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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Thursday, 13 October, 1887. 

1Iotion for Adjournment-1Ir. lla H way Surveyor Delisser 
-Reductions in Railway Department-Branch Rail~ 
1vays near Toowoomba-The late Railway Arbi
trator-:Marsnpial Board Fnnds.-Railway Constnlc
tion by I)rivate Enterprise.-Queensland Tn1,,tees 
aml ExccntorsSociety, Limited, Bill-secondrcading. 
-'l'he Bl'itisll XewGninca (Queensland) Billofl887. 
-\Yarwick to Thane's Cteek Railway.-Adjourn-
ment. 

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

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
MR. RAILWAY SURVEYOR DELISSER.-REDUC

TIONS IN HAILIVAY DEPAR'l'l\IENT.-BRANCH 
RAILWAYS NEAR TOOWOQ;IIBA.-THE LATE 
RAILWAY AHBITRATOR.-NIARSUPIAL BOARD 
:Fmms. 

Mr. NORTOX said: Mr. Speaker,--I received 
a letter this morning which I think, in justice 
to the gentleman who wrote it, I should read to 
the House, and I shall conclude with the usual 
motion. On a recent occasion I referred to the 
sun-ey of the line from Gladstone to Bm1daberg, 
and to l\Ir. Delisser, who was the surveyor. In 
doing so I pointed out that I had been told upon 
high authority that that gentleman could not 
get employment from l\Ir. Hannam, the Chief 
:Engineer in the Northern division. In justice 
to 1\Ir. Delisser, I think I should read the letter 
which I received from him to-day, together with 
some short correspondence connected with it. 
The letter is addressed to myseli, and runs 
thus:-

"DEAR SIR, 

''I have the honour to enclose copies of t'vo 
letters-one from myself to :Jir. 1-Iannam, Chief 1~ngineer 
of the Xorthern and Central division of HaihvaYs, the 
other from1Ir. IIannam in reply-both letters referring 
to a statement you are reported to haw~ made in the 
House on the lOth of .. A.ugust, to the etrect that you had 
it on good authority that )fr. llannam had refused to 
have llle in his division, and from thence vou drmv con
clusions most hurtful to my professional Character. 

"A_,, the whole of your statements appeared to me to 
be based on this anthority, I wrote as soon as I stnv the 
report to ~Ir. IIannam, requesting him to give me a 
short note to shmv you were lying under a mistake. 
rrhis he has done, and you will sec by his letter he most 
emphatically denies that he ever refused to have me in 
his division. 

"Of course your statements have done me a most 
grievous wrong-none the le~s, perhaps, that the autho~ 
rity on which you based the1n 'vas false. 

"I have been assured by one of your friends in Glad~ 
stone that if you knew the true case you would im~ 
mcdiately do me the justice of publicly denying the 
as&nrtion of your authority. I therefore trust ill you to 
do so, and as I do not intend to leave Gladstone before 
some }JUblic contracliction is given to yonr authority, I 
hope yon will take ~m earlyopporLunityofrcndering rne 
the slight reparation I now ask of you. 

''I an1, sir, 
"Yours faithfully, 

"1~. A. DELTSSER. 
"I haxe sent copies of these letters also to the Com .. 

missioner for Raihvays. 
"E. A. D1•;LTSSEit." 

The correspondence referred to is only short. 
The first letter is addressed to \Villoughby 
Hannam, Esq., Chief Engineer, Northern and 
Central Division:-

"DEAR SrR, 
"I enclose a slip from the Parliamentary De~ 

bates of "\Vednesday, lOth August, in which Mr. 
Korton's speech t'f Gladstone and Bnndaberg survey is 
reported. In it he attacks my professional character, 
and the tenor of his speech is that you "\vould not 
employ me in conse(1uence of your lo'v opinion of my 
capabilities a..s a surveyor. 
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":Now, as I am convinced thi& was not the rea& on 
why, I objectctl to go north, and knowing your love of 
f~dr }llay, I beg you \Vill give rue a slwrt note, that l can 
make use of it if I think proper, to show that ::ur. 
K orton has been lying under a mistake. 

"This matter is of very great conscqnenee to me. It 
means that my professional C;Lreer is to be damned aud 
blasted after thirty years' hard \VOrk, during whieh time 
I have worked honestly aud trnc-~Llways to the satis
faction of my chiefs, and from \vhorn I have ever recci-.;ed 
first-class testimonials, among whi.eh is one from your
self, which I prize very much. 

"I am, yours truly, 
"E. A. DELISSER.'' 

This next is 1\Ir. Hannam's letter to Mr. Delisser, 
dated Cairns, September 27, 1887 :-

"DEAR SIR, 

"It has only lately come to my knowledge that 
some vm·y nasty and untruthful statements have been 
made in the Legislative Assembly with regard to you 
and me-to the effect that I had refused to employ you 
in my district. 

" Nothing of the kind \vas ever said or written hy 
1ne, excel_}t the correspondence you have already seen, 
\vhich '"W'l to the effect that one of the Xorthern 
surveyors would luwe to be sacked to make room for 
you. 

"Yours &c., 
"\Y. HAN.XAJH." 

'l'hen, on the other side of the sheet-
" Since ·writing the above, I have received yours of 

the 28th J .. ugust. I have torn open the envelope and 
hasten to assure you that I nmrer dreamt of the 
trouble involved in the statement of your political 
friends. 

"If you wilUnclicate to me the best course to pursue I 
am at your service to publicly contradict the infamous 
assertion made in the Ilom;;e. I am willing to puL a, 
letter in the Cauda or any other Brisbane paper to 
contradict }ir. Sorton's authority if you wish. 

(< \Y. liANKAJI." 

\V ell, sir, I do not wish to do :Mr. Delisser any 
harm, and I think it is right, as he has written 
to me on the subject, that I should give the 
authority upon which I spoke. The gentleman 
who informed me that i\1r. Hannam had 
refused to employ 1\Ir. Delisser in his di,;trict 
was the late MiniHter for \Vnrks, Mr. Miles, and 
I am quite sure that if he were present to-day he 
would support what I say. I am quite sure that 
hon. members of this House will not discredit 
me when I sav that is the case. Of course I rlo 
not know whether the statement made was true 
or not; but as it carne front a gentlen1an holding 
the position held by the late Minister for \Vorks, 
I assumed that it was correct, notwithsbncling 
what .i'.Ir. Hannam wrote. I can only say that 
I accer•ted it in the terms upon which i\Ir. 
Delisser writes, that i\Ir. Hannam did not wish 
to employ hitn in his district because he 
thought he would rather employ a surveyor 
who was more capable. That was the light in 
which I made the statement, and if I had had 
any doubt on the subject I should have been 
supported in that view by the fact that for many 
weeks J'.Ir. Delisser was on the Glad,;tone and 
Bundaberg line without doing any aprJreciable 
permanent work. It appbuecl to me, and not 
only to me, but to others who know more on the 
subject than I do, that a gre;tt deal of time wa.s 
wasted in making trial surveys of no value what· 
ever. I only say I regret to have said one word 
which could do any harm to 1\Ir. Delisser or to 
l\ir. Hannam. But, under the circumstances, I 
felt bound to my constituents to speak as I did, 
and having said so much in justice to J\Ir. 
Delisser, I beg to move the adjournment of the 
House. 

The MI~ISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) said : Mr. Speaker,-The statement 
of the hon. member for Port Curtis seems, to 
a certain extent, to impugn the correctness of 
what he states he was told by my late respected 
friend and colleague, Mr. Miles. I think it is only 

right I should say something about it. Now, there 
has been sorne clisagree1nent between JYlr. Hannmn 
and 1\Ir. Deli~ser; whatever it is I do not know. 
It may have been a personal matter, and not arising 
from any low opinion of his professional capacity 
which :Mr. Hannam may have had. But he did 
uot get on very well with him. I :::m rather 
surprised that the hon. member havmg heard 
that, or something of the kind, from the late 1\Ir. 
:iVIileo, when he was advocating the line from 
Gladstone to Bundaberg, should have denounced 
a man like 1\Ir. Delisser being put on the survey, 
and stated that the late Minister for Works 
had told him he was a useless man and Mr. 
Hannam could not have him in his district, 
and consequently he was put on to do the 
work in his (Mr. Korton's) district. It is not 
quite fair for him to come here and denounce 
public servants in that way because a work is 
not going on as rapidly as he might wish. If. he 
could have shown that the work was not gomg 
on as quickly as it ought, owing to Mr. Delis,er, 
and that the Government should dispense with 
his services, there would have been something in 
it; but to make l\Ir. Delis,;er a sort of scape
goat because of his own irnpatience is anything 
but fair. It is not a thing I should do under any 
circumstances, and I am surprised that the 
hon. member for Port Curtis should have done it. 
The staff had to be reduced, and it was reduced 
in the directions in which services could be best 
dispensed with. Mr. Delisser had finished the 
work on which he was engaged, and his services 
were no longer required on that line, so they 
were disr,ensed with. \Vhether he is a good 
railway surveyor or not I do not know. I do not 
wish to say one word as to his professional 
capacity or incapacity-he may be as able a man 
as there is in the service for all I know ; but 
there was no work for him to do, and on those 
grounds we dispensed with his services. 

BRANCH RAILWAYS NEA!t TOOWOm!llA, 

Mr. CA:'\1PBELL said: Mr. Speaker,--! 
take advantage of the motion for adjournment to 
point out a little error into which the i\Iinister 
for Lands fell last night while addressing the 
House, as I think it only fair that he should 
correct what he said. The hon. member said 
this:-

"But Toowomnha has had its fair Ahare of the rail~ 
way expencliiure, and it was fortunate in getting its 
little line::; eonsLrncted first. The Beauaraba line, the 
extension to llightiel<ls aud Orow's Kcst, and the deYia
tiou to Draytou ha Ye all been completccl." 

Of course hon. members know that the plans and 
sections of the Drayton deviation have not yet 
been laid on the table of the House. I do not 
know why; but I !mow that they were prepared 
long before the plans of the Thane's Creek mil
way. I may point out also that the Beanaraba 
line has no connection with Toowoomba. The 
hon. metnber for Darling Downs, :iVIr. Kates, 
was the author of it, and it was made at the 
suggestion of the late Minister for \Vorks and 
his colleague, lVIr. Kates. Toowoomba does not 
benefit by the railway, and we do not wish to be 
saddled with it. 1 think it only fair that this 
correction should be made, because the g·eneral 
public might think that the Drayton deviation 
was already constructed. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. H. 
Jordan) said : l\Ir. Speaker,-I am rather glad 
the hon. member has called attention to this 
matter, because I believe I did inadvertently 
fall into an error in mentioning the Drayton 
deviation in connection with the other two lines 
near Toowoomba; but I do not think I said 
they had all been completed. I said that I 
understood the Beauaraba line and the High
fields and Grow's Nest line were completed, and 
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I did mention the other, bnt I do not think I 
said it had been completed, but th<tt I was 
under the impression th<tt it W<ts in course of 
construction. I admit that I fell into an error, 
and I am glad to have had an opportunity of 
saying so. 

THE LATE RAILWAY ARBITRA1'0H. 

JYir. :M:OIU~HBAD sDid: Mr. Speaker,-In 
connection with what has fallen from the hon. 
member for Port Curtis, I take the opportunity 
of saying a few words in reg~rd to the 1':iet·vice;; of 
certain other members of the railway staff having 
been dispen~ed with by the Minister for \Vorks. 
Three young men, natives of the colony, brought up 
to the profession of railway surveyors, and officers 
who have proved themselves competent to per
form their work, have almost at a moment's 
notice had their o;ervices dispensed with on the 
ground of retrenchment. On the other hand, I 
find tbat a proved incompetent Civil servant, 
whose incompetence is so great that it will entail 
a considerable expenditure on the part of the 
State to remedy the gross errors he has com
mitted-errors arising from incapacity and other 
causes--I find that gentleman, if a statement 
in this evening's papers is correct, has been 
appointed clerk of petty sessions at Clermont. 
This transaction-if the paperB are right--is 
altogether of a very sh<tdy nature. This gentle
man has often been referred to in this House, and, 
fortunately or unfortunately, he is a near relative 
of the Minister for \Vorks. On the one hand we 
find these three gentlemen-of admitted compe
tence, of unblemished character, natives of the 
colony-turned out of employment at a moment's 
notice, and on the other hand a HHtn, whom I may 
call a disgraced official, given a position of con
siderable emolument under the Crown, instead of 
being got rid of as he ought, and as I think bter 
on this evening it will be proved he ought to have 
been. If that is to be the reward of incompetence, 
and dismissal the reward of competence, at the 
hands of the Minister for Works, I think it is a 
very bad thing for the colony. 

