the final division on the second reading 
of the Transcontinental Railway Bill, the then 
Premier, Sir Thomas M cl! wraith, asked the 
House to allow him the privilege of reply, and 
that was conceded, and it is so recorded in our 
Hcmuwd. That is the only instance; I have no 
recollection of any other. It was a question of 
cousidemble ma~c:nitucle, upon which the fate of 
the Government and a dissolution of Parliament 
depended, and the matter being deemed one of 
gravity at the time, the House conceded the 
privilege of reply to the hon. gentleman. I may 
say, in my experience during the time I have been 
a member of the House; that I have no recollection 
of any member ever asking the House for the 
right of reply on the second reading of a Bill 
before the precedent established by Sir Thomas 
J\lcilwraith. I take it tl1r1t it was the magnitude 
of the questicm then before the Assembly and the 
import,mt results which would follow from the 
division about to take place which led him to 
ask the House upon that occasion to grant the 
indulgence of reply. The House will observe 
from the extract I have just read from "JYlay" 
that the House of Commons is, and has always 
been, exceedingly jealous in granting the right 
of reply on Orders of the Day, and it is only 
conceded as a matter of courtesy. 

Question put aml passed. 
The PREMIER, in reply, said: Mr. Speaker, 

-I thank the majority of the House for what is 
only an act of ordinary colll'tesy under the cir
cumstances. I said when I ro,se before that I 
did not desire to make a general reply upun the 
debate; but that I desired to take notice of a state
ment made by the hon. member for ::\Iaclmy, 
which I mis·ht have done as a matter of personal 
explanation. The hon. member referred in his 
speech to what he was pleased to call a promise 
that I made to Sir Henry Holland, and it was 
affirmed that I was breaking that promise. 
I cannot rtllow a statement like that to go 
unchallenged. I made no promise, and the hon. 
n1emher has no authority \vhatever for saying 
that I did. All communications made between 
the Government and the Imperial Q'overnment 
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ha;ve b~en made in writing, and they arc all con
tamed m the document the hon. member had in 
his ,han~ while he was speaking. The inference 
whJCh S1r Henry Holland drew from them is to 
be found in the despatch quoted by my hon. 
colleague the Minister for Works:-

"It will be neccssaxy i.n the first instance to test fairly 
the proposal of your advisers for establishing branches 
of the different Government departments in the 
Northern districts and ascertain by a careful srstcm 
of accounts whether, after the expiration of a rlirther 

:1~\~~ ~~~.~~~~~b~~s~~fJ~~~:~ion of revenue has been srvnt 

I think that is plain enough to show what the 
Secretary of State understood had been com
municated to him by the Government and I 
cannot allow a statement like that made\y the 
hon. member to pass unchallenged. The hon. 
member knows ~ never made· any such promise. 
The. only promise made was made by the then 
Actmg Governor, wheu addressing Parliament 
at the close of the session. It is in writiniT 
an~ is included in the despatch that was quoted: 
It IS true that on behalf of the Government I 
e.xpressed a hope that we might be able to estab
lish an extended system of local government. As 
I have explained on more than one occasion before 
this, the Government still hope to give extended 
power of local government to the Northern and 
Central districts. But that this measure does 
not contai!J any part of that proposal has been 
already pomted out. T~at is all I desire to say. 

Questwn-That the B1ll be now read a second 
time-put, and the House divided:-· 

AYES, 26. 
Sir S. W .. Griffith, :\Icssrs .. Torclan, Dntton, Jfacfarlanc, 

1\ioreton, Dwkson, Fraser, \V. Brookos Aland ~Icllor 
Isambert, '\Vhite, Bnckland, Bnlcock siwridan' J\:cllcl t' 
Mc)Iaster, \Yakcficld, S. W. Brooks, k,;tes, Lun~ley Hill: 
Bailey, Annear, Grimes, 1-Iigson, and ]!Iorgan. 

XoEs, 14. 
l\iessrs. 1\Iorehead, Norton, Ha,milton, Nelson, Black, 

Jessop, Lalor, Stevenson, Adams, Donaldson rattison 
lHc"\,~hannell, Murphy, and l'hilp. ' ' 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
On the motion of the PRKMIER the com

mittal of the Bill was made an O;der of the 
Day for to-morrow. 

SUPPLY. 
RESUMPTION 01' COi\DII1'TEE. 

On the m?tion of the PREMIER, the Speaker 
left the Cha1r, and the House resolved itself into a 
Committee of the ·whole to further consider the 
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty for the 
service of the year 1887-8. 

EXECUTIVE COUNCIL. 

The PREMIER moved that there be voted a 
sum not exceeding £1,03\J for salaries and con
tingencies for the Executive Council. 

Mr. NORTON said he thoug-ht it wa8 gene
rally understood the other evening- the~t the item uf 
£300 for "Private Secretary to Prime Minister" 
would not be allowed to pass without some 
diocussion. He did not object to the item itRelf, 
but to the use made of the item. He did nut 
know whether he was right in referrino· to the 
privttte secretary of the Premier as m~ officer, 
became he was only a servant of the Premier. 
Personally, he (::\Ir. Norton) did not object in 
any way to the !10n. gen~lemal' having a prive~te 
secretary, nor d1d he thmk any member uf the 
Committee objected to such· an officer beina 
appointed; but he was quite sure many member~ 
o~ both side~ obj:ctec~ very strongly to the Pre
mier employmg h1s private secretary as an active 
electioneering agent. He thought they would all 
object to that. use being made of anyone whose 
s!'lary was pa1d by the country. If the Premier 
hked to employ half-a-dozen active electioneerirw 
agents nobody had a right to protest so Ion" a~ 
he paid them himself; but he contended that 

no salary voted by that Committee ought to be 
ghen to a gentleman who was employed in that 
c~1.pacity, under any circun1stanccs whrLtever. 
'I hey all knew that the Premier, as leader of the 
Government, had need of a private secretary, as, 
in addition to the work of the Government, he 
hccd a great deal of private business to attend 
to, and in order to do all his work he must 
lmve that aosistance. He held the most respon
sible position in the Ministry, and it was 
only fair they should vote him that help, as 
the strain was greater than they could reason
ably expect him to respond to. For that 
reason he believed 'no objection had ever been 
made to an appointment of that kind, and 
the salary had always been voted; bnt he did 
not think that any member. ever for one moment 
expected, when the salary was voted in the first 
instance, or when it was voted each year 
after, that the gentleman holding such an 
appointment would be allowed to act in 
the capacity of electioneering agent. It was 
an open secret that the private secretary had 
taken an active part in the election thcct had 
just taken place, ccnd tlmt he he~d worked hard on 
the side which was opposed to the late Colonial 
Treasurer. It was very well known what he was 
doing ; it was known that he not only attended 
the meetings, and st~t quietly by as a spectator, as 
they hccd been told, but that he had really taken 
an active part in endeavouring to persuade the 
electors in the Enog-g-era district to vote for the 
opponent of the late Colonial Treasurer. He did 
not think that the result could be very satisfac
tory to the Premier, because the result of the 
election had been a decided affirmation on the 
part of the electors that they approved of the 
views held by the late Colonial Treasurer. 

Mr. W. BROOKES: No. 
HoxocR_\BLE J\fEj\IJJERS of the Opposition : 

Yes. 
Mr. NORTON srtid it was no use the junior 

member for North Brisbane saying "No," 
because he was very often wrong. He had been 
wrong- in that case, as a few nights before he had 
told th_em that the hon. member for Enugg-era, 
1\Ir. Dwkson, would never come back to that 
Chamber; but he had come back, being returned 
by a big m;cjority. He had come back in spite 
of all the efforts of the Government, in spite of 
all the efforts of the Premier, and in spite of all 
the work clone by his private secretMy to get 
his opponent in, He (l\lr. N orton) had not one 
word to sny ag-ainst the gentleman who had 
opposed l\Ir. Dickson. He believed he was 
one who, if he were a member of the House, 
would be a most useful member, and would work 
well with both sides. He had no fault to find 
with him personally, but on that side, at any 
rate, they did not like his views with regard to 
the land tax. He did nut wish to occupy the 
time of the Committee too long, however; but 
he thought the employment of the private secre
tary by the Premier as an active political ag-ent 
wao m<>t objectimmble. If he chose to employ 
lli1n in canvaRsing, the lca:.;;t be 1night ha,ve don8 
\vas to hav.e done it qnietly, so as not to attract 
the attentwn of the country. He dared say the 
hon. gentleman had instructed him in the part 
he had taken, and it was only to be expected 
that members of that Committee would take 
notice of what had taken plttce, and express their 
disapproval of it. 

The PREJ\IIEH. said he had already said what 
he had to say about the Premier's private secre
tary when the matter was previously disensoed 
on a motion for adjournment. He (the Premier) 
then expressed his opinion on the subject, and he 
was of the same ovinion still, and alwayo had been 
of that opinion. 

1\Ir. NOR TON: Of course. 



