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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

F1'iday, 7 October, 1887. 

Petitions-Establishment of a University.-Grant of 
Land to Mr. John J\:Iackay.-Questions without 
Notice-:\:Inngarr Railway. The Case of Captain 
1\'"right.-.Pcrsonal Explauation-l\Iisreporting by 
Kewspaper.-Formal :Th:iotion.-Enoggera Branch 
Railway.-Clairn of J.h·. E. B. C. Oorser- Report of 
Selert Committee.-Order of Business-Lady Bowen 
Lying-in Hospital Land Sale Bill-Cooncana Rail
way Bill.-\Yarwick to Thane's Creek Itailway.
Adjournment. 

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

PETITIONS. 
Es·rABLISH~mNT oF A UNIVEHSITY. 

The PRKM:IER (Hon. Sir S. W. Griffith) pre
sented a petition from the Goolman Divisional 
Board praying for the establishment of a univer
sity, and said that it was in the same form as 
others presented by him to the House. He 
moved that the petition be received. 

Queotion put and paosed. 
GHANT OF LAND '1'0 MR. JoHN MACKAY. 

Mr. P ALMER presented a petition from Mr. 
John :YJ ackay, of Cooktown, in regard to a grant 
of land to him in recognition of his services in 
opening up 1\lackay harbour. He moved that 
the petition be read. 

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

On the motion of Mr. P ALMER, the petition 
was received. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE. 
MUNGARR RAILWAY. 

Mr. BAlLEY asked the Minister for Works, 
without nutice: When will the tender for the con
struction of the :.vi nngarr rail way be accepted? 

The MINISTER l!"OR WORKS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) replied : The question of accepting a 
tender for the construction of the Mnngarr 
rail way will be dealt with next week; on Wed
nesday, probably. 

THE CAsE oF CAP'l'AIN WmaHT. 

Mr. NORTON asked the Premier, without 
notice : Will the papers in connection with 
Captain Wright's case be laid upon the table of 
the House? 

The PEEMIER replied : When the corres
pondence connected with the case is completed I 
shall be very glad to make it public. 

Mr. NOR TON: Is it not finished? 
1887-3 N 

The PREMIER: No. If the hon, member 
had read it he might have seen that. The 
publication of correspondence of that kind, while 
the matter is still under the consideration of the 
Govemment, is, I think, highly improper, who
ever is responsible for it. 

Mr. NORTllN: I may explain that I thought 
the matter was completed, or I should not have 
asked. 

PEESONAL EXPT,ANATION. 
IYIISHEPORTING BY NEWSPAPER. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-! wish 
to make a personal explanation. I am reported 
in a paper pnblished in Brisbane, the Courier, 
to have interjected in the course of the debate 
ye•terday afternoon, when something was said 
which was characterised as a very unfair thing, 
that "It was worthy of Ipswich." I did n0t 
make any such interjection. Reference was 
being made to the conduct of the hon. mem
ber for Fassifern, and I said "It is worthy of 
him." I think it is a most unfortunate thing 
that a mistake of that kind should have been 
made. I do not suppose it wt~s made mali
ciously. Not only does it appear in the parlia
mentary report, but it also forms the subject 
of an amusing paragraph ; and I think a little 
more care should have been taken. A moment's 
consideration would have shown that it was 
extremely improbable that I should offer a pnr
poseles,, useles" insult-a thing which I am not in 
th,e habit of doing-and a little more care might 
have been shown before I was represented as 
having insnlted a whole district, which I did 
not do. 

Mr. MACFARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
am very glad to hear the Premier's explanation, 
becau"e this mi,take which appeared in the 
Couriu has caused quite a flutter in Ipswich. I 
could not believe the words were used, and on the 
first opportunity I looked in Harmwd. I find 
that the w~>rds are not in Han,,a,·d; and I am 
glad to hear the contradiction. It is not like the 
Premier to use such words in reference to n,ny 
place. 

FORMAL MOTION. 
The PREMIER moved-
That this House will, on Tuesday next, resolve itself 

into a Committee of the -whole to consider the desirable
ness of introdncing a Bill to rnal<e provision for the 
indemnitieation by the colony of Queensland ot' Her 
~lajesty's Imperial Govr-rnment against the expenses of 
the government of British Xew Guinea. 

Question put and passed. 

ENOGGERA BRANCH RAILWAY. 
Mr. DICKSON, in moving-
That, in the opinion of this House, it is desirable that 

any ne\V or additional policy of railway extension shall 
embrace provision for the construction of a branch line 
of railway in the direction of Samford, vid the sale 
yards and Enoggera.-
said: Mr. Spen,ker,-In rising to propose the 
motion standing in my name, I may say at once 
that this is a motion which no doubt I should 
have proposed earlier had I not been a member 
of the present Administration for the time. And 
one of the reasons which induces me to make 
this statement is that members of a Government, 
whatever their individual feelings may be, con
cerning the public works to be constructed in the 
districts which they respectively represent, are 
bound to exercise in the Cabinet what may 
be called centripetal rather than centrifugal 
force; they must endeavour to reach the 
centre and take united action, instead of 
flying from the centre merely for the purpose 
of obtaining the construction of or provision 
for works they would de,ire to see effected in 
their own constituencies. I have a! ways been 
impressed with the necessity and desirability of 
a branch iline of railway-a suburban line-to 
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the important district of Enog:gera,. an.d t~e 
reasons why I have not advocated 1t earl! er m tins 
House or publicly elsewhere, I will state to the 
House' as I proceed, premising, however, tha.t 
one of the reasons has been th>tt as a member of 
the Cabinet it would have been impo"'ible for 
me individually, without causing a seven:tnce at an 
earlier period, to have advocated, and st?od out, 
and insisted on the Government adoptmg as a 
policy the construction of this line when the loan 
of 18cl4 was proposed. \V!1er; that loan was pro
po-sed provision was n1ade In 1t for an extenswn 
of the North Coast railway from Brisbane ''i•.i 
Caboolture to Gym pie, and the survey of the line 
not having been Inade at that titne it was an 
open question whetht)r the electomte of Enog~era 
in its western extremity nnght not be benefited 
by the survey being taken. to t~e west of the 
Normanby instead of d1verg1ng fron1 the 
Sandcrate line at Nundah. Surveys were n1ade, 
and bit was quite on the cards that the 
Gym pie line might htwe started at. the Nor
man by and tra~ersed the we,;~e:·n po;twn _of the 
electorate of Enoggera, attarn1ng (Ty111p1e b~, a 
route 1nore to the weRt. l an1 not, hovvever, 
complainirw of the line of railway to Gym pie as 
at present 

0 

snrveyed from N undah; l do not 
intend to find any fault with that survey, becanse, 
as a member of the Government at the time, 1 
quite concurred in the survey of that line; but I 
merelv mention this to shmv that at the time the 
loan ,;f 1884 was formulated nu special urovision 
was made for a rail way to .Enoggera, bec:1use 
it was quite on the carcls that, had the line to 
Gympie taken another course,, the western 
portion of the electorate of l<.noggera might 
have had that railway communication at the 
present time, which, t'hrough the Gympie line 
being taken from N unclah, has been d~nied to it. 
I am of opinion that the drstnct of l<.noggera-· 
that is to say, the western portion of the prese': t 
electorate, which is really Enoggera p_roper-rs 
now attaining such <limensions, both m settle
ment and de~elopment, that the time has fully 
arrived when raihvay conirrllnlication for that 
most importttnt and ~ensely settled part of 
the suburbs of the crty should be fan1y 
begun; and I may say that so. fully impre~seJ 
have I been with that behef, that smce 
the line to Gympie was decided on-;-to start 
from Nundah-it has always been my mtentwn, 
expressed both in the Cabinet and out of doors, 
that in any new rail way policy formulated 
by the Government to demand that prov1swn 
should be made for the construction of a line of 
rail way to Enoggera, vi,i the saleyards. Now, I 
consider the saleyards themselves are a very 
important element in the necessity for the con
struction of this line, as I shall jJresently show; 
and I may say that upon a representation which 
I made to my late respected colleague, the 
late :Minister for \Vorks, a survey of a rail way 
line was made from Victoria Park, proceeding 
to\vards Salnford, 't:iLi the saleyards, to Enoggera. 
I believe that although the report of that survey 
has not been laid on 'the table of the House it is 
in the Railway Department; and doubtless the 
Minister for \Vorks will be aware of its exis
tence. Therefore, I say that the line has been 
contemplat.nd by the G~>verm;nent, _and th: que:;
tion is as to when the tune will arnve for 1ts con
struction. I may stty that I repudiate any charge 
of making this motion with the view of any 
benefit at the approaching election. I do not intro
duce the motion as an electioneering cry. I am 
quite content to take my stand on that, not with
the jeering langh of the Premier. I can appeal 
to my constituents, an<l they will believe, whether 
the hon. gentleman does or not, that I do not 
propose this motion at the present time with any 
view to future electioneering. 

Mr. W. BROOKES: Oh, no ! 

Mr. DICKSON: I trust I shall not he inter
rupted by the junior member for North Brisbane. 

Mr. \V. BROOKES : I am only expressing 
my delight. 

Mr. DICKSON: The hon. member expresses 
his delight in an eccentric mann_er at_ times. I 
hope, however, that I sh~ll rece_Ive his support 
on this motion \vhen the trme arr1ves for the vote 
to be taken upon it. I repeat that the motion 
if.; not introduced for electioneering purposes, 
awl for this obvious reason: that the electorate 
of Eno(r()"era has attained such di1nensions that 
if the Redistribution Bill pass as it is framed 
it will form four cnnstituencieH instead of 
one and it is quite possible that the electorate 
to be benefited by this line may not be the 
electorate which will honour me with its repre
sentation. Therefore, I can claim at the present 
time to be perfectly clear;-har;ded in this matter 
and not to have n.ny nltenor v1ew to placate a con
stituency tlmt may be dissatisfied in not having 
hitherto had a rail way constructed there. I have 
not the Rlightest he.'!itnt.iun i_n f•a.yrng, a::; I have 
said throughout, that I consrder the electm:ate of 
En<w 'er .. c especially the western part of It, has 
vcry;""';trm~g clairns fo~ consideration in the fir:-3t 
lines of suburlmn ra!lways undertaken by the 
Govern1uent. I n1~1..y point out that rny hon. 
colleague, .}fr. Bulcc~ck, during la.st R~f.-~ion aske.d 
certain questions of the Government on th1s 
subject. On the 25th November-

"Jir. IH;Lcoc.K, pm·smt.nt. to notice, asked the -:\Iinister. 
for \Vorl{s-

" 1. 'rhether there has been a trial snrvey of a rail
way line mwlc yet from about the Xonnanby station 
th1~011gh Enoggera towards Samfortl ~ 

"2. Is it the intention of the Governm~nt to include 
in their fntnre railway policy provision for the con
~truetion of such a li,,e?'' 
The answers to those questions were

" 1. Yes. 
"2. The future railw::y policy of the Government 

will he marle kno·wn to the House at the lH'oper time." 
I wish the House to note this answer, because it 
has some bearing upon what I consider the pre
sent opportune time in \vhich I now rnake this 
motion. The third question was-

" If the Government decide to stop the Xorthern 
rci,il way line at llu.~.d1Cllf1en, and appropriate the UUeX.
pentleil. balance voted for tJ:Iat line_ toward~ the con
struction of a coast railway 111 the ;i;orth, \Vlll they be 
prepared to deal similarly with tl.l8 Southern ~nd 
\Ye,;;tern line when constructed as far as Cha~·lev1Ile, 
a.nU appropriate the nnexpendeU. balauce voted for that 
line tD the construction of a. line in Enoggera towards 
Samfordr" 
The answer of the Minister for \Vorks to that 
question \Vas-

" Until final decision has been arrived at on this 
question, I am unable to give the hon. member the 
assnranee he asks for." 
Let me place myself in a correct position with th.e 
House. I trust it will not be understood from tlus 
motion, or fmm this quotation, that I have any 
desire to divert any surplus there may be when 
the \V estern line has reached Charleville from the 
le<ritimate extension of that rail way westward. 
I 

0

disapprovecl last Friday of the di l'ersion of 
money voted for a main trunk line fromN orrnanton 
to Cloncurry for the purpose of constructing a rail
way to Croydon, while I approved of th.e cn:'
struction of a line to Croydon, and certamly m 
making this lflotion I will not gainsay what I 
then s:>id. I consider that the moneys voted by 
by Parliame1:t for cerbin lines of railway ou~ht 
not to be chverted from the purpose for wlnch 
thev were voted or at any rttte without the 
matter receiving· the fuil consideration of 
Parliament and verv good cause being shown 
for such a cli version. " I hope hon. members will 
not consider for one moment that I desire 
to divert any specific parliamentary appro
priation from its legitimate destination for 
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the construction of a line to Samforrl. That 
clears the ground ; and I may now refer more 
particularly to the motion, which, as I have 
said, is not introduced for electioneering pm
poses. It appears from the answer the Minister 
for \Vorks gave to my colleague that the Govern
n1ent expressed the intention of rr1aking known 
to the House their future railway policy at the 
pl'Oper time. It is known now that durin" this 
SE'ssinn the Gtn·ernlnent have to a certain :-xtent 
lifted the veil of their future railway policy, 
because we know that they h'>ve expressed their 
rea.diness to constrnct a line of railway frorn 
Normanton to Croydon, which, ;\fr. Speaker, I 
believe it is most desirable to construct. But, at 
the same time, it must be admitted that it has 
not formr3d a portion of a,ny rail way progran11ne 
of the Government up to the present time. 
I therefore take ad vantage ot the initia
tion of this nPw and extended rail way polic,-
at what I consider is an opportune tirne to dos'(,_ 
to urge that the claims of my electorate in its 
western extremity shall receive that amount of 
consideration which I contend it dPserve,, and 
which, to a certain extent, has l1een admitted by 
instructions being given in the departlnent for 
the survev of a line of railw:w in that dil'ectio'n. 
I do not ]{now whether the ~Iinister for \Vorks 
intends to accept this motion or 1wt, bnt I anti
cipate that his objection will be that this i,; not 
the proper time to propose any new line r,f rail
\v:_~,y, and that we n1u:.;t wait for the further 
Government policy. I maintain, however, that 
we have an extended rail way policy before us, 
and I take ad vantage of the present position to 
urg-e tha..t, if we a. re going in for new rail ways, 
certainly a line of rail way in the direction of 
Sanlford, vi(( the saleyards and Enngger;,~ should 
receive the consideration of the Government; 
and it is with the. object that the House may 
support me in the affirmation of this view that I 
place the motion before the Hon>e. I do not 
intend to weary the House with statistics in this 
matter, because I somewlmt object to the manner 
in which the construction of lines of railway in 
this colony are genemlly advocated. They are all 
supposed to pay most hrmrlsomely from their 
inception. I am not at all disposed to srty, 
because a railway will not pay immediately on 
its construction, that therefore its construction 
should be delayed. 

The HoN . • T. M. MACROSSAN : There is 
only one line that has done that. 

Mr. DICKSON: There is only one of our 
lines that has done that, but I belieYe that 
all our lines will pay in time. But although 
they may not pay directly, and are not show
ing a profit as a financial transaction, none 
of us can 8hut our eyes to the great benefit 
that is being conferred by their construction 
in the development of tl1e country and the 
lJromotion of settlement in our vast territory. 
We have something higher to look at, in adminis
tering the affairs of the colony, than merely 
financial return on an outlay. IV e have to see 
that such things are attended to as will prove a 
factor in developing the resources of the cnuntry. 
Although we had last year a loss on the working 
of our railways, including charges for interest, of 
£398,000, I do not mourn that loss; that is to 
say, I do not regret that we have our railways, 
even though, during such a year of depres
sion, they have not exhibited such satis
factory returns as we would desire. \V e 
have many countervailing advantages, which 
I need not take up the time of the House to 
dwell upon, which fully impress me with the 
idea that, even at the loss sustained during last 
year, the railways lmve been a great factor in 
developing and extending the prosperity of the 
whole community, and therefore I say that not 

one argument I have heard adduced against 
railway construction would lead me to express 
n.n opinion condetnnatory of their exten~ion. 
And whilst I speak thus of railways in general, 
I would speak much more strongly of suburban 
railways in particnlar. \Ve know that throu>Sh
out the colonies, in Victoria, and in New South 
\Vales, and even here, the suburban lines are 
those which are paying the be,;t. The Commis
sioner for Rail ways' report of last year shows 
that the percentage, after paying all working 
eXliBnRes, of ,dl onr rail,vays-the general average 
return wa,; 2·2s per cent.. Unfortunately it was 
not a profit after paying interest, bnt it was 
only after vaying· working ex penS(\.;;. \V e find on 
the S>tndgate line, however, that the returns for 
the year 18Sti are 5 ·42 per cent., so that that 
line not only paid interest but left a brge per
centage on· the whole co~t of working and on 
the cost of construction. That is what we may 
c:tll onr principnl suburban line, and I could 
have wished that the report had shown the net 
earnings on the Tnowong· section, or, indeed, the 
section as frtr as Ox ley, because that, too, would 
have shown that suburban lines do pay well, and 
won],] have still further fortified my argument. 
But if mv a1·gument requires further fortifying 
I Cttll refer to " Hayter's Victnri1m Year Book 
for 1886," and it ;vill be admitted that the 
"Victorian railways have aRsurned n1uch larger 
1•ropnrtions than ours. It is S<dd there:-

"The net income of the Yictori~m railways in 188-1<~5 
has already be,cn stated to ha:ve been 1;;901,507. A 
short calcnla.tion based on these two amounts 'vill show 
that the l'aihva_ys in tlmt year made a return upon their 
capital cost of cf,·ons per cent., eqwtl to £4 Is. 4d. per 
£ LO ), as eo m pared w·ith a proportion of £2 Hls. 2d. per 
£10-) in 1MS3. [t. shonld he mentioned that the nominal 
rate of paynble on tl1e borrowed capital on the 
30lh Jnnc. averagf'114,·.)5 per cent., or £-:1 11R. per 
£100, \Yhilst three months later it was reduced to 4·26 
per cent., or £4 5s. 2d. per £100." 

That was the average on the whole of the lines
£4 ls. 4d. per cent. after paying working 
expenses ; not quite sufficient to pay for the 
annual interest, which averaged £4 lls. per 
cent. But what do we find on turning to the 
suburban railways, :\fr. Speaker? The suburban 
railways, the Hobson's Bay Railway, and the 
lines to St. Kilda and \Vind,or, at the time 
that the whole of the railways of Victoria were 
producing £4 ls. 4d per cent., not only covered 
working expenses and interest, but produced 
£2 lls. per cent. clear profit. I ha>e not 
before me statistics of New South Wales, 
but I have not the slightest doubt inquiry 
will show that the suburban lines to Sydney in a 
corresponding degree compare equally favourably 
with those of Victoria; but I think that these 
st:ctistics indisputably prove that suburban lines 
of railway, where there is settlement and popula
tion, pay infinitely better even than the more ex
tended railways; and I am sure that, if any dis
trict in the southern part of the colony would be 
benefited by railway construction, it would be the 
western suburbs of EnoggHra, traversing a route 
vir[ the saleyards and Enoggera itself. Now, I 
do not intend, Mr. Speaker, to dwell on any 
particular line of route. I shall leave that 
matter to be decided by the Government after 
due inquiry has been made. I believe the pre
sent surveyed route is as follows:-

" Commencing at about H: miles in the Sandgate 
branch, it crosses the gully in Victoria Park and the 
rifle range, passPs throu!.!h a ga:p in the road in rear of 
'IIerstou' (Hon. J. P. Garrick's property), traverses 
manure depOt, crosses Breakfast Creek; at 2 miles passes 
close to tlle cattle saleyards ; at 3% miles is abreast of 
Er'Oggera school ; opposite Gravelly on the Samford road 
at 5~ miles ; al 11 miles crosses Samford Range, and at 
13 miles reaches ~L central point at Samford. From 3 
milPs to 10 mile~ the line mnst keep more or less close 
to the right bank of Kedron Brook. Rather heavy 
cuttings 'vill be required at { mile and at 2~ miles, 
whilst at 11 miles there will either be a very heavy 



948 Enoggera Branch Railway. [ASSEMBLY.] Enoggera Branch Railway. 

cutting or short tunnel-probably the latter. Only one 
bridge of any size is required-namely, over Breakfast 
Creek. The country is closely settled, especially about 
Enoggera~ up to about 8 miles; thence to Samford there 
is not much settlement along the route." 
That, however, was w~itten in 1884, three years 
ago, and I need not pomt to the fact that a lar<>e 
increase of settlement has since taken place · b;',t 
I would not insist upon any particular !oute 
leaving that to the discretion of the Government' 
but this I do trust, that the line will be nmde t~ 
benefit population and not to elude settlement 
as has been too frequently the case in our subur: 
ban lines. There is a very dense population n0w 
settled between this and the Enoggera State 
schoo), and I trust that no false economy will be 
practised, and th:tt for the sake of savinu a few 
thousand pounds suburban traffic will ~ot be 
a voided. . I. hnJ;'e that the engineering sur
yeyors w1ll be mstructed to survey the line 
m such a manner that it will afford con,·e
niences for the large amount of settlement 
which has already taken place, and not, as has 
been done, unfortunately, in other cas<'s, avoid 
settlement. The survey, I believe has been made 
for ~wel_ve or thirteen mile~, but w'hat I ask in my 
motwn Is, that the expediency of constructing a 
line frm~1 the N ormanby Station to Enog
gera, a diStance of about eight miles should be 
affirmed. It would afford convenie1~ces to the 
dbtrict and would allow time for considera
tion of the brger work of surmountino- the S"'m
ford ltai~ge, where the line would re:::ch a very 
large agncultural settlement. The immediate con
struction, therefore, of these eight miles would be 
a concession which would satisfy I think. the 
requireme':'ts o~ the district at th~ present time. 
The Prenner h1mself must recognise the fact of 
the great increase in the .Enoggera electorate as 
~·whole. As I have already stated, that electorate 
IS by the. new Itedistribution Bill proposed to 
be ?ut up :nto four. electorate~, and the portion 
which st1ll retams the title of Enoauera 
proper, and through which this railwtty b~vill 
pass, ":ctually possesses a population of fi,300, and 
w1ll still remam one of the largest electorates in 
the Southern group-that is to stty, a fourth 
part ?f the present electorate of Enoggera still 
remams one of the largest electorates in the 
Southern group in point of population; and 
a great number of those people which would 
be ber.l8tited b~ ~his. railway constr11ction. 
There 1s a pecuhanty m connection with this 
part of the suburbs, and it is this: Access to the 
greater porti~n of it is afforded by only one main 
road, an~ th1s mam roa_d during a large portion 
of the mght, and sometimes during the day, is 
traversed by herds of stock being taken to and 
from the sale yards, w hi eh renders it really 
dangerou? to travel along it at such times. I 
have w1tneused myself the inconvenience 
an.d danger attending people travelling along 
th;s road o_n that account. There being only 
tlns one mam access to the district, the inhabi
tants are placed at very great inconvenience 
and ar~ to s~Hne ex~ent jeopardised by th~ 
road bemg so mconvemently used for travelling 
st~ck. I~ may . be said that the saleyards 
bemg so situated 1s hardly an argument for the 
construction of this line of railway; that may to 
some _extent be so, J:mt as long as they remain 
there It must be admitted that it would be much 
more convenient to have the cattle taken to 
those yards by rail than to have them driven 
along the road. I am not by anvmeans certain 
either that they are likely to be closed or removed 
for some time to come. I am aware that the 
Ministe: for ·works recently, in addressing a 
depu~at10!1 that urged upon him the necessity 
for w1demng the Indooroopilly Bridge, gave as 
one argument against granting their request 
that the saleyards were inconveniently situ
ated and ought to be closed, and that, 

in future, stock should be sold and sla.ughtered 
on the stations and brought down in chilled 
cars to the market for sale. That is a 
suggestion that might commend itself to the 
growers, but I learn from good authority in the 
city that such a practice would be very incon
venient to the consumers. I understand th~t the 
butchers of this city would never be able to 
supply the demands of their customers if they 
had to depend upon frozen carcasses brought to 
the rail way station. vV e know that in this 
climate the carcasses could not be preserved in 
good condition for any length of time. 