The PREciiiER (Hon. Sir S. W. Griffith) 
said: Mr. Speaker,-I do not know anything 
about the case of Mr. Delisser, but I tctke the 
ovportunity of saying that I think :Ur. Hanm>m 
deserves to be severely cemured for the manner 
in which he roferrecl to the lwn. member for Port 
Cnrtis in the letter he wrote to 1\lr. Delis.,er, and 
I hove my hon. colleague, the 1\Iinister for \Vorks, 
will censure him accordingly. I 1·ose to reply 
to a statement made by the hon. member for 
Balonne, referring to a statement in this even
ing's papers, that .Mr. Thomson, the lnte Haihny 
Arbitrator, has been appointed clerk of petty 
sessions at Ciermont. That stat>•ment is per
fectly correct. 'fhe hon. member says that iYir. 
Thomson ought to ha' e been dismissed from the 
public service. I do not think so. Probably the 
hon. member thinks so because J'.Ir. Thomson is 
related to the ::Yiinister for \Vorks; if he was not, 
the hon. member would have no objection. But 
the Minister for \Vorks is to him like a red rag 
to an infuriated bull, and anything connected 
with him, however remotely or however closely, 
is highly objectionable, and onght to be got 
rid of and sent out of the colony, if possible. 
I believe, from what I have learnt lately, and 
from what has been said in this House, that 
lYir. Thomson was not a good railway arbi
trator. I said last week that, between Thnrs
day and to-clay, the Government would take into 
consideration what they proposed to d,, with him, 
and they have kept their word. ~H the last 
meeting of the Cabinet I suggested to my col
leagues that Mr. Thomson should be appointed 
clerk of petty sessions at Clerrnont; that had 
not occurred to any other member of the Cabinet 
before_ I .made the suggestion. I belie V{~ it is 

the proper thing to do. It i, not clesir:1ble that 
he should be dismissed. He was in the public 
service ; his honesty and integrity were not 
attacked, nor was his competence, except for 
the particular office he held; and under such 
circumstances the ordinary way to deal with 
Civil servants is to tranofer them ; that is the 
ordirmry rule, and I took it upon myself to 
sugge~t to 1ny colleagues nwr~ innnediately con
cernefl in the matter-the .l'.linister for vVorks 
and the Colonial Secret<try----that the transfer 
would be de,irable. They accepted that view, 
and the <tppointment was made to-day. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Has he been relieved of 
his duties as Railway Arbitrator? 

The PREMIER: I do not know whether he 
has been informed of the transfer yet or not. 
I have kept my word, and brought the matter 
under the notice of the Government during the 
week as I promised, and I think we have treated 
a Civil servant, who can only be charged with a 
want of discretion in performing a duty of a 
peculiarly diflicult character, in the ordinary 
and proper way. As to the surveyors who have 
been dismissed, I know nothing- about them. 
One of them we have heard something about 
this afternoon, but it is not necessary to say 
anything further with respect to that case. 

The HoN . • T. M . .l'.IACIWSSAN said : Mr. 
Speaker,-I do not know anything of this 
personal matter that has arisen between the 
hon. member for Port Curtis and .!'.fr. Delisser 
and Mr. Hannam, but I quite approve of the 
course the Minister for \Vorks has adopted. I 
am positiv-e if I had been in the place of the 
.l'.liuister for \Vorks, and was about to reduce 
the staff in the Central district, I should have 
allowed Mr. Dehsser to go. As to the other 
three surveyors mentioned by the leader of the 
Opposition, I know nothing about them, but I 
presume that they are competent for their 
work, and I think that if there is an 
opening for them in the public service they 
ought to get it, more especially as they are 
natives of the country. I think that natives of 
the country should ha1c a preferential claim, 
everything else being equal. As to the matter 
of the Hailw<ty Arbitrator, I know nothing of 
that officer personally. He is a man I have 
never seen, and I have no objection to 1nake 
againRt hin1 becnuRe he is a relation-of the ~Iinisw 
t.er fol' \Vorks; but I have a strong objection to 
him after having nwl the evidence in the Cnrser 
c;tse. No mnn could disph:v greater incapacity 
and incompetence than he did under examination 
by the 'Attorney-General. If a man is to be 
transferred to a higher position because he is 
incompetent, that iN rather a stmnge way of 
increasing the efficiency of the public service. 

Mr . .l'.IOllEHEAD: What is the difference in 
the l"'Y of the two officers? 

The PREMIER: £35. 
l\Ir. MOREHK\J): £32. 
The Hox. J. 11. MACROSSAN: I am told 

that the salary of the Hail way Arbitrator is now 
£450 per annum. \Vhen Mr. lVIacpherson occu
pied that position the salary was £400. The 
sahtry of Mr. Thomson, as clerk of petty sessions 
at Clel'rnont, will, I believe, be £4~2. 

The PRl£1\IIBR: No, it will not, indeed. 
iYir. NORTON: Yes, it will, according to the 

Blue Book. 
The PRE::YIIER: According to the Blue Book 

I looked at, it will not. 
The HoN. ,J.l\1. MACHOSSAN: I think that 

when the Government have seen fit to move 
him from the position he held, he should not at 
any rate, have an increased salary. 
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The PREMIER: He does not; he gets a 
diminution in his sabry. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: A diminution of £1. 
The PRE:YIIER: No; a good deal more than 

that. 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL said: Mr. Speaker,

I do not want to harshly criticise the late Rail
way Arbitrator, who ha,; been universally pro
nounced utterly incompetent for the position 
which he held-an incompetence so obvious thcct 
he had to leave it. I really do not see why a man 
who has no claim upon the Government of the 
country as being an old Civil servant, having been 
only taken up during the last two Qr three years 
::end pnt into a position for which he was mani
festly unfitted, should be provided with another 
billet, when at the same time no considemtion is 
being shown to those young men, natives of the 
colony, who have been trained up, I may say, in 
the Government service. I think it is obviously 
unfair that those young men should be turned 
adrift, and that old pensioners who are found 
unfit for one billet should be hoisted into another. 
I regret to say that probably Mr. Thomson will 
be found unfit to occupy the office to which he is 
now to he ::tppointed, at least if there is any intelli
gence required for performing its duties. I do 
not wish to say anything personal in this matter, 
but it does seem queer that a man who only got 
into the service in his old days, and who has 
proved an utter failure in the first situation he 
has occupied, should, as soon as that is exposed, 
have another position discovered for him. I do not 
think it will be satisfactory to the tax payers of 
the cohllly who have to "pay the piper" if they 
find that an incompetent old man is shoved about 
from one billet to another; while at the same time 
smart, able-bodied, active, competent young men, 
trained up in the Government service, are dismissed 
and sent to the right-about on the ground of re
trenchment. For my own part I think the police 
magistrate can do all the business at Clermont 
without a clerk of petty sessions, and then he 
would not be overburdeued. If the Government 
are inclined to retrench they have an opportunity 
of doing· so in that direction, by saving the salary 
of a clerk of petty sessions. I do not see the 
slightest use of a clerk of petty sessions at Ulermont. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. D. B. 
Moreton) : The police n:;agistrate visits Emerald 
and Springsure. 

Mr. L UJ\ILE Y HILL : The Colonial Secre
tary says the police magistrate visits Emerald 
and Springsure, but he can do that and be hack 
in a very short space of time. I am very well 
acquainted with the kind of work that has to 
be got through in those up-country county 
cnurts by benches of magistrate.> ; and I am 
quite certain that with a police magistrate at 
Clermont, even if he has to visit Emerald and 
Springsure, there is not the slightest necessity 
for a clerk of petty sessions. It is merely creat
ing billets as a sort of refuge for the destitute, 
and the taxpayers of the colony are the people 
who have to "pay the pipe·r." 

:Mr. STEVENS said: .Mr. Speakur,-I under
stood from the remarks of the Premier last 
Tlmrsday, that he would take into consideration 
the system of dealing with resumptions of land 
for rail way purposes. I do not know whet her I 
misunderstood him or not, but I do not think there 
is any hem. member in the House who is not dis
satisfied with the present way of dealing with 
those cases. The Corser case is an example in 
point, and the compensation cases which I 
brought up in connection with the Logan Rail
way also prove that the system is a very bad 
one, It is scarcely possible, I think, that a 
thoroughly qualified man can be got to act as 
arbitrator under the present :;ystem. I may have 

misunderstood the Premier, but I hope he will 
consider this matter as well as that of the rail
way arbitrator, and I would like to ask him, 
without notice, whether the Government have 
considered it? 

The PRE:.\IIER: No. 
Mr. PATTISON said: Mr. Speaker,-I have 

no intention of .mying a word about 1\h. Thomwn 
as Railway Arbitrator, but from my knowledge 
of that gentleman I must say that I think he i;; a 
man quite qualiiied for the position to which he 
has been appointed. He is a very pain;;t,.king 
officer, and in intelligence will certainly compare 
favourably with any member of this House. I 
speak of the gentleman with a knowledge of 
twenty years. As a mn,gistrate he was certainly 
one of the most painstaking men we had in our 
district, and I am sure that he will do justice to 
the position to which he has now been appointed. 
Pos8ibly it would have been better if he had 
been appointed a police magistrate, and I am 
sorry to see he has to accept the inferior position 
of clerk of petty sessions; but I am quite certain 
th"'t he will justify the confidence the Govern
ment have reposed in him. \Ve must all admit 
that he is unfit for the position of Railw::.y 
Arbitrator. I was one of the committee on the 
Corser cbim-although I was unable to attend 
all its meetings-and JYir. Thomson confessed 
his mistake to me in a very manly way. I am 
sure he is now appointed to a position which he 
is competent to fill, and that he will fill it with 
credit to himself. 

Mr. AN NEAR said: Mr. Speaker,--! thil1k 
this will be the proper time to refer to the treat
ment that the Minister for\Vorks would like to mete 
ont to other people in whom he is not interested. 
I refer to the remarks made by the hon. gentle
man last Fricby night when thi; question was 
under discussion. I suppo·'e that JYir. 'l'homson is 
dead so far as his being Railway Arbitrator is 
concerned, and that the country will be rid of 
him. But the hon. gentleman, on :Fridny lnst led 
the Rouse and the country tn believe that Mr. 
Col"ler purchased a ]Jroperty for the sum of 
£1,000, knowing that that property--

The SPEAKEH: The hon. member must not 
discuss a motion which is already on the business 
paper. That can be discussed at the proper time. 

Mr. ANNEAR: \Vel!, I will put a problema
tical case. A certain gentler11an \Va'S supposed. 
to have l'urchased a Jn·opcrty for Jo7,GOO, and 
another gentleman stated that that sum was not 
pe"Lid fo1· it, bnt that only £1,000 was paid for it. 

Tlw PRKIIIIEH: \V c shall be in committee on 
tlmt question soon. Y on cr,n discuss it then. 

11r. AXN BAR : I think this is the proper 
time to discnss it. If the ::\linister for \Vorks 
commits himeclf he is surely not afraid to hear 
what he has stated. If I commit myself the 
count1y will very soon know that I have done so. 
"\Vhat do I find? That there is not a word of 
truth in what has been stated. The property 
the hon. gentleman referred to v, ccs not purchased 
for £1,000. It was purchased for £7,500, and a 
copy of the registration of the title I now hold in 
my hand signed by ::\Ir. Thomas 1\Iylne. How
ever, I sincerely hope, now that the Gov
ernment have got rid of 1\'Ir. Thomson, that 
they will take into their serious consideration 
the appointment of a competent person or per
sons. A gentleman holding that position has to 
adjudicate upon ·thousands <md thousands of 
pounds. It is an office that should be held by a 
gentleman who will not take the evidence of 
thirteen witnesses and then utterly disregard it. 
I should like to see a gentleman like Judge Paul 
occupying a position of that kind. He is of 
the class of men who should try these cases. 
\Ve see at the present time, in the case of the 
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Fortitude V alley line, that every one of the 
persons through whose property the railway will 
pass is dissatisfied with the amount of money 
offered to him. In most cases they are offered 
less .than one-half of what they are willing to 
rece1ve. However, as we shall have another 
opportunity of discussing this nmtter, and as I 
<till somewhat out of order in going on now, I will 
deal with it fully when we are discnssino- ::Ur. 
Corser's claim in committee. " 

Mr. SHERIDAK said: Mr. Speaker,-! will 
not make any reference to Mr. 'l'homson's com
petence or incompetence a~ Railway Arbitrator, 
but I feel bound to say this: that I have known 
him for considembly over twenty years, and 
during that time I have known him intimately. 
I am exceedingly pleased that the Government 
have provided for him. A man who has devoted 
the whole of his life to the best interests of 
the country, as Mr. Thomson dicl during his 
residence at Rockhampton, deserves well of the 
country, and I congratulate the Government upon 
the appointment. 