Supply. [13 SEPTEMBER,] Supply. 549 

The PREMTER said that if hon. members 
would only think a little more they would see 
that it was the only possible opinion. He did 
not propose to di8cnss the Enogg-era, election 
unle8s it was desired to have a dehate on th:<t 
snhject. If it was desired to hn,ve a deL1to 
on it he was qnite prepared to take a pn,rt in it 
if necessary, bnt he did not propose to initiate a 
discussion on the subject. If hon. members would 
follow him for a few minutes he would again 
state what were the functions of a pri·,·ate secre
tary. The Prime Minister's private secretary 
was an official appointed for the purpobe of 
doing what might be called political work, offi
cial work which was not of a nature that 
could be done by a perrmcnent officer of the 
department. The head of the Government 
had n<tturally a great deal of work to do 
not only in connection with his official posi
tion as head of the Administmtion, but 
also as the head of his party, and that 
was purely political work. The principal 
function of a private secretat-y was to do that 
work, and conduct the necessary correspondence 
in respect to it. Take the case of a general 
election. \Vonlcl not the Prime Minister be 
expected to be in correc;pondence with nearly all 
parts of the colony with respect to suitable 
candidates, with respect to the best men to 
get, and the best arrangements to make for 
securing their return? That wmk it was the 
function of a private secretary to perform. 
The private secretary of every JUinister, in 
a.ny country where a Minister had a private 
secretary, had to perform work of that kind
work which had to be done by the Minister, Lut 
which, because it was of a political character, 
could not be done by a Civil servant who could 
not take any active part in politics. If, then, 
the private secretary could as.sist the Prime 
Minister in a general election, why should he 
not do so in a particular election? ·where did 
the difference come in? He maintained that if 
a contest were taking place, in which the head of 
the Government thoug·ht fit to take an active 
part, he would be perfectly justified in em
ploying his private secretary to do as much 
of the work as possible, and might even take 
his secretary with hiln when going round an 
electorate for that purpose. But on the late 
occasion nothing of the kind happened. As he 
had said before, he (the Premier) did not take 
any part in the election. A g-ront number of 
Government supporters worked actively on one 
side, and a g-reat numher worked actively on the 
other side, and the Opposition came in as umpire. 
As he had already stated, his private secretary 
was free to do what he pleased, and he thought 
he had a perfect right to do what he did, anrl. 
that he might have clone a great deal more. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman, 
on the last occasion whNl they discussed the 
subject, described his private secretary, Mr. 
\Voolcock-that was his name, he believed--as 
his political attache, showing that tinge of 
Imperialism which he had clispbye 1 since he had 
attended the Tmperial Conference. \Vith regard 
to that political attache, he (Mr. Moreheacl) 
hoped, fondly hoped, that his ill success on the 
last occasion wonld not shake the confidence of 
his political chief; it would be an awful thing 
if he lost his billet and the election too. He 
hopecl the Premier would not he too hard 
n pon 1\1r. \V oolcock ; it Wfl-'< his fir.st n ttem pt 
in that line, and though not llLi,rku:I vdth 
conspicuou"l succc<:,·~, he "\V:'Ls a yonnp- Hlan, ~ts wa8 

the cancliclate who was described by the Press 
as a political neophyte, and could sc~rcely be 
expected to succeed in a fig-ht against an old 
stager like the member for Enog·gera. Bnt to 
come to the larger question. Ho did not think 
it was ever contemplated, when voting the salary 

for the private secretary to the Premier, that it 
was to be a political otlice-that was to say, that 
the private secretary was to be used for political 
purposes. In the present case the gentleman 
who held that otf..ce was actively employed in the 
election against the opponent of the Government. 
He thought that it was manifestly unfair that 
such should be the case, because the whole of the 
taxpayers of the colony were not of the same 
way of thinking as the Premier-at least he 
believed they were not ; ami why should they be 
taxed to employ a private secretary, in opposition 
to their views, as an active political agent? The 
duties which the hon. gentleman said apper
tained to that office were generally supposed to 
attach to the whip of the party. He believed 
there was an hon. member on the other side who 
held that hig-h and elevated office, and possibly 
receiYed remuneration for it, and who did the 
political dirty work for the Premier and his 
party. However, it seemed that he was 
mistaken, and that the Premier thoug-ht that the 
person the taxpayer:> supported should be allowed 
to go ronnel electioneering on behalf of the 
party in power. The hon. gentleman also stated 
that on a former occasion the private secretary 
of the late Premier did the same sort of work. 
He (Mr. Morehead) thought he might safely say 
that that statement was not correct. Did the 
hon. gentleman say it was verfectly true? 

The PREMIER : No, I do not. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The hon. gentleman said 
so the other night. Well, I may express my 
convictions that there is not a scintilla of trnth 
in the statement. 

The PREMIER: I was so informed at the 
time by a gentleman sitting near to me. But 
in that case the private secretary was a Civil 
servant, so that the crtse was somewhat different. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he did not think that 
the late private secretary was a Civil servant. 

The PHEJVIIER: Yes, he was, all the time he 
was private secretary. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he thought it was 
very much better that for the future the private 
secretary should be a Civil servant, and that he 
should be kept out of electioneering squabbles 
and fights; he believed there was "rough-and
tumble" down at Eagle l!'arm. He certainly 
entered his protest against the office being abused 
in the way it had been by the present Premier 
and would move that the estimate be reduced by 
the sum of £300, that being the salary of the 
Prime Minister's political attache. 

Question-That £799 only be granted-put. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the Premier the other 
day gave several reasons. in support of his action, 
and each reason contraclJCted the other. He had 
stated that he was justified in using Mr. \Vool
cock as an electioneering agent because his pre
decessor had done so. He then said he did 
not use him as an electioneering agent, and 
then he finished off by stating that he was 
perfectly justified in using him as his agent. 
·when the hon. member for Port Curtis said Mr. 
\Voolcock was used as an electioneering agent 
the Premier's words were, "His predecessor did 
the same." He (Mr. Hamilton) could endorse 
what the leader of the Opposition had said, that 
that stat,ment was utterly without foundation. 
He knew very well that the private secretary to 
Sir Thonu1s 1Icilwraith never went canvassing 
a~ :!\Ir. \Voolcock appeared to have done. l'\ow, 
directlv after the Premier admitted that his secre
tary was an electioneering ag·ent he denied that he 
had used him as one. He would quote the hon. 
gentleman's words, because he was in the habit 
of making denials and saying he was misre· 
parted, The hon. member for Stanley said if 
Mr. Woolcock did his work properly he would 
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not have time to go canvassing, and the Premier 
replied, "He is in my office all day long.,. 
Now, that statement was known by people 
inside and outside thfl House to he utterly 
untrue. He knew very well that l\1r. vVool
cock was nGt in the ot!ice all day Ion~. Scores 
of electors of Enoggera knew it, and he 
could 1nention one case in 'Which a retlpcc
table merchant in town saw him between 
1 and 2 o'clock in the afternoon cam ase;ing a 
milkman on Red Hill. He mftde the remnrk, 
"Hullo, vVoolcock has lost his billet!" The milk
man was overheard to say, "Very well, I will do 
it; you can depend upon me." Yet that was the 
gentleman who was said to be in his office all day 
long. The Premier also stated that he had allowed 
l\Ir. \Voolcock to do as he pleased in the matter, 
and had exercio;ed no influence over him. Now, 
he (Mr. Hamilton) thought that statement was 
just about as correct and credible as the urevious 
one, that Mr. \Voolcock was in his office all clay 
long. The hon. gentleman's memory on tlmt 
occasion was a blank, as it had been on so many 
other occasions previously, when it SLlited him. 
Now, he had shown that the Premier's first 
excuse that the previous occupant of the office 
had done the same thing was without foun
dation. The hon. gentlemen, after overwhelm
ing evidence had been brought to be;cr that 
his secretary had acted as a political agent, 
attempted to brazen it out and justify the action, 
and how did he do it? Simply by calling l\lr. 
'V onlcock his political secretary. The b11re fact 
of the matter was that that gentleman was paid 
by the State to clo work for the State, and he 
had no right to act as an electioneering agent. 
The members of that Committee would never 
have voted the salary year by yetw if they hacl 
known that the Premier's secretary was simply 
to be used to further the interests of one 
particular party ; why, it would be just as 
r€':•sonable to expect the State to pay the hon. 
gentleman's g-room or butler. He cliclnot blame 
::'11r. \Voolcock, wh0, of cou,rse, was told what 
he had to do, and no doubt did it to the 
best of his ability, but he cerb•inly saw corrup
tion creeping in when the funds of the State 
were used in order to keep in power a particular 
party. Some allusion had been made to a "rough
and-tumble" at Eagle Farm, and he noticed that 
great capital was made of it in the papers, 
but he was assured that the fact W:LS that l\Ir. 
Brooke,: and one or two others were driving in a cart 
and somebody threw a dead cluck at them. He 
believed it was on the same occasion that the 
member for Rosewood was treated with not quite 
so much leniency as he received in the House. 
A resolution was passed that he be allowed to 
speak for five minutes if he spoke English, but 
he did not comply with the condition, and there
fore was stopped. 