An HoxouRABLE MEMBER: Th:tt is an argu
ment for the carcass butchers. 

Mr. DICKSO~ : It may be; but the con
sumer, whom the meat is intended to reach, is 
equally interested in its being preserved in a 
sound condition. So that, so f:tr as I can learn 
frum butchers and others in the vicinity of Bris
b:tne and in the city itoelf, for some considerable 
time the saleyards must be the depot for stock 
brought from the interior for sale in Brisbane. 
Those yards therefore furniBh an additional 
reason why a short line of railway should be 
constructed in their directicm, so that stock may 
be taken there without injury to the public. 
Hon. gentlemen may object that I have so far 
furnished no statistics as to the probable renm
nerativeness of the proposed line; but, as I have 
already stated, I object to lend myself to the 
usual statement that this line may be demon
strated by statistics to prove a splendid success 
financially. I go upon the broad fact that 
suburban lines pay. That is undeniable; and I 
have no hesitation in saying that thio line, if 
constructed, will pay equally well with any of 
the suburban lines we posse&s. Some gentlemen 
who are particularly interested in this matter have 
furnished me with concise information upon the 
principal features of the line, and I will venture 
to occupy a short time in setting them before the 
House. JYiy correspondents say :-

"It may be pointed out that all necessarv material 
for the cont'truetion of a railway can be prociued a.long 
the route as permanently surveyed. The cost will be a 
very small amount comvared with the large sums voted 
by Government both in the past and recently foT the 
construction of other public ''mrks in less important 
distriCJts. 'l'he daily public traffic through the district 
by the only one main roa1, which must necessarily be 
kept in repair by the local board (which means self-aid) 
is one of the most extensive in the neighbourhood of 
Brisbane, and further. the increase is equal to, if not in 
excess of, any other subnrb. In proof of which, it may 
also be stated that although the 'bus companies have 
increased their plant aud working staff and horses over 
100 per cent. during the last twelve months, they are 
not capable of conveying anything like the travelling 
public, and hundreds have to adhere to their own 
means of conveyance. 

"VYere this suburban railway line made, the increase 
would be something enormous after its construction, 
and as it is admitted on all sides that short city
suburban !in~ are the most payable, the residents of 
Enoggcra claim tha,t, as a public venture, no 1nembcr 
in the House can object to its construction on the 
ground~ of its being likely to be a non-payable concern 
to the colony. 

'"A most salient point also in favour of the con
struction oi this line at the earliest. date is, that 
children and travellers generally almost daily run 
a great risk. from the danger of meeting cattle, 
sheep, and pigs, etc. )[any instances of accident can 
be . enumerated, and i11dependent of this danger, 
Which one day may result in some most severe shock 
to the public, the time has surely arrived when 
administrators should take into sincere consideration 
the protection of the public in preventing fat stock 
from being overdriven or overheated, which in itself is 
detrimental as food. 

<~It crmnot be denied that on account of the advan
ta_ges of th_e hills and ranges that the easterly slope, 
With such riCh scrub land, is the most suitable for fruit
gro,ving. In addition, there are many orange groves 
and vineyards to be seen, in which the plants grow 
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luxuriously. Thousands of pounds are Mvaiting expendi
ture for the same purpose. and there can he no doubt 
that Enoggera will eventually equal, if not exceed, 
Parramatta. 

flit may also be pointed ont, although not with
out regret, the quantity of timber, both hard·wood 
and pine, whieh Enou;gera has supplied to Brisbane 
and other markets for many years, cutting up the 
roads to supply ratlway construction in other parts 
of the colony, including the Ipswich and Sandgatc 
lines, the Boweu jetty, and many other works of 
Government c"nstruction. )io district can equa.l it 
t'or a never-failing supply of excellent timber, in 
proof of which you are referred to the late Government 
sale of timber on Bnnya Reserve, not to mention the 
township of Kedron land sa1e, which was considered an 
asset towards our aim. On this reserve claims have 
been pegged off daily during the last two months for 
gold-mining, the prospects running H oz. to the ton; 
and it cannot be doubted that means of access will tend 
to further 'vl.at may become, perhaps, one of the most 
prominent reefing goldfields of Queensland. 

"Some special assistance will have to be given to the 
local boards to maintain the roads notwithstanding the 
Governnwnt endowment; on account of the increasing 
tr-lffie and in vi:.;w or the a1Jsolute nece~sitv of sneh 
future :u''"istance a railwaY would be far mOre econo-
mical than auy other systein." . 

And now we come to what I think I may call the 
kernel of the whole que3tion :-

"Over 6, 700 af'res of unalienated Crown lands on Sam
fordand Bunyasbould be ofsutficient importance to point 
to the adequate resources to construct thi~ line. I may 
mention that the greater part ot· the above land is tit for 
nothing but building purposes or small holdings on 
account of it being so much intersected by purcha~ed 
land. but the ditficnlty of access to it render!'\ it mean
while of comparatively small value, but if a railway was 
promised to the district it would sell at an immensely 
increased value. Or better still, make the railway first 
and sell it afterwards, and the Treasury would 1·eap 
double the amount of its present value in addition to 
paying for the railway. beside-; settling a vopulation 
along the line. Further, from Kelvin Grove to the 
six-mile peg of the present survey there are 3,000 
acres; along the line without a single gully, every 
inch available for building on, and there is not a 
district around Brisbane can claim to say the same. In 
addition to this the people along the route are willing 
to surrender the land necessary for nLllwav purpoRes at 
a value that would not be carped at." 
I commend these latter remarks to my hon. 
friend the Minister for Lands. There is a very 
brge source of wealth here for the Treasury if 
jurlicious action be taken in connection with 
these lands. I say these lands belonging to 
the Crown furnish a very strong argnment for 
the construction of thio; line, :ond not only that, 
but they will furnish the wherewithal to provide 
for its ccnstruction, if it be constructed out of 
the territorial revenue, as doubtless a railway 
to Enoggera would largely increase the value 
of the 7,000 acres referred to. Anyone who 
has travelled through the district will be 
aware of its vast capabilities for maintaining 
a largely increased settlement beyond even the 
comparatively close settlement it at present pos
sesses. It is rich in timber, rich in fruitful soil, it 
possesses a genial climate, and is well adapted to 
fruit-growing and for general settlement. All I 
ask is that the House will affirm the desirability 
of the construction of this railway. I have no 
wish to hamper or to embarrass the Government 
by asking them now to provide money for its 
construction. I am asking, on behalf of my 
constituency, that at some future time when the 
Government can finance the matter, and when 
they are proceeding with the consideration of 
fresh lines of rail way, that this railway to Enog
gera-which in itself possesses ample resources 
to provide for the construction of the whole 
line, and which, being a suburban line, 
promises to become a very large factor in the 
remunerativeness of our railwavs- should not 
be overlooked. I trust that the Government 
will view it in that light, and will consider 
that the motion at the present time is not 
made either as an electioneering cry or with a 

view to embarrass them. I am simply placing 
before the House and the country the claim of 
the Enoggera electorate to rail way construction, 
and I have the more confidence in doing so 
seeing that the Government have allowed an 
addition to their railway policy to be affirmed 
by the House at the present time. I therefore 
be(\" to move, without delaying the House any 
further, the motion standing in my name. 

The PREMIEH said: Mr. Speaker,-I follow 
the hon. member who has just sat down, hecause 
I propose to deal with the subject on general 
grounds. As to the desirableness of this parti
cular branch line of railway, I suppose most hon. 
members will agree that it is deoirable, and that 
it would be as payable a line as any of our sub
urban lines have been. The principal reason the 
hon. gentleman urged on behalf of this rail way 
was that the Government had made a departure 
from their railway policy by assenting last week 
to a re,<olution affirming the desirability of cnn
structing a line of railway to Croydon, and the 
diversion of part of the money already authorised 
for the construction of another railway in the 
Carpentaria district for the construction of that 
line. I do not think the adoption of that resolu
tion, under exceptional circumstances, has any 
connection with this, or is any argument w hatw 
ever on the subject. I observe another motion 
of the same kind on the paper for next week. 
They have changed places two or three times, 
but this is the first that comes up for considera
tion. I wondet· how many other lines of rail way 
hon. members think ought to form part of any 
new policy of rail way construction'! 

HoNOUl\ABLE lVIE>IBERs : A good many ! 
The PRE!VIIEH: I daresay they will come 

from all parts of the House. 
Mr. MURPHY : I shall want one for the 

Barcoo. 
The PREMIER : I do not know whether the 

hon. member for \Varrego has any to suggest. 
Mr. DOXALDSON: No. 
The PR:B;;viiER : A good many suggestions 

have already been made. I know of at least two 
from Rockhampton-one from Rockhampton to 
Port Alma, and another from Uockhampton to 
Mount Morgan. But why should this House 
attempt to undertake the function of pointing 
out to the next Parliament-and possibly to 
another Government, upon whom the responsi
bility of making railway proposals would rest
what their railway programme should be? It 
is a matter which does not concern it, and 
if the resolution pass it will simply be an idle 
resolution. No resolution passed by this 
House can be binding on the next Parlia
ment. The House is asked to express its 
opinion that at some future time-not this 
year certainly, next year at the earliest, and 
possibly later-it will be the duty of the Gov
vernment then in office to include a particular 
line of railway in a general scheme of railway ex
tension. I for one do not profess to foretell what 
the future railway policy of the colony may be. 
A great many things will have to be taken into 
consideration. The question of finance, for in
stance, is a most important element. I do not 
know, I am sure, when the time will come for 
bringing forward a new railway policy. It may 
be next year; it may be the year after. \Vhat 
advantage can be gained by affirming thi~ resolu
tion that a certain line of railway shall be built 
at some future time? I cannot altogether acquit 
the hon. member for Enoggera of having some 
electioneering ideas in thi~ m<,tion. Motions of 
this kind are so well known during the last 
session of a Parliament. Those who have been 
here for some years know that motions of this 
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kind generally come in as thickly as pos;.;ible 
towards the end of a Parliament-they come in 
as a matter of couroe. I do not see that there is 
anything to be gained by affirming a re,;olntion 
of this kind. I think it would be far more con
sonant with the true functions of Parliament if we 
were to resolve that this and all other resolutions 
of the kind should not be debated ; that we 
should decline to pronounce an opinion upon 
them by moving the previous qtv·stion. That is 
the proper way to treat all motions of this kind. 
I do not propose to discuss the merits of thiB line, 
because the carrying of the resolution now would 
not advance the line in the least. It would not 
bind the Government or the next Parliament ; it 
would, in fact, have no practical effect at all. I 
shall not move the previous question now, but I 
think that that is the proper way with which to 
deal with this and similar motions that may be 
made. 

Mr. BULCOCK said: Mr. Speaker,-I am 
sorry I was not in Ill.r place when the Premier 
made his ::5peech on this queRtion, an<l I <:ttn not 

·aware what his remarks were, ex<;ept that he 
thought a motion of this kind would not be of 
much use, because it would not be bindino- on the 
next Parliament. I think the case ma<l~ out by 
the hon. member for Enoggera certainly goes to 
pr<:ve that if there is t8 be a new railway policy 
a lme should be made in the direction he has 
indicated. As we are aware, there is a popnla
tion in Enoggera of over 6,000 people; there is a 
large amount of good agricultural land about it ; 
and a large arnount of produce comes to rrutrket 
that way ; and there are large tracts of land well 
adapted for close subnrban residential settlement. 
A more he·1lthy locality there is· not in the dis
trict. It should be remembered that very little, 
if anything, has been done for that district since 
the colony has been a colony. I remember that 
one member of the present .Ministry said on one 
occasion that that district had never got any
thing but a State school, part of which they 
paid for them.sel ves. If there is to be any 
change at all in our rail way policy, and any 
additional railways are to be made-suburban 
rail ways generally pay the best--this of all 
others ought to be constructed. The subur
ban line to Sandgate is paying well. Cer
tainly we cannot expect the Enoggem line to 
pay as well as that does, because it does 
not lead to the sea-coa;;t as the Sm1dgate 
line does. And as there is very likely to Le a 
change in the construction of our railways by 
the introduction of PhillipB's sleepers, by which, 
even when water-tables are n1ade, we can hase 
railways made at something like half the present 
price, that is another reason why lines shnuld be 
made to suburban places where they will pay so 
well. 

Mr. CHUBB said: ::Yir. Spcc1ker,-I think, 
sir, the constituents of the hon. member who has 
brought forward this motion are indebted to him, 
because if there is an electorate around lirisbane 
which has not had that amount of consideration 
to which it is entitled, the };no~·gera district i; that 
one. It is a very populous district, well suited for 
settlement, having plenty of splendid building 
sites, and I, for one, shall be very glad to sec• a 
suburban line made in that direction, becattt;e I 
am quite sure that it must pay well. It would 
be the means of enabling a great many people in 
the city to go out in that direction mtd build 
residences there, and the place would become a 
large suburban district. Anyone who knows 
anything about ::Ylelbourne and Sydney will be 
aware that miles from the centre of those cities 
there are numerous suburban residences. I 
believe Sydney people are now building resi
dences beyond Parramatta, and when I was 
in Melbourne a couple of years ago, five and 

six miles from the city I saw very fine 
villa reoidences, buildings which must have cost 
a large amount of money, and so benefited the 
Sktte in that way. I ,;hall take this opportunity 
of saying something that I haYe had upon my 
mind for a long time. lt is this: that in build
ing suburban lines I think the Government rnight 
fairly consider ~he propriety of building· them 
mu re upon the tram way system. \V e do not want 
very expensive milways for suburban traffic. I 
believe as a general rule they do not carry goods, 
but oimply passengers, and 1 think that railways 
nmde nwre upon the sa.n1e lines as trannvays 
would answer all the purposes required-that is, to 
give facilities to persons residing in the suburbs. 

The PREMIER: They are very expensive. 
Mr. CHUDB : Probably the permanent way 

is expensive, but the rolling-stock is nothing like 
so expensive as the rolling-stock upon our rail
ways. I know the initial cost of laying down the 
tram line is gre;cter perhaps than with railways 
like ours. but when once the lines are constructed 
they re'lllire very little maintenance .. The cost of 
rnaintenanee anwunt.s to alnwst noth1ng, and the 
coBt of the rolling-stock is very much less because 
so mnch lighter. lt might also be worth while 
to try motors driven by steam or electricity, 
which would possibly co~t much less than the 
engines used ul'on our railways. I think that 
in any future scheme for additional mihn,ys 
about Brisbane, or any of the large towns of the 
colony, that should be taken into considera
tion. \Vhile perhaps it may not be advis
able to dictate the rail way policy of the 
future, I think there can be no objection 
to the House assenting to this motion, even 
if it were altered to the effect that in view 
nf additional railway extensiorm the claims of 
Enoggern, Hhould have consideration. I do not 
think that should be left out of the question, and 
I believe that whenever the Government are 
prepared to consider the propriety of extending 
suburban lines, a railway in this direction will 
be funnel to pay as well as the Sandgate line. 

C.Ir. liUCKLAND said: C.Ir. Speaker,-I am 
sorry I was not in the House at the time the 
hon. 111e1nber for Enoggera, .Jlr. Dickson, intro
duced this motion, as 1 am therefore unable to 
follow him in the points he referred to during 
his address. But I am very glad indeed 
tlmt he has introduced this motion. There 
is no doubt about it, Mr. Speaker, that lines 
in ~ettled di::;trict., like Enoggera are the lineH 
that it will !J"Y to make. I do not know 
whether the hon. gentleman mentioned the large 
areu, of ref'ierves in the Enoggera di~trict. There 
are up\Yard.:'l of U,OOO acres there under reserves, 
and if that land was cut up and sold after the 
railway i~ in course of con::;truetion I an1 certain 
that it would more than pay for the construction 
of the line. It is a very favourite and healthy 
loctLlity, and I am certain that it is a line that it 
will pav to m"ke. There would be plenty of people 
to can:y if the line were constructed to Smnford, 
an<l this is certainly a line that the Government 
should turn their attention to, because if there is 
one cla>s of line:' that will pay it is passenger 
lines aR againf:it goods tratlic. I have great 
pleasure in tiupporting the motion. 

1\Ir. \VAKE.FU:LD said: JI.Ir. Speaker,-I 
quite appr<ne of the motion of the hon. member 
for Enog-gera, and I think it is a great loss to the 
colony that the engineering skill we have could 
not oee it> way to carry the North Coast line 
througlrEnoggera. To have taken it through a 
populous district like Enogg·era would have 
proved a very great addition to the paying 
properties of the North Coast line. We have 
seen the mistake made in previous years 
in the construction of the Sandgate Railway. 
If it had been taken through the Valley, no 
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doubt, instead of 1mying over 5 per cent. last 
year, we should probably have had a return of 
7 or8 per cent. overintero:-:;t and 'iVorkingexpenses. 
There has been a great deal "''id lately about 
ca,rrying out our rail \V ay policy upon business prin
ciples, and there is no doubt tlmt if a private com
prtnypo"'st>1"11~ed our railways ;l,nd tbelargeareaof re
served b,nd which is now in the Enoggera di;'trict, 
thevwoulcl not heRitate any time before construct
ing- a line there, and afterwards sell those reservec; 
which \Vonld bring- in money enough to 1nore 
than pay the cost of this line. I have much 
pleasure in supporting the motion. 

Mr. Mc:YIASTER said: Mr. Speaker,-There 
is no doubt the metropolitan and suburban 
members will be charged with supporting this 
motion. I see the hon. member for BundanLa 
looking round and endeavouring to see who is 
going to support it. \V e are not so fortunate 
as he is in putting our foot down and getting 
our se! vps banded toKether around the metropolis 
as he is. 

Ivlr. FOOTE: You are a great deal more 
fortunate in getting your jobs done. 

Mr. Mc1\1ASTER: We only get done what 
we are justly entitled to, and what the Govern
ment believe will repo,y them and repay the 
country. Now, any person who knows the 
district of Enoggera and its neighbourhood 
will agree with me, o,nd I am quite sure that 
every member of the Government, if they do 
not admit it now, must admit before long, 
that the clay is not far distant when they 
must construct a railway through that district. 
The place between Kormanby and the Pine 
River tho,t thirty year,; ago wo,s known as Cash's 
Station, conto,inecl some of the finest building 
sites in the suburbs of Brisbane, with natural 
drainage o,nd ample water. If the Gym]jie line 
had commenced at Norman by and gone through 
Cash's Crossing, keeping four or five miles to the 
west of the present line, it would have to,pped 
some excellent agricnltuml land. 'The route 
they have taken with the Gym pie line, between 
Caboolture and Iviooloolah, is very )Joor country, 
but five or six miles higher up there is excellent 
agricultural land, and no doubt they will soon 
have to run a branch line as a feeder to the 
North Cmtst line. I am sure the Enoggera 
district will demand a railway, <1r1<l no Gov
ernment can refuse to con,truct it. I believe 
it is desimble that suburbo,n lines should he 
constructed to pay the cost of lines running 
thr8ugh districts where nobody i" living. i'lome 
of our ntilwnys ~trB not p::tying \VOrking ex
pense.3 ; but in a di::;trict like JBnoggeru, the 
people are there already, and we have only to 
make a rail way to cany them. The settlement 
that has taken pbce along the Sandg:tte line, 
round the Albion and Nundah, is something 
extraordinary. I am surprised tlutt a rlernaml 
has not been made on the 1\linister for IV orks for 
more carriages to be pnt on the trains on that 
line. I have been coming up from Sandgate for 
the last few day,, and yesterday morning there 
watl only sbanding-roorn in the carriage. The 
train that h"aves San:lgate at 8 o'clock was 
crammed full before it got into Brisbane. In the 
Enoggera district the people have no means of 
getting into the city except by 'bnses, o,nd it is 
stopping the progress of the district. The whole 
district round the Albion has been cut up into 
small lots and sold, though not all built upon, 
and I believe a line from there would be, if not 
equal to the Sandgo,te line, very close. upon it 
as a paying line. I am certain that these sur bur
ban lines will materi<tlly assist in paying the cost 
of those lines where the population has not yet 
settled down. I intend to support the motion. 

Mr. I<'OOTE said: Mr. Speaker,-The line 
proposed by the hon. memLer for Enoggera, Mr. 

Dickson, is one that I have had in my mind for 
some time. ~Ien in the city, and others who 
have bw.;ine:'ls at the Enoggera saleyarcls, have 
spoken to n1e of the very great inconvenience 
and danger of having to take cattle out there 
in the rnorning on sale days or during the 
evt-ning·, and they exprc.-;s surprise that no 
ac"cident has taken place, considering that the 
district i, so populous, and that there are so 
m<tny 'buses, and other vehicles on the r<md. I 
be·lieve in suUurban lines, bct'::tnse they are far 
more likely to return interest tha,n those carried 
far into the interior. I should like the Rail way 
Department to keep separate accounts of the 
different lines, showing which sections pay o,nd 
which do not pay. At present they are all 
"boxed up," and it is o, matter of con
jecture which lines pay. One member 
says one line pays, tuld o,nother says 
another pays, and in that way it would seem 
that all the lines pay according to the opinion 
of parties interested. Bnt we know that a very 
great loss attaches to some of the lines, and the 
countrv has to bear the burden. I think that 
it should have m1 inftuen~e on the further 
extension of our r>til way policy how the lines 
l"'Y· If a line does not l"'Y to a certain dic;
tance, it should not be extended any further in 
the s:1me direction-tho,t is, pay up to a certain 
point, say 50 or 100 miles. The hon. member for 
_Enog;;er'-1. hatl 1nade out a very gnud ca:::~e. He 
has pointed out that the sale of the reserves 
would po,y for the line, t>nd I would remind the 
Government of the very o,dvantageous Lo,rgain they 
made in reference to the Victoria bri<lge. They 
found the money for the bridge, and ho,d certain 
lands as secnrity phwed in their power ; and I 
am given to unden.;tand that the amount 
deri \·o,ble from those lands will mu re than pay 
for the bridge. I am 'ure that the growth of 
popnlation rouml Brisbo,ne is so greo,t that it 
is aln1ost itnpossible to rnake a line in any 
direction that is not likely to pay. This short 
line would pay, :md would aho be a great 
accmnrnodation to busine.s.-3 1nen as well a_-; 
the inhabitants of the district; and I shall 
therefore support the hon. member in his reso
lution. 

1\Ir. ISA:\IBERT said: :\Ir. Speo,ker,-When 
n1y friend the n1ernber for Eno~·gera gave notice 
of this re"olntion, I could not help la,ughing, 
o,nd it struck me th:tt I could not do better than 
by following suitl copying the identiea,l 111oti~)n, 
and applying it to Hosewood. The Premier, in 
replying to my hon. friend, at the same time 
replied to the motion which I have on the paper 
The hon. 1nernber for Enoggel'a ong-ht to have 
known, from his" experience as a Iviinister of the 
Crown, that his motion is quite impracticable. 

Mr. DICKSON: It is nothing of the sort. 
11r. ISAl\lBERT: He ought to have known 

that the motion could not be entert>tined by the 
Government. They cannot pledge themselves to 
it. They do not know how long they are going 
to remain in power, or that they will come into 
power ag,tin. If the hon. member thinks he c""n 
get a railway built on a motion like this he is 
very 1nuch 1nistaken. 