Mr. STEYEXSOX said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
hope the reason for appointing Yir. Thomson as 
clerk of petty HB'•sions is not the reason given 
by the hon. member for .1\iaryborough, J\:Ir. 
Sheridan, that he had to be provided for. I 
should be sorry if the Government gave him the 
appointment for that reason. I am not goinO' to 
say anything against the appointment; but I 
think the Premier ought to justify the appoint
ment instead of imputing motives to the 
leader of the Opposition. I think that Mr. 
Thomson is as closely related to a mem
ber on this side of the House as to the 
Minister for \Vorks, and I am satisfied it 
would be a matter for congratulation if he had 
proved a competent railway arbitrator. This 
side of the House would have been much better 
pleased if Mr. Thomson had proved a success; 
so t~at there is n.othing to be gained by imputing 
motiVes. Referrmg to the suggestion of the hon. 
member for Cook, Mr. Lumley Hill, that Cler
mont could do without a clerk of petty sessions, 
I do not think it could. I think there is far too 
much business there to enable the Government 
to do away with the appointment, and I hope that 
no such sugge:;tion will be acted upon. I hope that 
Mr. Thomson will prove a success as clerk of 
petty sessions at Clerrnont, but at the same time 
I think that it was rather unfair that he should 
have been put in that position OYer the heads of 
other officers in the department. He is removed 
from one department and put into another, 
which he knows nothing at all about, whiht 
other officers in the department are waiting for 
promotion. I think the appointment is unfair 
on that ground. 

The SPEAKER said: It is my duty to point 
out that I have allowed a somewhat irregular 
discussion to take place, and l am bound to call 
attention to it now. I was not exacth· aware of 
the purport of the letters which the hon. mem· 
ber for Port Cmtis proposed to read until he had 
completed reading them. I then asked him to 
kindly let me look at them, and I at once discovered 
that I ought to have at once stopped him in read
ing them. It is quite contrary to parliamentary 
practice for hon. members to refer to previous 
debates themselves, unless in reference to any par
ticular Bill or motion then before the House, and 
it is still more irregular to read letters w!Jich are 
written by persons outside referring to anything 
which has taken place inside the House. In 
"Bourke's Decisions " I find the following case 
in point:-

"::\fr. Ferrand said he held in his hand a letter frnm the 
clerk of the magistrates and board of guardians saying 
'I h::tve read with astonishment the reply of the Right 
Honourable Baronet, the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department, to yonr speech on the second read· 
iug of the Poor Law Bill in the House of Commons on 
Friday last.'" 

11 The SPEAKER immediately interrupted him and 
said:-

" The hon. member cannot read a letter in which a 
reference is made to an_,·thing which has taken place 
during a debate in this House." 
The letter which the hon. member read referred 
to a statement which had been made in the 
House, ;md the writer of one of the letters went 
even much further and criticised the statement 
made by the hon. member for Port Curtis as 
"an infamous assertion." That is a disorderly 
expression when used in the House, awl much 
more disorderly when used by a person outside 
the House. In "Cushing's Legislative Assem
blies" the practice is laid down more clearly:-

"Letters and other communications, whether written 
or printed, emanating from persons ont of the House, 
and referring to, or commenting on, or denying any
thing said by a member, or expre'il.sing any opinion as 
to any proceeding within the House, cannot be read by 
a member in debate. rrhe only occasion upon which 
snch communication8 eould be brought before the 
House would be in moYing for a committee on the 
subject, or in examinations before such a committee. 
·where the language of the document is snch as would 
be disorderly or unparliamentary, if spoken in debate, 
it cannot be read." 
Our own Standing Orders say :-

" Xo member shall allude to any clebatr of the same 
:-;ession upon a question or Bill not being then nnder 
discussion, e11.:cept by the indulgence of the House for 
personal explanations.'' 
If the hon. member had asked the indulgence 
of this House to rmtke an explanation in regard 
to this matter, possibly the letters might be read; 
lmt I do not think it is in accordance with the 
rules of Parliament that the letter should have 
been read under the circumstances, more espe
cially a.s it referred to a previous debate, to which 
hon. members themselves cannot allude without 
the indulgence of the House; and further, because 
it alluded to that debate in words which are in 
themselves very disorderly, and which, I think, 
should not have been used by a Civil servant. 

Mr. NORTON, in reply, said: Mr. Speaker, 
--I am sure you, sir, and the House will acquit 
me of any desire to infringe the rules of the 
House in bringingthe matter forwccrd in the way 
I did. I received those letters before the House 
met, and I thought that in justice to Mr. 
De!is:;er I was bound to read them. I confess I 
may not have been strictly in orde: in doing so, 
but I am sure the House will acqmt me of any 
desire to act in opposition to the rules of the 
House in doing so. I am afraid some others have 
read letters which ought not to have been received, 
and perhaps I had better not refer too pointedly 
to the other occasions when others should have 
been checked in reading letters, if it is thought 
de:;irable to strictly enforce the rules of the 
House in that respect. I rise more particularly 
now to refer to some remarks which fell from 
the "-linister for \Vorks. The hon. gentleman 
said I cast some doubt upon the statement made 
by his predecessor. I cast no doubt upon the 
statement, but I said distinctly that, not
withstanding .Mr. Hannam's letter, I still 
preferred to believe what was said to me 
by the late Minister for \V orks, Mr. Miles. 
I do not know whether ::Y:Ir. Hannam intended his 
refusal tn employ Mr. Delisser should be taken 
to be on the ground of incompetence, but I 
believe the late Minister for \Vorks took it to be 
a refusal on that ground. As the matter has 
already gone so far, I will go a little further with 
it. The Minister for Works expressed his sur
prise that I should make use of Mr. Delisser's 
name simply because the work upon which 
that officer was emplovecl was not going on fast 
enough. I did not make use of J\Ir. Delisser's 
name on that account, and I do not know 
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whether he is competent to fill his position or 
not I do know this, that before I went up to 
Port Curtis, some months ago-he had then been 
up there Eome weeks-the Chief Engineer told 
me he believed he had been delayed by the wet 
weather. Long after that, when I came back, 
and when I thought he was going on with 
the permanent survey, the Chief Engineer told 
me that all that time he was going on with 
the trial survey, and he had hardly b!•s·un the 
permanent survey. That proved t'' me, ;vhat 
I suspected from the first, that :i\Ir. Dehsser, 
however competent he might be to do that 
kind of work in open flat country, could not 
get on very well with it in the kind of coun
try in which he was then employed. He may 
be a very capable surveyor in open flat coun~ry, 
but the late Minister for vVorks on two occasiOns 
told me the sam@ thing, that Mr. Hannam refused 
to give him employment on the Northern sur
veys and he said further if he did not put him 
on the Bundaberg to Gladstone line the old 
fellow would have to go out of the service alto
gether. I did not wish to mention that, but I 
am forced to mention it now. The :Minister for 
vVorks expressed surpdse at my speaking o~ Mr. 
Delisser as I did, and the hon. gentleman IS the 
last member in this House who should express 

In~h~~ldrih~ve evd~nei.f 1
rsdida%; :r~~d ~~~~~ 

safe in the hon. member's hands ? Does he 
forget already the remarks he made about 
the first railway arbitrator, .1\'l:r. Macpherson? 
No· the hon. member is a mass of contradictions. 
I r~aret to have to speak in these terms of a 
gentleman occupying the position held by the 
Minister for vVorkR, but I can only say I was 
forced to do so by his references to the action I 
have taken. I think the action I have taken in 
this matter is perfectly justified by the interest 
my constituents take in it. 11y action was also 
taken with a desire to give the gentleman to 
whom I have referred all the fair play that could 
be given him. vVith the permission of the 
House I will withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the motion be withdrawn? 

The PRE:\HER: No. 
Mr. CHUBB : I hope the Premier will allow 

the motion to be withdrawn. 
The PREMIEH: So that you may move it again. 

iYIARSUPIAL BoARD FeNDs. 
Mr. CHUBB said: Mr. Speaker,-Then I 

will take this opportunity of referring to the 
matter I intended to refer to. My object in 
wishing to adopt the other course was to give 
the Premier an opportunity of speaking in reply, 
which he has not got on this motion. I have 
received a telegram from the Bowen :Marsupial 
Board, requesting me to ask in the House a 
question having reference to the anticipated 
expiration of the Marsupial Act. The Act will 
not expire until the end of next session, but next 
session may be a very short one. This is the 
telegram I received :- . . . 

"BO\vcn l\farsupial Board have £1,100 to their crcd1t 111 
theTreasnrv deri,red from assessments under ::\Iarsnpial 
Act In vii:nv of cxpira.tion of Act board wish to know 
if thev can use the amount unexpended after the Act 
ceases~ in paying for marsupial scalps 'l'hey instruct 
me to ask you to be good enough to inquire in Parlia
ment about this." 
I shall be glad if the Premier will say something 
upon the matter to set the minds of these gentle
men at rest. 

The ATTORNEY- GENER..\L (Hon. A. 
Rutledge) said: Mr. Speaker,-I do not think 
that it is desirable to formally answer the hon. 
gentleman's que,tion. The Act has not yet 
expired, and until the occasion arises it is 
probably unnecessary to discuss it. It is a purely 
speculative question. 

RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION BY 
PRIVATE ENTERPRISE. 

Mr. ISAMBERT, in moving-
That, in the opinion of the House, it ~s rlcsil·ablc that 

the Gover;nnent should intrmlnco, dur~I~g t~1e pr~sent 
session. a measure for the 11urpose of famlltat1ng ra1hvay 
construction by private enterprise on the guarantee 
principle~ 