Mr. DICKSO~ said he would like to ,;ay a 
few words upon the subject under discussion, 
and he trusted that any remarks he mig-ht make 
would not be characterised by what might be 
termed spitefulness. After he had said what 
he had got to say he intended to ask the hon. 
the leader of the Opposition to withdraw his 
amendment. He did not wish to join in any
thing which would appear to be a personal 
act of spite towards the Premier's private secre
tary, who had taken an active part in opposition 
to him at the }~noggm·a election. He clid not 
like to attack in that House, under the privileges 
of the House, any man who did not stand on 
an eqnal footing with himself, but at the 
same time he did not wish the debate to 
pass without expressing his very strong opinion 
against the practice of allowing a g-entleman, 
occupying the position of private secretary to 
the Prime Minister, to act as an electioneering 
agent or touter for votes, for. that was what the 

Premier ha.d allowed his private secretary to 
do during the late Enoggera election. He had 
always in that House ad vacated the cause of 
Civil ser~-ants possessing the franchise, and he 
still thought tlmt gentlemen who faithfully did 
their duty to the State, thongh they might 
be paid by the Sbcte, ought not to be 
deprived of the rig-hts of citizenship, which 
macle a man feel tlmt he occupied a proper 
position in the community. He felt that when 
a man was deprived of such rights of citizen
ship he was deprived of that which made him 
a usefnl and hononrable member of sociHty. But 
there was a great distinction between the right of 
exercising the fmnchise and the right of a gentle
man paid by the State for certain special duties to 
perforn1 the v;rork of an electioneering ngent, and 
he was sure of this:. that the sahtry of private 
secretary to the Prime l\finister was never voted 
by hon. members on the understanding that the 
gentleman who occupied the office was to act as 
canvasser or touter at elections. He totally dis
agreed with the Premier that the functions of 
a private secretary were in any way what he 
stated them to be, and he considered it exceed
ingly objectionable that a gentleman occupying 
that office should perform the duties that the 
Premier had permitted his secretary to perform. 
It had never been done in the past, and he 
could not see why he (Yfr. Dickson) should have 
been selected as the victim of that animosity 
or spite which had been shown. However, he 
could rise superior to the position, and he felt 
that notwithstanding the action of the Premier's 
private secretary or any other gentlemen who 
had been instructed to oppose him he was able 
to return to the House with a thorough endorse
ment of his late action by the constituency which 
he had the honour to represent, and he was not 
afmid to meet the Premier or any other gentle
man anrl give a full explanation of the reason 
why he had be,'n again returned to the House by 
the electors of Enoggera. He was not prepared 
at the present time to join with the hon. the 
leader of the Opposition in opposition to the 
vote. He had a respect for Mr. vVoolcock. He 
believed him to be a gentleman who satisfac
torily performed the duties appertaining to his 
position as private secretary to the Prime Minister. 
He was a young man, and he (Mr. Dickson) be
lieved that although he had a varnish of self-conceit 
which probably would be rubbed off when he 
came into contact more largely with the world, 
it would do him good, and enable him then 
to estimate himself more correctly at his proper 
value. In the meltntime he did not join with 
those who might wish to deprive him of hi.~ 
position. He would certainly say this : that if he 
was in the House at a, future time, and if dnring 
the approaching elections Mr. \Voolcock was 
made use of as an electioneering agent by the 
Premier, he wonld most cordially support the 
withdrawal of his salary from the next Esti
mates. He did not blame Mr. W oolcock, because 
he believed he was acting under instructions. 
He could not at all accept the explanation that 
Mr. \Voolcock was not a Civil servant. Possibly 
he had not been gazetted, and had not the benefit 
of the Civil Service Superannuation Fund, but he 
was to all intents and purpose• a Civil servant 
paid by the State; and being paid by the general 
taxpayers, it was never intended that he should 
act as an electioneering agent for one section 
of the community. He hoped the h<m. member 
would withdmw his amendment. 

:Yir. \V. BROOKES said he could not help 
giving expre~sion to a feeling he had very 
strongly just then, that the last speech was 
characterised by very bad taste. It was in just 
as bad taste as it would be for him to connect the 
newly elected member for Enoggera with the row 
ami rumpus at Eagle Farm. He had never thought 
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of identifying the hon. member with the rumpus 
at Eagle Farm. He was free to confess that 
the events of Saturda,y night had made an 
indelible impression upon his memory, but 
h~ did not connect the member for Enoggem 
w1th th<he events. He was sorry also to he"'r 
the hon. member give further currency to the 
quite unfounded remark that the private secre
t"'ry acted under the instructions of his Chief. 

HONOURARI.E MEl\!BEHS: How do you know? 

:Mr. W. BIWOKES said he knew very well 
the remark had no foundation in f,wt. It was 
a very shabby remark to make, ani it was a 
remark which should not have been made by 
such an old and. experienced politician as the 
hon. Illmnber for J~noggent clailned 'i.vith n1ore pre¥ 
tensions than foundation to be. The hon. mem
ber clctimed so much for his victory, but let him 
tell the hon. member that his victory was owing 
to the respect paid him for his long political 
services. Let him tell the hon. gentleman th"'t 
when he went into the public market again--

Mr. MOREHEAD : Do not prophesy any 
more. 

Mr. \V. BROOKES said he was not prophesy
ing-he was only exprew~ing an opinion, and that 
opinion was that when the hon. gentleman was 
put up to public auction again he would not 
fetch the price he put upon himself. 

Mr. KELLETT: Where will you be? 

Mr. \V. BROOKES said that wherever he 
was he could take care of himself. As to the 
ridiculous and absurd speech made by the senior 
member for Cook, he could only tell him he was 
wrong in his facts and wrong in the inferences 
he drew from them, and one-half of his speech 
was the invention-he was going to say of his 
own fertile brain, but he would refrain from say· 
ng that, and merely say that the hnn. member was 

a picker-up of unconsidered trifles; and with that 
he would let him drop. There was surely some· 
thing wrong in the estimation of Mr. \Voolcock's 
position. Let him start fair, and he was sure 
he could depend for fair play on all the hon. 
members on the other side, however strong the 
party spirit might be. It had been srtid that 
l\fr. \Voolcock was a Civil servant, and it had 
also been asserted that he was not a Civil 
servant. However, it was quite unfair to say 
that he left his office and neglected his 
work. That was a most unjtmt remaYk, 
and should not be made by a member of that 
Committee, becanse hon. members must remem
ber that when they made such remarks about 
l\Ir. \Voolcock or about any other priYate person 
they were made without the possibility of a 
rebuttal by those perwns, who hrcd no means of 
defence. It was, therefore, mean and contemp· 
tible to make such remarks and make such use of 
parliament''":)' privilege. He should be ashamed 
to say anythmg of that kind ; still it seemed to 
be in the nature of some persons to make such 
remarks. Mr. \Voolcock had been called an 
electioneering agent by the newly elected mem
ber for Enoggera. 

Mr. DICKSON: Hear, hear ! What else was 
he? 

Mr. W. BROOKES said he was not an 
electioneering agent. \Vh"'tever part he took in 
that election he took as a private person, and 
received no instructions fron1 anyone. 

Mr. NOUTON: That is too thin. 
Mr. \V. BUOOKES said he merely made 

those remarks, and they could only be contra
dicted. 

The PREMIER: By persons who know 
nothing about the matter, 

Mr. W. BROOKES said the same remarks 
might be made of himself. Did anyone suppose 
that the remarks made by hon. members on the 
other side were made in the interest of political 
purity? \Vhat rubbish! They were only made for 
the ;·ery smallest, the bitterest, and the most con
temptible of party motives. He was pained to find 
that a gentleman who should know better and who 
had been characterised by an amenity and suavity 
of disposition--which were qualities that were not 
very apparent just now-·should have made use 
of such rem,rks. As for excising the vote, he 
did not think that was seriously intended by the 
leader of the Opposition. It might be taken for 
granted that what was said in the Committee 
would be read, nmrked, and inwardly digested ; 
but let them do Mr. Woolcock justice, and 
to call him an electioneering agent was to 
entirely misrepresent the whole position. A 
friend of his came out as the opposing· candidate, 
and he took a friendly interest in his candi
dature and w"'s neither asked nor told to do it or 
not to do it, and he did not abstract any of the 
time for which he was paid by the public in doing 
it. He (i\1r. Brookes) might say he was inclined to 
think-and a very little pressure would make him 
think-that if that gentleman had been employed 
in securing the return of the present member for 
Enoggera they would not have heard a word about 
it. He would appeal to the good sense of the 
Committee whether to excise the vote was not 
altogether beyond the occasion. Let them be 
satisfied with what had passed, and, above all, 
let them avoid slandering, and maligning, and 
backbiting, and injuring people who were with
out any power of protecting themselves. Let 
them remember that, if it was excellent to have 
a "giant's strength," it .. was tyrannous to use it 
like a giant. 