Mr. DICKSON: Why did you copy it? 
Mr. ISk:\IBERT : If this motion were enter

tained there would be others bronght forward 
involving the expenditure of an amount about as 
large as the last loan of £1,000,000. I have not 
the least doubt of that. It is well known that 
milway-builcling in the manner that has hitherto 
been followed is a bout played out. vVhen the 
£10,000,000 loan was brought before the House 
I never expected that we should be able to 
borrow to the extent we have, and experience 
has shown us that we have about exhausted our 
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borrowing powers, or, at any rate, we have 
exhausted the rapidity of our borrowing. The 
last loan was almost a failure, and we can 
hardly go to the London market again. If 
the least disturbance should occur on the 
Continent, which is possible at any time, we 
should not be able to borrow at all. I propose 
to the Government that they should pass a 
m<'asure having for its object railway-building 
by private enterprise-not by land grants, re
member, but by guaranteeing a certain amount 
of interest-and with such provisions that if a 
railway were paying, the Government could at 
any time pnrchase it on definite terms. It 
would not be difficult to raise the capital to 
purchase it by way of loan, if we could ,show 
creditors the best of all security-that is, that the 
line, for buying which and incorporating it with 
the Government system the money was being 
asked, was paying. 

Mr. W. BROOKES: That is not the <J.Uestion. 

Mr. ISAMBERT : I shall make it the ques
tion. Under the system I propose, the Govern
ment would have no responsibility, except 
guaranteeing a moderate rate of interest, which 
was a thing the Government could safely risk, 
because we can hardly think of a rail way being 
constructed by private enterprise without its 
remunerative character being well considered by 
the parties building it on their own account. \Ve 
can scarcely conceive a company building a rail
way that will not pay. 

Mr. W. BROOKES: I rise to a point of 
order. I do not see that the hon. member's 
remarks have any bearing upon the question 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER: I presume the hon. member 
is referring to the question contained in the 
motion. I do not see any point of order at 
present, but I will remind the h<m. member 
now, as he said he was going to refer to his own 
motion on the paper, that if he does so he will 
be quite out of order. 

Mr. ISAMBERT: I think an answer was 
given to my motion in conjunction with this 
motion, and I hope the House will grant the 
construction of the line I shall move for. I shall 
move an amendment to the motion of the hon. 
member for Enoggera. 

Mr. NORTON: Put your own railway in. 
Mr. ISAMBERT: I propose to leave out all 

the words after the word "that" in the 1st line, 
and to insert in their place the words "this 
House is of opinion that the Government shall 
introduce during the present session a measure 
for tbe purpose of facilitating rail way construc
tion by private enterprise." I have not the least 
doubt that before twelve months are over, if my 
amendment be carried, the line mentioned by 
the hon. member for Enoggcra will be in course 
of construction by private enterprise, and that 
similar railways will also be constructed by 
private enterprise. There is a large amount of 
capital accumulating here in the banks, and the 
owners do not know what to do with it. When 
the rail ways are built the Government can easily 
borrow the monev to purchase them, and it will 
relieve the Government of a great amount of 
trouble. 

Mr. \V. BROOKES: Mr. Speaker,-I rise to 
a point of order. I wish to know whether the 
so-called motion of the hem. member for Rose
wood can be acr.epted. It is on an entirely 
different subject from the hon. member for 
Enoggera's motion. 

The SPEAKER : Do I understand the hon. 
member for North Brisbane, :Mr. Brookes, to 
ask my ruling upon the amendment? 

Mr. \V. BROOKES: If you will allow me, I 
will put it in this way: Is the so-called motion 
which has been moved by the hon. member for 
Rose wood--· 

Mr. ISAMBERT: Amendment. 

Mr. W. BROOKES: I ~uppose the hon. mem
ber calls it an amendment. I ask your opinion, 
:Mr. Speaker, is it an amendment, or is it not 
something entirely different? 

The SPEAKER: If the hon. member asks 
my opinion as to whether the amendment of 
the hon. member for Rosewood can be put to 
the House, then I will inform him at once that 
it cannot be put. An amendment must be rele
vant to the main question. The hon. member's 
amendment raises a totrt!lydifferent question from 
that before the House-namely, the con8truction 
of railways by private enterprise-and cannot be 
put. 

Mr. ISAMBERT: In deference to yonr ruling, 
::Yir. Speaker, I will withdraw my amendment; 
and as the amendment cannot be entertained, I 
will support the motion of the hon. member for 
Enoggera, with the view of introducing a similar 
motion, because I consider that I have received 
the answer of the Government to my motion as 
well as the h<m. member for Enoggera, and just 
by way of impressing on the Government the 
necessity of entertaining some more suitable policy 
for meeting the demands for railway construc
tion than we possess at present. 

Mr. NORTON said: Mr. Speaker,-! do not 
know whether the hon. member for Enoggera 
intends to press the motion to a division. If a 
motion of this kind is carried, however desirable 
the railway may be, I think the Government will 
be placed in some difficulty, because they will 
have a policy defined for them, which they will 
naturally claim a right to define for themselves. 
As far as the proposed rail way to Enoggera is 
concerned, I think the hon. member has said a 
great deal in favour of its construction. :For 
some years there has been a great deal that could 
be urged in its favour, but I do not think 
that is a reason why this House should be 
asked to pass a resolution whieh can have no 
binding effect after the prorogation takes jJlace, 
and which will at the best be an expression of 
opinion on the part of those who do not 
oppose the motion. Though some .hon. members 
might be disposed to let the motion go if it stood 
alone, they will probably be inclined to oppose 
it when they see a probability of a shower of 
similar motions following it like a meteoric 
shower. The Government have a right to define 
their own policy, and we are bound to insist on 
tbeir taking the responsibility of it. 

The PREMIER: H€ll1r, hear! 

Mr. NORTOK: \Ve should not try to force 
t-hem to take up a position which they themselves 
may not altogether desire, and which would, to a 
certain extent, relieve them of responsibility. A 
good many of us might bring forward motions 
of this kind if we thought proper. I might 
suggest the inclusion of a railway to Mount 
JVIorgan in the motion, and somebody else might 
propose some other railway. When I was at 
:Mount JVIorgan a few months ago, I was asked 
at a public meeting if I would favour the con
struction of a line to that field, but I said I 
thought it was rather premature to propose any· 
thing of the kind. Since that time the popula
tion there has doubled, and the probability of a 
line being constructed there is increased every 
few months. It is hardly fair, however, to ask 
this House to hamper the Government with 
motions of this kind, and I hope the hon. 
member will not press it to a division, 
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Mr. GRIMES said: Mr. Speaker,-I hope 
the hon. member will not press the matter to a 
division. He has brought the cl:tims of the 
Enoggera people to a rail way before the House 
in very forcible terms, and, as far as we are able 
to judge, made out a very good case. In fact, I 
believe that the people of Enoggera have a griev
ance in this matter, and they have just cause of 
complaint that the railway to Gyrnpie was not 
carried in that direction. No one who looks at 
the map can help seeing that the route mentioneJ 
by the hon. member for Enoggera is much more 
direct than the one chosen, and I believe, from 
my knowledge of the district, that there is no 
engineering difficulty in the way of a rail way 
being carried through that district. \V e cannot 
tell why it was not taken in that direction, 
because it would have opened up another line 
for suburban traffic-traffic that we know from 
experience pays tolerably well. There is no 
doubt that the question of suburban railways 
will have to be dealt with in a general way, 
because we shall have a number of these rail
ways cropping up. I have one, sir, as you know 
-a suburban railway-to bring forward. 

An HoNOURABLE ME:VIBER: Two. 
Mr. G RIMES : Yes-two rail ways to suggest, 

and no doubt there will be others. Therefore I 
should like the matter to be taken up and dealt 
with in a general way, so as to provide the best 
way of supplying the wants of the suburbs in the 
matter of railway communication. I am quite 
in favour of providing that accommodation. I 
believe it is absolutely essential in a hot country 
like this that we should distrilmte the peopie 
about the country districts instead of keeping 
them closed up in the cities, and we shall find 
that by doing so we shall add to the comfort and 
healthiness of the people. I trust the hon. 
member will not press the motion for a division. 
He has given the matter a good airing, and 
ably advocated the claims of Enoggera to this 
railway. 

Mr. DICKSON, in reply, said : Mr. Speaker, 
-I regret that I am unable to accept the ad vice 
of the hon. member for Port Curtis, and 
also of my friend the hon. member for 
Oxley, because I should be acting untrue to 
my feelings, and to the representations I have 
made to my constituent,;, which were to this 
effect : that whenever any additional rail way 
programme was submitted to this House by the 
Government it would be my duty to insist upon 
the recognition of the claims of the electomte of 
Enoggera to a railway. Anrl I am not placing 
the Government at the present time in any 
position of embarrassment. \V ith regard to this 
railway, I am not asking for its immediate con
struction, though I might have pointed out very 
forcibly to the Government that the resources at 
their command in that district are sufficient to jus
tify the immediate construction of this railway. 
I do not think there is another electorate where the 
same area of available land could be immediately 
placed in the market and immediately realised at 
high prices as can be done in Enoggera, where 
there is sufficient to provide funds even for the 
capital cost of the construction of this line. I 
believe I should have been justified in calling on 
the Government to construct the line out of 
receipts from the sale of Crown lands in the dis
trict of Enoggera itself, and I am sure I could 
have demonstrated against all criticism that the 
value of the lands possessed by the Crown in the 
electorate of Enoggera, which will be beneficially 
affected by the construction of this line, is of 
such an extent, as I have already said, as would 
provide a capital sum sufficient to provide for the 
construction of the line. However, I do not want 
at the present time to surround the question with 
any side-issues as to the mode of constmction, 

I am not going to be led away by the arguments 
of the hon. member for Hosewood beyond saying, 
with reference to the construction of railways by 
private companies, that the hon. member should 
reflect upon the position of the main trunk line 
of railway in Tasmania, and he will then see 
how that colony has been prejudiced in the con
struction of railway lines by private companies 
subsidised by the State. There is no more 
glaring exan1ple than that, and it is, as" tT unius" 
says, an exan1ple ''not to encourage but to deter'' 
the construction of rail ways in this colony by 
private companies fed by a State endowment. 
However, I am not to be led away or to 
merit your rebuke, sir, by travelling outside 
the lines of the present motion. I must 
say that I was surprised at the speech of 
the hon. member for Rosewood, because if 
my example in submitting thia motion is in his 
his opinion a bad one why should he follow 
it, copying my motion in its exact words and 
"'ctually sheltering himself behind me? But I 
h"'ve stood the brunt of it, and I must express 
my gratitude to those hon. members who have 
supported me in the matter. As I have already 
intimated, I do not wish to embarrass the Gov
ernment, nor do I think that the carrying of this 
motion will do so in any way. It will relieve me 
from the imputation of not having represented 
the matter to the House, and I leave it to the 
Government, at a future time-next session 
-to consider this question, when they will 
undoubtedly be called upon to consider the ques
tion of extended suburban rail way construction. 
There is no use disg·uising the fact that no 
Government will hold the reins of power in 
this country if they come forward and say they 
will stop railway construction for the present. 
Depend upon it, sir, railway construction will 
have to be proceeded with, and prominently 
above all other railway construction which will 
be justified is that of suburban extension, from 
which an immediate revenue will be derived and 
which, as we have seen from the returns of similar 
railways in New South \Vale, and Victoria, will 
not only pay interest and working expenses, but 
will also, from the commencement, furnish a 
handsome revenue. They are reproductive 
works which we should. construct at the present 
time, and I am sure that prominent among them 
will stand the railway through the electorate 
of Enoggera. I trust I shall receive the support 
of hon. members on this question. I cannot 
withdraw the motion even on the representations 
of the hon. member for Port Curtis, whom I 
very much respect, or of my friend the hon. 
member for Oxley. In duty 'to my constituents 
I must respectfully ask the House to affirm the 
rnotion. 

Question put and passed. 

CLAIM OF MR. E. B. C. CORSER. 
REPORT OF SELECT Cmll\IITTEE. 

Mr. ANNEAR, in moving-
That the House, 'vill, at its next sitting, resolve 

itself into a Committee of the 'Vhole to consider the 
following resolutions :-

1. That the report of the select committee appointed 
to consider the petition of Mr. E. B. C. Corser, and laid 
upon the table of the House on the 15th September, be 
now adopted. 

2. That an address be presented to the Governor, 
praying that His Excellency will be pleased to cause 
provision to be made out of the loan vote fm· the pay~ 
ment to Mr. E. B. C. Corser of the sum of two thousand 
three hundred and fifty-nine pounds sixteen shillings 
(£2,35916s.) as compensation, as Tecommended by the 
said committee. 
-said: Mr. Speaker,-I daresay hon. members 
are very conversant with the matter referred to 
in the motion, as it has been a long time before 
the counLry and before this House. I will ask 
hon. members to extend to me that indulgence, 



954 Claim qf lYir. E. B. C. Corser. [ASSEMBLY.] Claim qf ~~fr. E. B. C. Oo1'ser. 

while I go through this case, that has been 
extended to other members when dealing with 
similar cases. I will try, if possible, not to be 
tedious while I quote from the minutes of 
evidence and proceedings of the select committee 
appointed to deal with this matter. As hon. 
n1e1nbers are a\vare, this question has reference 
to the resumption of a piece of land for the wharf 
branch of the Maryborough railway. Up to 
within two or three years since, the railway came 
down to :March street, where it stopped, cr·ossing 
March street to the end of ·wharf street- that 
was, the end of vVharf street up to JYir. Corser's 
property. At that time, before the railway 
resumption, several proprietors of land through 
which this railway was to pass offered to give 
their land for nothing if the Government would 
construct the railway ; but the owner of the 
land referred to in this motion distinctly gave 
the Commissioner to understand that he would 
not give his land. I shall refer directly to a 
letter which he wrote to the Commissioner. J\J:r. 
Corser, the present pro}'rietor of the property, 
lea,ed this bnd with the right of purchase. 
Almost at the commencement of his lease he 
began to erect expensive buildings, and also 
constructed an ext•ensive wharf, showing that 
he was fully determined, from the very first, to 
purchase this prot•erty. The property originally 
belonged to the late .!\Ir. Thomas \V alker, of 
New South \V,.Jes. \Vhen Mr. \Valker heard 
that it was the intention of the Government to 
resume this property, he wrote the following 
letter to the Commissioner for Rail ways :-

" Yaralla, Concord, 
" Near Syclney. ::\Iay, 1883. 

"SIR, 
"Having been absent from the colony, I only 

lately had the hononr to re0ehe the two letterE ad.
dres::o:ed to me by you, under <lates 11th December and 
21th January respectively. In reply I beg leave to state 
that I am mrner of the land to ·which these letters 
refer, and that I extremely regret to learn that it has 
been proposed to malw an extension through it of a line 
of railway, which, I understand, has already reached 
the navig~Lble wateTs of the nver ~lary, and has a ter
minal station established there. It appears to me that 
an extension such as the one proposed \vonld be of 
advantage only to two or three mvners of 'vaterside JJl'O
perty, and it 'vonld certainly in1lict on me a berions 
pecuniary injury, as O\vncr of a property of a. similar 
kind, which happens to be situated sommvhat ncare1· 
than others to the railway terminn" now existing. I 
am not prcparecl to state, a.t pre:-;ent, the amount ot' the 
compensation I should consider due to me were the 
proposed extension made tluongh my land ; but I can
not doubt that it 'vonld be very large; for my property 
would, in that case, be depreciated in valnc to an ex
treme degree in being divided by a railway into two 
very unequn,l portions. and by having tlJC larger one 
separated and excluded from that which forms the chief 
value of the whole, the waterside frontage. 

" It seems to me that the effect of an extension such as 
that propnRed, npparentl~7 in the interest of the two or 
three waterside land owners,woulcl be almost tanta
mount to a confiscation of part of my property. 

I have, etc., 
"Tnos. \YALKER." 

The Cornmif'sioner in due course communicated 
with Mr. Corser, and informed him that it was 
the intention of the Government to resume his 
land, at the same time offering him the sum of 
£250, which sum J\Ir. Corser refused, and elected 
to go to arbitration. Now, J\Ir. Speaker, it is 
laid down in the Railway and Tramway Exten
sion Act of 1880 that the arbitrator must do cer
tain things. These I will read, and it will be for 
hon. members to say, after hearing· the evidence 
in connection with this case, whether the arbi
trator has in any way fulfilled that duty. The 
Act says that-

" Every award made by the railway arbitrator shall 
set forth sepamtely-

(1) The amount of damage found by him to ha 
sustained by the owner or party interested in 

the land taken, nsecl, or temporarily occupied 
for the pnrposo o1' the railway or tramway, or 
injlniously airected by the construction thereof; 

(2) The amount by which the Yalne of other lancl 
of such person or party is enhanced by the 
cunstruction of the railway or tramway; 

(3) The amount by whieh the Yalue of the land in
juriously affected is enha.nccd in other respects 
by such eonstruct.ion ; 

(4) The net amount of compensation }m.yablc to 
~m eh owner or lJart.y." 

No''', J\Ir. Speaker, an arbitration court vvas held 
in the town of J\laryborough before Mr. \Villiam 
Thomson. lYir. Thomson, after hearing the 
evidence of seventeen witnesses on behalf of the 
claimant, and six witnesses on behalf of the Com
missioner, makes his award as follows:-

" Kow know ye that I, the said arbitrator, having 
heard the said parties a.nd fully inquired into the 
matters referred to me, do award and adjudge that 
there iH due and payable in respect ot such matters 
from the said Commissioner to the Raid E. B. C. Corser 
the sum of two hundred and fifty pounds (£250) sterling. 
And I find that the resi<lue or the claimant's land is 
enhanced in value to an extent equal to the difference 
bct'ivccu the amount eh-timed and the amonnt awarde1i. 
And I award the sum ot' two ponncls and two sllilli11gs 
(£2 2s.) sterling, and the sum of tifteen shi1lings (15s.) 
sterling to Ue paid by the said claimant. as cost::; to 
solicitor, and expense::; of one '"itness, for the said Com
misl:'ioner rt:'-]lectively. And I certify that this my 
award is made on the assnmption that the Commissioner 
will not fence, on either side, the land resumed. 
Should the land be fenced on either side by the Com
missioner I reserve to m_;.:">elf the right to deal further 
with this claim." 
That is Mr. Thomson's first award. The caRe 
was again heard and the ba1ne witnesses examined, 
and this is the award :-

" Xow know ye that I, the said arbitrator, baying 
heard the sa..icl parties and fully inquired into the 
rnatters referred to me. do award and adjudge that 
there is dne and payable inre"'pcet of snrh 1~atters from 
the said Cmnmbsiqner to the said E. B. C. C'orstT, the 
sum of two hundred and sP.venty-three pounds twelve 
shillings and SIXpence (£273 12s. 6d.) sterling: And 
I find there is severan(·e: And I find there is also 
t"nhanccment in the value of tlie residue of the chtim
ant's laud: And I make no order as to costs in this 
ease." 

"And I certify tha.t this, my a\vard, is made on the 
assnmption that the Cmnmit->sioncr '"ill not fence. on 
either sidf', the land resumed. Should the land be 
fenced, on either side, hy the Commissioner, I reReTve 
to myself the right to deal further with this claim." 

Hon. member8 will notice a letter from the Com
missioner to J\Ir. Corser, in which he offers him 
£250, and I want to call hon. members' attention 
to the fact that :\Ir. Thomson's first award is 
the sum which the Commissioner offered. The 
Cmn1nissioner says :-

,,In the event of you refusing this offer the matter 
will hnse to be refcrretl to urb:tration, the depart
ment reserving to itself the right of f(·ncing in the rail
way line. and thus deharring yon from the use of the 
frontage to the land resumed for railway pnrposes." 
Now, sir, the 'vitnesses who gave e\'idence in 
this ca~e are known to a good 1nany hon. lnen1-
bers of this Honse. J\lost of them have been 
known to me for the last twenty years in the 
town of Maryborough. The first witness was Mr. 
]i"'rederick Brya,nt, a. gentlmnan \vho is a large pro
perty owner. He valuesthedamageat£4,135 with
out deterioration. J\Ir. H. C. Thorhurn, a corn· 
petent authority, who does a good business in 
J\bryborough, values the damage at £4,300. 
J\Ir. F. J. Charlton, a licensed surveyor, gave 
evidence as to the position of the land; Mr. 
Christoe, another competent authority, values 
the damage at £3,GSO. Mr. Jarnes Buchanan, 
a man who has been living in JV1aryborough 
for twenty-five years, values it at £5,180. 
Mr. George O'Kane gives the value at £3,9GO, 
not allowing for deterioration. J\1r. ,John Byrne 
also gives the value, and it may be contended by 
some hon. members that a statement made, which 
Mr. Thomson himself admits to be clearly proved, 
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was not in every p:.rticnlar correct. I can assure 
hon. members that the A.S.l\. Company paid 
Mr. Corser the sum of £120 a year for a right
of-way through his property, and it is in evi
dence that 1\lr. Cherry, the agent for the com
pany, stated that they would have pttid him £200 
a year rather th:.n sacrifice that right. Mr. 
John \Voodyatt, the proprietor of the Jl.lct1'Y
bor'01t{fh ChToniclr, a gentleman who has had 
considerable experience both in 1\hryborough 
und BriKbane as to the Yalne of property, Ycduecl 
the lo's at £5,280. Mr. Brennan puts it at £-1,000; 
Mr. Linklater at £-1,400; Mr . .Edwurd Francis 
Hauley gives the loss by resumption at £4,200; 
Mr. Nicholas E. N. Tooth, a gentlemun who hcts 
been mayor 0f :iYiaryborough four or five times, 
values the lund at £5,000, without deterioration. 
This is Mr. Tooth's evidence :-

"I am an ironfounder, and at present occupy the })osi
tion of mayor of ::\Iaryborough. [Looking at E.Thibit A.] 
I identify the land which is the subject of this 
intjuiry. I certainly consider the residue ot' .:\Ir. Corscr's 
land was decreased in value by the line runnin,Q: through. 
I a.s%,·~s the damag-e at from £i,00.f to £1.000. This 
applies only to the loss by deprivation of right-of-waY. 
I tnink the v~tlnc of the land at the date of the resmn:P
tion \Vas £40 per foot. I con~ider .Jir. Corser has suffered 
inconvenience by the receiYing store having to lJe l)Uilt 
on the eastern side of the line. 'l'hc capitalised value 
of the annual loss by extra cartage is £2,500." 

Mr. Kcith, the proprietor of the TVide Bay News, 
a gentleman who has resided in i\Iaryborough for 
over twenty years, values the land at £5,000. Mr. 
Corser himself was examined, and I shall refer 
to his evidence by-and-by, but he clearly proves 
the loss that he has sustained in consequence of 
the loss of the A.S.N. Company's rent. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, this case is heard in JYiaryborouvh: 
the whnle of these gentlemen give evidence, an<l 
the whole of their evidence is ignored. [ shall 
show by-and-by, by reading the statements 
of the arbitrator himself, that he has u very 
novel way indeed of arriving at a conclusivn 
upon evidence. :Nir. Corser, after the decisions 
that lmd been given, presented "petition to this 
House, and on that petition a select committee 
was appointed, consioting of the late 11r. Miles, 
JYir. Macfarlane, Mr. Pattison, 1\Ir. J;'erguson, 
1\Ir. S. \V. Brooks, and the mover. Owing to 
the death of the Hon. \V. ::Yiiles, l\Ir. Rutleclge 
was appointed in his place. \V hen the committee 
met they found that l\Ir. King, instructed by 
:iYictcpherson und JYiiskin, represented the claim
ant, i\Ir. CorKer; ctnd the committee instructed 
the shorthand writer to inform the Commis
sioner for Railway.s that the claimant was 
represented by Mr. King as counsel. The 
shorthund writer, next clay, stated that lw 
had written to the Commiesioner for Rail ways 
in pursuance of the order of the committee. 
I wioh now to call hon. members' attention to 
the sitting of the committee on Thursday, 1st 
September, the report of which will be found 
at page 8. 11r. 'l'homson, the urbitrator, was 
present, and was examined by the Attorney
General, who was a member of the committee, 
and also, we thought, representing the Govern
ment. The Attorney-General st~id to Mr. 
Thomson :-

"I want you to listen to paragraph 10 of tlle peti
tion:-

"' After hearing the evidence on both sides, the said 
Railway Arbitrator found that the loss sustained by 
your petitioner by reason of the said resumption vms 
equal to the amount claimed-viz., three thousand nine 
hundred and sixty pounds-but that the rf''{idue of your 
petitioner's prnverty was enhanced in value to the 
amount of thl'CC thousand seven hundred and ten 
pounds by the extension of the railways, and he there
upon awarded to your petitioner the sum of two hundred 
and iifty pounds as compensation.'" 