said: iYir. Speaker,-! am aware that the present 
Government, as representing the nmj ority o.f ~he 
population of (~ueens1and, as well as the m~Jonty 
of the population of the whole of Australia, are 
opposed to anything that nmy tend to create a 
dangerous monopoly in the S.tate. Anima!ed 
by this spirit, the people and their leaders, durmg 
the late administration, were opposed to the 
transcontinental railway syndicate on t.he land
grant principle, on the gro~nd that It wo.uld 
create a dangerous monopoly m our commun:ty. 
vVe all remember how Sir Thomas Mcllwrarth, 
the leader of the late Government, brought for
ward his scheme for a transcontinental rail way ; 
but thanks to the head of the present Govern
ment SirS. \V. Griflith, that scheme was nipped 
in th~ bud, and rail way construc~ion in Q\leens
land was carried on on the highest socral or 
communistic principles that society know~ of. 
vV e n,re all aware how apt, or how anxwus, 
plus-making capitalists are to occupy or to 
monopolise industries which are indispensable to 
a cmnmunity, and wise statesJnen haYe e\:er 
opposed those tendencies; and where monopolies 
could not be avoided, they have s~cnre~ th.e 
same to the t:ltate in the shape of natwnalmsti
tutions. For instance, what better means of 
monopoly could there be than the postal system 
-the transmission of intelligence from one 
person to another, and from one country to 
another? But as it would be particularly liable 
to abuse Governments, very wisely, h:tve made 
postal cdmmunication a State institution. The 
same has been done with regard to telegraphic 
communication; wherever that has been insti
tuted it has been more or less adopted by the State 
and removed from the hands of capitalists. In 
America railway communications are in the hands 
of privat~ c•ompanies, and the evils of the system 
arg so severely felt in that country that the fore
most men are very anxious to bring about what 
they call the mttionalisation of their yailw.ay a:rd 
tele"'mphic system. i{ earer to us, m Vrctona, 
whe~'e telephonic communication had fallen into 
the hands of a private company, we see that the 
st,te has been obliged, through the force of 
public opinion, to convert it into a public inst!
tution. On the Continent, Germany found It 
advisable in the interests of the people, to nation
alise its 'raibNay cmnrnunications. In Fra,nce, 
the same is the case, and not only that, but even 
tobacco has become a State monopoly. In 
Germany lately Bismarck attempted to make 
brandy a State monopoly, but did n.ot s~cceed, 
altholl''h Switzerland has succeeded 111 domg so. 
It is but natural that there should exist a very 
strong antipathy to anything in the shape of 
railway construction by private enterprise. My 
proposition, :i\Ir. Speaker, will be free from such 
a dan"er to the State. vVhen the h<m. member 
for E~oggera, Mr. Dickson, brought forward his 
motion for the construction of a railway through 
his electorate, and when I spoke on the subject, 
he quoted Tasmania as a warning ex~mple 
aO'ainst having anything to do with ra1lway 
c~nstruction on the guarar;tee principle. But 
because they have made a mistake there, because 
it has not 'been a success there, it is no reason 
why we should not adopt the system in a better 
form. The railway construction from here to 
Toowoomba cannot be called a success. In many 
other instances our railways have been badly 
constructed, and excessive expenditure upon 
them has been incurred. But that is no reason 
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why we should not construct our own railwrLys. 
So with railway construction by private enterpr;ise 
in the way I intend to propose. I feel convinced 
that this or any otherGovernmentcan entertain the 
construction of railways on the guarantee principle 
by private enterprise, and at the same t,ime pro
vide against those monopolists, who are so much 
anrl. so justly dreaderl.. As there is socialiHm 
and socialism, so there are capitalists and capi
talists. There is a socialism of love and mutual 
help, and there is a socialism of hatred and 
violence. 'rh ere are capitalists who are anxious 
to employ their mean; for the benefit and 
advancement of their fellow men, and there are 
capitalists who, to nse Carlyle's words, look upon 
society only as a lemon, to try how much they 
can squeeze out of it. Also, there is rail way 
construction by private enterprise, and railway 
construction by private enterprise. The way I 
propose is to introduce the guarantee system. 
Certainly, if the guarantee amounted to 4 per 
cent. or 5 per cent., there would be the 
danger that capitalists would be anxious to 
enter upon the work on such terms, just 
as, some years ago, they were anxious 
to invest their money in the Government 
Savings Bank, and get 5 per cent. for it ; 
and the Government had to restrict the amount 
of deposits received. I feel confident that if 
the Government would, with proper safeguards, 
introduce a measure guaranteeing, say, 3 percent., 
many railways which are necessary, and which 
would be paying lines, but which the Govern
ment cannot entertain on the ground of having 
too many lines in hand, and embodying 
too great a liability for larger loans, would be 
undertaken by companies. J1'or instance, the 
railway that the hon. member for Enoggera has 
proposed : I feel confident, if a guarantee of 3 
per cent. was given, that at once a syndi
cate would be formed, would buy a large 
amount of land in that direction, subscribe the 
money for building the line, and they would be 
sure that at the worst they would have 3 per 
cent. for their money, while they would also have 
the prospect of making 5, G, or more per cent. 
And if the Government had the power to buy it 
back again at any time they thought proper on 
definite terms, there could be no danger whatever 
to society. Such a company would mn,ke a 
handsome profit out of the lttnd speculation, and 
would get their own money back again by selling 
the line to the Government, and the Government 
would recoup themselves from the Crown 
lands which they could afterwards sell in 
those districts. Such a scheme is not at all new. 
In 1886 I addressed a memorandum to the 
Government, at the instance of a party anxious 
to build a rail way through the Rosewood district 
from Marburg. We all know that a Liberal Gov
ernment is very apt, and has been so ever since 
there has been a Liberal party in this colony
whenever a Liberal party have been in power they 
have been very anxious to give golden bridges 
to their opponents, but their own supporters 
they have treated very shabbily, and that is the 
way Rosewood was treated when the £10,000,000 
loan was concocted. It is so in the nature of 
things. The people of l~osewood repeatedly 
interviewed the present Government and 
the late Minister for vVorks on the subject. 
'fhey asked the Government to build a rail
way and said they would guarantee the interest, 
and when the Government would not entertain 
that proposition they offered to build the railwn,y 
themselves if the Government would guarantee 
4 per cent., and that they also refused. Why 
they did so in their wisdom I cannot understrmd. 
On that occasion I addressed a memorandum to 
the Government, which I believe embodies all 
the arguments, or most of the arguments, that 
can be advanced in favour of the proposition 

and also suggests the necessary safeguards, so 
that no danger should arise to the community. 
vVith the permission of the House I will read 
this memorandum:-

SIR, 

I have .the honour of again drawing your atten
tion to the imperative necessity existing to amend the 
railway policy of Q.ueenslanrl by some comprehensive 
measure which 1vill facilitate the construction of rail
ways by private enterprise without departing from 'the 
fundamental principles of our railway policy, viz. :
'fhat our rn.ilways, the same as our post and telegraphic 
systems, should remain in the hands of the people, i.e., 
the State, for the very weighty reasons that these all
important means of traffic and communication should 
not !all into the hands of companies or private parties. 
who, according to experience, would certainly apply to 
such railways as instruments of exploitation and 
extortion on the people, a contingency to which the 
majority of the people of Queensland, and its present 
Government, particularly t.he hon. the Premier, are so 
decidedly and so wisely opposed. But owing to the great 
extent of the territory of Queensland, its immense 
na.tural wealth and resources, and the consequent spread 
and settlement of the people on its surface, it is almost 
impossible for administrative development and the 
extension of our railways to keep pace with the 
progress of the colony. 'l'his inability on the part of 
the Government to meet all the pressing demands for 
railway construction, and the consequent moneta.ry 
difficulties arising therefrom, was taken as a pretext 
by the late Administration to completely reverse the 
established railway policy of the colony. These pre
mises, I believe, arc amply verified by the experiences 
of your Government, it~asrnuch as your Government, 
on its advent to power, took the railway and works 
policy of the past as their base line, and projected 
therefrom what was then generally considered 'a bold 
and comprehensive works and railway policy,' for the 
term of five years, involving a loan of not less than ten 
millions. Yet soon alter this policy had received the 
sanction of Parliament demands for more railways were 
made on all sides that would require another large 
loan. Admitting that some of these demands may be 
frivolous-instigated by interested 1notives ot land 
speculators-it cannot be denied that many of the rail
ways so dernandef\ are more urgently required and 
would prove more remunerative than hundreds of miles 
of railways included in the ten~million loan. Before 
suggesting the nature of the amendment of the 
colony's railway policy, pleaded for in this memo., 
I may state that I am conscious of tbe necessity 
to carefully discriminate between the nature of such 
railways as might be effected by the alteration sought 
for and those railways that should remain intact under 
the policy of the State hitherto prevailing. 'J'he main 
lines to the but thinly populated far West certainly 
coulcl not have been demanded by as many people a5 
some small branch lines are in thickly po1n1lated dis~ 
tricts, and, as the returns show, are worked with a 
loss; yet there are important State reasons tvhy 
they, like our postal and t,elegraphic institutions, 
should be built by and remain in the hands of the 
State. The same applies to what is denominated the 
'Transcontinental Itailway,' connecting in the intel'ior 
our several trunk lines, and to the coast lines for addi
tional strategical reasons. But, as already stated, the 
rapid increase of population and the great progress of 
settlement in the various parts of the colony are causing 
sneh a demand for more railways and branch lines as 
will be impossible for any Govermnent to meet, a1though 
such lines may otTer the best guarantees for _profitable 
investment. It is in order to meet difficulties of this 
nature that I have the honour of making these earnest 
representations to the Government~ and I sincerely 
trust that the Government in its wisdom may see the 
force of the necessity for submitting to Parlimnent 
during the next session a measure that will facilitate 
the construction by private enterprise of such railways 
thought necessary, tbe immediate building of 1vhich, 
however, the Government may not be able to entertain. 
A measure encouraging the building of railways by 
1-lrivate enterprise. by guaranteeing a certain amount 
of interest, say 4 _per cent., with prol'Jer safeguards 
for the faithful and economic construction and 
working lines of this description. the Government 
also reserving the right for purchasing the same 
at any time on definite conditions, could scarcely be 
described as a depftrture from the established rail
way policy of the colony. It would not only relieve 
the Government and the country from agitations for 
useless political railways, but would ensure the bnlld
ing of railways where actually required, and would 
simply amount to extended contracts~ including also 
the procuration of money for constructing same. 
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A striking instance in proof of these contentions is the 
branch line to Mount Esk, vid the Pine Mountains. 
This line ought to have branched off somewhere 
about Walloon, and pas.;;ecl through the centre 
of the Rosewood-one of the most prosperous and 
densely populated farming districts in the colony
thereby affording the much-needed transit facilities, 
and consequently would have proved a profitable invest
ment from the verv start. Instead of this, the line in 
question, under th8 late Administration, either through 
political infitumce or error of judgment, was built 
via the Pine Mountains, passing through an arid and 
uninhabitable country, an1l the only traffic afforded 
to it is derivMd from the last few stations touching 
the l<osewood district. That the correction of this 
serious error is a, most legitimftte object for the pre
sent Administration to entertain, I ha.ve repentcdly 
brought under the notice of your Government. Several 
dep~1tations which I had the honour of introducing 
to you laid before you their just chims for this 
branch line vid Marburg. The last deputation of these, 
a most influential one, when receiving an unfavour
able reply, offered to construct the line in question by 
}Wivate enterprise if the Government \vonld assist them 
with a guarantee of a moderate interest, say 4 ·per 
cent., on the cost of construction, the Government to 
retain the req_uiBite right of supervision and control, 
to ensure the working of the line in the interest of the 
public, and also to retain the right of purchasing same 
at any time on definite terms. This proposition 
evidently must have appeared to you as fair. inasmuch 
as you then expressed yourself somewhat to this effect: 
that you would not care to rem11.in a member of a 
Government that would not entertain such reasonable 
propositions to assist a people anxious to help them
selves if the Government for certain reasons would not 
or could not carry out such works of their own accord. 
The propositions just stated were repeated in writing 
and submitted to your Government; yet, after all, 
blank denial is the only consolation vouchsafed to one 
of the most deserving districts of the colony. These 
propositions also appeared to me so reasonable that it 
is imr)ossible for me to conceive why they should not 
be entertained by the Government. Even if such 
guaranteed branch lines through populous or rich 
agricultural districts were not payable at first, but 
would require for some years the payment of the whole 
interest gnaranteed, the country would be amply 
compensated for this seeming loss by the increased 
value of the land, affected by such railways, which, 
collectively speaking, is also increase of national 
wealth. Besides this, the progress of settlement 
and the Consequent increase of population is a most 
important factor not to be overlooked, inasmuch as 
every European inhabitant as a taxpayer is at least 
of seven (7) pounds sterling annual value to the 
Treasury. The more I see of the North of Queens
land, the more am I impressed of the immense im
portance such closely settled farming districts as the 
Rosewood by European settlers are to the State. 
The Government have pcoposed, and Parliament has 
approved of, a loan vote of £50,000 for the purpose of 
disproving the palpably interested assertions of mono
polising capitalists, and to prove the possibility of pro
fitable farming and settlement on small selections by 
Europeans in the North. But in Eas~ and West ~fore
ton, particularly in the Rosewood, settlement has been 
effected, better than which could not be desired; and 
all this has been accomplished, not only without Gov
ernment assistance, but actually affording at the same 
time an ample source of revenue to the Treasury. In 
presenting herewith the claims of the central district 
of the Rosewood to better means of transit facilities, I 
may state tbat I have been agatn reminded to act in the 
matter, and that I have been requested to obtain a 
definite reply, as the parties interested in this branch 
line were ready with the necessary funds for building 
the same, provided the Government offer reasonable 
assistance. 

I really cannot see why the Governm'ent should 
have the least objection to bring in a measure 
to facilitate the construction of railways by 

, private enterprise, and guarantee a certain 
amount of interest. Here I proposed a 4 per 
cent, guarantee. I will recede from that, and 
say that even 3 per cent. would do, so as to 
ensure that the Government will not be made 
instruments of speculation by guaranteeing a 
high interest. There is a general impression 
that money is very scarce now in the colony ; 
but it is just as plentiful as ever for profitable 
investment, It is very scarce in the hands of 
the working population on account of the 

tightness of employment, but it is very plentiful 
in the hands of speculators. There are any 
amount of capitalists who are at their wits' end 
to find profitable and safe investments, and I 
believe half-a-dozen railways might be constructed 
within the next three or four yea.rs, provided the 
Government gave a reasonable guarantee. There 
is no one more opposed to monopolising companies 
than I am, but in this case, instead of allowing 
companies to monopolise to the injury of the 
people, I would make use of the capitalists for 
the benefit and advancement of the colony. I 
have no objection to capitalists; they are as 
necessary as labour. vVith these few remarks, 
I beg to move the resolution standing in my 
name, 

The PREMIER said : Mr. Speaker,-It is, 
of course, quite impossible for the Government, 
during the present session, to introduce a Bill 
for this purpose. In the present state of public 
business it would be qnite idle to attempt to 
make this proposed radical change in our method 
of constructing railways. I believe myself that 
the best way of constructing railways in this 
country is for the State to construct them. I 
believe the worst way is by the land-grant 
system; and I believe that a way not quite so 
bad as that, and not so good as the State con
structing them, is the guarantee system. In 
many cases there might be no serious objection to 
adopting that system. 