Mr. STEVENSON said they could all excuse 
the hon. membe~ for North Brisbane for feeling 
a little sore on the present occasion. He had been 
a bad prophet ; he had gone on the wrong man, 
and, of course, he felt a little sore. The leader 
of the Opposition, no doubt, did not want this 
vote excised, but he wished to have a little 
discussion on it. Had the question been not the 
excision of the vote, but an expression of opinion 
as to whether the Premier was right or wrong 
in using Mr. \Vooleock as a political agent or 
touting man, he was perfectly satisfied th"'t the 
majority would have said the Premier was wrong. 
Of course they all knew that any Premier wanted 
a private secretary. He could not be expected 
to do without one; so, no doubt, the leader 
of the Opposition would withdraw his motion; 
but, at the same time, the Premier should give 
the Committee some assurance that he would not 
use his private secret"'ry in the future as he had 
done over the Enoggera election. It had put 
Mr. \Voolcock in a very false position, and it 
was beneath the dignity of the Chief Secretary 
himself. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said that he, at any rate, 
was not sore in the matter, whatever might be 
said of the hon. member for North Brisbane, 
Mr. Brookes. He (Mr. Hill) was not sore, 
because his friend, Mr. Dickson, had been re
turned with a very substantial majority, to 
which he (Mr. Hill) had contributed one vote. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Are you sure you did not 
vote more than once ? 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said there was no 
California Gully about on that occa;ion ; that 
was confined t0 the far North. He was glad 
th"'t his friend, Mr. Dickson, had been returned. 
He could see that the Premier was placed in a 
very awkward position. There was one gentle
man who had left the Cabinet because he 
could not go the entire animal-the whole 
hog; and a whipper-snapper of a lawyer-
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a duck or a drake-got up aud offered to do 
battle for the Premier, to s11pport him through 
thick and thin, to swallow everything. How 
could the Premier put him down? He h~1.d to 
flutter hie wings somehow or other, and the 
Premier could not very well say, " Don't you 
do anything of the kind; I would much rather 
you didn't." It would h'we been au admi."ion 
of his own weakne.<s, so he probably said, "Go 
and have a try at him." Then the priYate secre
tary, who was said to be a hi end of the other bird 
-they were both birde, one was \Voolcock and thr; 
other a cock duck-did not seem to have wasted 
any public time over the busineSR. It seemed 
tlmt he simply went out after 8 o'clock at night 
with Mr. Drake, and on Sunday it appeared he 
had been convaosing down 1'\undah way. That 
was very sad; this gentleman belonged to a very 
religions family, and he ought not to have been 
canva,;sing on the Sabbath Day, but it hacl not 
been shown that he had wasted any of the time 
he was paid for. It would have been better 
if the leader of the Opposition had slwwn 
his sense of the indecency of the c•mrse that 
was pursued by moving the reduction of the 
salary for the present year by the smn of one 
shilling. It would have been ample penalty 
to inflict for all the harm that was done. He 
( Yir. Hill) had not the slightest intention of 
voting for the excision of that amount. 

Mr. HAMILTON said his colleague and him
self seemed to have been in unison in supporting 
the present member fnr Enoggera. He also 
attempted to give that hon. member a vote; but 
he found it was another Hamilton whose name 
was on the roll, so he did what he could otherwise. 
The junior member for North Bri,bane appeared 
to be ahampioning 1\fr. \Voolcock, but no one 
was blaming Mr. \Voolcock. They knew per
fectly well that he was :acting- under instruc
tions. 

Mr. vV. BROOKES : That is exactly what 
I deny. 

Mr. HAMILTON said that had not the slightest 
weight with him, because any person who would 
be guilty of such conduct would, of course, 
deny it. He considered that the hon. member for 
North Brisbane was the last who should presume 
to give the hon. member for Enoggera a lecture 
on good taste, because he thought the hon. 
member's own taste was very (\Uestionable 
when he talked of one of his own leaders 
and one of his own side as he did at one of 
those meetings, when he spoke of him as a "flabby 
and senile politician." He believed the hon. 
gentleman was old enough to be 1\Ir. Dickson's 
father. The hon. member also referred to state
ments made by him, as nnconsidered trifles. 
\Vere statements intended to deceive, uncon
sidered trifles? They were generally and justi
fiably distinguished by haroher terms. It was 
stated by the Premier that Mr. \Voolcock was in 
his office all the day, but there was not the 
slightest foundation in fact for that statement, 
because he was away electioneering clay after 
day. As fqr not acting under instructions, 
could any sensible man believe that the Premier 
had no knowledge of what he was doing? 
If he had been canvassing on behalf of lilr. 
Dickson some inquirie.< would have been made, 
and he would have been brought back to his 
work very quickly. He believed there was no 
intention to excise the vote, Gut hon. members 
wanted an expl'ession of opinion that l\ft·. \\7 ool
cock should be confined to the work for which he 
was paid by the State. 

The PRE:\1IER said he h>td stated just now 
what he conceived to be the functions of a 
private secretary, and no one had attempted to 
answer his arguments. No one disputed the 
necessity for a private secretary to the Premier 

to cond uot correspondence with regard to 
elections generally, but exception was taken to 
the connection of the private secretary with a 
particular election, when he was nut asked by the 
Premier to take any vart in it, but simply 
allowed to do as be liked. As to the supposition 
that jt was wrong to aJlow a person receiving 
St:1te n1oney tn act in political 1nattcrs, hon. 
members were strangely forgetful. There were 
officers in England specially paid for that 
service. 

Mr. MOltEHEAD: Not here. 
The PRE:HIER said the officer in question 

was not paid as a Civil s.grvant any more than 
he was, or than the Chairman was. 'rhe Chair
man received his ;;alary from the public Trea;;ury, 
and he was at perfect liberty to take part in 
elections. He (the Premier) also received his 
sabry from the Treasury, and he was at liberty 
to take part in elections. As head of the 
Government and of a party it was hi,; business 
to do so, and the private secret:cry to the Prime 
1\Iinister was exactly in the same po'lition. In 
J~ngbnd the First Lord of the Treasury had 
two secretaries-financial secretaries; and they 
were simply the paid politic~! agents of the party 
in power, each g-etting J.?l,OOO a year for his ser
Yices. They made all the arrangements for 
elections, and if they happened to be in a place 
where an election was going on he did not think 
they would be such fools as to refrain from can
vassing. He wished now to correct an error 
into which he fell the other day when referring 
to 1\fr. \Voolcock's predecessor, 1\fajor Lyster. 
Reference was being made at the time to ~lr. 
\Voolcock being present at an election meeting 
and being on the platform, and an hon. gentle
men sitting beside him (the Premier) told him 
that his predecessor did the same. He then 
repeated it, but he believed he was incorrect in 
one respect. He had the best authority, however, 
for saying that when the then Prime Minister 
'vas canva.ssing his own electorate his private 
secretary went with him, and he did not see why 
he should not have been. If he were c'mvas
sing North Brisbane he should feel at liberty 
to employ hio private secretary to assist him 
in every pmsible way, even to sit on the 
platform at meetings, and to induce doubtful 
voters to vote for him. He could not undertake to 
carry on the business of Prime Minister and 
head of a party without a private secretary. 
There were many other duties, not political but 
confidential, that could not be performed by Civil 
senants, and it war; for the performance of those 
duties as well as the others he had mentioned 
that he asked for the salary of a private secretary. 
Ha did not wish it to be supposed that he was 
conceding to the objections made on the other 
side. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he might tell the 
Premier, once for all, that Queensland was nut 
England, and that there were a great many 
customs there which were not likely to be 
adopted here. And one of the worst practices 
ruling- in Eng-land was for the First Lord of the 
Treasury to have two financial secretaries to do 
\\"Ork connected with elections. It was a new 
departure in the colony, at any rate, and was 
not likely to be allowed by the Committee or by 
the country. He did not desire to punish a 
1nun wlro was, to a certain extent, the unM 
offending tool of the Premier, but he wished to 
protest agn,imt the private Pecretary of the 
Premier being employed as he had been. There 
was no doubt that the discussion which had now 
spread over three eyenings, 1110re or less, \vas 
broug-ht a bout by the remarks of the J'rernier 
and the Minister for \Vorks when the matter 
was first brought forward. The Premier stated 
that he saw no reason why Mr. \Voolcock should 
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not exercise his political rights, and then said 
he owed no gratitude to Mr. Dickson, and saw 
no reason why he should support his candidature. 
Then the Minister for \Vorlcs got up and spoke 
in this wise :-

"As for the tloct1·inc that 1Tr. "~ooleo<'k should not he 
used by the rremier fot· politieal llllrposes, I say ilmt 
he is the very man the 11remicr would use at a gdtcral 
election, nnd I snpposc that hnt for hi~ friendly fAclings 
towards ::.\Jr. Dickson he wouhl have made n~c of him 
on this occ'1.sion. I know thnt if 1 were in his vlace I 
wonld make use of :Jir. \Voolcock to the utmost in 
trying to defeat Thir. Dickson, because it is not a per
sonal matter; it is a matter of political principle 
betwaeu Jir. Dicks0n and the 1\Iinistry. If :Jfr. Dickson 
chose to separate himself feom the )Iinistry on a que-.
tion of l)Olitieal principle, he is certainly a fair object 
for opposition on the part of the Government." 