Hon. gentlemen will see throughout the whole of 
Mr. Thomson's evidence that he does not, in a 

single instance, show how the property was 
depreciated or how it was enhanced m value, as 
it was clearly his duty to do. He was asked :-

"You found that there was ±0 feet frontage resumed; 
did you ;; Yes. 

· Aud do I understand that yon did not come to any 
conelusion, or arrive at any finding, as to what the 
amount pertaining to, oT as to what the land Tesurned 
was~ Ko; not an exact amount. I have no 1·econl of 
it ::\Iv memos. by whicll I arrived at this were, I think, 
an cteStroycd. 

"All I \V ant to know is the fact whether yon arrived 
at a finding. You lJad thL clahn before you, I pre~umc, 
stating all th0sc particulaTS contained in paragraph 6 
-I wa.nt to be clear on this point-! understand that 
you did not aTrive at a finding as to the value of the 
resumed ::.\larch-street land r I found that, as I have 
already stated. 'rhat £1,560 shows that--

'· No, no! I want you just to answer my question; 
you can explain fully afterwards. Did you alTive at a 
finding as to the val ne- Y cs or no -per foot of the 
:March~street frontage that \Vas resumed- did you 
come to any conclusion r Oh! yes, I came to a con
clusion; but I destroyed all the pencil memoranlla 
I had with regard to that, <1nd merely took the !lnal 
re:mlt. I l ave not got that uow. Thb ['t~e.f'eJ'!"iny to CJ., 

pa]JeJ·] was tlw re:"ult of t.he proces:5 of calculation.'' 

I will next call attention to question 42, and hon. 
members will see something of a novelty intra
duced here:-

" VVcll, you have told us, ~Ir. r:t'homson, that you have 
found, as a matter of fact, that there was a total loss to 
the claimant, arising from the resumption of his land, 
of £L5UO. Now, be kind enongh to e\plam to the com
mittee iu your own words and youro,vn way the process 
bv \Vhich you arrived at that result F-First Oi all, we 
ai·e dealing with the loss sustained by resumption? 
\ren, it is some time ago. ~Jy gem!ral llrocess is first, 
to take down the evidence of each \Vitness, and add 
them all up together, and thLn take the average of the 
\vholc number ot' witnes,·cs on each principal point
the value of the land taken, the value of the land. 
damaged by severance, the enhancement of the land by 
the maldng of the rail\vay. 'fhesc are thr- three items 
that require my attention. I am certain that I did so in 
this case." 

Hon. members will see it was not clone in any 
purt of his evidence. He goes on to say :-

"Though I was compa.ratively new to the work at the 
time, yet sineo and. rvcoutly 1 have always preserved 
those things; bec.mse they are very useful to me to 
refer to. I have not got my memoranda in this case ; 
but that wa:'l my u~nal process. Then I made my own 
c~timate from mY own observation. I mav mention to 
you tlHtt I was s.o instructed \vlleu I eut01:ed nvou the 
duties of my oflice; that I should se\~ the land myself; 
and I have seen it in all ea~c:-;. I under;:,tand that to 
mean that I was to exercise m)· own judgment as to the 
value of it in comiug to a conclusion-the value both 
of the land and the damage sustained-all the sur
routtdings.'' 

The next question to which I will cctll attention 
is question 4ti :-

"Then, do I nndr~rstand, Mr. Thomson, you con
sidered, in arriving at a conclusion a,f:, to the amount of 
loss or damage -.:usta1ned being £1,5·,0, that the clcdmant 
had gre:Ltly over-estimatetl the value of the Jnareh
street frontage of his land~ All that part of it resumeU 
-I think so; because of this, for one reason-! luul 
for long the knowledge that this land was liable to 
iL.undation by any eonsiderable fiood in the river, 'fhat 
10\verecl the ntlue of it in lll,Y opinion. I gave due con
sideration, howeYer, to theyalueof tlle tf--stimouybefore 
me. I had great respect for the evidenee given in my 
presence by the witnesses who \Yere examined." 

I am sure hon. members can come to no other 
conclusion than that Mr. Thomson could have had 
very little respect for the "eventeen impartial 
witnesses and the evidence they gave, when he 
gave a decision entirely adverse to the testi
mony of every one of them. I will ask hon. 
members to look at question 55:-

" \Yha.t percentage of value do you think has been 
}mt on the l\iarcu-strcet land by the erection of that 
hotel? Oh! I could not say. You mean the remaind-er 
of ::\ir. C01·ser's land up to Kent street--? 

"Yes? No; I have put no value on it. 



956 Claim qf Mr. E. 13. 0. Oorser. [ASSEMBLY.] Olairn of Mr. E. B. C. Oorser. 

"What I want to know, now, Mr. Thomson, is
whether you had, at the time you arrived at your 
finding, any opinion of your own as to the value of the 
.J.farch-street frontage resumed by the Commissioner
lJrerious to the erection of the Grand Hotel-apart from 
the evidence that 'vas given at the hearing? No, I 
had not." 
Mr. Thomson was asked at question 73 :--

" \i\rill you state what are the facts which led you to 
believe that the property had been benefited to the 
extent of £1,310 by the resum_ption?-Are there any 
facts that you can now state to the Committee ?-,fc 
want t0 get the fullest li~ht on the subject. My ques
tions are asked for the purpose of getting- information 
down to the bottom? I shall be glad to give my best 
assistance. 

"I have no facts. We want facts from you. Can you 
state anything, any fact, which led you to the con
clusion that the property of the claimant had been 
benefited to the extent of £1,310 by rart of it bemg 
resumed? Ye~. Knowing it well thirty years ago, I 
was greatly impressed with the improved aspect of the 
whole place by the formation of the railway and the 
road alongside of it. I think still it is improved and 
enhanced in value, anEl all the property lymg bct,veen 
1Vhari street, the frontage of the Grand Hotel, and Kent 
street." 
Hon. members know what improverr.ent has 
taken place not only in Marybor011gh but in all 
the towns of the colony since thirty years ago. 
I ask hon. members to refer to question 82 :-

"Can you tell us whether, as a matter of fact, any 
traffic was permitted along there ; do you kno1v of 
your own knowledge, or have you any evidence of it, 
previously to the resumption P I do not know from 
my own knowledge. I presume, from the evidence put 
before me, that the only way for it was by going through 
:n.Ir. Corser's land." 
No one had a right to cross Corser's property 
until the rail way was constructed, but now that 
the Government have resumed that land every 
person holding property above Corser's uses his 
land as a public street. I then come to que>'tion 
88:-

H Do you know how long Mr. Corser has had the land? 
I think he stated in his evidenl~tr about seven or nine 
years. I do not know in any other way. 

"Have you any other facts, apart from the fa-cts stated 
in the evidence, 1vhich led you to arrive at the figures 
£1,560 loss, and £1,310 g•Lin? No; I have no other 
facts. 
That finishes the evidence given lily JIIIr. Thorn
son in answer to the Attorney-General that day. 
He is then cross-examined by Mr. King, as 
follows:-

"By }fr. King: 1Vhen this matter was referred to you, 
Mr. Thomson, by the Commissioner for Railways, did 
you Tecei ve any instructions or a copy of the claim 
from him ? A copy of the claim. 

"On which you were to adjudicate? I received the 
ordinary notice only at that time. 

"Have you that notice here? Yes ; I have. [Docu
ment produced. Appendix D.] 

"There is a note on the face ofit that the claim is for 
£3,960? Yes; I think so. 

"1'Vas the claim subsequently amended by a further 
cla.im for £2,000 in respect of fencing the line? Yes. 
This was amended by letter and by a similar notice to 
this, Mr. King. Yes: I 1vas aware of the additional 
claim. 

" On the first hearing of the case, in giving your 
award, you excluded that claim of £2,000 in these 
words:-

'" I certify that this my award is made on the assump
tion that the Commissioner will not fence on either 
side the land resumed. Should the land be fenced on 
either side by the Commissioner, I reserve to myself the 
right to deal further with this claim'? 

"Yes. 
" So that the claim you dealt with on the first occasion 

was for £3,960? Yes. 
"And you gave the following award:-
" 'rrhat there is due and payable in respect of such 

matters from the Commissioner to the said E. B. C. 
Corser the sum of £250 sterling. And I find that the 
residue of the claimant's land is enhanced in value to 
an extent equal to the difference between the amount 
claimed and the amount awarded,' &c.? 

"Yes ; that was the first one. 

"Take £250 from £3,960-what does it leave? £3,710. 
"And the claim with 1vhich you were dealing was 

one for £3,960? Yes . 
"And you a\varded the claimant £250, and found that 

the re::;idue of his land was enhanced in value, 'to an 
extent equal to the diffel'ence between the amount 
claimed and the amount awarded' P 

"Yes. 
"Is not that equivalent to finding that the land was 

enhanced in value £3,710? :\o; because I allowed 
£1,560 for the value of the land resumed for the rail
way. rrhcn there were other considerations. This 
award doe.H not express all that I meant.'' 

Question 107 is as follows :--
"Do you say, Mr. Thomson, that you were not 

bound, as Railway Arbitrator, under instructions from 
the Commissioner, by the Railway and 'l'ramway Exten
sion Act, 1880? I am not, unless proceedings are laid 
under that Act. That is what I contend. 

"The Railway Arbitrator has nothing to do unless he 
acts under the instructions of the Commissioner? If 
vou will read this notice, at the top you will find tha 
Proceedings held under the Act of 1872." · 

I always thought, Mr. Speaker, that the arbi
trator sat in court, heard the evidence that was 
placed before him, and was guided by that evi· 
dence ; and that he was altogether a way from 
the control or dictation of the Commissioner for 
Railways. I am sure hon. members must see 
that in this case the arbitrator was entirely 
under the control of the Commissioner ; and not 
in this case only but in others, where it can be 
proved that after hearing the most convincing 
evidence the arbitrator has actually a warded no 
more and no less, even to the Yery penny, than 
the amount which had been previously approved 
by the Commissioner. Hon. members will see 
from the evidence that my contention is fully 
borne out. Question 114 :-

"·when did your draw up your first award, ::\fr. 'l'hom
son? I think on the date that it is dated, or it may 
have been a day or two previously. I had been engaged 
upon it for 111any days before, and I was very much 
occupied with that case. The date will show, 

"rrhat was some considerable time after you held the 
court at 3-iaryborough '? Oh, yes. I thought the matter 
required very serious consideration. I sought informa
tion in every instance in order to enable me to come to 
a proper conclusion. 

"You took ample, time to prepare the award? Yes, 
I think so." 

He thinks this matter is of such great importance 
that it requires every consideration, and yet 
when he is asked to produce papers whereby he 
arrived at that conclusion, he said, "I have lost 
them ; I have destroyed them; I have not any of 
the memoranda by which I arrived at that con
clusion." I will ask hon. members to look at 
qnestion 141 :-

"It was proved that }fr. Corser received £120 a year 
for the right of way across his land? Yes ; I do not 
doubt that. It is quite satisfactory to me." 
Thus a man's property is seized against his wish, 
and his rent is taken aw~ty from him. JV1r. 
Cherry, the agent for the A.i::l.N. Company, said 
they would have given £200 a year rather than 
lose it, and Mr. Corser is offered the large sum 
of £250 as compensation. The committee ad
journed, and met again on .l!'riday, the 2nd 
1::\eptember. Mr. Thomson had been asked to 
produce, if possible, some of the papers which he 
said he thought he might find, but did not think 
he could. Mr. 'l.'homson was called in and 
cro•s-examined by Mr. King, beginning at ques
tion 201:-

,' By Mr. King: Have you got any further figures re
lating to the manner in which you arrived at your 
valuation? Not with regard to the first court, )ir. 
King. I considered that 1vhen the second award was 
issued the first was cancelled, and I did not presm·ve 
any memoranda of it; I cannot find any of them any
where. But I have since found, on examining my 
paper::; connected with the second award, that the basis 
on which this 1vas made is fully explained. 

"Have you got those figures? Yes. 
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u"\Vill you lay them before the committee, now? 
can read them to the committee. 

"\Vill you let the committee know how you arrived 
at your award!-' Yes; it will be gradually disclosed as 
I go on [referring to notes]. In the evidence given by 
Mr. Bhine, the railway valuator, he stated that his 
valnation-or rather, in consequence of what Mr. 
Blaine stated, I made inquiries from the Commissioner 
for Railways, and found, as stated by Mr. Blaine, that 
his valuation was f0unded on a dl)cument in the Rail
\vay Department. I saw that document." 

Mr. Blaine, I ma.y inform hon. members, is a 
gentleman from Ipewich, who was appointed 
milway Yalnator. I do not think he was ever in 
Maryhorough before until he went there to 
see this land and value it. It must be remem
bered that there were fifty-two feet of frontage 
in March street taken away from 1\ir. Corser, 
which several competent witnesses valned at £80 
a f<lot. Mr. Blaine gives no value for that 
whatever. Question 230 :-

"I want to understand that the £273 12s. 6d. repre
sents the whole value of the land resumed. Xothing 
is dedncted P I told you my reason for accepting :Mr. 
Blaine's value of the land. 

'·You say that thP enhancement in value makes up 
for the drnnage by severance, and that therefore £273 
12s. 6d. is the value of the land resumed. I ask you is 
that the value of the land F Yes. 

"·what did you allow for the loss in l'espect of ::\ir. 
Corser's claim for loss of rental, £120 a year? I have 
no record of what I allowed for it. 

"Did you allmv anything? I have told you my 
reason for accepting this value of l\:Ir. Blaine's. That 
was included in it. 

"That valuation of ::\ir. Blaine's relates only to land. 
1Vhat did you allow ::\Ir. Corser for loss of rental? 
~· otlling specific. 

""-rill you explain what you mean by 'nothing 
specific'? I have already given my reason for accept
ing Mr. Blaine's valuation of the land." 

Mr. Corser is then examined by Mr. King. He 
is asked:-

"By ::\Ir. King: Mr. Corser, before the resumption 
was made, h:otd you an~T shipping business in connection 
with your wharf? I had a very large shipping business. 

"Had you any agencief.l? I was agent for the Queens
land Steamship and British India Companies. 

"Has the extension of the railway through your pro
perty made any difference in the advantages of your 
wharf? It has made a great difference. The adjoining 
properties, more especially Walker and Co.'s, were not 
improved previously to any great extent for wharfage 
purposes. 1'hete was only a mere jetty there. After 
the resumption of my land, the company erected a 
large wharf and entered into competition with me for 
the agencies of the Q.S.S. and B. I. Companies; and the 
companies informed me that '\Valker and eo. had made 
them an otfer to do what I was doing for much under 
what I was getting as their agent, a,nd that offer was 
accepted." 

I will ask hon. members to look at the map, and 
they will see that by the resumption of Mr. 
Corser's land the whole traffic was diverted up 
to John Walker and Co.'s property. 

"Would it have been possible for them to do that 
business, or to go into that business, if there had not 
been a road opened ( The public would not, I think, 
have shipped by any company running to thdr 'vharf, 
unless they had the facility of crossing the Bank of 
New South \Vales's property and my own, and unless 
there was some inducement given by way of freight. 

" Was there any means of access to their wharf as 
convenient as the access by the resumption? Certainly 
not, to my mind. 

" In that respect the 1·esumption has prejudiced your 
business by bringing the neighbouring wharves, removed 
so much higher up, to compete with you? It has 
decidedly. 

"That has produced in the freights a reduction of 
your income from the wharf? Yes. At present the 
income from the wharf is not £120 a yenr. I was receiv
ing, in some instances, as much as £800 a year from it, 

"1Vith reference to this road that passes over the 
resumption: Mr. Corser, are you aware whether this has 
been dedicated as a public road? I understand not, in 
any way." 

Then a member of the committee, Mr. S. W. 
Brooks, asked Mr. Corser the following ques
tion, 264:-

"You were not one of the parties who held out to the 
Commissioner and the :Jiinister for Works that the 
land would co:o:t nothing? No. In fact I had not the 
power, at the time, to do so." 
That is not of much importance. Then question 
276:-

,, 'fhe notice of resumption was jssued about the same 
date-when the negotiations for the purchase were 
going on? The negotiations for purchase had been 
entered into for seven or nine yea.rs before the actual 
purchase. All the buildings that were erected on the 
property for the last ten years, including the wharf, 
were built by myself." 
Now, it has been contended that Mr. Corser 
bought this property knowing that the railway 
would go through it. Well, if he did so, he also 
bought the property knowing that the owner of 
it had told the Commissioner that he should 
look upon it as confiscated land if the rail way 
went through it. Being a resident of Mary
borough, I know that from the time Mr. Corser 
leased this property with the right of pur
chase he be;;-an to erect expensive buildings upon 
it, and that at the date of resumption Mr. 
Corser had spent about £12,000 in the land, 
buildings and improvement~. That is sufficient 
to show that he had every intention of buying 
the property. The land and improvements up 
to the present have cost nearly £18,000. I have 
referred briefly to this case. I know that other 
members of the Committee are far more able to 
go into the details of it than I am, and any omis
sions that have been made by me will, I feel sure, 
be supplied by them. This is a case, Mr. Speaker, 
that affects not only Mr. Corser; but every person 
in this colony who is the owner of land through 
which a railway may pass, and which may be 
resumed, may be treated in the same way by the 
Ra,ilway Arbitrator that Mr. Corser has been; 
because hon. members know that under the 
Railway Resumption Act the award must be 
£500 before the owner of the property can appeal 
to the Supreme Court. Now, sir, I have given 
my opinion, and all these witnesses do not dis
pute the values that have been made. Even the 
arbitrator himself does not dispute them, but 
says in words which cannot be misunderstood, 
that they are correct values. And how he could 
have decided to give the claimant only £273 
I am at a loss to know. The committee took 
evidence, and the whole of th« evidence placed 
before them is enclosed in this report. I have 
introduced this matter to the House believing it 
to be my duty to do so, and knowing the cil·cum
stances of the case, I wish to assure hon. 
members that there is nothing of a political 
character in the matter at all. Mr. Corser him
self is a political opponent of mine. He did all he 
could by spending his time and his money 
to prevent me from occupying a seat in 
this House. But, sir, I have always found 
Mr. Corser a straightforward man, and such 
being the case I deemed it to be my 
duty, when requested to do so, to bring the 
matter before this Assembly. The committee 
found the total valuations to amount to 
£3,859 16s., but they say that by the making of 
the railway, and by Mr. Corser erecting an hotel 
on the corner of the land, it has increased in 
value to the amount of £1,500. They deduct 
the £1,500 from the £3,859 16s., and recommend 
this House to pay to Mr. Corser the sum of 
£2,35916s. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said before, 
this system refers not only to the present 
case, but to others. This opens up the working 
of a system which, in my opinion, is en
tirely wrong. We ought to have a different 
system altogether-a system carried out in a 
differPnt way altogether from the manner in which 
this case has been by the gentleman who is now 
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known as the Railway Arbitrator. \Vhy, sir, 
let any hon. member read the evidence taken. 
All the evidence is a dream ; all that had taken 
place in 'VIaryborough is a dream to that gentle
man. He knows nothing at all about it. Any
thing he might have known we cannot tell, 
as almost all the papers he might have had in 
connection with this case are destroyed. We 
could get no information from him, and the 
committee in their report say:~ 

"They examined uE1:d l:oce, the Railw:ty .Arhiirator, 
~fr. \VillhLm 'l'homson, whose exa-min:~tion. though long, 
and volmninons in regard to both matter ~nH1 time, 
yet, as evidence:, lPilE, at once vagnn and nnsatisfae
tory, was of lit.tle V<tlnc in helping the eommitt) c to 
a right nnderstawling of the rase or in arriving at a 
concln:-:;ion upon its me1'its. 'l'he clnimttnt, :\Ir. R B. 
C. Oorser, also, 1.vas exttmined orall.\". 'l'he minutes of 
evidencfl of these witne'~l'les is presented. together with 
certain document ry evidence fnrnishecl by them." 
I have no doubt, 1\fr. Spe:\ker, that every hrm. 
member hrts rertd the evirlence in this case, rtnd 
I feel sure that they can come to no other con
clusion than 1 have come to~that lYir. Corser, 
by this gentleman-this Rail way Arbitrator~has 
been very unjustly dealt with. I shall now 
conclude by moving the motion, 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said : Mr. 
Speaker,~ I shall begin by expressing the hope 
that hon. members have had the patience and 
industry to go through the very voluminous, and, 
I may say, in n1any respects inconseque-nt, evi
dence that has been taken at differBnt times in 
this case. I shall deal with the different items 
that have been given here, making up the sum of 
£3,859 16s. for compensation for different rea>ons 
and for different purposes connected with this 
resumption. First of all there is the sum of 
£1,200 for 40 feet frontrtge to March street, at £30 
perfnot. I shall deal with that later on, after having 
gone through the other items. Next there is £120 
for 12 feet frontage to i\Tarch street. Now, it is not 
quite clear whether this is an actual resumption 
of land by the Government, or whether it is corn· 
pensation for the reduced value of a piece of l;md 
running back along the boundary 0f the re?ump
tion. It appearoi to me to still remain a portion 
of the unresumedland, and I certainly cannot 
understand what deterioration in value there has 
been to a piece of land which is not separated 
from the unresumed portion, and for which the 
committee have recommended the payment of 
£120. Where does the deterioration come in of 
the value of that piece of land, which is bounded 
by the lately resumed land on the one side, and 
by the balance of the property, of which it is 
still a portion just as much as it ever was, on 
the other? Why should, under any circum· 
stances, an allowance of £120 be made for this 
land, which is left in the original owner's hands, 
and which has not deteriorated in value any 
more than any other portion of the unresumed 
land? I cannot, consequently, see the vestige of 
a claim that can be put forward in support 
of this sum of £120 by way of compenRation. 
If hon. members will look at the map, they 
will see that this piece of land, described here as 
having 12 feet frontage to March street, runs 
back in a triangular shape, as compared with the 
line of resumption, but it is left as much a 
portion of the nnresumed land as any other part 
of it. 

Mr. DICKSON: Has it been resumed or not? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : As far as 
I can understand it has not been resumed. It is 
as much Mr. Corser's property now as ever, and 
is not deteriorated in the slightest degree. How 
the committee could have recommended that 
he should receive anything for that is beyond 
my n.pprehension entirely ; the ground is not de
tached from the unreserved portion or deteriorated 
in valueinany way. Thenextitemis"£1,800for 

loss of rental from right·of-way~£120 per annum 
capitalised at fifteen years' purch,'Ls~." Now, I 
would ask hon. members jn't to look at Mr. 
Cherry's evidence in this rnrttter on pctge 34. 
He was, I think, the agent of the A.S.N. Co. :-·· 

o }fr. Stafford: Notwithstanding that you still paid at 
the rate of £120 till the land was resumed? 

o :J.\fr. Cherry: Yes. 
'' }fl•. Stafford: Are these terms em bodied in the 

agreement~ 

"1.\'Ir. Cherry: Yes: the lease of the wharf is embodied 
in the agreement. It is for the lease of the \Vharf we 
paid £120 per anmun. 

"Ry :J.\Ir. Arbitrator : DW the agreement say anything 
about the right-of-way? 

"::ur. Cherry: It s,tid nothing a1Jout the right-of-way, 
but it \\'as for the purpose of the right-of-way that we 
leased the wh;n·f." 