Mr. NORTON: It has not answered else
where. 

The PREMIER : It has not been a success I 
know, and I can see reasons why it has not been 
so. The operation of the system in Tasmania 
has not been a success. By some singular acci
dent, or coincidence, it has happened in Tasmania 
that the net profits on that line vary from about 
£5 a year to about £50. The Government 
guarantee 4 per cent,, and of course the profits 
have to go in reduction of the guarantee. I 
think that last year the net profit was £6, and 
the previous year £48-or figures like that. The 
profits somehow are so managed that the Govern· 
ment have to pay exactly 4 per cent. 

Mr. NOR TON: It is the s3ome in India. 
The PREMIER : In most cases it is like that. 

They a! ways manage to receive their 4 per 
cent., and what might otherwise be profits are 
spent in paying what are called working ex
penses, but in reality in improvements, or else 
the work is not carried on as profitably as it 
might be. I do not know that it is worth while 
seriously to discuss the matter this afternoon. 
We cannot do anything with it during the present 
session. On various occasions I have been commu
nicated with by persons willing to construct rail
ways on the guarantee principle, and I have asked 
them to put their proposals in a concrete form in 
writing, and I would see what could be done 
with them. But very few have made any further 
approach on the subject, Now, the hon. mem
ber mentioned a railway at Rose wood; I believe 
that is a place where a rail way constructed on 
inexpensive principles might he made to pay
an exceedingly light line with steep gradients, 
something of the character of some of the tram
ways they have in Sydney-the steam tram
ways. 

Mr. NOR TON : It ought to pay the Govern 
ment to construct them. 

The PREMIER : It might. I do not know 
whether it would or not. We cannot propose 
during the present session to do so. · It has been 
suggested by the · hon, member for Rosewood 
that the guarantee system might be applied to a 
railway in that district. If any proposition were 
made by the promoters of an undertaking of that 
kind it would receive very serious consideration. 
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I do not see the same objection to allowing 
branch railways to get into private hand~ that 
applies to main trunk lines ; but I do not think, 
l\Ir. Speaker, at the present time it will be nny 
use discussing the matter any further, as, of 
comse, the G~vernment cannot introduce the 
necessary Bill this session" As I have said on 
previous occasions, the Government may at some 
time have to adopt some modification of the 
system, but they cannot at the present time. 

Mr. NORTON said : Mr" Speaker,--" I believe 
this gu>trantee system has proved to be a bad one, 
not only in Tasmania, but elsewhere. Lines were 
guaranteed in India and in Canada; but I know 
they are uot regarded in any \vay as successes. 
Now, there is one objection that stands out very 
fatally, and that is, that if the Government c:tn 
afford to guarantee the 4 per cent. upon such 
lines, they can afford to do the work themselves 
and borrow the money at 4 per cent. Surely 
they ought to be able to do that, because, then, 
if there are profits over and above the 4 per cent. 
the Government will have them, and if there are 
losses, the Government will have them also, under 
the guarantee arrangement ; so that if they are 
to have the losses they might as well have the 
chances of the profits. I do not wish to so,y any
thing about this particular line, because I believe 
if a short line would pay this is the one that 
would. But I do not think that any of these 
short lines ought to be built under ·the same 
system of construction which our lines generally 
are. If there are to be, in future, agricultural 
lines purely, then they must be of the cheapest 
character that can be constructed; because we 
all know very well that agricultural lines, built 
at the same cost which we now pay, are not 
remunerative. The farmers wish that their pro
duce should be carried at the lowest vossible 
rates, which is natural, and the Government will 
have to bear the burden, and cannot make a 
profit out of the undertaking. I know the hon. 
member for Rosewood has been interesting· him
self in this subject, sir, for some three or four 
years. I remember his agitating in this House 
certainly two years ago, perhaps more than that, 
and from all we hear there is a great deal to 
justify the construction of a line by the Gov
ernment to l\Iarbnrg, if it were to be con
structed on economical principles. I think that 
is one of the points which will have to be 
considered in regard to branch lines. I say th:tt, 
partly as the result of a conversation which I had 
lately with a gentleman of great experience in the 
traffic management of railways, who told me that 
he believed the right principle to be adopted in 
these colonies, if we wish to carry out agricultural 
lines and branch lines, is that which I have referred 
to. They must be made as cheaply as possible and 
then they will be remunerative ; but if they are 
not made cheaply-if they are made as we 
make ordinary trunk lines-it will be impos
sible for them to be remunerative. Of course 
there arc certain advantages which the country 
gains by the construction of lines of that 
character; but we have to consider in discussing 
these matters, not merely the general advan
tages, but that we have to pay the interest on the 
money the Government borrow. For my part I 
cannot agree with the hon. member's proposal, 
which he has taken so much trouble over, in 
any case. Of course there are exceptions to 
every rule, and there may be some exceptions to 
this; but so far as I have had an opportunity 
of judging, sir, and I have read a good deal in con
nection with these guarantee lines, I believe there 
arenocases where a Government which can borrow 
money for railway construction can be justified 
in guaranteeing interest to a company to con
struct a line for them. I do not mean to dis
courage the hon. member, because I know he 
has the interests of his constituency at heart in 

bringing the matter forward. If ever a proposal 
of the kind is made in the House while I hold a 
seat in it, I can only say that, as a general 
principle, I shall oppose the construction of 
guarantee ra.ilways. 

Mr. MACl<'ARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
think a great dea.J may be said in favour of rail
ways built on a 3 per cent. guarantee, or even a 
2~ per cent. guarantee. Of course, if the Gov
ernment did pass a Bill in that direction, they 
would not be compelled to build such railways. 
'I'hey would have to be all0wed to exercise their 
own discretion as to whether a rail way would be 
likely to pay where it was applied for. Under 
the present financial circumstances of the country, 
a proposition of this kind might be very well 
entertained. If a private company were willing 
to build a line of rail way through a thickly 
settled district such as Rosewood, and to borrow 
money to do it, and that money were to be 
supplied by the shareholders, the Govern
ment only guaranteeing 3 per cent. interest, 
then I think it would be a very fair way of 
making a short railway. The only argument I 
see against it is the shortness of time during the 
present session for bringing in such a Bill. I 
think the hem. member should not be discouraged, 
and hope he will not lose sight of the matter 
should he be in the House another session. If I 
am here I shall be very glad to help him to pass 
a Bill through the House for the purpose of 
making short lines in agricultural districts. I 
do not think it is very likely the system will 
work for large lines ; but in the cases of branch 
lines, I do not think the Government will com
mit themselves very much in passing such a Bill, 
and giving encouragement to small companies by 
guaranteeing interest in this way. 

Mr. BAILEY said: Mr. Speaker,-! rise to 
draw attention to the fact that it is now fi o'clock, 
and we shall have no opportunity of discussing 
private members' business after 6 o'clock. 
Nearly the whole of the afternoon has been 
taken up in discussing matters which are cer
tainly of great public importance, but which 
might have been brought forward on Govern
ment days. 

'rhe PREMIER : And block Government 
business! 

Mr. BAILEY: I consider that private mem
bers' business is of eqmtl importance with Govern
ment business, and I hope that private members 
will have more time given them for the considera
tion of their business than they have at present. 
I am speaking as to the rights of private mem
bers, and I say that our business should take 
precedence on a private members' day, instead of 
being blocked in this way with questions which 
are rather of public importance, and do not so 
much concern private members. Private members 
concede a great deal to the Government, and 
even if the Government find themselves blocked 
now and again, they need not object to private 
members having the whole of the time allotted to 
them to which they are entitled. 

Mr. KELLETT said: Mr. Speaker,-!think 
that as all our lines have been built by the State 
with borrowed money, it would hardly be advis
able to make provision for the construction of 
even small lines by private companies. I think 
that where settlement can be effected by means 
of a branch line, and where good country can be 
opened up for settlement by means of railway 
construction, it should be done by the Govern
ment. And iu order Lhat these branch lines 
may pay they should be constructed as cheaply 
as possible; but as I said before, I do not think 
it advisable that they should be made on the 
guarantee principle by private companies, 
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Mr. ISAMBERT, in reply, said: Mr. Speaker, 
-I believe I went fully into the dangers arising 
from building railways on the guarantee prin
ciple, and that is the reason I proposed the very 
small rate of interest of 3 per cent. The hon. 
member for Ipswich, J\lr. J\Iadarlane, sug-gested 
that the rate should be 2~ per cent., and probably 
that would be a sufficient guarantee. There is 
reason to believe that even with that guarantee 
companies would be formed for building railways 
and making them remunemtive, and the Govern
ment could make provision for buying· such rail ways 
ta any time and incorporating them with our rail
waysystem. \Vith snch a provision andalowrate 
of interest I cannilt see where any danger could 
arise. Instead of borrowing rnoney for the con
struction of railways the Government would 
simply have to guarantee a low rate of interest, 
while those who constructed the railways would 
have to borrow the money. The Government 
might also reserve the right to supervise the con
struction of the rail ways as well as the working 
of them. I cannot see any objection to such a 
principle, and I hope that whatever Government 
may be in power next session they will introduce 
such a measure as I propose, or else make pro
vision for a branch line through the Rosewood 
district. 

Mr. lrOOTE said: Mr. Speaker,-The object 
the hon. gentleman has in view I have no doubt 
is a very good one-namely, to facilitate the 
construction of railways to centres of population 
where progress has been rapid, more especi:1lly 
in such a case as that referred to by the hon. 
member-Marburg--in the centre of the Rose
wood district. But I do not see how the Govern
ment can introduce it. They certainly cannot 
undertake it without bring-ing in a Bill for that 
purpose. The result of introducing such a 
measure would be a regular rush of rail ways to be 
constructed; and if one party got theirs, another 
would put in a claim, and a state of financial 
disaster would ensue, as the Government would 
not be able to find money enough to carry out 
the whole of the lines. But I do believe a rail
way in the direction named by the hon. member 
for Rosewood is very necessary, though I am of 
opinion that the Government should undertake 
it. Failing that, it might be possible for the 
divisional board to undertake the construction of 
the railway, the Government lending them the 
money at a fair rate of interest. Of course, we 
cannot expect that the Government should do it 
this session, though the next Government might 
attempt it, as it is only a short line of seven 
miles, and would not require a great deal of money 
to complete. It might be constructed upon the ne\v 
principle-steel sleepers-and not be a very costly 
affair. I hope that there will, as hon. members 
expect, be a great saving in rail way -making- in con
sequence of that discovery, as it is possible, in 
that case, that many places that are now very 
desirous to have railways will be able to obtain 
them at no distant date. The House, last 
session, approved of the construction of a railway 
to Laidley Creek. The railway which the hon. 
member proposes should be made through the 
Rosewood district, is another that is wanted, 
and it will only be a short line. The district 
is a very flourishing one, as you know, Mr. 
Speaker. It is one of those districts which 
will require attention in regard to railw'ly 
communication, and I have no doubt that it 
will receive attention from the Government. 
I cannot, however, see how the Government can 
adopt the principle involved in this motion with
out bringing in a Bill for that purpose, and if 
that were d:me it wJu!d have to be on a limited 
scale, and if it were left to the Government to 
say what railways should be introduced, we 
should go back to the old system which prevailed 
before we had divisional boards, when every 

member went in for roads and bridges for his 
own particular electorate. I think, however, 
that the matter should b0 left in the hands of the 
Government as it is at present, and I have no 
doubt that in the course of time, perhaps not so 
long a time as under the method the hon. mem
ber proposes, probably in a year or two, a railway 
will be constructed in the Rosewood district. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said: Mr. Speaker,-I see 
that hon. members are not in favour of the 
gu>trantee principle, and with the permission 
of the House I will withdraw the motion. 

JYiotion, by leave, withdrawn. 

QUEE"'SLAND TllUSTEES AND EXECU
TORS SOCIETY, LIMITED, BILL. 

SECOND READIXG. 

Mr. CHUBB said: Mr. Speaker,-In moving 
the second reading of this Bill, I desire to inform 
hon. members that the objects of the Bill are 
briefly stated in the preamble, which I will read. 
It is as follows:-

" ·whcrPns from the nncertah1tv of human life and 
other causes great difliculty often ~arises in securing the 
services of suitable persons for the office of trustee, 
executor, and other similar offices, and whereas in order 
to secure the more certain discharge of the dutie~ of 
such offices a company has been formed and incoryor
ated under the Companies Act, 1863, l)y the name 
of 'The Queens; land 'J'ruste~~s and Executor~ Society~ 
I~imited,' with the object among other purposes of 
affording persons the opportunity of obtaining the 
services of a vermanent corporation for the performanJe 
of the duties of such offices, and thus to remove much 
of the uncertainty and insecurity which attend the 
appointment of private individuals: And \Vhereas it is 
ex)Jcdient to enable the said incorporated company to 
act as executor, administrator, and trustee, and to 
perform and discharge all the duties of such offices, 
and to receive remuneration for suC'h duties and also to 
act as receiver and as committee of the estate under 
the Insanity Act of 188-:t, or ot11erlaw for the time being 
in force relating to the manage•11ent of the estates of 
insane persons, and as agent under power of attorney, 
and to perform and discharge all the duties of such 
o1lices, and to receive remuncratiun for such duties." 