Those were the words of the Minister for \Vorks 
in reg:wd to the employment of a private secre
tary. He sincerely trusted that at no period of 
the history of the colony would the Minister for 
\Vorks be entrusted with a private secretary, 
though possibly, if he had possessed one, he 
might have done more good in the late election 
than the Minister for \V orks seemed to have 
done himself. He was informed that the hon. 
gentleman toiled and moiled thelivelongday, and 
then had to submit to a most ignominious defeat, 
even in his own Toowong, which was to be created 
a pocket borough by the new Redistribution Bill; 
and he hoped the same fate would befall him as 
befell Mr. Drake when he stood for that constitu
ency. The Premier stated that he inadvertently 
made a statement with regard to the private 
secretary to the late Premier, Sir Thomas 
Mcll wraith-although he still believed it was 
correct-n'tmely, that Mr. Lyster went on to the 
platform at public political meetings. The hon. 
gentleman was not altogether correct. ·what the 
hon. member for Port Curtis said was :-

"I do not think that a majority of members of this 
House think for one moment that the private secretary 
to the Premier was to be employecl as an electioneering 
agent. Now, that is what he is-simply an electioneer
ing agent, and nothing more, and au electioneering 
agent hnving the authority of the Chief Secretary. I 
am satisfied that when the House was asked to vote a 
sa,lary for that otriccr they never dreamt that he 'vould 
be employed on that kind of work. 

"The PREJ.IIER: His predecessor did the same." 

There was nothing whatever about his sitting on 
the platform at meetings held for pnrely elec
tioneering purposes. He (Mr. l'viorehead) fully 
agreed with what had fallen from the hon. 
n1mnber for Enoggera, and 'vas very glad to find 
that that hon. member took exactly the same 
view of the question as the majority of the Com
mittee, he believed, did ; and s:tid that in future, 
when any similar action was taken by any 
Premier's private secretary, he should oppose to 
the utmost the passing· of that officer's salary. 
"\Vith the permission of the Committee he would 
withdraw the amendment, which, he might say, 
was only made with the intention of emphasising 
the opinion of the Committee with regard to the 
action taken by the Premier's private secretary. 
He trusted the debate would have some good 
effect, if not upon the present Premier, who had 
expre"'ed his intention to make no change in 
that direction, upon some other Premier who 
was more amenable to reason, not so stiff
necked and perverse, and not so thoroug·hly 
imbued with the spirit of Imperialism which 
seemed to have got such a firm hold of him when 
he was in the old country. 

The PREMIER said that if the vote was 
passed he should consider himself at liberty to 
employ his private secretary in that way in 
future. 

Mr. MORE HEAD : It will not be for long. 

The PREMIER said that, as to the nonsense 
the hon. member talked about Imperialism, it 
was not his own. The hon. member had heard 
it from somebody else, and brought it forward 
on every occasion as a new epithet. The hon. 
Inerr1ber 'voulrl Hoon get tirt3d of it, and 'vould 
then cast ahont for another. The arrangement to 
which he had referred was found a most con
venient one in the old country. 

Mr. DICKSOX said he was not at all averse 
to the Chief Secret><ry employing- his private 
secretary as hi;:; a1nanuensis in lus correspondence 
with political partisans, even during an election. 
\Vhat he did object to was that the private 
secretary should depart from his strictly clerical 
duties and be delegated to assist or to m traduce 
to public f<wmu any particular political partisan of 
the Government. He doubted whether the political 
~ecretarios to the Treasury in the old country 
would go abo11t the country with a Government 
candidate introducing him to public meetings 
and doing electioneering work in general. And 
that was what the Prernier·'s private secretary 
had done. He should denounce it in any Civil 
servant, and he should feel disposed on any 
future occasion, if in the House when anything 
of a similar kind was brought under their notice, 
to mark his sense of its impropriety by attacking 
the vote. 

The PREMIER said he was strongly of 
opinion that Civil servants should not take part 
in electioneering. He had never allowed a Civil 
servant to do it, and had had to threaten more 
than one with dismissal in con,<equence. 

Mr. MORE HEAD : On which side were they 
electioneering? 

The PREMIER said that one of them offered 
his services to him, and he told him it was quite 
a sufficient reason for dismissal. 

Mr. KELLETT said the discussion had been 
a very useful one, no matter what might be the 
er,d of it. They knew very well that the 
Premier would never give in and own himself 

,,vrong. 
The PRE:!\IIER: Not when he is certain he is 

right. 
Mr. KELLETT said he was perfectly satisfied 

the Premier knew it was not the duty of his pri
vate secretary to interfere in elections, and that 
his salary was never voted for the purpose. But 
he was one of those men who would never ac
knowledge himself to be in the wrong, and that 
was one of the greatest mistakes he ever made in 
his life. The best men, the best statesmen, had 
sometime' acknowledged that they were wrong ; 
but the Premier never did. He (Mr. Kellett) 
should have liked to have heard more members 
on his own side of the Committee take part 
in the discussion, because he knew that the 
opinions of many of them coincided with his 
own, that touting at elections was not the 
proper duty of the Premier's private secretary. 
'rhe Premier stated that in England pTivate 
secretaries made arrangements for elections; but 
that was quite a different thing from touting for 
a candidate who wao put forward in opposition 
to the respected late Treasurer, :Mr. Dickson, 
whiGh made it more objectionable to a majority 
of hon. members on that side. He (Mr. Kellett) 
should not have spoken on the subject but for 
the unwarrantable language of the junior member 
for X orth Bri,bane, althongh very few people 
inside the House, and as few outside it, took 
much notice of what the old gentleman said. 
He should lmYc liked to hear the Premier say 
that he did not intend to use his private secretary 
at the forthcoming elections to tout against any 
c:ondidate who happenet! to object to his views 
on one or two points. The hon. member, 1\lr. 
Dickson, only objected to them on one or two 
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points and on being returned sat, as before, on 
the sa~e side of the House as the Premier, pre
pared to support every good measure the hon. 
gentleman might bring before the House. If 
the junior memher for North Brisbane had been 
subjected to similar treatment he would have 
o·rnw to the other side of the House. But there 
t'he hon. rnen1ber for Enoggera was, and he 
(:'vir. Kellett) was ]Jerfectly satisfied he would he 
one of the hest snpporter' the Premier h:'d. 
Possibly what had taken place would brmg 
the Premier to his level a bit, which he ;·ery 
much required. The hon. gentleman's trip to 
England had nearly ruined him. Queensland 
was not the country for Bismarcks ; they would 
not have them; they tnust have their own inde
pemlence. But the Premier was always trying 
to drive his supporters to the other side, and they 
refused to go ; they did not like the f~llows over 
there, and meant to stick to the Prem1er. They 
were going to n1ake the Prmnier a good deal 
better man than he was, and he might tell him 
that there was a great deal of room for improve· 
ment ; there were so many t~ings in that 
country that he knew nothmg whatever 
about. The hon. gentleman had lived all his 
life in lawyer"' offices in town, and there 
were any number of matters in the country 
about which he had yet to learn. If the hon. 
gentleman lived a little longer they wm;ld 
teach him, and might induce him to mocl1fy 
the autocratic disposition to which he was 
now so much inclined. He was satisfied the 
Premier knew that that was not the proper 
position for his private secretary to take up. 
He was glad to know that the hon. the leader 
of the Opposition did not intend to push the 
matter further. He had never thought that he 
would. But the discussion had been well brought 
forward, and he was only sorry that other mem
bers on his side of the Committee had not 
spoken because he knew that a very large 
numbe;, of them held similar opinions to his own 
-that it was a most unjustifiable position for the 
private secretary to take up. 

Mr. NELSON said he hoped they would soon 
see some of the improvement that was going to 
be effected in the Premier by the hon. member 
for Stanley. 

Mr. KELLETT : No; by members all ronnel, 
Mr. NELSON : At the same time he thought 

the private secretary to the Chief Secretary had 
abused his position if all was true that they had 
heard of his conduct with regard to the recent 
election. He rose, however, chiefly to state his 
opinion that the Chief Secretary was wrong in 
trying to draw an analogy between secretaries in 
the home country and his own private secretary. 
The hon. gentleman referred to the political secre
tr~ry of the Treasury, and to the financial secre
tar)' of the Treasury, hnt they occupied a 
totally different position from the private secre
tary here. They were members of the Ministry, 
and had the same right as any other Minister 
to go about the country, and do what they liked 
with regard to elections. They were members 
of the Ministry, although not members of the 
Cabinet. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: And members of 
the House. 

Mr. NELSON: And members of the House; 
so that there was no analogy whatever between 
their position and Mr. \Yoolcock's position. 