There was no question in the n.greement at all 
about the right-of-way; they were paying £120 
a year for the whrcrf, and that continued for 
twelve months only. \Vhen that ag·reement 
terminated, ir. was only continued from month 
to month. The owners elf the land, of which the 
wharf formed part, had direct access to their 
own land, but the temporary occupants being 
the A.t:l.N. Company, they had more convenient 
access throug-h l\lr. Corser's land. \Vhat pro
portion of the whole amount was paid for the 
wharf and what for the right-of-way is not 
Rhown. It was a te1nporary arrangetnent, and yet 
the committee award fifteen years' purchase~ 
£1,800. \Vas ever such a monstrous thing pro
posed by anyone ~ that such a claim could 
possibly be recognised for a moment? Anybody 
in possession of that land, of which the A.S.N. 
Company's wharf formed the river frontage, 
could by spending £100 or £~00 make a road 
straight from their wharf to Kent street, which 
would have been as convenient and as easy of 
access ; but as they were only temporary 
occupants of the wharf, and probably knowing 
that they were not likely to remain long 
in existence as a shipping company, they pre
ferred to pay a trifle~it is not shown whether 
for the wharf or the right-of-way~they were pre· 
pared to pay a trifle to get easy means of access 
through Mr. Corser's land. Yet for this he 
claims a rent in perpetuity, capitalised at £1,800. 
Any other man holding that land could say, "I 
can spend a couple of hundred pounds, and 
have easy access to Kent street, which is all I 
can possibly require, having a frontage to that 
street." \Vhat would any ordinary sensible man 
of business think if a claim of that kind were 
put forward against him? He would think 
that either the man who made such a pro
position was a fool, or thought he was a fool, 
to consider it for one moment. Would any 
man who had land with a frontage to the 
river and a fronhtge to a street be likely to pay 
any sum at all for the right-of-way through an 
adjoining holding? Yet the committee ha1·e 
chosen to assume that the owner of this land 
would pay £120 a year for all time for a right
of-way, rather than take the road through his 
own land to the natural outlet~the street pro
vided for him. Then the next item of £150~ 

"For expenses entailed by having to cart goods from 
wharf to receiving store on other side of resumption." 

I will not say anything about that~ I do not 
know how it is made up; it may be correct or it 
may not~there is nothing in the evidence to 
show what it is. Then we come to~ 

"Personal and other expenses, £300." 

What personal and other expenses is he entitled 
to in a matter of this kind? On the assumption 
that he was not offered a fair thing by the arbi
trator the last time, he mig·ht possibly have some 
claim for personal and other expenses, since he 
had to bring the matter before a committee of 
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this House and contest it; but not othPrwise. It 
has still to be shown that the arbitrator was 
wrong, and I maintain that he was entirely 
right in his finding, though_ he may not ha,;e 
shown distinctly how he arrived at it. I main
tain that the results are correct, no matter how 
they were arrived at. The next item is--

" Interest on £2,070, at 8 per cent., for one year and 
nine months." 

How is he entitled to the interest on that while 
the case is in abeyance and ha8 to be tried? If 
this were a sum of ncouey that had been with
held after he had a venlict from the arbitrator 
or the 8uprerne Court or a committee nf this 
House, hA rnight have a clairn to put fonvard; 
but until that money can be claimed by him, by 
having been awarded by any legal tribunal, he 
certainly has no clairn whatever to interest. 
After an award has been made by any tribunal 
whatever, then he would hr, ve a, chim; but until 
that has resulted he certainly has not the shadow 
of tt clairn to any intere.st. A Inan rnight as well 
ask, when he gets a verdict in the Supreme 
Court, that he should be allowed interest for the 
time preceding it, when the Court was the one 
to determine the thing in the first instance, and 
not the refusal of the other side to pay a fair 
thing. Now we come to the value of the bnd 
:esumed. That was the first item, and a very 
Important one-£1,200. At the time that the 
notice of resnmption for railway purposes was 
given, this property was acknowledged to have 
been the property of the late Thon"" \Valker, of 
New South \V ales, and JYir. Cnrser was, I believe, 
his tenant. He admits that he was his tenant. 
Mr. Rutledge asked :-

"I thinl{ yon said the rent you paid was-? £312. 
"·what was the total area of land for which you paid 

that rent, including the water frontages? I do not 
know exactly the area. It goes right through to Kent 
street. 

"How long had the lrase been current 1vhcn y'ou did 
purchase F~at the time J on purchased ? I cannot tell 
exactly; but it must have been current about eight 
years. 

"And ·what price did you pay:\Ir. \Valkerforthe land? 
rn1at I could not tell without ret'ening to my books, 
bee,tnse some of the buildings were taken into con
sideration. 

" What mnount did you pay-approximately? 
think, .\Ir. ltutledge, as this is a matter of commercial 
trausa.ctions, I should not be asked to put those par
tieulars before the committee. 

" \\ e must be inquisitive-? If the land had been 
given to me by :Jlr. ·walker, the loss to me by the 
l'esumption would be ns much. 

"I do not say it would affect the snbstnntial cha
racter of the elaim; but I think it is a matter on whieh 
1ve should have some information. It seems an inquisi
tive quc,~tion; bnt I think we are bound to ask it. 
You do not care to ansv;rer P I should prefer for special 
commercial reasons~ because I do not wish to convey 
an erroneous opinion as to its value." 

JYir. Corser sttid, when he was asked what he gave 
for the land, that for special commercial reasons 
he did not care to answer that question, and he 
was not pressed for an answer as to what he 
really did give for the land. Bnt there are other 
sources from which we can get that information, 
although the committee did not think it neces
sary to force Mr. Corser to give an answer, 
which I think ought to have been done. There 
are no reasons that I can conceive why they 
should have allowed him to withhold it. It was 
a very important piece of information to the 
committee, to enable them to cnme to a reason
able conclusion as to whether the claim was 
a fair one or not. Now, there are other 
sources from which this inform,>tion can be 
obtained, and I will let the Committee know 
what they are. The records of the Real Pro
perty Office show that the allotments 1 and 2, 
section 104, tJwn of Maryborough, which is the 
land in question, were conveyed to Mr. Corser, 

by the late Mr. Thomas \Valker, in considera
tion of the payment of the sum of £500, and in 
further consideration of a mortgage upon it being 
currently executed in his favour to secure the 
payment of another sum of £500. Now, tbat 
shows conclusively, from documents that cannot 
be contradicted, what was paid for the land. 
The conveyance was dated 11ay, 1885. 

Mr. AXNEAR: It was years before that. 
The 1HXISTER FOR WORKS : That is the 

date of the tram;fer, and the transaction would 
have been some time before that. ]\[r. Corser 
bought the land unirnproved-withont anything 
upou it-we may assume. That is the only way 
in which the value b arrivf'l at. Xow, if there 
was a 1nan in _...t\ .. nstralia who knew the value of 
land, and could make a bargain and stick to it 
a~; sharply and keenly '"' JHr. Cor~;er can, it was 
the late .Mr. Thomas \Valker. He never sold 
anything without getting va.Iue for it to anybody 
under any cirClnnstances. 

::\Ir. BLACK : Is that in the evidence? 
The MINISTER FOR WORK8: No; I got 

the information at the Real Property Office, and 
the hon. member may satisfy himself if he is in 
doubt about it. 

Mr. BLACK : I was referring to your remark 
about Mr. \Valker. 

The MINISTER FOR WORK8: We will 
assmne that this man was in his senses, at all 
events, and that he did not readily part with his 
property without knmving its value. He may not 
have known what Mr. Corser seems to have 
traded upon, and that was the way in which re
sumptions are sometimes dealt with here-that 
people who have claims against the Government 
for rp'.;umptions have often managed to get twice 
the value of the land. JI.Ir. Corser may have 
reckoned upon that. Probably that was not an 
element in JYir. \V alker's calculations. I do 
nut think it was. He was satisfied to take the 
value of land when he sold it. Now, previous 
to that J\Ir. Corser said that he was paying rent, 
£312 a year, for the land. WiJJ anybody in his 
senses believe that a sane man would sell for 
£1,000 a piece of land that he was letting for 
£312 a year? If Mr. Corser had been pressed 
upon that point, it would have been found that 
the £312 covered a good many things besides the 
rent of that land. But he was not pressed to say 
what it was for. Part of it may have been 
for rental, but another part of it was for 
other things ; I feel satisfied of that. Now, 
the amount of land altogether was 1 acre 
52 perche~, and from that we took 19'6 perches 
for railway pnrposes. The whole of this 1 acre 
52 perches Mr. Corser had purchased a few 
month< before, and after the notice of the 
resnmption of the land had been given--for 
£1,000 ; and then he comes down here and peti
tions a committee of this House to grant him the 
sum of £3,85916s. He is awarded by the Commit
tee the sum of £2,3591Gs. for 19 ·G perches out of 
1 acre 52 perches, for which he had given £1,000 a 
few months before, not taking into consideration 
the fact that the land has been considerably 
enhanced in value, as is shown by one or two 
witnesses, by the f"ct of the railway being taken 
through it. As to the question of the right-of
way, you will find this admission by Mr. Corser 
at question 328 :-

" But if the company into ·which the old A.S,:.V. Co. 
merged chose, they could have access to 1\,..alker's 
wharf 'vithout being under the necessity of having a 
1·ight-of-way through yonr land? Oh! they have 
access; but not convenient access." 

The men who were occupying the wharf were not 
likely to make it convenient, since they were 
only temporarily in possession of the wharf; and 
the probability was that they would very soon 
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cease to exist as a shipping company, and were 
not prepared to spend money for the purpose. 
That is why they made a temporary month-to
month arrangement with Mr. Corser to get 
through. At question 305, after being asked by 
Mr. Rutledge as to the price he paid Mr. 
Walker for the land, and after saying that he did 
not care to answerthequestion, Mr. Corser said:-

" I should prefer for special commercial reasons
because I do not wish to convey an erroneous opinion 
as to its value-to state the value of that property at 
the time of making the agreement, ·when I entcrell into 
the transaction with 31r. Thomas ·walker, at the time of 
the lease. I may tell you that after taking accounts 
between ns, the balance ascertained that I hatl to pay 
to }fr. 1-Valker was, as far as my memory serves me, 
£8,000." 

Thereby he conveyed the impression that he 
actually paid Mr. Walker £8,000 for the land. No 
wonder he was unwilling to tell what he paid, 
because he was trying to convey a false impres
sion to the committee. I do not say that Mr. 
\Valker did not get that £8,000 for improvements 
on the land in the shape of buildings, but it did 
not represent the surface value of the land or any 
portion of the land resumed for rail way purposes. 
So that with his disingenuousness and the com
mittee's failure to force him into a corner and say 
what he gave for the land he was allowed to get 
out of the question and convey the impression 
that he was paying £S,OOO for it. As to the 
values given by different people, I see that one 
man estimates the depreciation in value of that 
sm"ll piece-12 feet frontage to March street 
-at £720, while another· estimates it at £325. 
And these are the experts in Yaluing land in 
Maryborough, men who are held up by the 
hon. member for Maryborough, Mr. Annear, 
as men whose opinions can be thoroughly relied 
upon. I wonder what is the value of such men's 
opinions? They are not worth a moment's 
consideration. They only seem to have hac! 
one object in view --to give Mr. Corser 
as much money as they thought they could 
possibly get the Government to pay. In 
addition to that there is some other evidence 
from a man quite as reliable as that of other 
witnesses. He is quite as old a resident of Mary
borough as those people who spoke so confidently 
as to the value, and he has a right to be considered 
as capable of giving impartial, independent, and 
reliable evidence as any man among the lot. I 
refer to Mr. Hyne, p:ut of whose evidence will be 
found at page 35, as follows :-

"::.VIr. Richard 1\I. IIyne, on oath. stated. Am a saw
mill proprietor conducting business in ~:Iaryborough; 
know the property the s ,bject of this arbitration, and 
the wharf extension from March street to J. Walker and 
Co.'s yards. 

")lr. Stafford: Do you consider that the wharf 
extension has improved the value of the adjacent pro
perty? 

"Mr. Hyne : I firmly believe that it has done so, to a 
very great extent, for wharfage purposes. I fought 
very hard to get the line continued strmght on through 
to my property, offering land free, but failed in my 
object. 

"::\fr. Stafford: Do you consider Mr. Corser's property 
has suffered anything by reason of the resumption ? 

"M1·. Hyne : No. I consider that it has made it into 
a valuable corner, that it would not otherwise have 
been. 

"l\Ir. Stafford: Has not Mr. Corser made the front of 
his hotel face the resumed land and not March street? 

"Mr.Hyne: Yes. 
"Mr. Stafford : As a rule are not hotels made with 

their fronts to where the most traffic is? 
"Mr. Hyne: Yes; they generally have that object 

in view?'' 
And, further on, the following evidence was 
adduced:-

"By the Arbitrator: Do you consider that the con
struction of the railway, which has resulted in a nice 
piece of road\vay, has been an improvement to the 
property? 

"~fr. Hyne : I think the making ol the branch line 
has enhanced the value o! these properties to the extent 
of 20 per cent." 

I dn not see any reason to discredit the evidence 
given by Mr. Hyne, who is an old resident of Mary
borough, a bu,iness man, and qt1ite as capable 
of forming and giving an in1partial opinion as 
any of the witnesses who were called in support 
of l\Ir. Corser's claim. I hope, :\Ir. Speaker, 
hon. members will look at these different items 
from the beginning, find out how the committee 
arrived at the £1,200, how the £120 was 
arrived at for land not severed or injured in 
any way whatever, and how they arrived at that 
£1,800-a supposed, a purely imaginary sum he 
might have drawn or exacted in the shape of 
blackmail for a right-of-way through adjoining 
property, for which there might have been some 
colourable rea,son if the company had no other 
means of access. But there was a proper outlet 
to Kent street, and they did not require to go 
through any other property to get to the thorough
fares of the town. Each of the properties had a 
water frontage, and the same street frontage, 
exce.pt that Mr. Corser's property had also access 
to March street; and I think the absurdity 
of a claim of this kind must be patent to any 
man. There is nothing to found such a claim 
upon. The buildings were only temporary, being 
put up by a company in temporary occupation, 
and not prepared to spend any money to get easy 
access to the natural outlet. They pt'eferred to pay 
a small annual sum--I am assuming that they 
were prepared to pay that sum-for the right-of
way, though that is not apparent from the 
evidence, as the agreement says it was leased for 
wharfage purposes, and not for a right-of-way; 
but it was explained by way of parenthesis that 
it did include a right-of-way, and that that was 
of some value. For the rest there is no tittle or 
shadow of a claim from any point of view. 
Yet the committee have actually allowed him 
£1.,800, assuming that he would get £120 a year 
for all time. I may be allowed to express my 
opinion ao; to the undesirableness of settling 
matters of this kind by a select committee 
of the House, if we take this as a sam pie of 
the way in which they come to conclusions, 
and of the way in which evidence is adduced to 
enable them to form a conclusion. On the one 
sicle we have the whole weight of a neighbour
hood brought to substantiate a claim put 
forward by one individual, simply because on 
one side is the Government, and on the other is 
the individual, and each and all interested, 
it would seem to be, in endeavouring to get as 
much ae possible out of the Government, irre
spective of what are reasonable and just claims. 
I do not think there can be the slightest ques
tion hut that anybody who carefully looks into 
this matter will have no hesitation whatever in 
affirming at once that M.r. Corser has received 
greater benefits from the railway passing through 
his land than any datr,age he may have sus
tained by the amount of land taken from him, 
or any damage caused by severance. I think 
the amount that was offered by the Commis
sioner on the recommendation of the Govern
ment valuator, JYir. Blaine, was an ample sum, 
and I certainly do not see how the arbitrator 
could have allowed any sum in addition to 
that to be added to it at the second hearing 
of the case. It is not quite clear to my 
mind how it was arrived at. There is no evi
dence on the subject except that given by 
owners of property in the neighbourhood. Such 
evidence in matters of this kind is, I maintain, 
of absolutely very little value to any m~n who 
has to determine the amount to be pard to a 
claimant. If you are to take the evidence of 
interested persons around the land to be 
resumed, you will soon bring railway construe-
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tion to an end, unless some more satisfactory 
method is devised for dealing with resumptions. 
Let anyone n ad the Commissioner's report, and 
see what the St,cte has paid for html resumptions 
on all the railways that have been constructed 
up to the present time. It is a perfectly 
astounding page to read. The eum of money 
paid for land in different districts of the 
colony is one of the most lamentable instance,; 
of plunder that has ever come under my 
notice. From that report it will be seei1 
that an average of £2GO per acre was pait] 
for the whole area of land re,;uuwd for mil w'w 
purposes between Bri::;h:1ne ancl Ips\vich, an(I 
the demands for other lands have beon equally 
extra,~agant. Nothing, I think, mtn be nwre 
monstrous, and there is no telling what m"'y be 
the result of such demands, unles>< there are some 
means to determine what is a fair value to put 
upon land reSl111led; and it rnu::;t be ::;onle method 
different from that advo<•ctted by members in 
this House, of having clairns for cmnperHm
tion dealt with by a num who will act 
as a judge does, and give hitl de0i~ion :te~ 
carding to the balance of the evidence brought 
by interested people. I say interested people, 
because they are all interested in giving their 
opinion as to the value of hind in the immediate 
neighbourhood of their own holdings, There iR 
no rnore unrelinble source we c::Ln go to for the 
value ofland thau that of owners of othedandin 
the neighbourhood, and this is tt ease in pr)int. 
"What do we find in this evidence on the 
question of value? One man who valued the 
frontage to March otreet estinHtted it at £30 
per foot, and another said it was worth £RO per 
foot. How can we reconcile those discrepancies ? 
Here we ha.ve rnen v, ho are :suppo:-;ed to h:1ve a,n 
equal knowledge of the matter, whose evidence 
is supposed to be equ:tlly reliable, and yet one 
of them values the htncl at £30 a foot aud the 
other £80. \Vh<tt is eviclence like that worth? 
It is not worth a str<tw, and if I were the 
Hailway Arbitrator I would exercise my own 
judgment. I hope that in the interest of the 
State the Re~ilway Arbitrator will gh·e just as 
much weight to the evidence before him as he 
thinks it dt serves, and not one iota nwre. I 
think be has done that in this case, and I hope he 
will continue to act in that way. If the Haihmy 
Arbitrator does not do that it will c0rtainly be a 
question for con,ideration as to whether some 
means cannot be found to prevent these >Lttempts 
at plunder, or whether we should allow them to 
go on and be perpetuated. I trnot the Hom,e 
'will not consent to the adoption of this report. 

Mr. ADA:YIS said: Mr. Speaker,-I daree>Ly 
that, as one of the oldest inhabitants of the dis
trict in which the property in question is situated, 
I may just as well make the few remarks I 
intend to offer upon the question at this early 
stage. The hon. gentleman has twitted the 
select committee with having tried to fleece the 
Government of money which they ought not to 
have done. I am happy to say that Do member 
of the Ministry was on that select committee
namely, thfl Attorney-General; and I believe he 
did his best to draw information out of the arbi
trator, but all the answers he got were, "I do 
not know," and "I do not think so." It is just 
possible that the arbitrcctor is thinking yet. I 
do not think it is likely that a gentleman 
who hold3 an office of that kind would allow 
everything to :,lip from his memory so easily 
that all be could do when questioned was to 
s>ty, "I think such and such h; the case." The 
Minister for ·works has tried to make it appear 
that JIIIr. Cherry stated in his evidence at Mar.v· 
borough that the money paid by the A. S.;'f. 
Company was paid for the wharfage, and 
wharfage alone. I believe that is misleading. 
The hon. gentleman has accused others of mis-
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leadin" but I think that he is as misleading as 
any other member of the House can be. The 
evidence given by Mr. Cheny, as read by the 
::\1inister for ·works, will be found at page 31, 
where it says that-

" John Ho ward Cherry, on oath, stated:-
"I am the agent of the A.S.X. Co., .at 3~'tryborough, 

and I knmv the property that this arlntnttwn Tefers to. 
":Jlr. Corser: Are vou aware that I am the owner of 

the property~ u 

"l\Ir. Cherry: Yes. 
"}I!'. Cor~cr: Are van aware tha.t it has been in my 

ocenpation for twctv8 years or so?' 

Not for a cby ur two, but for twelve years. 
"J'Ir. Cherry: It has been so since I have been here, 

that h1 three and a-half vears. 
":Jir. Corser: Did you~· company lease a right-of-way? 

".Jlr. Cherry: Yes; the company leased the "\Yha1·f in 
order to have tlie right-of-Wfl~". rrhe \Vharf was 110 good 
wit hon t the right-of-wnv. Cm·sm· an(l Oo. had as 1nuch 
right to tllo wharf as thC A.S.~. Compan~'. 

":Jir. Corser: :For what period did they lease the 
wharf? 

":Jir. CherrY: It w:d lh1sed for three years certain 
before I c:une.here, ancl expired rLhont April. 1883; then 
I lcasrfl from yon tlw ~'llne lHivilegms for a fnrther ter1n 
nntil tlw rrLilway gave us the road; then the company 
did not'' ant it. 

"Jlr. Corser: \Y-lmt. amount did you pay for that 
privilc,.~c? 

":Jir. Cherry : £120 per yHt.r. 
"Jfr. CJrscr: Had I the use of rh::ht-of-way that you 

paid fort 
":Jir. Cherr:v: I suppose everyone had the use of it. 

You u:-:c(1 it like the rest. 
"~Ir. Corset·: nnri.ng a great pm·tion of this time, and 

up to the time of your giving up the arrangement, are 
you aware tllat I was agent of the Q.S.S. Co., and ran 
1:hc company's steamers to my wharf? 

"11r. Cherry: Yes." 
That is a phin proof that it was not the wharf 
and wlmrf only that the company was paying 
£120 year for·, became T\Ir. Corser himself had 
the pri\rilege of landing goods upon it. and of 
bringh1g- up ste:tmers alongside there to discharge 
them. cAs n further proof of that, we will go 
back to page 27, where hon. members will see 
somethin~ more on the subject. It appears that 
J\{r. Stafford objected to any evidence about the 
lr,tse of the right-of-way. unles' the lease were 
produced. J\Ir. Cherry said:-

"There is no lease; it. \Yas a. verbal agreement 
bet."'ivccn Jir. Corscr an<l thf' A.S.\'. Compflny 1or the 
use of the right-of-way. rrhere \vas a preYious written 
!ea::>e whi~·~l expired before I came here. 1Ve were 
paying £120 per annum for the privilege of the right-of
\Vay, lmt I wonld haxc recommended the compauy to 
gi \'C more H Jlr. Corser had deman<lecl it." 