Thme are the objects for which the company 
ask Parliament to confer on them the powers 
which are provided in this Bill. I may say in 
commencing that the Bill has been carefully 
drafted by a member of the Bar, who haR been 
employed by the Premier to draft Bills, and 
who has considerable experience in drafting 
Bills. I regret that I was unable to secure 
the Attorney-General on this committee, be
cause I would like to have had his valuable 
assistance and criticism, as this is the first 
measure of the kind that has been brought 
before this House, althour;h similar measures 
have been in force in the co!rJ!lv of Victoria 
and other places for some time: I therefore 
invite the serious criticism of my learned friends 
the Attorney-Genera,] and the Premier, both 
g-enerally and legally, and also of all members of 
the House. I think it will be admitted that the 
question is one of some importance. The object 
of the Bill is mainly this : to enable the incor
porated company-and of course there is no 
objection, if Parliament approves of a Bill of this 
kind, to other companies, having the same object, 
being hereafter formed-to discharge the duties of 
executor, administrator, trustee, and agent, just 
in the same wtty as ordinary individuals now do. 
It does not rerJuire a lawyer to know that great 
difficulties are often experienced in obtaining 
suitable persons to act in the administration of 
estates of deceased persons, and not only so, but 
great inconvenience arises through the circum
stances under which those persons are appointed. 
Take this case : A man in his will appoints a 
friend executor ; well, that friend dies befure the 
testator, or after the death of the testator the 
person may become insane. He may leave the 
colony or he may refuse to act; or his business 
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arrangements mfty be of such a nature thftt he 
is not able to give the time ftnd ftttention nece8-
sary to the effective discharge of the fiduciary 
duties. So that I think it will be admitted that 
a ]Jermanent society such as this, or similar 
societies, are no doubt well qualified to perform 
these duties, always providing that due care is 
taken to see that the interests of the estates 
committed to their hands are well protected. 
Now, evidence was taken by the committee, and 
it will be found in the papers in the hands 
of hon. gentlemen. The evidence of :i\Tr. Rilth
ning, a solicitor of experience in this colony, and 
also of J\Ir. Drown, one of the directors of the 
cnmpany, was taken, and they concllrred in Haying 
that the powers proposed to be given will be 
beneficial to the administration of estates. :i\Ir. 
Riithning in his evidence refers to a number of 
similar statutes. I think there are three in Vic
toria dealing with similar companies. This Bill is 
drawn upon the lines of the Victorian Acts, and 
regarcllms been hacl to the alteration" that have 
been made in the later Acts, and to embody the most 
beneficial provision, which can be found in them. 
The advantages that a person appointing a com
pany to act would have would be that the funds of 
the company and the shareholders would be liable 
to rnake good any deficiencies. At prel:lent if a nutn 
appoints a person as executor under his will he is 
required to give no security. He may post<ibly 
be a man of 8traw, and there is nothing to pre
vent him, if so minded, from making ducks and 
drakes of the estate. True, he is liable to punish
ment, and his estate may be used to make good his 
wrongdoing, and the same may be said of trustees. 
Administrators of course have to give bomls to 
the court for the due administration of the estate. 
The bonds are required up to a certain amount, 
and they have to be given by responsible persons; 
but having a comrxwy to deal with, and assum
ing it to be sound and solvent, of which 
we have good indication in this case, their 
funds would always be liable for the full value of 
the estate which came into their hands. \IV e 
should have a permanent company who would 
admini8ter estates in such a way as to give the 
greatest benefits to the persons interested in 
estates. There is another point which I would 
like to make prominent. J\Iany persons who 
are appointed as executors under wills, and per
sons who obtain administration, are relatives of 
the deceased persons, and are ignorant and 
uneducated, and not capable of keeping accounts. 
Consequently estates at times get into inextricable 
confusion, and it is extremely difficult to get the 
accounts made out properly. :iYiany of those cases 
have come under my notice where no accounts 
have been kept, and there is nothing to show 
how the estates have been administered. I will 
now deal with the provisions of the Bill. The 
2nd clause is the first important provision 
which I need direct attention to, and I do not 
think there will be any objection to that. It 
provides that the company may obtain probate 
and act as executor to wills where they have 
been named in the will as such executor. I need 
not dwell upon that clause; it seems to be reason
able that, if the testator names the company as 
executor, there should be no objection to the 
company so acting. The next clause provides for 
the case of what is called "letters of adminis
tration with the will annexed," and to non
legal members I will explain it in this way : 
A man makes his will, and forgets to name 
any person as his executor. He dies qttasi 
intestatus. He has made a will but not appointed 
any person to carry out the trusts. Also in 
cases where the executor refuses to act, or dies 
during the lifetime of testator, or before probate 
is obtained, or becom~s incapable by reason of 
insanity; in those cases the grant would be 
made by letters of administration with the will 

annexed. Now, the rule oflawis this: thrttin that 
case the court gives the administration with the 
will annexed to the person who has the greatest 
interest, the rig·ht of administration following 
the right of property. In that case, unless 
there is special objectien, the residuary legatee 
is the person who is appointecl administra
tor with the will annexed, but in many 
cctses of course it would be the next of 
kin. \V ell, I think, then, there can be 
no objection to allowing the 3rd section to 
apply in this way : that is, that a person 
baviniT died nnder the circnmstances I have 
described, having made a will but having 
named no executors, or having named executors 
who refused to act or who had become inca]Xt· 
citated from ftcting, then the person who 
would be entitled to apply to have administration 
granted to him may authorise the company to 
apply for nnd obtain administration of the estate. 
Then clause 4 provides for another case-thnt any 
per.snn \Vho is named as an executor according 
to the tenor and who would be entitled to 
probate of the will may apply to the court 
and obtain prohates in cases of that kind. 
"~Jxecntor according to the tenor" n1eans this : 
where no person is named as executor, yet 
there are expressions in the will which point 
to a certain person as the person intended to be 
executor, he is then called "executor in tenor." 
This provision is to meet a case similar to the 
last, but under slightly different circumstance~, 
and is to apply unless the testator shall, by h1s 
will, have expressed his clesire th,>t the office of 
executor should not be delegated. Then the 5th 
section provides similarly f~r letters of adminis
trat,ion. It says :-· 

H Any person entitled to obtain administration to the 
estate of an\' intestate dying either before or after the 
passing of this Act may, in~tead of himself applying for 
administrn.tion, authorise the 00mpany to apply for 
administration to such estate, and administration to 
the estate of the intestate mny be granted to the com~ 
pany upon its o\vn application when so authorised, 
such autboritv to be \'erified in sncll 1nanner as the 
court may rcqllire." 

That, of course, is of importance, because, where 
there is no will, it gives, in intestacy, powers 
to the company the same as in the 3rd and 4th 
sections. The committee thought it acl visahle 
to introduce the Gth clause to put a question 
raised by the three preceding sections beyond a 
don bt. It was suggested that possibly these 
sections might be deemed to exclude persons who 
might have a right to be heard, and the com
mittee inserted this clause to provide for that:-

"Nothing in the third, fm1l'th, and fifth sections hereof 
shall prejudice or a1fect the rights of any person or 
persons interested in the estate of any deceased person, 
other than snch 11ersons as are mentioned in the said 
sections, to apply for and ohtain probate or letters of 
administration with or witllont the will annexed in any 
of the cases therein mentioned." 

The effect of that clause is this : that while the 
persons who are primarily entitled to apply for 
probate or administration, as the case may be, 
may nominate a company to discharge their 
duties, yet other persons "·ho may have perhaps 
equal rights, or rights secondary to those persons 
primarily entitled, may still go to the court, and 
may apply, or show grounds why the company 
should not receive the probate or letters of 
administration. The next section provides 
that the court may act upon the affidavit of 
the managing director or the genera,] manager, 
or acting general manager, in applications 
for probate or administration ; that is, the man
aging officer of the company makes the necessary 
affidavit accompanying the applJcation for the 
grant. The 8th section is one which received a 
considerable amount of attention from the com
mittee. It deals with the question of security. 
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I have before said that administmtion bonds are 
required from persons obtaining letters of ad
ministration. The rule now is that the adminis
trator has to give secnrity to double the mnrmnt 
of the estate; but where the estate is v•et·y 
large, or there a.re special circurnstances, 
such as the estate being practically realised, 
mostly money in the bank, or very little trouble 
in winding it np, the court will, upon application 
and upon pro11er groundR being shown, authorise 
a less amount of security to be given. For 
instance, it has been reduced in some cases to 
one and a-half times instead of double the 
an1mrnt of the estate, and other ratio~ according 
to the circumstances of each case. This clause 
does nCJt at first take away the duty imposed upon 
the company to give brmds in the same way as 
an administrator has to gi l'e bonds on obtaining 
letters of administration. The provision is that 
so soon as the company-
" Shall possess a paid-up capital of not less than t\venty 
thousand pounds, of whieh paid-up capital ton thou
sand pounds shall be inve<;ted in the purchase of 
debentnrn or inscribed stock in such of the public 
funds of the colony as the directors of the company 
may select in the name of the 'rreasnrcr of the colony 
in trust for the company, but trans'erablc only nvon 
the joint consent of the 'rreasnrcr of the colony and the 
company, or upon the order of the court-or of a jndge 
thereof, the said liability of the capital and assets of 
the company shall be deemed, in case of lette•·s of 
administration granted to the cmnpan_,., to be sntncieut 
secnrity in place and stead of the honcl taken m the 
case of priYat.e inrliddnals to whom letters of ad
ministration may be granted." 

Reference has been made to this clause outside 
the House and in the Press. The Bill as it 
stood provided for a paid-up capital of £5,000 
and invested capital of £3,000, while all the 
Victorian statutes had the amounts which the 
committee inserted in this Bill-£20,000 paid-up 
capital and £10,000 invested capital. It was 
suggested that if the committee insisted upon 
this amendment it would h<we the effect of 
hampering young companies just started, and 
would almost preyent them doing business. 
One ground urged was this: that £10,000 
was a large su1n to require a company to 
h:we invested at a low rate of interest. How
ever, it was pointed out that the company 
is not debarred from doing business if they have 
not that amount of capital in vested. They can 
still carry on business, but they will have to find 
security for administration in the same way as 
an ordinary individual has to find security. These 
provisions only come into operation when they 
have a paid-up and invested capital of the 
amount mentioned. By the time they have 
reached that position I think it probable they 
will he in such a flourishing- condition that they 
will have large estates in their hands, and it is 
only fair and right that they should have to pro
vide ample security for the funds entrusted to their 
administration. Of course there are other assets 
which would be available, and to which I will 
refer later on, but the committee were generally 
of opinion that it would be right to insist upon thiE 
proviso, and the amendment was consequently 
made in accordance with the provisions of the 
Victorian Acts. The 9th section provides for the 
appointment of a company as trustee, receiver, 
or committee of an estate under the Insanity Act. 
There is in that, matter deserving of discussion 
with regard to the liability of the company on 
matters connected with their action as a com
mittee, trustee, or receiver, under the Insanity 
Act. Hon. members will observe that the 
section states that--