The PREMIER: The only analogy was in 
their getting pay. 

Mr. DONALDSON: As a matter of fact 
they are members of the House. 

The PREMIER : I assumed that you knew 
th:ot. I gave you credit for knowing a little, 

Mr. NELSON said the Chief Secretary 
defended the conduct of his private secretary in 
this instance by saying that he, as the head of 
an administration, was also the head of a party ; 
tlut that party requirecllookin_g after, and that 
if he had not time to do w hunself the proper 
person to assist him was his private secretary. 

The PRE:'viiER : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. NELSON said there was something in 

that. But it was thoroughly unconstitutional. 
Although they carried on the government by 
party, yet party government was no part ~f the 
Constitution. It had only become a con vemence. 
Possibly they could not carry on their system of 
government without it; but still it was not part 
of the Constitution and he never knew before 
that it was the pro[Jer thing to vote the public 
funds for the purpose of carrying on a political 
party. That was quite a different thing from 
the administration. If a private secretar;r W';'S 

necessary to the Chief Secretary to ass1st m 
carrying on the administration of the cou;:ttr.)';, he 
could easily understand that they wer": JUstified 
in voting the people's money to pay h1m. But 
when that person was to be employed for. party 
politics, he could not see that they were m any 
way justified in paying him out of the funds of 
the people. That was the objection he had to 
the private secretary being en:ployed-a rr~an 
who was paid from the public funcls-beu;g 
employed for the purposes that the gen~leman m 
question seemed to have been employed m lately. 

Mr. BULCOCK said that he was not at all 
satisfied with the explanation given by the 
Premier as to the position occupied by his private 
secretary. He did not think it was ever intended 
by that House that that gentleman shonl~ be 
a political secretary. That he was a pr1vate 
secretary to assist the Premier in drafting Bills, 
and in his correspondence, he could well under· 
stand hut he did not think anv secretary occu· 
pying' that position shoul~ be" used for party 
purposes, either on o;:te s1d": or. the other: If 
either party wanted ass1stance m t1me of electwns, 
or if the Premier wanted it, he should pay for 
it out of his own pocket. He did not think 
the country should have to pay money spent for 
party political purposes on either side. On that 
"round he challenged the Premier's statement 
that the private secretary was intended to be a 
political secretary. He (:Yir. Bulcock) had not 
the same objection that some hon. gentlemen had 
to Civil servants voting. Civil servants .were not 
intended to be automata. They had their r1ghts ; 
they gave their services for t~e moneY: ~hey 
received, and they had all the ~Jgh.ts of CJtJze~
ship. He for one had no ob]ectwns to their 
taking part in elections, if they did it so as not 
to be offensive to other people. He did not 
think it fair to attempt to keep them clown, 
and try to debar them from having the rights 
which other men, with less intelligence and no 
more honesty, exercised. As citizens they were 
entitled to that. In this case, however, he 
thought, although he did not personally object 
to what Mr. Woolcock had clone, that his own 
good sense should have led him to have appeared 
in a less public manner than he had done. If 
Civil servants were let alone there were very few 
of them would do what was offensive to either 
side. They ought not to tie them down and g-ag 
them because they were Civil servants. He 
thought that there had been quite sufficient said 
on the matter, and he was sorry they had. spent 
so much time in discussing it. After all, 1t was 
really a very small matter. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. MOREHEAD asked how it was that 

"incidental expenses" formed such a heavy 
item, £100, compared with what appeared for 
other departments? 
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The PREMIER said there was a great deal 
of clerical work to be done. The Clerk of the 
Council had often to call in additional assistance. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the reason he raised the 
point was because he r~av~" that "eDntingencies" 
for the LegislatiYe Assembly, which included 
"postage, fuel, and incidental expen~e-;, inchld
ing stationery, &c., for shorthand writers," only 
amountecl to £185 ; and he was told that the 
work in connection with that Chamber was much 
greater than in connection with the Executive 
Council. 

Qnestion put and passed. 
LllGISLA1'1VE COUKCIL. 

The PREMIER moved £3,400, salaries and 
contingencies, Legislative Council, He said the 
vote was the same as last year, less £25 increase 
to the salary of the principal messenger for 1884-5, 
which did not appear this year. 

Question put and passed. 
LEGISLATIVE ARSE3IBLY. 

The PREMIER, in moving £3,583, salaries 
and contingences, Legislative Assembly, said the 
vote was the same as last year. 

Question put and passed. 
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL AND LEGISLATIVE 

ASSE3IBLY. 

The PREMIER, in moving £8,089, salaries 
and contingencies connected with the joint 
establishment of the Legislative Council and 
Legislative Assembly, said in the first item there 
was an increase of £25 for one of the junior 
library messengers-from £40 to £G5-to which 
he apprehended there would be no objection. In 
the reporting staff there was no cht1nge, and 
there was no change proposed in the itern for 
the Refreshment Rooms, although the expendi
ture last year was £250 in excess of the vote. 
Under the heading ''Contingencies," the f;:.:tlne 

sum was asked for as la't year. The amount 
asked for then for gas proved too small, in conse
quence of defects in the electric light in the early 
part of the session; but a sufficient amount was 
saved out of other items to pay for that. In 
respect to the Refreshment Rooms, he thought it 
was a matter for the Refreshment Room Com
mittee to take in hand, whether they ought not 
to charge, under existing circumstances, a larger 
sum for the meals supplied to hon. members. 
He did not think the State ought to pay 
anything towards feeding hon. members, who 
received a daily allowance during their absence 
from home. Another matter that should be 
taken in hand by the Refreshment Room Com
mittee was the cases of members who did not 
pay their Refreslunent Room accounts. There 
wa8 son1e an1ount of scandal going about in 
regard to that, and he thought it was the duty 
of the Refreshment Room Committee to report 
such cases to the House. 

Mr. BLACK said they were going along very 
gaily voting those large sums of money at a 
time when they were led to believe the Govern
ment intended to do something to reduce the 
expenditure. They did not appear to have made 
any such attempt. He should have liked to have 
seen some attempt made to reduce the vot11 
before them which appertained to the Legislative 
Assembly and also to the Council. He endorsed 
what the Premier had said about the Refresh
ment Room Committee. He was on that com
mittee, and he certainly thought the country 
should not be called upon, after they had voted 
hon. members' expenses, to supplement that vote 
by giving members meals in the Refreshment 
Room at a lower price than they actually cost. 
He wished the hon. gentleman would move a 
reduction in the vote ; if he did not, he 

should be inclined to doubt his sincerity. The 
hon. gentleman also said he would like to see 
the Hefreshment Room Committee bring for
ward the names of those hun. wembers who did 
not pay their accounts. He (:\fr. :Bl:tck) could 
only s:ty that he had never heard anything of it, 
and the caterer had not made any complaint that 
he was aware of in the complaint-book. How
ever, he should certainly make it his duty to 
inquire. He could not believe that any hon. 
member, either of the Assembly or the Council, 
would be guilty of such an act of meanness as 
had been suggested. There were some very large 
items in the vote which, considering the state 
of the finances of the colony, ought to be 
cut down. There was the item "Bookbinding, 
£l,OOO,"which might safely be cnt down one-half. 
The reporting staff cost £4,128 a year, but was 
any attempt to be made to reduce any of that 
expense ? They were passing all those items 
when there was no attempt, so far as he was 
aware, to curtail any of them. The Government 
had been defeated upon their financial proposals, 
and they were unable to impose a land tax, which 
was to ha Ye been one of the sources of additional 
revenue. They had been unable to carry their 
motion for curtailing the endowments to divi
sional boards and municipoJities, and how were 
they going to make both ends meet? \V ere the 
Committee tu pa'ls the Estimates almost inulobo? 
He thought the Government should not go 
further with the Estimates until they had sub
mitted to the Committee some proposal by which 
they could hope to make both ends meet during 
the year. 

Mr. BUCKLAND said there was an item 
"Groom, £104," and he would ask the Premier 
whether, in connection with that, it was cus
tomary for persons not members of Parliament 
or their attendants to make use of the stables? 

The PREMIER said he had been informed 
that there had been some instances in which 
per.sons had been allowed the use of the pm·lia
mentary stables who were not members of Par· 
liament. He had also been informed that the 
Parliamentary Buildings Committee had passed a 
resolution absolutely prohibiting it. 

Mr. BUCKLAND said he was glad to hear 
from the Premier that that custom should be 
discontinued in future. 