Mr. Cherry distinctly states that the company 
paid £120 a year for the right-of-way, and that 
if J\Ir. Corser had demanded more he would 
have advised the company to give it. I think 
that is quite conclusive enough. Now, I will 
refer to another statement of the hon. gentle
man. He ""id that :Mr. Corser was supposed 
to be paying £:lOO " year for this !an~ ; but 
there is no doubt he was not only paymg for 
the land, but for other considerations as well. I 
have not the slightest doubt that those considera
tions meant the old buildings erected in 1855, 
and I woulrl ask any hlm. c gentleman in this 
House how long wooden buildings will stand when 
they are liable to inundation. I think that is C[Uite 
proof enough that the buildings could be of little 
value, and therefore, whatever Mr. Corser was 
paying he was paying for the land. Thehon. gentle
man went on further to sav that the demand was 
exorbitant, because Mr. Hyne had stated that 
the land had been enhanced in value 20 per cent. 
I happen to have known the land for the last 
thirty-five years, and I know when I was in 
.Maryborough some time ago the terminus of the 
line was 1,800 feet from Mr. Corser's property. 
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Now, if that land had not been resumed, would 
it enhance the value of Mr. Corser's property? 
Was it the opening of the line that enhanced 
lVIr. Hyne's property. I have not had time to 
go through the whole evidence, but I believe 
for the property adjoining Mr. Corser's the 
arbitrator gave three or four tin1es as n1uch 
as he gave to Mr. Corser, who held the key of 
the position. Yet the Government valuator says 
that li<Ir. Corser's bnd, which had actually made 
the other land valuable, had itself been depre
ciated. For the life of me I cannot see why. I 
believe in what has often been sai,l, that four or 
five people together can come to a fairer con
clu::;ion than where there are a greater nu1nl1er, 
and I am perfectly convinced in my mind that 
the select committee has done its utmost tr, bring 
everything clearly before the Home. I slly 
when they bring a thing so clearly befnre ns 
their recornrnendationR ought to carry con
sidemble weig·ht, and I believe myself that J\Ir. 
Corser richly deserves every penny that the 
committee recommends. The arbitrator says 
he was in l\Iaryborough on one occasion 
for six weeks, when he was passing through 
with his teams, or those of somebody elde, 
and that he had travelled back" ard.s and for
wards from the North to the South, calling at 
li<Iaryborough, and sometimes stopping an hour or 
two and sometimes a day. On that account he 
thought he was able to determine the value of 
hind as well as anvone else. IV ell, now, I Wlls 
in li<Iaryborough for seventeen years, :tnd was 
never out of it. I have been back since on seveml 
occasions, but I should be very sorry to be called 
upon to determine the value of land there. I 
shonld be sorry to Slly that I could give correctly 
the value of ttny].)[lrticularpiece of land there <et the 
present time. It appears by the evidence that the 
arbitrator, althong·h he did not act on the evidence 
of disinterested individuals, did not act upon his 
own opinion, for he distinctly says that he coul<l 
not give an orjginn,l opinion, and so he must 
have acted upon the offer that was made by the 
Commissioner for Railways. Now, I happen to 
know a good 1nany of the witne::;.ses \Vho \Vere 
called ; in fact I know nearly all of them. Mr. 
\Voodyatt is the one I know least of, and he 
puts the value of the land down at £3,280. 
Mr. Keith puts it at £5,000. I have known Mr. 
Keith ever since he was tt boy, and I lllways 
understood that he bore an excellent character. 
Then, again, there is Jacob Rooney, the con
tractor. He puts down the value at £4,500, and 
I think if there is anyone in Maryborough who 
knows anything alJout the value of land it is 
Jacob Rooney. Then there is a gentleman of 
the name of Harwood who puts it down at 
£4,000. I have known him for thirty-five years. 
He is an old resident of Maryborough, and 
I doubt whether he hlls been out of the 
town since 1853. Then thec'C is Mr. Charlton, 
the surveyor, and if there is anyone in 11Iary
borough whom the Government ought to trust it 
should be Mr. Charlton. I know last year there 
was a report brought in here about a Mary
borough railway, and I know that his {Mr. 
Charlton's) report was taken in preference to the 
official report of another surveyor, and, there
fore, I think the Government ought to think 
something at any rate of the information given 
by that gentleman. I do not intend to take 
up the time of the House, but I thought it 
right to say what I have said, knowing what 
I do, and having been in the district so 
long. The Minister for \Vorks said that every
one connected with this land had a right-of
way. I am not going to dispute that, but I 
would like to know whether the hon. gentleman 
is aware of the sort of right-of-way that they 
have. They have to go down Kent street some
~hing like twenty feet, and going towards the 

wharf they hllve to go down thirty feet, and 
therefore it would be impossible to get anything 
off the wharf unless they went along the bank of 
the river. I think, li<Ir. Speaker, that we come 
here to do justicn if we possibly can, and it 
does not matter from what end of the colony 
a claim may come, we ought to endeavour to 
deal out even-handed justice to all. vV e none 
of ns ktrow when a case ofthis sort may happen in 
our own district;, 8,nd I think we ought to look 
very carefnll)T into this claim. I feel bot;nd to 
express my opinion that the tn'esent arlnti''\tor 
is not worthy of the position which he occn]nes. 
If he was wOl'thy of the position he would have 
1Jeen able to have given some answer at any mte 
to the Attorney-General's questions. He would 
have been able to tell him how he had worked out 
his fi~ures. The only thin~ he could .;;,ay V\ras, 
"\V ell I think so." An officer of that kind 
coming before the select committee should, at 
all events, have brought forward smne docu
mentary evidence to show how he arrived at 
hi~ decision. I think he is not worthy of 
the position he holds. I know something 
was said about the previous arbitrator, but 
during all the time I have been in the country 
I had never heard one breath uttered against 
him until I saw whllt llppeared in the Tele(!mph 
the other evening; and I was sirnply astounded 
when I read that article. I know the previous 
arbitrator gave me £130 for land for which I had 
refused £1BO only three weeks before his award 
was made. I did not grumlJle, because I con
sidered he had done his duty honestly and 
conscientiously and if every arbitrator would do 
the same as 'thllt gentlemlln did it would be 
better for all concerned. I shall oupport the 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. MACFARLA~E said: ~Ir. Speaker,
As one of the committee who Slit in this case, I 
wish to make a few remarks. I may say thttt 
when I read the fir.st report on this matter I 
was very much under the impre,sion that this 
case was like many others-an attempt to get as 
much out of the Government "s possible. I had 
not sat very long on the committee when I 
saw reason to alter my opinion. The very 
unslltisfactory way in which the arbitrator 
replied to the questions put to him would lead to 
the impression that he was a man who was sup· 
plied with a certain sum as the amount of compen
sation which should be given, and he could only 
say that was the amount which should be given; 
he gave no evidence and no answer to show how 
he arrived at the figures. The result was that 
the select committee were left lJretty much to 
themselves in deciding whether the amount 
stated by the clainl[lnt was or Wlls not 
reasonable and satisfactory. The Minister for 
\Vorks does not improve his position by the 
mllnner in which he spoke of the committee. 
The hon. gentlentan \Vas r::tther warnt, and Rpoke 
of them as gentlemen who could not understand 
how to make an award. The Minister for \Vorks 
objected-to the first item-" For vr,lue of land 
resumed--forty feet frontage to March street, <et 
£30 per foot." I may mention that there was 
no difference of opinion lit all in the committee on 
that subject, and it was considered by them that 
that was a reasonable claim for the land resumed. 
The next was the twelve feet frontage to March 
street, and the original claim for that was £3GO, 
and the committee only awarded one-third of 
that amount-£120. The Minister for \Vorks 
also said this cln,im was put in for land which 
was of no v>tlue whatever. Hon. members will 
see by the plan that this is a little triangular 
piece of land in front of the hotel, running 
from a depth of twelve feet at one end to 
nothin~ at all. It was really of little value, 
but th~e committee set a value upon it; and 
instead of giving the claimant £360, which he 
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claimed, they recommended that he should get 
£120 for it. The next item is "for loos of rental 
from rig-ht-of-way, £120 per annum, capital
ised at tifteen years' purchase, £1,800." I put 
it to any member of this House, if he was 
receiving· a certain rental, and if the proverty for 
which the rental was recei vecl was taken from 
him, would he not think it reasonable to capi
talise the amount he w~ts receiving as rental? It 
would come quite natural to me to do so, and 
I should think I ought to be paid for it. In 
this matter, then, the claimant's cl:tim was 
admitted as the committee considerecl it fair. 
In the next itern-" For expeuses entailed lJy 
having to cart goods frorn wlutrf to receiving 
store on the other ><ide of resmnption"--the claim 
put in was for £GOO, but only £loO was recom
mended by the committee. It will ttlw be seen 
that the advantages accruing to the elairnant were 
put down lJy the committee at £J,:JOO, and cleduct
ing that from £3,8:1!) lGs., the total amount of the 
claim allowed by the committee-the amount of 
£2,3:30 .lGs. wa< left as the amount of compewm
tion recommended by the committee. I thiuk 
that is a fair estimate of the loss. It must 
be remembered that up to the time of the 
resumption JHr. Corser had the key to the 
lltncl <tlong the wharf and was receiving· a 
rental from Howanl Smith and Co., and 
being in that position he might h:1Ve received 
rent from other portions of lancl let. The 
very next property-the Bank of New South 
\Vales property-was great-ly improved by the 
line, which deterioratt"d very much the property 
of the cb,in1ant. I do not want to go into fig,ures, 
as that has oeen done well by the hon. member 
for 1\IarylJorough. I will just conclude by saying 
that the committee were left to find out for 
themselves from the evidence g·i ven in 1\Iary
borough what the amount of compensation ought 
to be. A' far as the arbitrator is concerned, I 
really do think he is not a pn\,Jic servant who 
ought to be retained in the G-ov0rn1nent Rervice. 

Mr. DICKSON said: :Mr. SpeakPr,-I read 
this evidence with a considerable amount of 
cnrio.,ity. Although I am reluctttnt in my 
pl:tce in Parlimnent to stty <tnything alJout 
an individun,l who has not the right of reply to 
me here, yet I think one thing· is most trans
parently reve:tlecl by this evidence, and that 
is, that the gentleman who at present performs 
the duties of Rttilwn.y Arbitrator is thoroughly 
incompetent for that position. I must confess 
it is an exposition of the greate;;t feebleness and 
incapacity in dealing with Ruch ttn impmtn.nt 
question n,s the resumption of land for the con
struction of the l\1il ways of thi..; country. It is 
really very painful to see that a gentleman who 
unght to have had a th01·ough knowledge of the 
subject with which he dealt, involving n, very 
lar5e expenditure of public money and having an 
intimate relation with the economy of railwa,y 
construction in this country, should have 
exhibited such glaring incapacity for the perform
ance of his duties in this respect. It also 
rendered the duty of the hon. gentlemen on 
the committee who wished to do justice in this 
case exceedingly difficult, because really there 
is no case made out O'l behalf of the Crown for 
anyone wishing to defend the Treasnq to support. 
It is really my de"ire to defend the Treasury, 
and I must sn,y, with all respect to the 
gentlemen on the committee, that while they 
desired to do justice, yet they have been 
so bafllecl by the utter incapacity of evidence 
tendered by the Rail way Arbitrator, that their 
sympathies have led them to awn.rd to the 
claimant more thctn, in my opinion, he ought 
to receive if the investign.tion httcl been con
ducted by experts, or gentlemen qualified to 
deal with the subject. But I regard this 
subject, not a,lone on the merits of the claim 

of Mr. Corser. I say it exhibitR in the Railway 
Department, through its arbitrator, such gln.ring 
incapacity that it affects the claims of other 
people in the colony who have been n.warded 
most inadequate compensation, notably those 
claims on the Logan, which were brought 
forward the other evening, and other claims 
which n,re under consideration at the present 
time. lYiany of those men on the Logan and else
where were not like :\Ir. Corser, able to hold their 
a ward over. :Many of them have been compelled, 
throughsheernE'C{" -,dity, to accept whateverinsigni
ficant amount has been tendered to them by the 
lbil way Department. They have been compelled, 
through their necessities, and not hn.ving funds 
to litigate with, and not having influence to 
obtain ~t hearing in this 1-Ionse, to receive 
the inadequate compensn.tion which has been 
given to them by an incompetent arbitrator and 
''n incompetent Yaluator. There are cases still 
unsatisfied in connection with the claims on the 
South Coast ltailway, which are deserving of quite 
as much investigi:ltion and support as this claim 
of 1\Ir. Corser. Therefore, I say this case goes 
a great deal further than eYen JVIr. Corser's 
incliviclual claim. The factfl shown to us reveal 
such a miserable incapacity on the part of the 
R:tilway Arbitrator that we ought to consider 
seriously the position of all other claimants 
whose awards are still in abeyance; whether we 
should not institute some other tribunal, so us to 
give them the means of having their cases fully 
investigated, if we want to award substantial 
justice. I have uo sylilpathy with men who will 
make exaggerated chtims against the State for land 
w hi eh may be required for rail way purposes. I am 
well aware of the great adYantttge conferred upon 
indivichml proprietors by the construction of rail
ways, and I am also aware of the great tendency 
there is for individuals to over-estimate their 
da.mnges, and to endeavour to extrac~ as latge a 
lal'[!Csse as possible from the coffers of the State. 
At the same time I contend that we ought, n,s a 
matter of public policy, to give compensation for 
and not to make confiscation of ln,ncls resumed 
for railway purpo.,es ; but it seems to me that if 
we do not cbang·ethe present order of things in con
nection with railway arbitration, we are certainly 
tending in the latter direction. I have listened 
with very considerable interest to the very able 
arguments of my friend the hon. memberfor JV[ary
borough, who put his case very forcibly, and also 
to the remarks of the l\linister for \V orks, who 
certainly threw a considerable amount of fresh light 
on the subject. Still, the fact does remain in my 
mind that the award made orip;inally in this case is 
utterly inadequate. And this points to a great 
blot in our rail way system. Under the law as 
it stands, any chcimant whose award is under 
£500 is precluded from seeking redress elsewhere. 
The lttw in that respect should be altered as 
early ns practicable. It seems to me that it is 
takiug advantage of the position of a man to an 
extent never contemplated by the frn.mers 
of that Act. I cannot see why a man, if he 
has suffered injustice by n,n award of £100, 
or even less, has not n,s much right to an 
investigation of the circumstances, n,nd to obtain 
redress, as a man whose award is considerably 
over £ii00. That is an anonmly in our law 
which should be altered as soon as possible. 
As to this MVttrcl of Mr. Thomson's, that Mr. 
Corser has only suffered to the extent of £273 
odd, it is a.fiasco, a perfect absurdity. Upon n.ny
thing like an equitable considemtion of the claims 
of that gentleman, it will be seen that he has had 
to part with valuable property. As I have already 
stated, I really feel some difficulty in this matter, 
because I cannot find what is, to my mind, a 
satisfactory basis of argument, or of valutttion, 
suggested by the arbitrator. If I could lay my 
finger upon n,ny data supplied by him--and for a 
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gentleman in his position to SftY that he had 
destroyed all his memoranda and data seems to 
me ridiculous--

The Hox. J·. M. MACROSSAN: He never 
had any. 

The J\IINISTER :FOR WORKS: The late 
arbitrator used to destroy his also. 

Mr. DICKSON: \Vel!, I have had occasion 
frequently to refer to the late arbitrator, and he 
has shown me the data upon which he had 
arrived at his conclusionB nutny years previously. 
He wrote down his data \'err conscientiously 
and fairly, and he had a method in all his tmns
actions, a.ud preserved the reconls and Inonwntnda, 
of all his a wards. 

The ::;IINISTER l<'OR WORKS : He hacl 
none. 

Mr. DICKSON : I can only say that I, as a 
member of the public, have hacl occ:tsion to ask 
him frerpl8ntly to supply me with chtta, and 
whenever any doubts amse as to the data on 
which he based his awards thoee data were 
always forthcmoing-. I had no intention to refor 
to the late arbitrator, but since his name hc•s 
been dragge<l into the present discussion I will 
give my individual testimony that the preceding 
ltailway Arbitrator was a gentleman who en
deavoured to do his duty conscientiously and 
fairly, and who spared neither time nor pains to 
arrive nt a fair a,nd Bffllital>le conclusion. 1-fo\v
ever, I mn not instituting any con1putiKous; I au1 
speaking of tlw awards of the present llail
way Arbitrator, and it is with exceeding re;;ret I 
have to say that I never can1e across a.n in:;;tance 
of greater ot1icial incapacity and hlundering 
than is exhibited in this published statement 
of evidence. As I luwe already stated, I feel 
gre:tt difficulty in arriving at a conclusion on 
the matter. There is wme award clue to :Nlr. 
Corser undouhtedly; he has not received sub
stantial justice. But the difficulty is to arrive 
at what would be a fair and equitable '""arcl. 
I even go further, and 15ay that, considering 
the cases of nmny claimants for land resumed 
for rail way construction in other parts of the 
colony-notably on the Logan-the Government 
might very fairly constitute a commission of 
experts to revise tho,e awards and to see that 
substantial justice is done. I do not fully agree 
with the amount awarded in this case by the 
committee, because I think the Minister for 
"\Vorks has shown very conclusively that the 
12 feet of land not resumed ought not to have 
been included here. I will also say that I 
do not accept the award for personal ex
penses, nor for interest on an award which was 
never paid. Those were put in to swell up the 
total, and I do not feel disposed to accede to them. 
I look upon the property in this light: portion 
of the frontage was resumed, and then there was 
severance. These two items, to my mind, con
stitute the whole basis of the cbim: the amount 
of frontage resumed and the injmy done to the 
property from the severance. I am not an 
expert in the value of land in JYiaryborough, and 
I may say this,-and it is another reason why 
I obJect to the Railway Arbitrator having 
to report upon such different properties-pro
pe~ties in so many different localitie,,-that it is 
an exceedingly dit1icult thing ; indeed, I do not 
think it is practicable in any form to be carrier! 
out sucee,sfully, to appoint any one gentleman 
who will have a thorough local knowledge of 
property in all parts of the colony, and who 
will be capable of giving a really equitable 
award in all cases. He must depend upon 
local information to a great extent, and that 
local information, we know, is more or less 
biased. Therefore it is a matter surrounded 
with a great deal of dit1iculty. I do not 
think any one man could be found who 

would have a thorough knowledge of the whole 
circumstances of the colony, who would be 
equally as conversant with the value of land in 
Brisbane a; the Yalue of land in Cairns or Cook
town, or any other of the remoter parts of the 
colony, .And I do not think we arc likely ever 
to arrive at a ~,atisfactory conclm:~iou, if we ex
pect one individual to discharge the very 
onerous and respon0ible duties of railway arbi
trator. They arB too much for any one man. 
As I have said, I consider the claim of :i\Ir. Corser 
should be substantially confined to the value 
of the frontage and danutge for scve.rance. 
Taking the l'alne of the lancl at .£1,200, and the loss 
for sel'erance at £1 ,NOO, that makes £3,000; ttnd 
allowing a set-off of £1,!)00, that would bring the 
cbim down to £l,?i00, in~tead of £'l,3i5H. I am 
inclined to think that £l,i500 would be ample 
compPnB::ttion to nlr. Corser, and looking at the 
case in all it.'4 bearings, I feel inclined--

Mr. STJ<:VE:"'S: '!'here is the twelve feet. 
Mr. DICKSON: I am btking the forty feet 

frontage to J\Iarch street, anrl excluding the 
twelve feet not resumed, and for which in my 
opinion no claim can be made ; it is still 
J\Ir. Corser's property. That is my view 
of the case. I am not prepare<! to allow 
fifteen yeal'8' capital value for the rental of the 
rig-ht-of-way, but I am content to allow the 
two f-lUlltS I lmve rnentioncd, nu1king .£:3,000. I 
will allow tf1e cnmtllittee's own vah1ation of the 
increment which had been obtained from the 
construction of the railway, that is, £1,GOO, or 
one moiety; anLl I think that if :'IIr. Cor,;er were 
to rec,eive £1,500, being the other moiety, he 
would receive snbstantial compensation. To 
that extent I should go, because we are certainly 
bound to award Mr. Corser some substantial 
compensation. \Ve must not shelter oursell'es 
behind the incapacity of a State ot1icial. I >ay 
JHr. Cor·ser is entitled to compensation to that 
extent, and I trust that if this motinn is carried 
in anv form the Government will also consider 
that there are other chtims, especially in con
nection with the Logan railway lino, that are 
awaiting reinvestigation. ~\.nd I trust that my 
hon. friend the Minister for \Vorks will not 
incase himself in his ot1icial podition, but will 
see that juc;tice is done to many men who 
have m>t the means that JUr. Corser has of 
appealing to this House. I say their claims are 
equally entitled to con,ideration. I shall be very 
glad if my friends who interest themselves in this 
report would modify it to such an extent as to 
ac;k for £1,:)00. In that case I shall promise 
them my indivicluaJ support. I think that 
atnount fa,ir and reasonable. 

1\fr. MOHEHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-I do 
not see my way to vote the amount of compen· 
sation to Mr. Corser that is proposed by the 
report of the committee which we have 
now in our hands. I think, Jliir. Speaker, 
that we cannot arrive at any reasonable amount 
of compensation owing to the action of the 
gentleman who has had to deal with the case. I 
think, sir, that the incompetence-the disgraceful 
incompetence-of the I-tailway Arbitrator has 
been clearly proved. I think no honourable 
member who reads the evidence given here, and 
has heard what has been said to-night, can deny 
for one moment that that gentleman should 
be put out of the Government service as 
soon as n1ay be. No nutn is in a tnore 
dangerous position; that is to say, that no 
man is so privileged by Act of Parliament to do 
injustice, if he so likes to do, as the Railway 
Arbitrator; and I think the only individual who 
has abused that trust has been the present 
Railway Arbitrator. I say his incompetence is 
shown by the evidence that we have before us 
in a way that cannot be doubted by any one 
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member of this House, or by anyone ehe. 
Yet, on the other hand, I am not preparecl 
to accept the recommendation of a parlia
mentary committee who- I do not say it 
in any way that could be termed invidious 
--ha>e, to a certain extent, clone their duty in 
a perfunctory manner. The committc" who 
arrived at the decision emb{)(lied in tbis report 
did not, in the way I think they onght to 
have clone, exlmust the Cjuestion. 'l'hcir de
cision was arrived at in a pretty hurried 
way, and by ttcccpting a lot of evidence 
which they took in globo, and attttched to 
the end of the report without any cross-exami
nation of the witnesses who gave the e;vidence. 
I admit at once that I believe inju,.;tice has been 
done to Mr. Corser, but I will not be a party to 
give a verdict on the pttrt of this House, which 
may be unjust-just as unjust, possibly, in the 
other direction, as that which I believe has been 
given hy the Hail way Arbitmtor. I do not think, 
l'dr. Speaker, that the evidence has been pro
perly sifted; I do not think sul!icient eviclence 
ha" been taken ; aml I agree with a f'(reat deal 
that baR fallen frmn the hon. tnember for Enoggora, 
Mr. Dickson, that it is pos,;ible, and I take it that 
it i,;, that the C<tse should be re-tried bv another 
tribmutl, and that tlmt tribunal shoulclr{ot be corn
po,;ed of members of this House, but of exper-ts. 
Let a pm per rail way arbitmtm be appointed, a 
gentlem:1n in whom the country :-;hall httve confi
dence, and let us abide by that decisron; or let the 
persons who think themselves ill-treated appeal to 
ttnother tribunal than that of this House. My 
experience, _Mr. Speaker, of appealing to this 
House ;;s a tribunal is that justice htts not been 
obtained, or eh;,J it has been ovc'r-obtained-that 
n1ajorities of this House often do injustice in one 
direction or the other. I do not think, sir, that 
a case has been made out by the oddence before 
us to justify us in voting for the award given by 
the select con1n1ittte to Thir. Corser, although 
I admit th;;t that gentlema,n did not receive 
what he wa;; entitled to at the hands of 
the Ritilw;ty Arbitrator. That he should ever 
expect it, or that ttnyone should ever expect 
an intelligent judgment at the hands of that 
individual, is out of the question. I will tr~ke 
one item-that he suffered a loss of £120 per 
annuin, rental of a right-of-\vay \vhich, capi
talised at tifteen years' purchtt';e, amounted to 
£1,800. That was for tt right-of-v;,-,y given to the 
A.S.l'\. Company to pa~s thmugh J\lr. Corccr's 
land. But, sir, the .._..\...S.N. Uornpu.ny have gone 
-ce,:Lsed to exist; and I take' it that when they 
ceased to exist that annmtl payment on their 
behalf died with them. I assume, for the sake 
of argtunent, that tha.t corporfttion, lutving no 
dP':'ire to exercise that privilege-in fact, having 
sold their fleet, and also their wharve,;, and 
having· no desire to tmde on the coast of Queens
land any longer-would not, out of pure philan
thropy, or for ttny love they entertained for J\lr. 
Cor,;er, pay that £120 <e yettr. 

Mr. ANNEAR: The boats are still in the 
same place. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: The boats may be in the 
same pl:we in the meantime, but is the same 
bargain made? 