Mr. NELSON said he understood that the 
vote was nearly always exceeded-that the 
expenditure was nearly always in excess of the 
amount voted. Last year the excess was £()2fl ; 
but he was >1ware that some of that belonged to the 
previous year. They knew tha,t expenditure was 
going on, and would go on until the end of the 
present month. In the year 1885-6 he noticed 
that the total was considerably larger than this 
year ; there was actually !:8, 793 spent that year, 
and £G74 carried forward. He thought the 
Premier might have given some reply to the hon. 
member for l'iiackay and told them when he was 
g·oing into Committee of \Vays and Means, so 
that they would know what was to be done. 
'f'hey were fixing the rate of expenditure and did 
not know where the money was to come from. 
He did not mean to say that there was any trap 
laid or that ad vantage would be taken of their 
passing the estimate; but still they knew that 
it they fixed the rate of expenditure they would 
be bound to find the money somewhere or other, 
either by a land tax or by some other tax. They 
were now voting those sun1s of nwney in the 
dark; they had made no provision for them, and 
did not know where the money was to come from. 
If retrenchment was going to be the policy o£ 
the Government, then the Committee ought to 
know that, and also in what particular parts of 
the public expenditare that retrenchment was to 
be exercised. If they knew that to start with, 
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they would be in a much better position to con· 
sider the expenditure, and would be able to deal 
with the Estimates in a much more economical 
manner. 

The PREMIER said the information he had 
from the Treasury showed that in the expendi
ture of that vote up to the present time there 
was a considerable saving on last year's estimate. 
One item, as he had mentioned just now, had 
been exceeded, but on the general vote for books, 
binding, periodicals, and other contingencies, 
there was a large surplus. 

Mr. NELSON: But we do not know what 
has been spent since the 1st of July. 

The PREMIER said the information he asked 
for, and which he presumed he had received, was 
up to date. The saving on that vote vras about 
£700. There was, however, an excess on two 
others of about £500, so thC~t, as far as he could 
tell from the information taken from the 
Treasury books that day, the expenditure was 
within the vote. As to going into committee 
of vV ays and Means, he had already stated that 
the Goyernment did not intend to make any fresh 
financial proposals to the House. That he had 
said plainly enough. There would be an endeavour, 
therefore, to make both ends meet by exercising a 
severe economy, as far as was consistent with 
efficiency. If they could not make both ends 
meet there would be a deficiency at the end of 
the year, but in the pr~sent position of affairs 
they could not help that if it did happen. They 
had asked the Committee to give them the means 
of raising more money and they had declined to 
do so, and had at the same time accompanied 
that refusal by what was equivalent to an 
imperative order to the Government to continue 
to carry on the business of thg country. He 
was not prepared to say in what departments 
retrenchment could be effected. He was endea
vouring to discover whether any saving could 
be made in the Treasury, but he did not at 
present see how any saving could be made 
in that department. He believed it was 
extremely economically conducted. He thought 
that in the Works Department there might be 
some material saving, but that was a matter which 
his hon. colleague, the Minister for Works, had 
now in hand, and which was receiving very careful 
consideration. He (the Premier) had taken the 
opportunity of going very carefully into the 
expenditure of the \Vorks Department and the 
progressive expenditure of the different branches 
of the Railway service, and had compared the 
expenditure per mile on the different railways 
from yettr to year for some years past, and he was 
satisfied himself that there was room for consider
able reduction. He handed over all the materials 
obtained for that comparison to his colleague, the 
Minister for Works, when he took office. He 
(the Premier) had every reason to believe, though 
he was not then in a position to give any par
ticulars, that the estimated revenue would be 
exceeded, but he hoped there would be an oppor
tunity before the close of the session of making 
what might be called a supplementary financial 
statement. He could not, however, that evening 
give the Committee any further information on 
that point. 

Mr. NORTON said he thought the Committee 
had a right to expect that every item which had 
not been t'Xpended should be pointed out as they 
came to it on the Estimates, so that they would 
not be asked to a sum of money with the 
probability that whole of it would nut be 
expended. It was well known that if a large 
amount was passed there was a tendency to 
expend the whole of it. He quite concurred with 
what fell from an hon. member with reference 
to the charges made for refreshments. He 
did not see why hon. members who received 

what was practically a salary for their ser
vices, which they had no right to expect 
when they came into the House and which 
they helped themselves to because they had the 
power, should take ad vant:tge of their position 
and help themselves to refreshments partly at the 
cost of the State. He entirely disapproved' of 
that, and he thought that if the Premier made 
a propoeal which would effect a reform in that 
particular it would meet with the approbation of 
the Committee. He would, at any rate, support 
the hon. gentleman in the matter. There was 
one other thing that he would like to say, and 
that was that they were told when the Estimates 
were brought forward that very careful considera
tion had been given to them by the Govern
ment, and it was impossible to reduce them 
without impairing the efficiency of the service. 
Since that statement was made ten draftsmen 
in the Lands Office had received notice to 
clear out, and now they were told that consider
able expense would be saved n the vV orks 
Department. If that were so the Estimates 
could not have been properly considered. His 
impression was that in most of the departments 
it would be possible to make some retrenchment 
by which greater economy could be carried out. 
He quite fell in with the idea suggested by the 
late 'freasurer that a Public Service Board should 
be appointed, and believed that they would make 
valuable recommendations as to what changes 
could be made without impairing the public service. 

Mr. DICKSON said he would like to ask the 
Premier if he would take into consideration, 
before the recess, the advisability of appointing 
such a board. He was satisfied that no satisfac
tory retrenchment could ever be carried out in 
the departments unless there was such an autho· 
ritativeinquiry held. He was not going to criticise 
unfairly the action of the Minister for Lands in 
giving notice of dismissal to ten officers in his 
department, although he might say that no 
intimation was given to him, when the hon. gen· 
tleman pr~pared his Estimates, that those men 
would not be required. Still he was convinced 
that the Premier and all the Ministers would 
find themselves relieved of a great ,deal of 
trouble, and of a disagreeable duty, by acting on 
the recommenctation of such a board as that to 
which he had previously referred, and which had 
been again mentioned by the hon. member for Port 
Curtis. He therefore asked the Premier whether 
he would take the matter into his consideration. 
He did not ask for an answer that evening, but 
he hoped the hon. gentleman would let the 
country know before the close of the session what 
his intentions were with respect to the matter. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he thought another 
reduction might he made in the Estimates. At 
present they were paying a groom £104 a year. 
Of course that was not too much for his services, 
but it should he borne in mind that expensive 
stables were provided for the use of mem· 
bers, and he thought that the members who 
used those stables should pay for attendance. 
There was a groom paid£104 a year, and in con
sequence of that members were able to keep their 
horses at a reduced cost. The salary of the groom 
should be paid by those making use of his services. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said he believed that 
members who used the stables paid as much for 
the privilege as if they put their horses in a 
private livery stable. It was necessary for mem
bers who livect out of town that there should 
be a groom at the stables. There was another 
matter he ·would call attention to, and that was 
the incren,se in the salary of the caterer. Was 
that intended to make up for members who did not 
pay their scores? He believed the caterer had 
been let in on several occasions, and even now, 
though members received £2 2s. a day, some were 
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not in the habit of paying up prmnptly once a 
month as ordered by the Refreshment Rooms 
Committee. 

Mr. HA,MILTON: It is easy to make them. 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL said he did not know 

that it was. He was credibly informed that there 
were members of the House who had not paid 
last session's refreshment score. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I don't believe it. 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL said he was glad to 

hear that his colleague did not believe it. He 
begged to say that he did. He believed there 
was a person in a very high position in ..the House 
who on one occasion did a very quick time 
through the insolvency court, and let the caterer 
in for £60. If the Speaker of the House could 
be guilty of a transaction of that kind, he did not 
wonder at others following his example. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Not the present 
Speaker? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: No; he referred to 
Mr. King, who was Speaker of the House, and 
went through the insolvency court and paid 6d. in 
the £1. 

Mr. HAMILTON : He did not swindle his 
kanaka servants. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : I daresay he did not. 
I do not suppose he ever had any. 

Mr. HAMILTON: You had. 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL said, at all events the 

caterer was swindled, and he had heard that he 
had been swindled. 

Mr. P ATTISON said he regretted the hon. 
member for Cook had referred in the way he had 
done to a former member and Speaker of the 
House. He could not quite understand the jus· 
tice and force of the remarks made by the hon. 
member, but he could scarcely characterise the 
hon. member's action in naming the gentleman 
referred to as a manly act. With reference to the 
stables, he quite thought that members using them 
should pay for the privilege and pay the full value. 
Reference had also been made to the Refreshment 
Rooms, and he certainly thought there was no rea· 
son, now that members were receiving two guineas 
a day, for their receiving cheaper meals than they 
could obtain elsewhere. In his case he received 
fourteen guineas a week, and he knew very well 
that he got a better feed for ls. at the Refresh
ment Rooms than he could get elsewhere for 3s. or 
4s. He rose chiefly for the purpose o_f correcting 
what he thought was a very great mistake made 
by the junior member for Cook in mentioning 
the name of a gentleman who had held a very 
high position in that Assembly, and who he had 
no doubt would do so again. 

Mr. HAMILTON: A better man than ever 
he was. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said he would not have 
named the gentleman, but that he was com· 
pelled to do so to exonerate the present Speaker. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: You mentioned what he 
was. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said he had stated that 
if a Speaker became a defaulter, it was not 
to be wondered at that some other members 
who had not yet attained to that exalted 
position should also become delinquents. He 
should like to see a report brought up from the 
Refreshment Rooms Committee as to whether 
the bills were promptly paid or not, and whether 
the caterer laboured under any disability in 
getting the paltry amounts which were charged for 
meals. He believed that he did. He believed 
that he laboured under considerable disability, 
and was not fully paid. He had mentioned the 
one case, which was certainly incontrovertible, 
as the matter had been thoroughly public at 

the time. There was a list of creditors in the 
insolvency court, and they all saw and knew and 
hear<l of the case, which was no secret at 
all. He believed the same thing was going 
on now, so he had been led to understand; 
and he only hoped that the mention which had 
been made of it would have the effect of causing 
the caterer to be paid. That was all he wished for. 

Mr. P ATTISON said if the hon. member for 
Cook would only mention the names of the 
defaulting members no doubt the accounts would 
be paid directly. He had mentioned the name 
of a former Speaker of the Assembly. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : I g-ot into trouble 
about that once. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he quite agreed with 
what had fallen from the Chief Secretary 
that there ought to be an increase made in 
the price charged for meals ; it was certainly 
an anomaly, now that members were paid 
for attendance, that they should receive their 
meals at a cheaper rate than they could be 
obtained for elsewhere. "With regard to what 
had fallen from the hon. member for Cook, Mr. 
Hamilton, theoretically he was right, but prac
tically his proposal would be unworkable. There 
must "be someone in charge of the stables. Hon. 
members paid for the feed of their horses, and 
it would be impossible to divide the salary of the 
groom amongst those who used the stables. One 
man might have his horse there two or three 
days in the year, and another man all the year 
round. The groom must be in charge of the 
stables whether the House was sitting or not. 

The PREMIER said he had had no opportu
nity of saying anything with regard to what 
had fallen from the hon. member for Enoggera, 
Mr. Dickson, and the hon. member for Port 
Curtis, as to appointing a board to inquire into the 
working of the Government departments. He was 
not prepared to say definitely at present that the 
Government would do so; personally, he felt 
very much inclined to adopt the suggestion, 
which had been made in Cabinet by the hon. 
member for Enoggera. He beli0ved a great deal 
of useful information might be got, and a great 
deal of economy effected by re-arrangement of 
the different departments. 

Mr. MURPHY said he thought that when the 
Chief Secretary had studied the question of a 
commission to inquire into the Civil Service he 
might consider it worth his while to bring in a Bill 
to put the Civil Service under a permanent cOin· 
mission. He thought that would be the proper 
remedy for all the ills they were suffering under 
just now through having the service over-manned. 

The PREMIER: It is not over-manned. 
Mr. MURPHY s&jd it was well for the hon. 

gentleman to say so, but he guaranteed that if 
the Civil Service were put under a commission 
it would be found that if it was not over-manned, 
a great many persons were foisted into the 
service who were utterly useless. It would be 
found that many of them were utterly unfit for 
the positions they occupied. That was found to 
be the case in Victoria, and that very question 
got to be such a burning question there that at 
last the Government had to take the matter in 
hand, and appoint a permanent commission to 
manage the Civil Service; and unless they took 
a leaf out of their book and did the same thing 
here, they would find the Civil Service would 
become very much overgrown, and almost 
useless for the purposes for which it was re· 
quired. They knew that members of Parliament 
were in the habit of going to the Govemment 
departments and asking for billets for friends. 
He had made it a rule that he would never ask 
a Minister for a billet for any friend or any con
stituent of his, and he never would. He would 
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guarantee that none of the Ministers sitting on 
that bench, or any who might have been a 
Minister but not now sitting there, could say 
that he had once gone to him to ac;k for a billet 
for anyone. He thought that was one of the 
greatest curses members of Parliam8nt laboured 
under. They were continually being applierl. to 
by constituents or by friends to get them into 
the Civil Service; and they all knew the 
Government were often only too happy to 
oblige a prominent supporter, and sometimes 
were very much inclined to make billets for the 
gentlemen recommended by their supporters. 
That was all clone away with in Victorb, and 
if a commission to imtuire into the Civil Service 
was appointed, he hoped the Premier would 
bring in a Bill for the purpose of putting the 
Civil Service under a commission, taking it 
altogether out of political influence, as he W[tS 
sure that it would be for the geneml benefit of 
the whole of the country, and for the benefit of 
the Civil Service itself. 

Mr. ANNEAR said th11,t, before the question 
was put, he wished to say he thought it would 
have been far better if the junior member for 
Cook-who seemed to be in possession of 
all the information, and to know the names 
of the hon. members who had not p11,id up 
regularly to the caterer of the House-would say 
who they were, [tS people would wonder to-morrow. 
If he knew the names, and had gone as far 
[tS the hon member had, he should have had no 
hesitation in telling the Committee who those 
members were. He was of opinion that mem
bers using the Refreshment Rooms, and par
taking of refreshments, should pay the full cost 
of those refreshments. Now that they h11,d 
payment of members he did not see why 
the country should be called upon to contribute 
one iota. He knew that some hon. members 
almost used the place as a bo11,rding house. 
They almost lived there the whol8 sessioh 
and a good part of the time that the House was 
in recess. 0 f course, he did not want to be like 
that individual who said, "Is it I?" He looked 
upon it as a very serious matter, 11,nd as one that 
should be the first duty of any hon. member to 
attend to. If they mn up any accounts with the 
caterer they should pay them as soon as possible 
after the accounts were rendered. He agreed with 
the hon.memberfor Barcoo, l\Ir.l\Iurphy, that the 
time had arrived when a commission should be ap
pointed in this colony for the m11,nagement of the 
Civil Service. It had done great good in Victori[t 
in the way of relievingmembersof Parliament from 
being pestered, as they were from time to time, to 
get employment for their friends or constituents. 
He thought, however, that a member would be 
biling in his duty if he knew of a competent 
person in his con&tituency to fill a vacm1cy th11,t 
had arisen, and did not bring him under the 
notice of the Govemment. Since he h11,d been 11, 
member of the House he h11,d never asked 11, 
Minister for a billet for a relative of his, but he 
had recommended two or three persons, and it 
could be borne out by the heads of the depart
ments that no one could more efficiently per
form their duties in the Civil Service than the 
gentlemen he had recommended. As to the 
matter of the Refreshment Rooms, he would like 
to see the 1mmes of those members who did not 
pay up promptly appear in the morning's p11,per. 

Mr. NELSON said, with regard to retrench
ment, which appeared now to be the only hope 
they had to make ends meet, he would like the 
Prerr.ier to thoroughly understand th11,t all 
proposals for economy ought to come and 
must come from the Government, and they 
should be formulated in 11, systematic manner. 
If they 11,dopted the promiscuous proposals of 
)l1embers of the Committee, it was quite possible 

and extremely prob11,ble that they would do a deal 
of injustice, as very few members of the Committee 
had any practic11,l experience of the working of 
the departments ; and they might m11,ke pro
pos[t!R which were not at all feasible, and which 
might injnre. the efficiency of the service. The 
Premier ought toprep11,resome system of economy 
tosubmittotheCommitteeas 11, whole. That would 
be much more satisbctory. Taking the ·works 
Dep11,rtment, for example, and t11,king the actn11,l 
expenditure for b,;t year [tS an index of the 
expenditure that might be required, it would be 
found that the vote passed last year for the 
making of cailways was not. expended by nearly 
£26,000. One would im11,gme that that was an 
example of economy, but inste11,d of that when 
they looked at the expenditure for the whole 
department they found it was in excess of the 
vote by over £10,000. \Vhat was saved or 
suppo,ed to be saved from the Hail way vote was 
devoterl. to other purposes and spent on buildings 
and things of that sort, 11,ncl there really W[tS no 
economy at all. That ought to be avoided in 
the future. 

Qnestion put and p11,ssed, 

On tho motion of the PREMIER, the House 
resumed; the CnAmMAX reported progress, and 
the Committee obtained leave to sit again to-
morrow. 

ADJOUR~~IENT. 

The PUEMIER sairl: Mr. Speaker,-! beg 
to move that this House do now adjourn. I 
have promised th11,t the hon. member for 
Dalby should have a clay this week to discuss 
the report of the Prisons Commission, and I 
propose to put Sup]Jly at the head of the paper 
for to-morrow, after a formal Order of the Day, 
when I think we can conveniently take the chs
cussion before going into Committee of Supply. 
I also wish to say, with respect to the maps for 
the new electoral districts, that they have been 
circulated tP·day or will be circulate~! to-mon:o'." 
morning. Those are the maps showmg the diVl
sions so far as the colony generally is con~ern.ed. 
\Vith respect to the maps of town d1stpcts 
and smaller districts it is not proposed to Clrcu
late copies of them to every member, but I 
believe there are a sufficient number of them for 
members representiniT town and suburban dis
tricts which are [tV[til'able for them if they will 
send to the Uoloni11,l Secretary's Office for them. 

Question put and passed. 

The House 11,djourned at half-pttst 10 o'clock. 