Mr. ANNEAR : There is no need for it. 

Mr. MOitEHEAD: Is the same arrangement 
made? 

Mr. ANNEAll: There is no need for it. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : There was nn necessity 
for it; it died with the A.S.N. Company. 

HOKOURABLE 1\IEillllERS : No, no ! 
Mr. MOREHEAD: Unqnestimmbly, when 

thg A.S.N. Comp>tny died it died with them. 
They have no intention, as I have ttlready stated, 
out of a philanthropic or any other quixotic ide::t 

of aiding Mr. Corser, to give him £120 tt year. I 
hope, :Mr. Speaker, that this motion will not be 
agreed to by this House. I look upon it as a 
raid that i, made upon the Treasury upon ve1·y 
insufficient basi". I should be the very last 
1neiuber in thi:s House who would not un;e, n.s 
stt'Dngly ns I could, a remedy for any injustice 
any individual in Queensland had suffered from 
any a,ct of the Government or of its servants; 
but on the other bnml I would also be the very 
last to go to the E'"treme in a demand upon the 
Treasury because a gross injustice has been done 
by a Government servant. I think t!"':"t l'iir. 
Thomson is utterly unfit for the posrtwn he 
holds. I also think that he has been entirely led 
to the decision he arrived at by the opinion which 
he got from headquarters a' to the amount of 
compensation. There is astrangeidentity between 
the awm'd ttnd the amount the Commissioner 
for Railw>tvs wished should be aw>trded ; and 
that is ttn ir1dic:rtion to me at any rate-possibly 
I may be a wspicious nmn--,that 1Ir 'l'homson 
must have had some directions that this was the 
amount that the Governmer1t, or at any rctte 
the Commissioner, wished to be granted. That 
runount has been rnost scrupDlonsly recognised 
by the Rail way Arbitrator. That to rr~y mind 
indicates that the arbitrator went to hrs work 
with a warped jndgment, and proceeded upon 
lines fixed by someone outside; that is to say, 
that he altoQ"ether disregarded the high position 
he occupiecl as a judge, and took the advice of 
those who were in some rc-pects his official 
superiors. Now, before I sit down I must say a 
word with respect to th'e interjection>' of the 
hon. 1\Iinister for "\York,, which affect the chtt
mcter aucl reputation o)f the late railway arbi
trator. I do not know that ttnything I can say 
will lead those who know J\lr. J\Iacpherson to 
hold a higher opinion of him. All I can say is 
that I have bad an intimate knowledge of 1\Ir. 
~lacpherson in very n1any relations, business 
and otherwise, in tlueen.'::land, and a rnan of 
hi::s·her honour, ttnd greater integrity, and of 
gre"tter ability in any matter he takes 1:p, does 
uot, to rny 1n10\t.'leclge, exi:::it. I \Vould pornt Ollt, 

J\Ir. Spea-ker, even as regards the capacity of 1\'Ir. 
1\Iacpherson as " railway ttrbitrator, that I 
do not think you can tind on the records 
of this House any r~pplimttion mrtde during 
the many yeaxs he held office, such as thttt I 
now hold in my lmncl which has been referrecl 
to tt seloct committee. This brother- in -law 
arbitrator, J\Ir. Speaker, has not been so long 
in office, :1nd yet \VB are here busy to 4 night con
sidering whether this colony should pay the few 
hundred poumh aw,Lnlcd hy that arbitrator to a 
claimant, or whfther it shall pay several thou
sands. Now, I think those facts speak fttirly for 
thmnselvrs without a.ny cmnment on n1y part. 
I think, in fact, it is ahnost gilding golcl tt? pay 
any compliment t<l ::'IIr. j\facpherson as a rarlway 
arbitrator. I t:1ke also another very gre>tt 
exception to thh report. The Gth cbuse is one 
that, if the report is canied, will be hang-ing 
over the lwocd of this Go\·ernment or any suc
ceeding Govern1nent :·-

"The committee are further of 011inion that if the 
Government., at any time. shall fence in the resumed 
land, ::\Ir. Corser 'vill be entitled to the amount he 
claims as compeu~ation for surrendcr-£2,000." 

Kow, J\Ir. Speaker, I would aok hon. members 
of this House to con,;ider for a moment whether 
there is to be a, certain spot in the colony of 
Queensland, belonging tu Mr. E. B. C. Corser, 
which, if any Government ttre brave enough to 
fence in, they will have to pay ::Yir.B. B. C. Corser 
or, I suppose, his administrators-! do not use 
the word "heirs" advisedly-compenstttion to the 
tune of £2,000. I come back very much to the 
position I started from. I consider that Mr. 
Corser has received ttn injustice at the hands 
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of the State ; I believe that he has not been 
properly treated by the Government arbitrator, 
and that owing- to the gross incompetence of 
the Railway Arbitrator himself; and I think, 
further, that the compensation proposed to be 
given under this report is excessive. I think, 
with the hon. n1ember for Enoggcra, that a rnean 
shOl<ld be arrived at. If the House affirms-and 
I think it should-that an injustice has been 
done to J\1r. Corser, it might be left to another 
railway arbitrator to take fresh evidence 
and decide what compensation should be 
granted. I am not prepared to say, because the 
Rail way Arbitrator has erred in the one clirec
tion, that the House shonld err in the other. 
It is a matter of considerable regret also that the 
Government were not better represented on this 
committee-I do not mean it in any offensive 
way to the Attorney-General--it is a pity that 
the Government Cl id not have one of its members 
who could give his continuous attention to the 
evidence brought before the committee. That 
was a weakness on the part of the Government, 
and a double weakness, seeing it was the 
Attorney-General who might have been able to 
elicit evidence by cross-examination-at any mte, 
to have used his legal know ledge in cross
examining the witne6ses who were practically 
left un-cross-examined. But, although that lftche 
was made by the Government, I say that is no 
reason why the country should be made to 
suffer. A cross-examination might have made 
a. difference in the evidence. The whole evidence, 
or the bulk of it, goes in support of the conten
tion set up by the committee-that I ttdmit; 
but I think most hon. members will agree with 
me, after re:tding through the evidence, that the 
recommendation, so far as compensation to l\Ir. 
Corser is concerned, is excessive. I certainly, as 
the report stands, shall vote against it; and I 
think it wonld be an excessh-ely dangerous pre
cedent, no matter how incompetent the Hail way 
Arbitrator might he-and God knows I do not 
think it is possible, if yon search the whole 
colony, if you went even to I<iji or the South Sea 
Islands, that yon could get a more incompetent 
Rail way Arbitrator than we have at present; I say 
1 do not see why, because the arbitrator has com
mitted what I believe to be a considerable injus
tice to Mr. Corser, that the tide of feeling shonlrl 
run so far in the other direction that we should 
cause an excessive charge to be made upon the 
taxpayers of the colony. 

Mr. HA;y1ILTO~ said: Mr. Sper.ker,-I think 
that, when the House deputes to a number of 
gentlemen belonging to the House the position 
of judges to inquire into a case and report upon 
it, their verdict shonlcl not be lightly set aside 
un.less we have good reasons for doing so. In 
thrs case most of the gentlemen who sat on that 
corrnnittee were of good, Round comrnon sense, 
and men eminently qualified to give a verdict 
in a case of this kind. One of tho3e gentle
nlen, who iR not here to-night, l\fr. ]j-,erguson, 
-and we all recognise him as a man of sound, 
practical common sense- spoke to me very 
strongly on the subject, and his opinion was 
that the award was not nearly sufficient. He 
considered, in reference to one of those sums 
which had been deducted-an amount of £1,000 
or so-that 11r. Corser was treated very unfairly 
by the committee, and he said that, had he been 
present at the time, he would have voted strongly 
against the reduction. Now, the Minister for 
Works has commented very strongly upon the 
various witnesses at Maryborough who have given 
evidence in support of the report of this committee. 
Now, these gentlemen, I notice, are thirteen in 
number, and are the most prominent and respect
able gentlemen in Maryborough, and who can 
well afford to treat with contempt any such 
remarks as have been made __ regarding them by 

the Minister for \Vorks. They can afford to 
look upon them in the .same nmnner with .Mr. 
1\Iacpherson, who was referred to by the hon. 
gentleman to-nkht. That was not the first time 
he has referred to that gentleman. Or1 a 
previous occasion he had to eat his words, and 
I know perfectly well that on this occasion 
he will have to do so also. \Vhen he has 
as hig-h a place in the rc,,poct and esteem 
of the people of this colony and of mem
bers of Pctrliament-nf both Houses-as l\Ir. 
iiiacpherson, he may be well satisfied ; but, 
of course, it is only natnml that he should 
justify the actions of his own nominee and his 
relative. It seems to me that he has attacked 
the witnesses who have given eddence in favour 
of this report, but he has referred triumphantly 
to the evidence of one witness who has supported 
his own nominee-namely, Mr. Hyne. He 
failed to tell ns, however, that Mr. Hyne is a 
Government contractor, a 1nan who has a conM 
tmct for the timber of various raihvays in the 
Maryborough district. The Minister for \Vorks 
made great capital of the statement that Mr. 
Corser would not state what he paid for the land; 
but, as a bet, Mr. Corser did state what he 
paid. The Minister for \Vorks- also read ont 
from some papers thttt JYir. Corser had only given 
£1,000 for the land. Now, that is a mistake. I 
know perfectly well that l\Ir. Corser, in order to 
sa\~e transfer and n1ortgn,ge fee::;, rn:tdo a transfer 
for £ii00 nominally, with a transfer in charge of 
£8,000. He gave £G,GOO for the land, and the 
difference was for an advance at 10 per cent. in
terest for erecting- improvements upon that land. 
Now, both the transfer and the transfer charge 
are at the l\,egistrar-General's office, and on one 
of them he paid £4!) interest. I do not see 
that it matters at all what the purchasing 
price of it is. If tt certain individual paid 
a certain price for land in this town some 
eight or ten yearR ago, and the land was resurned, 
what would it matter what he had paid for it? 
\Ve should have to assess the value of the land at 
its value at the time it was resumed. It has 
been said that ?.Ir. Corser knew that some of this 
land was to be resumed when he purchased it, 
and upon those grounds actually a reduction of 
o1er £1,000 was made in the award. Now, I 
think it was absurd to make a rednction upon 
those grounds, because, admitting that Mr. 
Corser knew at the time that the land was to be 
resumed, he natnrally expected that the Govern
ment would give him clne compensation for any 
lo.'" which he sustained through the resmnp· 
tion. The G overmnent should certainly pay for 
loss thrtt was incurred by the owner of the land 
at the time, through the resumption, As a 
matter of fact, however, 1\Ir. Corser did not 
know that the land wr.s going to be resumed at 
the time he made ttrrangernents to purchase it, 
twelve years ago. 11r. Corser then leased the 
land for ten years at a ground rent of £312 per 
year, with the option of purchasing it during 
the ten years for £G, GOO. That was the price 
he arrangcrl to g-ive twelve years ago. By 
this ag-reement l\lr. Corser was to be allowed 
the value oi any improvements that he made 
upon the land, provided such improvements 
were according to certain specifications. He 
spent £10,000 or £12,000 upon the land, and 
some £4,000 or £5,000 on buildings which were 
not according to the specifications. Therefore, if 
he failed to purchase the land he would not be 
allowed compensation for those improvements. 
Still he made them, because he intended to 
exercise the option that he had to purchase the 
land within the ten years, and they suited his 
own business arrangements. Therefore, you 
see, Mr. Speaker, that he had purchased the 
land at the time he had made these arrange· 
ments, which was a long time before he thought 
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there would be a rail way there. At the time he 
!mew the resumption would take place he had pur
chased the land, otherwise from £'1,000 to £?),000 
spent in improYements would be entirely lost to 
him. Now, the leader of the Opposition hcts made 
capital of the statement that the A.S.N. Com
pany has ceased to exist. But it has not exactly 
ceased to exist; it has amalgamated with another 
company. Another company has bought its 
right and interest, a.nd if the land lucd not been 
taken away from :Mr. Corser, this right-of-way 
would have been quite ccs vccluable to the present 
company as it was to the previous one. But the 
Minister for \Vorks says that this £120 a year 
was payment for the use of a wharf, and he read 
the evidence of Mr. Cherry, the agent for the 
A.S.N. Company, inproofofthat. Now, I shall 
read more of the evidence given by that gentle
man which will disprove these statements, and I 
think it was rather disingenuous of the hon. 
gentleman to snppreos that evidence. 1\fr. 
Cherry said :-

"There is no lease; H lVH:-t n verbal ngrccment be
tween 31r. Oorscr nnd the A$.:\, (\ompan~· for the U:-\C 
of the right-of'-lvay. 'l'here \Vas a prcvions written 
lea'>e which expired before I came here. \Ye were tJay
ing £120 per annum for ihe privilrge of the right-of
,,..,.ay, but I wonlcl have roco)· memled the CO!f!Jlany to 
give more if -:\Ir. Cors,:r had deman(lcd it. \Yonld have 
goue to £180 or £200 for t.llc right-ot"-way rather tllan 
lose H. Since the resumption we base ttml the lH'ivi
lege of free tramc over the land we 1n·cviously paid 
the right for. I consider that this re~umption has been 
an absolute loss to :Jir. Corser." 

Then he goes on to say-
" The A.S.:\1". Company paid £120 for the nse of both 

the wharf and the rigllt-or-,vay. \Ye c.lid not want the 
wharf, and only nsed it twice. 

"The advantage of going- tlll'ough the right-of-way 
instt':acl of going round by the Kent-street entrance was 
so great that we were prepared to give £:!00 for it. It 
leads np to the bond, Cnstom-housc, etc., and is far 
1nore convenient for carters. It would be a loss of 
some thousands to the company if they had not hacl the 
right-of-way.'' 

That disproyes the statement that the right-of
way was used for the wharves. It was a right
of-wtty to wharves that 1\lr. Corser did not own. 
There was an agreement made that they might 
use J\lr. Corser's wharf, or :Mr. Corser might 
use theirs-a n1utual convenience. Again :-

" ~Ir. Cor.,,Br: Did you pay £120 practically for the 
right-of-,vay? 

"l\fr. Ohcrr~T: Yes. During the last three months I <lo 
not think I nsecl your ,-.;harf three times, tmd that was 
not for cargo. 

"::\lr. Corser: \Yhat valne tlicl. von consi<ler that 
right-of-way to the A.S.X. Compan)T, the value of the 
urivilcge alone? 

":.VIr. Cherry: I should have given con~idcrably more 
than that not to lo.:-.'C the right-of~·way, and I consider 
''"e had a good bargain to get it at £120 per annum." 

That disproyes the sttttement that it was ginn 
for the use of the wharf, on the evidence that 
was given by the gentleman whom the ::\Iinister 
for \Vorks quoted. Now, the leader of the 
Opposition also states that no compensation 
should be given to Mr. Corser for fencing the 
resumed land. Suppose the Government were 
to fence in the Delle Vue Hotel, opposite, 
would not the hotel be entitled to compensa
tion, and be in a similar position to 1\Ir. Corser's '? 
In the Bank of New South Wales' case at 1\Iary
borough the other day, the jury decided that 
because the Commissioner did not withdmw his 
threat of fencing their property the sum of £700 
should be given, because, if the land were fenced, 
they could not get access to their own property. 
\Vith regard to the statement that Mr. Corser 
should not be allowed any compenscttion for one 
small portion of land becttuse it was not taken 
away-it is an angular portion that is useless for 
any purpose-I think that if the Government 
run railways through a man's property in all 

directions so as to make the portions that are left 
too small to build upon, compensation should be 
givr·n. As for the interest on the awttrd, if it is 
admitted thflt Mr. Corser was entitled to a 
certain amount many years ago, those.who kept 
him out of the money onght to pay hnn for the 
loss he has thereby incurred. There is another 
portion of•'land alongside the wharf that is 
utterly useless to 1\lr. Corser, not large enough 
for a receiving shed, in consequence of which 
he has had to put one up on the other 
side of the road, and everything has to be 
carted from the wharf across the road to the 
shed. If 1\Ir. Corser had been allowed to 
appeal, judging from the verdict given in the 
case of the Bank of New South \Vales, he would 
have received a far higher amount of compensa
tion than is proposed by the select committee, 
The sum of £2,200 was aw,trded to the bank by a 
jury of the residents of JYiaryborough, who are 
the best judges as to the proper sum ; and all 
authorities st>ete that if the Bank of New South 
\V >eles were entitled to £2,200, rvlr. Corser is 
entitled to £G,OOO. His HonomJ udge J\lein shonld 
be an authority; and he said while sitting- on this 
cttse that his opinion w .ts that the only person en
titled to substantittl compcnstttion was the one who 
held the key of the position-namely, 1\Ir. Corser; 
and the ~\ttorney -General, who was present, 
said he quite agreed with him. \Ye have also 
the opinion of thirteen respectable residents of 
l'vbryborough of all shades of political opinion, 
as well as that of a number of members of this 
House who have devoted a considerable time to 
the matter; against which we have the opinion 
of the Minister for ·works, who has to support 
the finding of his own brother-in-bw, ancl his 
own nominee, and the evidence of 1\'Ir. Hyne, 
who is a Government contractor. 

The ATTORNEY-GE:l\EHAL (Hon. A. Rnt
ledge) said: Mr. Speaker,-I do not intend to 
take up ti1ne now in n1aking n1any renutrks 
on the subject, and I think it just as well that 
hon. members should remember that there will 
be another opportunity when in committee of 
discussing the matter. It was with very great 
reluctance that I accepted a seat on the com
mittee; and when I found that my mmw was 
proposed in substitution for that of the bte 
lamented :Minister for \Vorl<s, I induced my 
hon. friend the member for Maryborough, Mr. 
Annear, to substitute for it the name of the 
present l\Iinister for \Vorks ; but when that 
hon. member, in deference to me, made the 
proposal, the lertcler of the Ovposition objected 
to my name being expunged and that of the 
::\Iinister fur \Vorks being inserted. I there
fore went on the committee very much against 
my will; not because I wished to shirk any 
responsibilty, but becrtuse I knew that I should 
not have the amount of time at my disposal to 
pursue any lenf'thened investigation that some 
other members might have. Ho\l·ever, I 
think the evidence will show that during the 
time I sett as a member of the committee 
I took an active part in endeavouring to elicit 
facts on which to arrive at a correct finding, and 
it was a matter of regret to me that I was 
obliged to leave Brisbane before the committee 
drew up their report. I therefore wish to inform 
the House that this report was drawn up in 
my absence, and thttt I was not a party t_o it as 
it stands. Had I been present when 1t was 
dmwn up I should have objected most cer
tainly to paragraph G and to some of the 
figures that are here. I came to the con
clusion, after considering all the evidence, that 
Mr. Corser had sustained a substantial loss as 
the result of the resumption of his land, but I 
was prepared to place the amount of his loss in 
my judgment at a considerably lower amount 
than that named by the committee. 
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Mr. HAMILTON: Only by the interest added 
afterwards. 

The ATTORNEY-GEKERAL: I was pre
pared to recommend the sum of £2,070, but that 
was incrmtsed to £2,339, and I slwulcl have ob
jected most strenuously to increasing the amount 
beyond that to which I wtts a ]Jarty. I wish, thel'B
fore, to clear myself ag:tinst any complicity in all 
the findings of the committee as eml.JOdied in this 
report. I think, notwithstanding what my bfJn. 
friend, the Minister for \Vorks, thinks of the 
:'\ction of the committee, that we cli<l onr very 
best, and anivecl at our fincling-.s as the result of 
very mature deliberation. The hon. member 
for Balonne finds fault with the committee for 
accepting the evidence taken before the arbitra
tor in Maryborough, which is embodied in an 
appendix to the report, but I think it was just 
as satisfactory to have that evidence read to 
the committee as it would have been to have 
brought all the witne.sses, at great expense, from 
Maryboroug-h, for the purpose of examining them 
vir-:2 wee. If they had been examined again, I 
do not suppose they would have receded on cross
examination from the position they took up when 
examined in :iVIaryborough before the arbitrator, 
especially as they are all persons of known 
respectability. And if any evidence in addition 
to what is furnished by the shorthand writer's 
notes taken in JYiaryborough had beun supplied 
to the committee, it would have received the sctme 
careful investigation as that tendered by the 
Railway Arbitrator on the one haml, and by l\lr. 
Corser on the other. \Vhatever may h'we been 
the amount of money paid by Mr. Corser for the 
land, there can be no doubt that he was in the 
very en vbble position of having the key to the 
entire situation, so far as wharfage frontages 
were concerned, from lYiarch street to the pro
perty of John \Valker and Company. lt is 
perfectly true that the A.S.N. Company had a 
right-of-way from the wharf to Kent street 
in the rear, but it was stated in evidence 
that a dray would be able to take only half 
the load from the wharf to Kent street that it 
could take along the straight through l\Ir. 
Corser's property. And though I pressed 1\Ir. 
Corser closely with regard to the matter referred 
to by the hem. member for Balonne-the extinc
tion of the A.S.N. Company and the consequent 
loss of revenue to 1\Ir. Corser as a result of the 
cessation: of their existence-yet it was clear 
that, though the A.S.N. C<>mpany went out of 
existence, any future company would have been 
under the necessity of making terms with Mr. 
Corser to go through his land. I brought thnt 
out Yery clearly. I went to the trouble of 
examining JYir. Corser very closely on that point, 
and it was clearly shown that any person Wctnting 
to occupy that wharf must make terms with l\Ir. 
Corser. Therefore whatever price he g:'\ve for 
the land, even if he got the land for nothing, he 
was in the position of a m",n who had the key of 
the situation, and having the key of the sitnation 
and anyone wishing to occupy the ·1ther wharf 
havin~· to make terms with him, he would 
sustain a substantia!lo,s by having that ad vantage 
taken away from him. \Vlmt advantage the key 
of the situation was to JYir. Cor,er mav be 
gathered from the fact that the Bank of ·New 
South \V n,le,, which was recently "litigant in the 
Supreme Court for damages against the Commis
sioner for resumption, would have given all the 
land along the river bank resumed from them fur 
nothing if the railway had stopped 20 feet from 
John \Valker and Company's, so that they could 
have been placed in the same position with regard 
to John Walker and Company as that in which 
Mr. Corser was placed with respect to tlw A.S.N. 
Company. I say, then, that the price given for 
the land is not worth any consideration when we 
consider that he has sustained this loss by having 

taken from him the key of the situation. ·with 
reference to the suggestion of the hon. member 
for Balonne that the question should be referred 
to another arbitrator, I 'vonld ask, are we not as 
good as any arlJitrator '? .r\re \ve not in as good 
a position to determine the matter aR any arbi
trator would be? IV e lmve all the facts before 
us in the evidence elicited by the select com-
1uittcJ, and wo have all the necessary in~ 
funnation on the subject; and I think there 
slwuld be no difficulty in hon. members arril·ing
at a correct conclusion on the n1atter. I agree, 
however, that the £2,309 is too much, though I 
have not the slightest heoitation in affirming 
that Mr. Corser is entitled to substantial 
damages. 'With regard to what the hon. mem
ber for Cook, Mr. Hamilton, said about Mr. 
Hyne, I do not think the hon. member has any 
right to disparage Mr. Hyne. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I only stated facts. He 
is a Government contractor. 

The ATTORNEY-GENEllAL: The hon. 
member insinuated that Mr. Hyne 'vas called 
by the Commbsi,met· to give evidence on behalf 
of the ltailway Department because he was a 
Govern1nent contractor, although it is a fact that 
only the other clay Mr. Hyne was called as a 
witness by the Bank of New South \Vales in an 
action in which that corporation was plaintiff 
against the Government. The hon. member has 
no right to imvort that kind of material into the 
debate at all. 

Mr. H.A:\IILTON: I simply stated what was 
a fact. 

The ATTORNl<;Y-GEKERAL: It is not 
right to introduce those wretched invidious 
cli-Mnction.s between Brown, Jone\', and Robin
son. Let ns gi \·e then1 all credit for giving 
evidence according- to their belief. JYlessrs. 
Hync, Thorburn, Uhristoe, and other gentlemen 
go.se evidence according to their belief, and the 
hem. m ern bor has no right to single out one indi
vidual and insinuate that, because he was a Gov
ennnent contractor, he said what was not true. 
As I said before, this gentleman was called hy 
the plaintiff in the recent action of the Bank of 
New South \YaleH against the Governrnent, and 
that fact is sufficient evidence ~s to what was 
their opinion of his impartiality. I shall sup
port the nwtion for going into con1n1ittee, hold~ 
ing- myself free to support a resolution fur a 
reduction of the sum recommended by the select 
co1n1nittee. 

Mr. KOJl'l'OX said: i\Ir. Speaker,-\Vith 
regard to this matter I think it will be generally 
admitted that in almost every instance in which 
a committee has l>CJen appointed to inquire into 
a claim of this kind, and ha., brought in an award 
in bvour of the claimant, that award hns been 
disputed by the House. In almost every c:1'e 
since I have been in the House that ha.s been 
done, and I hope tlmt the mcmlJcrs of the com
rnittee, ·who"'e report is no\v under consideration, 
will not feel that any harshness is intended 
towards them, or that there is any intention of 
accusing then1 of not carrying out their duties pro~ 
pody, when some n1mnbers disagree \Yith \vhat 
they have done. There are many claims in which 
awards have been made bv a select committee in 
favour of the claimants, a1i'd the award submitted 
to the House for confirmation, which are still 
where they were when the committee presented 
their report. \Vith respect to this case, I think 
that a committee of the House is particularly 
unsuitable to decide what should be clone in the 
matter, for this reason : that apart from all other 
consideration and difficulties we know that the 
Railway Arbitrator has been Cl'iticised very 
unfavourably both inside and outside the House, 
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There is [1 strong public feeling against him, and 
hon. members are perfectly well [],Ware that that 
is the case. Seeing that that is so, I think it 
must also necess[1rily happen, after the dis
cuesion thC~t took place the other day in 
connection with those lands on the Logan, 
that 1nen1bers in dealing \vith another case in 
which the srtme officer has been engaged will be 
inclined to lean to the side which they consider 
has not been fairly treated. That is an aclrli
tionalreason for saying that a committee of this 
House- I do not s'ty this of the members of this 
particular committee- would feel inclined to 
give a verdict more favourable to the applicant 
than they would under ordinary circumstances. 
In speaking of this case I set aside Mr. Corser, 
inclividu::~lly, and go back to what took place 
before I knew Mr. Corser had anything to do 
with it. \Vhen the hon. member for Townsville 
vacated the office of Minister for \Vorks the rail
way had been C>trried clown to March street from 
thel\hryborough station. There it ended. I believe 
that the hon. gentleman refused to ccintinue the 
line any further unless all the landowners consented 
to give their land for nothing. The case was put 
before me not very long ::cfter I accepted office. 
Afterwards I went to :;\f::cry borough, in company, 
I think, with the Commission~r, and inspected 
the land. \Ve saw the people who were interested 
in the extension, and in every case they consented 
to give their land for nothing·, except in the one 
case of 2\Ir. Thomas \Valker, who was then the 
owner of the land in respect of which compensation 
is now cl::cinwil bv l\fr. Corser. Thec.~se of the Bank 
of~ ew South \Vales was not quite settled, but the 
general manager, l\Ir. \Valker, who was :1 cousin 
of 1\lr. Thonms vV ::clker, strongly recommended 
the im;titution to give their land also. It was a 
public conveniencf' to have the railway carried 
along the wharves as far as possible. Of course 
there might be some persons who considered it 
was not a public convenience. I think it W;1S a 
convenience to persons receiving goods by steamer 
and sending them up country by rail, or to those 
sending goods down by railway for shipment, 
that they should have this line carried out, 
because, a.s everyone kno\vs, g-ood,::; arc liable to 
be knocked about when they are first transferred 
from the ship to the wlmrf, then to a dray, 
and carted to the station, there to be again 
unloaded and reloaded. It is a benefit to 
owners of goods to hrt ve as little shifting 
of them as possible after they are hnded. 
Ancl.it was aim a benefit to the Government, 
because they were lnsing traffic in sorno instance;::; 
by the rail way not being C'lnnected with those 
wharves. Now, the intention was to carry the line 
so far as it could be clone, so that direct access 
could be had to every one of the wharves and 
every piece of land along the line. There was no 
intention, and no suggestion could ever ha1..·e been 
made, tlmt a fence should be put up there which 
\vould cut off ]dr. Corser frmn his frontages. I 
do not think such a suggestion should have been 
made ttt all. If it was, it was a most improper 
suggestion, becrLuse the intention was that he 
should benefit to the same extent as other owners 
of land who had frontages to the n1ilway, so that 
any goods landed on the wharf could be put on 
the trucks and sent away. That is a C[Uestion that 
ought to be considered. It was a matter of public 
conveniencetotaketheline on to the wharves. The 
landowners with one exception deemed the con
venience so great that they were willing to give 
their lands for nothing, but one man holding the 
land running down to the water blocked the way. 
I considered, under the circumstances, that l\lr. 
\V alker, when his claim had to be settled, would 
have been awarded at the most a few hundred 
pounds. It is all very well to say that he had the 
key to the position. He had not altogether; and 
because the railway line ran into the middle of 

the street it did not follow that he could use the 
line as he liked; and I do not think that anyone 
who knew that he was purposely blocking the 
traffic because the line only ran to his land, and 
he wished to get a monopoly of the benefits, wonld 
blame the Government if they refused him any 
such claim as tlmt. As a nmtter of fact, a part 
of the railway simply ran on to the road, and I 
did not consider that 1\Ir. \V alker had any par
ticular adntnta!'es. He had the key to tl:e situ
ation to a eertam extent, bnt he had no nght to 
keep the land blocked. He lmd no right to set 
himself against the interests of the public and the 
interests of the Eailway Department. 

Mr. ANNEAR : It was his own land. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It was worth 

money to him. 
Mr NOR TON: I quite admit that, and that 

he had a claim, but I do not think any excessive 
sum ought to be allowed. I would point out 
th::ct the witnesses examined lately gave the pre
sent value of the land, but it must be remem
bered that tl1ere had been et conciderable increase 
in value since the matter lirst arose. I quite 
ao-ree with the ar"ument with reference to the 
;,;'competence of the House to deal with '" ques
tion of this kind, and I quite agree with the 
suggestion of the leader of the Opp<mition that it 
would be better to leave it to someone free from 
all bias~an expert-to decide the claim. Now, I 
am not going to refer to the present Rail" ay Arbi
trator · he has had a great deal said against him, 
wheth~r he deserves it or not. I will leave the 
Government to deal with him as they like, but I do 
think that someone might be appointed similarly 
to the manner in which an appointment was 
made to decide another claim at l\Iaryborough. 
I refer to the claim in a railway contract where 
the Government appointed a special engineer-in
chief in order to settle a disputed case. I would 
SU""P·,t that if the Government intend to 
all~l~v their present Railway Arbitr::ct?r . to 
rema,in in office, they should take srmrlar 
action to that which I have mentioned, and 
allow someone to take independent evidence and 
decide upon the evidence brought before l;im 
whether the claim is a fair one ur not. I tlnnk 
that would be the faire;t way to all pctrt~es. 
The Government, of course, after the expresswn 
of opinion that has taken place in this House, 
will have to comider whether the pre,;ent Rail
w::ty Arbitrator b entitled to hold the position n,r 
not; lmt, if they do allow hnn t0 hold the posi
tion, I think they might appoin~ so.meone to 
deal indepemlcntly with cases of tlus kind. 

Mr. STEYENS said: Mr. Speaker,-I do not 
intend tu detain the House more than two or 
three minutes. I shall not speak to the ques
tion as I understand it is the intention of the 
Gov~rnmont to let the case go into committee; 
but I would snggest, for the consideration of the 
Premier that between this and next private 
member~' day he should introduce a Bill for the 
amendment of the Arbitration Act. At ::cny 
rate it has been pretty clearly proved that the 
arbitrator is not fit for his position-in fact, he 
h thoroughly unfitted for it. But, beyond that, 
the system itself is not good. ~think th!' Govo:rn
n1ent, taking the present case Into con~nderatlon, 
and those which I brought before the Hoube last 
week, might very birly, during this session, in.tro
duce a new system of trying these cases. I consrder 
that in all the cases that have been brought before 
the House, the persons concerned have been 
unfairly dealt with by the arbitratnr, ar:d unless 
some speedy means are brought forward by the 
Government for trying these cases most of the 
persons aggrieved will have to accept the small 
sums offered by the Government, and therefore 
suffer considerable loss. 
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Mr. KELLETTsaid: Mr. Speaker,-I admire 
the plain statement made by the Attorney
General in reference to this case, and I do not 
myself intend to go into the evidence. ·what I rose 
specially to say is this : that when a select com
mittee of this House is appointed, consisting 
of a number of intelligent gentlemen, and they 
have taken a lot of trouble to obtain evidence, 
and have brought up a report to this House, 
I think it would be very invidious on my part to 
s<Ly, t1fter reading over the evidence, that they 
were not right in the position they luwe taken 
up. I am perfectly certain th<Lt ettch and every 
one of them, with the Attorney-General at their 
head, has done the best he could. The Attorney
General asked a great number of questions, and 
he tells us now that he is perfectly satisfied that 
the greater part of the claim is a just one. I 
think it would be useless in the future appointing 
select committees of this kind if, when they 
bring up a report, after t::tking a great deal 
of trouble, it is to be thrown out by the 
House. As to the Railway Arbitrator, I need 
not say much ttbout him; but I will stty 
that it will be only common fllirness if tl-ie 
Government see fit to ttppoint t1 conunission to 
inquire into all the ttrbitration cases which have 
been dealt with by that gentleman. I myself 
brought up two cases before the Rouse last 
session, which showed, as plainly as possible, 
that the man does not understttml his duties. I 
think that some speedy remedy should be intro
duced which would apply to all the cttses which 
have been dealt with. It would be very unfair 
if those persons who have been oblig·ecl to tttke 
smttll sums because they are not in a posi
tion to claim arbitmticn are not dealt with 
in the same way as others, ttnd I hope the 
Government will put itself in t1 position to 
lmve awards made in t1 fair and reasonable wtty. 
I hope, in justice, the Premier will see fit to have 
a commission appointed, not of members of this 
House, but of gentlemen outside of it, to inquire 
into all the ttwards made l.>y the Railway "\rbi
trator. 

The PRKIVIIEH: Mr. Speaker,-It has be
come quite clear, during the course of the debttte, 
that the House generally desire to consider this 
matter in committee, and it is also quite clear 
that the report is not likely to be adopted in its 
present form. As the matter is to be rliscussed 
in detail in committee, I do not think it is worth 
while to waste ttny more time in discussing it 
now. The best thing we can do, therefore, is to 
allow this rnotion for going into conunittee to 
pass, it being understood that the Government 
are not prepared to accept the report as it stands, 
but will deal with it on its ments when we get 
into committee. 

The Ho~. J. M. J\IACROSSAK: What ttbont 
the arbitrator? 

The PREMIER: As to the arbitrator, I am 
not prepared to say what the Government will 
do between now nnd this cllly week; hut the 
Government will take the matter into considera
tion between now ttnd this dtty week. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said: Mr. Speaker,-I will 
not occupy more than a few minutes, but I wish 
to set the House right with regard to some 
observations made by the Minister for \V orb. 
Thttt hon. gentlemttn stttted that only £500 
passed for this land, and that that was the 
amount upon which the fees were paid at 
the Real Property Otlice. The facts of t.he 
cttse are that the equity of redemption of this 
property was bought for £.500, the mortgage 
being £8,000, and when tlmt £8,000 was paid 
the full fees were paid at the Rettl Property 
Office. The hon. gentlemttn was not fair in his 
disparagement of the gentlemen who gave evi-

dence in lHaryborongh. They are all most 
respectable aud well-known men, and some of 
them httve resided in MarytJorough for twenty or 
thirty years, and were in the habit, as auctioneers, 
of dealing with property. It is therefore scarcely 
fair to repudittte their evidence, as the hon. 
gentleman htts done, ttmi receive the evidence of 
r1 gentleman sent from Ipswich to value property 
in :\laryborough. IVhat in the world could he 
know of it as compared with locr~I residents uf 
unblemi.shed ttnd uustained character? As there 
is no objection offered to the motion for going 
into committee, I will reserve what I have to 
say for that occttsion. 

Question put and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
LADY BowE~ LYING-IN HosPI'rAL LAND SALE 

Bn,L.-COONEANA HAILWAY BILL. 

On the Order of the Day being read for the 
consideration in committee of the Lady Bowen 
Lying-in Hospital Land Sale Bill-

1\Ir. W. BROOKES said: Mr. Speaker,
IVith regard to this Order of the Day, I wish 
to postpone it until this dtty week, and with 
regttrd to the next Order of the Day, I have the 
authority of the hon. member for IV ttrrego, :Mr. 
Donaldson, who is responsible for it, to ask you 
to postpone it ttlso until this day week. 

Question put ttnd passed. 

W AHWICK TO THANE'S CREEK 
HAIL WAY. 

The MINISTER FOU WORKS moved
That this House will, on 1Y'cdnesday next, resolve 

itself into a Committee of the Whole to consider the 
rollowing resolutions, viz.:-

]. '.rhat the House approves of the plan, section, and 
book of reference of the proposed rail wa:r from 
\Yanvick to Thane's Creek, in length 2.JJ miles 50 
chains 50 links, as laid upon the table of the House on 
the 23rcl day of September, 1887. 

2. That the plan, section, and book of reference be 
forwar(led to the Legislative Council, for their approval, 
by mes:sagc in the usual form. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
clear! v understood from the hon. le<~der of the 
Gov8l:nment thttt he intended to adjourn at 9 
o'clock if he could. I distinctly object to this 
motion, which is of very considerable importttnce, 
being discussed in t1 very thin House. 

The PHKilliER : IV e do not want to discuss 
it ttt ttll now. 

Mr. 1\IOHEHEAD : I do want to discuss it, 
and it will be discussed. 'l'he motion moved by 
the Minister for IVorks will be discussed now if 
it is necesst~ry-that is, if we are forced into that 
uosition. If we ttre so forced it will certainly be a brettch of faith on the part of the leader of the 
Government. 

l\Ir. W. BROOKES : Oh ! I do not think hat 
is intended. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD : I do not know what is 
intended. The Government's intentions, we all 
know, are very good indeed; but their ttctions 
are very different. I say this question is one 
that will be discussed. I think a very unfair 
advantage is being taken of this House by the 
Premier, though I do not believe he intends to 
do that. This question will certainly be dis
cussed if it is pushed on at the present time, thin 
tts the House is. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-! do 
not think the hrm. gentleman quite understands 
whttt the motion is. The matter is proposed to 
be considered in committee, and it has always 
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been the practice with respect to eyerything 
except railway matters to make a formal motion 
on a previous day to fix a day for going into 
committee. In connection with railway matters 
it became the practice .only two or three sessions 
ago to take them in committee; but hitherto it 
has been done in an inconvenient form-by 
moving, "'l'hat the Speaker do now leave the 
chair,'' etc., and iln1nediately aftenvards going 
into committee, which is c1uite inconsi,tent with 
the ordi.,ary practice of fixing " day for the 
purpose at an earlier day. I httd my atten
tion cttlled to the inconvenience of the present 
practice by the fact that these motions have 
had to be postponed day ttfter day. I then 
advised my hon. collettgue the Minister for 
\Vorks to alter the form of the motions, and 
put them in the ordinary form, fixing a day for 
going into committee for their consideration. 
There is nothing more than that in it, and on 
\V ednesday next, if this m0tion is carried, the 
motion will be made, " That the Spe~tker do 
now leave the chair," ~tnd the motion will then 
have to be considered in the ordinary way. It 
is exactly like the motion which is immedbtely 
before it on the bnsiness pe,per-" That this 
House will, on Tuesday next, resolve itself 
into a Commit.tee of the \Vhole," for the 
consideration of the desirableness of intro
ducing the Bill with respect to New Guinen.. 
I have not the slightest intention or desire to take 
ttny ttdvantage, I can assure the hon. gentleman. 
There is nothing gained by this motion not being 
carried. My sole desire was to adopt the proper 
course for enabling the House to go into com
mittee on \V ednesday. 

The HoN . • T. M. MACROSSAN said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I was certainly under the impression, 
from what passed between the Premier ttnd the 
leader of the Opposition last night, thttt we 
should adjourn to-night at D o'clock if possible; 
and I thought that w~ts his reason for sr~ying to 
me that he wttnted to get the motion on the 
Corser report disposed of so that we might 
ad i ourn at once. 

The PREMIER : But this is only fornml 
business. 

The Ho:-~. ,J. M. MAOROSSAN : I under
stand the matter quite as well as the hon. gentle
man does, and I know th~tt this question will be 
discussed at every stage, and if we accede to this 
it will be simply allowing one stage to pass with
ant discussion. 

The PREMIEU : But if the motion is not 
allowed to be mttde this stage will be lost alto
gether. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: I know 
what has been done with railway motions 
l1efore. The hon. gentleman might just ~ts well 
let the motion stand as it was. He is simply 
doing it to placttte the hon. member for Darling 
Downs. 

The PREMIER: No; I am doing it for the 
convenience of the House. 

The HoN . • T. l\I. MACROSSAN: We know 
that that hon. member doubts the sincerity of 
the Government, although he tries to put on a 
fair face; and the Government are adopting thi,; 
plan in order to disperse any doubts he may 
have as to their sincerity. The hon. gentleman 
might foll<nv the exttmple of the hon. member 
for Brisbane, Mr. Brookes, and postpone this 
motion. 

Mr. KATES said: Mr. Speaker,-I cannot 
understand why hon. members opposite object to 
the motion, which is to fix \V ednesday ~ts the 
day when the debate upon the railw~ty shall take 
place. There will be plenty of time to discuss it 

on \Veclnesclay, l1ncl I fail to see where the 
objection comes in. I see nothing wrong in the 
motion. 

The HoN. J. M. l\IAOROSSAN: You would 
see nothing wrong if it was cttrried without 
discussion.< 

Mr. DIOKSON said: Mr. Speak0r,-I ~tlso 
was under the impression thttt no business would. 
be taken after the c,n·ser motion was dis
posed of, or rather after H o'clock ; and I 
shoultllike to see this particular question most 
thoroughly discussed. It is " question of the 
very highest importance; but as the motion is 
only one of '" formal nttture, I would ask hon. 
gentlemen opposite not to object to it. The 
form may be a new one, but no advantage can be 
gained by objecting to it. 

The PHE::\IIER : If hon. members insist upon 
their objections I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : I do object to it. 
Mr. STEVENS s~tid: l\Ir. Speaker,-As hon. 

members are well aware, I am thoroughly op
posed to this line, and I should not like ttny new 
step to be taken in an empty House. The lettder 
of the Opposition ttncl the hon. member for 
Townsville are experienced in the ways of Par
liament, and they would not object to the 
motion unless they lmd good reasons for doing 
so. I hope the Premier will not press his motion. 

The PREMIER: I have ttlready said that I 
will withdraw it. 

Mr. STEVEKS : I cmmot imagine that they 
would insist on tlieir objection unless they 
had very good cause for doing so. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: With the 
permission of the House, I beg to withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. GRIMES: I object to the withdrawal 
the motion. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: No, no! 
Mr. GRIJ\IES: Then I withdraw my objection. 
Motion withdrawn accordingly. 

ADJOURi'\MENT. 
The I'REJ\ILER said: I\:Ir. Speaker,-I move 

that the Hmme do now ~tdjour:n. \Vhen the leader 
of the Opposition cttme into the House I went 
over to tell him that after the Corser business 
"tts disposed of I desired the rail wtty motions 
to be taken as to formal matter. It wr~s merely 
a matter of fonn; but tts hon. members oppo
site rai,>ed objections, however frivolous, the only 
course under the circumstances was to withdraw 
the motion. But I luwe not broken faith in the 
slightest degree, If hon. members will not let us 
get into committee in " formal way, we must 
revert to the informal way. But we certainly 
shall not move the motion on 'ruesday, became 
if we did hon. members opposite would occupy 
the whole of Tuesday in discussing the question 
whether they would go into committee upon it 
on \Yednesday. \Ve shttll therefore revert to 
the informal prt~ctice which httd been followed 
up to the present time. It will not make the 
slightest difference with regard to the business. 
On Tuesday I propose to take the Electoral 
Districts Bill. 

Mr, MOHEHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
hon. member lttst evening distinctly stated that 
he did not anticipate-I did not say that he 
promised not to sit afte~ ll o'clock, but he cer
tainly told me and this House that he would take 
no Government business after that time. Thehon 
gentleman has said that I have taken a frivolous 
objection to what he proposed to do. But I 
always look with grettt amount of suspicion upon 
alterations in business made by him, and I . hink 
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I was quite right on this occasion. I think it 
was very much better to leave things as they 
were because I am perfectly certain of this : that 
the hon. gentleman does not allow notices of this 
kind to remain long on the lJusiness paper with
out casting his critical eye over them, and I am 
sure that nnler,s he had some sinister object in 
making this alteration, or of playing a political 
trick, he woulcl not have done what I thought he 
was trying to c),, and what he did not succeed in 
doing. 

The PHE11IER said : I am very much 
obliged to the hon. member--

Mr. MOREHEAD : Spoken ! 

The PREMIER : The mover of a motion has 
the right to reply. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Not on a question of 
adjournment. 

The PREMIER: I desire to compliment the 
hon. member on the graceful character of his 
speech, and the ignorance of parliamentary prac
tice he has displayed. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Parliamentary tricks are 
not in my line. 

The t'REMIEI{: I do not like to see anYthing 
of this sort, upon my word. I told the hon: mem
ber that I would go on with no conteqted busi
ness, and the moment he ohjected to this being 
treaterl as a formal matter, I expressed my 
willingness to postpone it. 

lVIr. MOREHEAD: No. 

The HoN. G. THORK: Yes, he did. 

The PRE:YIIER: The hon. member, of course, 
can say that is a breach of faith if he pleases. If 
he takes np that position, we know how to deal 
with it. 

The HoN. J. :\I. 1\IACIWSSAK &aiel: Mr. 
Speaker,-The hon. gentleman IS losing his 
temper ttgain. 

The PREMIER : No. 

The HoN. J. M. ::VIACROSSAK :It is a great 
pity he cannot keep better temper. ~Why-does 
not the hon. member forK orth Bri.sbane, sitting 
behind him, throw a little modification into him? 

l\Ir. \V. BROOKES : Because it's too h1,te. 

The HoN. J. l\I. MACROSSA-;'{: The hon. 
gentlen1~tn \VflS very anxious to go hon1e about 
D o1clnck, and a~ked me if I was going to 
speak on the C01 "Cl' motion. I certainly did 
intend to speak on that motion, but he gave 
me to understand, in a hurried way, that 
he wanted to go home, aml I understood that 
when the Col'ber xnotion was to go into cmn
mittee that we were clone with it for the pre
sent and might go away. I certainly intemlcd 
to speak on that motion. I know that several 
members behind me intended to speak; I saw 
several hon. members on the other side rise 
bnt could not get a chance to speak, so tho,t if it 
had not been supposed by myself an cl others that 
we were to go home when we had finished 
the motion then before the House, we should 
ha1·e contirruecl here until perhaps 11 o'clock, 
and the hon. gentleman would have had no 
chance of going on with this other matter. 
At any rate, I think he should try and keep his 
temper, because some rlay probably he rrmy 
caw;e us to lose our tempers, and when diamond 
cuts diamond there is generally some dust. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at fifteen minutes to 

10 o'clock, 