" The capital of the com1mny, both paid and unpaid, 
and all other assets of the company, shall be liable for 
the proper discharge of the duties cmnmitted to the 
company, and so soon as the paid-up capital of the 
company shall amount to five thousand pounds, such 
liability of the capital and other assets of the company 
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slutll be deemed sufficient security for the discharge of 
snch dutie}\ in place of the bond required from private 
persons \Yhcn appoiutcd as receiver or committee." 
There is a difference in the capital here, because, 
probably, they would not be appointed a commit
tee in 1nany ca.ses ; at any rate, not nearly in so 
many cases as in the case of ordinary adminis
tration. Tt was thought t.hat the House might 
think it desirable to alter this amount of £5,000 
to £10,000, the same as in the 8th section. The 
question of what is the prc,per amount is a 
matter, therefore, for hon. members to decide, 
and they will have to say what they think 
is a neces::-;ary arrwnnt to infmre safety. 
The lOth clatme enables the company to act 
umler a power-of-attorney by the managing 
director, or general manager, or the acting 
general manag·er, or two directors. There semns 
to be no objection to that, and I think if one 
individual may appoint another to act as his 
attorney, there can be no objection to a company 
being appointed in the same way. The 11th sec
tion provides for the appointment of a company 
to net as tf~mporary executor, ad1ninistrator, or 
trustee. This clause was amended by the com
mittee, and I therefore clra w hon. members' 
attention to it. As it stood it. was doubtful 
whether the executor or administrator should 
apply to the court for probate of administration 
before he delegated his authority to the company, 
and the committee thnnght it was inadvisable, 
at any rate, to let him have that authority. 
As the executor need not necessarily prove the 
will, and the committee were of opinion that 
delay might take place, they th.-mght it advisable 
only to allow those powers after the probate or 
letters of administration had been obtained from 
the court; then the executor might appoint the 
company temporarily to discharge his duties. 
The provision is, after stating that the company 
may be so appointed to act as executor, that-

" The company i.f so a1)pointed b~' deed filed in accord
anre with an.v la'v now or hereafter to be in force pro
vitling ·for the filing of powers-of~attorney may act 
within the scope of the authority conferred upon it as 
effectually as the executor, administrator, or trustee 
could have acted, and mH.y exercise all discretionary 
anrl other pmvers delf'gated by the principal as fully as 
the principal could have exercised them." 
I am not aware that there is any law in force 
here requiring powers-of-attorney to be filed in 
the Supreme Court, although they are filed in 
the Real Property Office; but there may be at 
some future time, and therefore I think there 
can be no objection to the adoption of the clause. 
The 12th section enables executors, adminis
trators, trustees, receivers, and committees to 
appoint the company to discharge duties for 
them, and the 13th section provides this 
authority by motion on an application, which 
requires to be advertised; then the motion comes 
before the court, and the court may make such 
order as it thinks fit, and direct as to the cost of 
the proceedings. The Hth section provides that 
the 1nanaging director, or general manager, may 
attend the court or elsewhere on behalf of the 
company, and that the directors shall be per
sonally responsible to the court; the concluding 
part of the clause stating that-

" ~otwithstanding such 11ersonal responsibility of the 
said managing director, general manager, acting general 
manager for the time being. and directors, the capital 
both paid and unpaid and all the assets of the comparny 
shall remain liable for any pecnniary loss which may 
be occasioned or which may happen through the im
perfect or improper discharge, or through the neglect 
of the company or any of its officers of any act or duty 
in respect of any office, appointment, or engagement 
held or entered Ul)Oll by the company.'' 
The 15th section provides for the amount nf 
commission to he paid to the company. Upon 
this section there is a good deal to be said, and I 
should like hon. members to consider the effect 
of it. It provides that the company are to 
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receive commission not to exceed in any cn,se £5 
for every £100 of the capital vn,lue of any estate 
committed to the ml1mtgement of the company 
as execntor, administrator, trustee, or cmn1nittee, 
and £5 for every £100 of income received by the 
company as execntor, achninistrator, trustee, 
receiver, or cmnmittee, or of capital or incon1e 
received by the company as an attorney acting 
under power-of-attorney. That is, that on 
administering, the company may charge up to 
5 per cent. on the capital value of the estate; 
and where they have the mann,gement of an 
estate afterwards, they may charge not exceed
ing 5 per cent. on the mmual income, for 
management. This section was especially referred 
to in the committee. It was pointed out by 
one member of the committe--I think, myself 
-thn,t in cases of larg·e estates it seemed rather 
a large amount of remuneration to give the 
company, when the conrts in mn,ny cases only 
allowed 2& per cent., and in some cases even 
less. Where the estate is very large, and the 
trouble comparatively small, the court will not 
allow 5 per cent., which is the highest amount of 
commission sanctioned by the court. In answer 
to that, rt was pointed out that the company had 
framed a general schedule or scale of their 
charges, and that it was unlikely they would 
charge the full amount in hrge estates, in the 
same way that commission agents, selling large 
properties, do not charge the Ol'dinary 5 pE>r cent., 
because if they did, they would not do so much 
business; there would be competition, and the 
charges would be reduced. In addition to that, 
there is a proviso in the section, that if in any 
case the court or :1 judge thereof shn,ll be of 
opinion that such commission is excessive, it 
shall be competent for such court or judge to 
reYiew and reduce the rate of such commission. 
Of course, this case may happen : A testa
tor mn,y, in his will, appoint the company 
executor, and he may name the amount of 
remuneration. There is nothing to prevent his 
doing that. At any rate, he can provide that 
if the company exceeded a certain rate of ·remu
neration theywould not be authorised to administer 
his estate. It was suggested that where a man 
with a large estate appointed the company his 
executor, and said, " If you take this work you 
are to have so much per cent. and no more ; if 
you do not take it on those terms you shall not 
have it at all," it would go in the ordinary way. 
But it was not thought necessary to provide for 
that, because millionaires would take all ordinary 
precautions to see that their estates were not 
overcharged. The 16th section provides that the 
court may remove the company from the office 
of executor, trustee, receiver, or committee, and 
may make an order with respect to any acts of 
omission or commission committed by the company 
or its officers. The 17th section provides that any 
person entitled may obtain an account upon ap
plication to the trustee, "'nd provision is made 
for enforcing the production of that account if 
any difficulty is experienced in obtaining it. If 
no sufficient account has been rendered by the 
company the court may order sufficient account 
to be rendered, and may mctke the company pay 
the costs of their refusal. The 18th section pro
vides that the Supreme Court or a judge may 
order audit in any estate committed to the com
pany ; a very useful provision. The 19th section 
provides for the voluntary winding-up of the 
company, and the 20th defines the liabilities 
of shareholders and directors. This section 
provides that the capital of the company is 
to be divided into shares of £10 each. Not 
more than half the share money shall be called 
up, except in the event of and for the 
purpose of the winding-up or dissolution of the 
company, and then every present and past 
member of the company shall, in addition to his 

liability to c0ntribute to his assets of the com
pany under the Companies Act of 1863, be liable 
to contribute to the extent of £5 upon each share 
of which he is or shall have been the holder 
\vithin one year, or, in the case of a director, 
two years preceding the commencement of the 
winding-up or dissolution of the company. 
Sections 21, 22, and 23 apply to the method of 
dealing with unclaimed balances, the provisions 
of section 21 being that at the end of five years 
all such money is to be paid into the Treasury, 
and they impose upon the Treasurer wnat I think 
is the onerous duty of keeping separate accounts 
for each estate, and investing the money in stock 
hom time to time. Section 22 provides the 
manner in which unclaimed moneys can be 
obtained ; that is by petition to the court, 
similar to the applications under the Trustees 
and Incapacitated Persons Act of 1857. According 
to this section no person is entitled to make 
application after six years ; that is to say, that 
after six years he is barred by statutory limita
tion, and loses his claim. The committee 
thought that was rather cumbrous, and as it 
imposed certain duties upon the. Treasurer, they 
considered that the system provided by the 
Intestn,cy Act might be adopted with, if neces
sary, some. modifications, instead of such a 
system as this; but as it was a question affecting 
the internal management of the Treasury, they 
preferred to leave it to the House, or to 
the Minister in charge of the department, 
to suggest such irnproven1ents in con1-
mittee, if the Bill pass the second reading, 
as may be thought desirable. The scheme 
of the Intestacy Act is that the Curator shall 
pay all moneys that have been in his hands for 
six yen,rs into the consolidated revenue, to be 
applied to such purposes as Parliament may 
determine; and at any time upon a claimant 
satisfying the Governor in Council that he is 
entitled to the money, he gets an order upon the 
Treasury for it without interest. \Ve thought 
that much simpler and much fairer than the pro
visions of the Bill, but, for the reasons I have 
given, the committee deemed it advisable not to 
make any alterations, but to allow the clauses 
to stand as they are, and draw attention to 
them in our report as we have done. Section 
23 provides that the Treasurer may obtain an 
account from the company if they do not give a 
proper statement. The next section provides 
that the returns made by the company shall 
be lodged with the Registrar-General. This 
deprives the company of any monopoly, and 
the following clause provides that when testators 
may nominate their own solicitors, the company 
shall not be liable for any loss occasioned by the 
negligence or misconduct of such solicitors unless 
such loss could have been prevented or avoided by 
the exercise of due care on the part of the com
pany. The clause was amended by the committee 
in that way. As the clause stood originally, it 
provided that in the case of a testator appoint
ing his own solicitor the company should not be 
responsible for any loss arising from his negligence 
or misconduct; but the committee thought that if 
the loss was attributable to any negligence on the 
part of the company they should be responsible 
for their own negligence. These are the provisions 
of the Bill, which I commend to the consideration 
of hon. members. I hope it will receive favour
able consideration at their hands and be passed 
into committee. I beg to move that the Bill 
be now read a second time. 

The PREMIER sn,id: Mr. Speaker,-! shall 
leave my hon. colleague the Attorney-General to 
refer to this Bill so far as details are concerned ; 
I wish to call attention only to what I con
ceive to be the main question involved in it, 
and that is the risk, the great risk, that the 
families of deceased persons would run by 
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the adoption of a scheme of this kind. I 
fully admit that it would be extremely con· 
venient for many purpuses to have a coinpany 
or some public body, more or less wiclely known, 
which it was understood would be avail::tble to be 
called upon by trustees and executor,, to perform 
duties of this kind. That ha,s been done in some 
places by the appointment of a, public trustee, 
for whom, of course. the Government would he 
guarantee, which I 'believe is a, very good prin
ciple too. That, I believe, is better than this 
experiment which has been tried in some of the 
other colonies. I am aware that it wa,s a long 
time in Victoria before they were allowed to try 
the experiment, and up tu the present I believe 
no evil has followed. But this is what I do not 
like: This is to bA a company of limited liability, 
and although the shareholders a,t first will no 
doubt be men of standing-men whom anyone 
would be glad to have as executors-they may 
not be always shareholders. You cannot tell to 
whom they ma,y transfer their shares, nor can 
you prevent them from doing so. 1\Ic,reover, when 
liabilities are incurred by the company or there 
is danger of something going wrong, there is 
nothing to prevent the shareholders from selling 
their shares to dummies, and by the time the 
liabilities become due-perhaps it would be a 
couple of years before the lia,bility was found 
out-they would be perfectly free. The dum
mies would be there, a,nd although the unfortu
nate widows and children might proceed against 
them, they would get no money out of them. 

An HONOURABLE J'.IE)fBER : That applies to 
any company. 

The PREMIER: Yes; but this Bill pro
poses to entrust the property of helpless people 
to a limited lia,bility company. It is a very 
dangerous thing indeed, and unless some better 
safeguards a,re devi,ed than are shown here I 
shall hesitate a grea,t deal before giving my 
a,pproval to it. I think a company of this 
kind should be an unlimited liability company. 
Even then it would be da,ngerous. It should be an 
unlimited company, and any nbligation incurred 
while a person was a member of the company 
should continue. He should not be able to get rid 
of it by selling his shares. If something of that 
kindco•1ld be done it would be a great convenience. 

An HmroURABLE MEliiBER: It would not work 
in practice. 

The PREMIER : The fact that it would not 
do in practice shows that people would not care 
to incur fair liabilities in entering upon a busi
ness of this kind. Possibly the risk might be 
applied to the directors; then the directoro would 
cease to act. The matter requires very careful con
sideration. I fully admit the convenience of it. 
I know that in South Australia there has been a 
company of the kind for a long time-not an 
executors' company, it is called an agency com
pany. There are agency companies here now, 
doing large business, who act nnder power-of
attorney, a,nd so on. But they are acting 
for the persons who appoim; them, and if they 
appoint bad or foolish agents that is their 
own look-out-they must take the consequences. 
Rightly or wrongly, we always consider it part 
of our duty to try a,nd protect the interests 
of widows and children, and that is where 
I find the great difficulty in this matter. I 
need not say any more upon the subject now. 
There are a great many details in the Bill that 
will require considera,tion, as the hon. mover of 
it has pointed out, but underlying the whole 
question is the difficulty to which I have called 
attention. If the House think it undesirable to 
run such a risk they should negative the second 
reading, and if they think it is right to pass the 
second reading, we can then deal with the details 
in committee, 

At 7 o'clock, 
The SPJ~AKER said : In accordance with the 

se,sional order, the business under discussion 
when the House adjourned at 6 o'clock now 
stands adjourned till after the consideration of 
Government business. 

'rHE BRITISH NEW GUINEA (QUEENS
LAND) BILL OF 1887. 

The PHEMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I beg 
to move that you do now leave the chair, and the 
House resolve itoelf into a Committee of the 
'Whole to consider the de,irableness of introdu
cing a Bill to make provision for the indemnifica
tion by the colony of Queensland of Her JYbjesty's 
Imperial Government against the expenses of 
the g'overnment of British New Guinea. I have 
it in command to inform the House that His 
Excellency the Governor, having been made 
acqna,inted with the provisions of this Bill, 
recommends to the House the necessary appro
priation to gi ye effect to it. 

Question put and passed. 

The PREMIER sa,id that hon. members were 
no doubt a, ware of the previous history of the 
New Guinea question. They were aware that 
in April of htst year certa,in proposals had 
been agreed to by the Governments of the 
three colonies of Queensland, New South Wales, 
and Victoria for the future administration of 
British New Guinea. Those proposals had been 
communicated to the Imperial Government, and 
the matter then remained in abeya,nce until the 
Conference in London last April. At that 
time the Imperial Government were willing to 
accept the proposals with practically only one 
modification, and that was that Queenslrtnd should 
guarantee, on behalf of the other colonies, that 
the £lii,OOO should be paid for ten years instead 
of five, as prodded in the draft proposals. 
There was a,nother modification, which consisted 
in the Imperial Government defining exactly 
what their contribution to the initial expemes 
of the government of New Guinea would be. 
He did not think he need refer in detail to the 
proposals of the three Governments, because they 
were fully explained last year, and the House 
then adopted a resolution pledging itself to 
indemnify Her Majesty if she were pleased to 
give effect to those proposals in anticipation of 
an Act of Parliament being brought in. When 
he was in London, on those proposals being 
accepted by the representatives of all the Aus
tralasian colonies, he undertook to introduce the 
Bill at theearlie't possible moment after the meet
ing of Parliament. On his way from England to 
Queensland he met Sir Henry Parkes, the present 
Premier of New South Wales, but who was not the 
head of the Government which had a,greed to the 
proposals in April, lSSG.On his(thePremier's) way 
to England he had communicated with Sir Henry 
Parkes on the subject, and had asked him to 
express his assent to those proposals as far as he 
could, or his dissent if he did not a,gree to them. 
He pointed out that he (the Premier) had been the 
spokesman of the three Governments, and he 
wished to know how far he could continue to 
be so. Sir Henry Parl{es promised to let him 
know by the first mail after he left Sydney 
whether the New South Wales Government 
would agree to abide by the agreement of the 
preceding Government, or to what extent, if at all, 
they dissented from the proposals. He received no 
communication from Sir Henry ParkesinLondon. 
He did not know whether Sir Henry Parkes 
instructed the representatives of New South 
Wales, but he knew that he (the Premier) particu
larly asked him to give them instructions on the 
subject; and he knew that the representatives of 
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New South \Vales in London at the Conference 
assented to the vroposals in the form agreed to 
by the Imperial Government. On his way back 
he saw Sir Henry Parkes, and asked him to state 
whether the Government agreed to the Bill being 
introduced in the Queensland Parliament in the 
form accepted by the Conference. He asked for a 
fnrmal ans,ver, and it was arranged between 
them that as soon as he (the Premier) arrived in 
Brisbane he should send Sir Henry Parkes a 
copy of the Bill, asking for his fnrmal concur
rence in its introduction. He accordingly, on the 
7th .July last, wrote a letter-which he would 
read to the Committee-to flir Henry Parkes and 
also to Mr. Gillies, the Premier of Victoria :-

"SrR, 
"I hnve the honour to enclo.-;;e n copy of the D1·aft 

Bill proposed to be iutrodncccl into the Parliam~mt of 
this colony to giye effect to th-, joint proposals for the 
administration of Eriti:-;h Nmv Gninca, made ju April 
of last year by the Governments of Victm·ia, Xew 
South 'r:iles, an(l Qnecn~land. 

"You are aware that thef<e proposals have been 
aceepted by Her ~·Iajesty's Imperial Government ·with 
the following modifications:-

(1) The term of guarantee givP.n by Queensland is to 
be ten years instead of five ; 

(2) The extent of the Imperial contributions is 
defmed. 

u The Drftft Bill now enclosed is printed from the 
draft submitted by Sir Henry Holln.nd to the Confer
ence recently held in r .. ondon, ~and acr,epted by them. 

"It is proposed to introduce thfN3ill in the I~p,gi_:;;la
tive Assembly of this colony immediately on the mp,et
ing of Parliament, which is summoned for the 19th 
instant. 

'' I have, therefore, the honour to inquire whether I 
am right in assuming that your Government accepts 
the proposed modifications of the original proposals. I 
shall be grea,tly obliged if you will favour me with as 
early a reply as you may find p1·acticable." 

That was on the 7th ,Tuly, and theBill was en
closed. On the 21st ,Tulv he received a letter 
from Mr. Gillies aeknmvledging the receipt of 
that letter and promising an early answer. He 
received no answer from either colony, however, 
up to the 18th of Aug·ust, when he sent the 
following telegram :-

"When may I cxyect answet· to my letter of 7th 
ultimo as to ~ ew Guinea?" 

On the 24th of August he got the following answer 
from Mr. Gillies by telegravh :-

"New Guinea This GoYernment has its proportion 
on the Estimates for this year viz. £4,694 and it is 
intended to inform Parliament at the time the vote is 
taken that the Govm·nment approves the proposals of 
the r .. onclon Conference and intcnrls to provide an 
annual payment of five thousand pounds for a period of 
ten years.'' 

He replied the next day as follows :-
"Thanks for your telegrmn May I assume that your 

Government concnr in the introduction into this Legis
lature of the J\Tew Guinea Bill in. the form assented to 
by the Conference in London ~JJ 

and received this telegram from Mr. Gillies :-
"Yes this Government concurs in the proposed New 

Guinea Bill." 

In the meantime he had received no reply from 
Sydney, so on thA 6th September he wrote again 
-two months after the previous letter-to Sir 
Henry Parkes :-

HSIR, 

u I have the honour to invite your attention to 
my letter of the 7th of July last on the subject of the 
future administration of British :Kew Guinea. 

"I have received from l\ir. Gillies :tn answer express
ing the concul'l'ence of the Government of Victoria in 
the introduction in the l)a.rliament of this colony of the 
Draft Bill as settled at the London Conference, and am 
only waiting for your reply to enable me to introduce the 
Bill. The Queensland Parliament has now been in 
session for a considerable tlme, and the session is not 
likely to be much furth~r protracted. 

"This Govm•nment, however, feels that its l10nour is 
pledg-ed to the introduction of the Bill during the 
session, either in its present form, or with such modifi
cation ns may be necessary if by any unfortunate chance 
the conc\urence of the GoYernmcnt of New South 
-wales iu the proposed scheme is withheld. 

"I bop0 to be honoured by a reply irom you at as early 
a elate as possible, and I need hardly say that it would 
1)C an occasion for mnch regret if you should not concur 
in a scheme which has now for some months been 
treated b)' the Imperial Government as a tsettled matter, 
and has, I believe, been so regarded throughout 
A11stralasia.'' 
He still received no reply, aud, on the 26th 
i:ieptember he sent the following telegram to 
i:iir Henry Pm·kes :-
""~hen nut~' I expect to be favoured with a reply to 

m~r letters of seventh of .Tuly and sixth of September 
with res}lcct to the Xew Gninea proposals r_t_,he delay 
is cansing this Government serious embarrassment." 
He might Btate that the Imperial Go\'ernment 
had telegraphed to His Excellency the Governor 
here inquiring whether the Bill had been intro
duced; and no wonder! The Queensland Parlia
ment last year gave its approval to the proposals, 
and though he had promised that the Bill should bt) 
introduced as soon as Parliament met, it was not 
yet introduced. They had waited now three 
months. Since the 26th of September he harl 
taken every means to endeavour to get an answer 
from Sir Henry Parke", but in vain. On the 
lOth of the present month he sent the following 
telegram to the Premier of Victoria:-

"I am unable even to get an acknowledgment from 
the Xcw· South Trales Govm·nment of mY letters and 
telegrams respecting the Xew Guinea proPosals Having 
exhausted every means of g~?tting a reply I propose to 
introdnce Bill at once with follm,ring modifications in 
draft as sm1t you in my letter of 7th July last." 
He would state what those modifications were 
afterwards. On the same date he telegraphed to 
Sir Henry Parkes :-

"I propo~e to introdure :J\.,.ew Guinea Dill at once with 
following modifications in draft as sent you in my letter 
of 7th July last." 
Now, he thought they were not justified in wait
ing any longer for the concurrence of New South 
\V ales. He could not understand the conduct 
of the Government of that colony. It was a 
most extraordinary thing to him. He had not 
e ,-en had the ordinary courtesy of a formal reply 
to those communications. 

Mr. NORTON : Have you had no acknow
ledgment? 

The PREMIER: No; not even a formal 
acknowledgment. Besides the official communi
cations he had read, he had sent private communi
cations, which he thought ought to have met with 
son1e response. Jj..,or some extraordinary reason, 
which he could not even conjecture, there had 
been absolutely no acknowledgment, and he 
thought this colony was not justified in waiting 
any longer. He the1:efore now proposed that the 
Bill should be introduced. The Bill, as adopted 
by the Colonial Conference, had this pre
amble:-

""\Vhereas the Governments of your Majesty's Aus
tralasian Co101Jies have requested your l\Iajesty to 
assume sovereignty 0\7 €1' the territory comprising those 
portions of Xew Guinea and the adjacent islands which 
are now under your Mujcsty'R Royal protection, and to 
make provision for the administration of the govern
ment of that territory in accordance with certair 
proposals agreed to by your :J.iajesty's Imperial Govern
ment and the Governments of the colonies of New 
South 'Vales, Victoria, and Queensland. which pro
posals are set forth in the Schedule to this Act : 
And whereas your:\iajcsty's Australasian colonies cheer
fully recognise and acknowledge the obligation to 
indemnify your ::\faje,.,ty's Imperial Government against 
the necP"-Sary cost of the administration of the govern
menL of the said territory, in accordance with the con
ditions of the said yroposals or such other conditions 
as may be mutually agreed to by your l\fajesty's Imperia, 
Government and the Governments of the said colonies! 
and it has been agreed that the colony of Queensland 
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on their beha~f sl~all formally recognise and give effect 
to such obhgatwn: Anll whereas your Majesty's 
Imperial Government have agreed 1vith the Govet~n
ments of the said colonic~ of Xmv South ·wales 
Victoria, and Queensland, that npon satisfactory pro~ 
vision being made to give effect to the afOresaid 
obliga~ion, they will adYise yonr nr:~je,,ty to assnrne 
sovermgnt.r oYer the said territory." 

Then it stated the desire of Parlittment to make 
the necessttry provision. That of course wonld 
be a perfectly correct preamble if the three 
colonies adhered to their word. But the Gov
ernment of New South \V ales had done nothing 
-they would not say "yes," or "no." He pro
posed, therefore, to move the preamble in the 
way of which notice had been given to the two 
colonies:-

H ·whereas the Parliaments of Your .l\IajestY's Aus
tralasian colonies some time since requested Your 
~::I~.i~~ty to assume sovereignty oyer the territory com
~n·Ismg tho~e portions of Xew Guinea and the adjacent 
Islands which are now under Your Majesty's Royal 
protection, and to make provjsion for the administra
tion of the government of that territory," 

leaving out the words-
~< in accordance with certain proposals," 

then reciting the original proposals of the 
thr:~ Governments in the first schedule ; then 
reCJtmg that those proposals were agreed to 
by the Imperial GoYernment with certain 
modifications, and setting out the amended 
proposals in the second .<chedule of the Bill · 
then reciting that the amended proposals wer~ 
agreed to by the representatives of the Gov
ernments of the Australasian colonies at the 
Conference, and had also been accepted by the 
Governments of Victoria and Queensland· but 
that the Government of New South \Vale; had 
not. sig~1ifie.d its approval; and then reciting the 
obhgatwn m the terms agreed to. Otherwise the 
Bill stood as it was dra1,;n up. He had no doubt 
that the great colony of New South Wales would not 
repudiate its honourable obligation in the matter. 
Of that he had the strongest reasons to be 
assured. But he did not think that the extra
ordinary delay of the Government for the time 
being of that colony ought to be any reason for 
the colony of Queensland remaining any longer 
under the slightest imputation of enc!Pavourin" 
to evade its honourable obligations. He there~ 
fore 1noved that lPave be given to introduce a 
Bill to make provision for the indemnification 
by the colony of Queensland of Her 1>Iajesty's 
Imperial Government against the expenses of 
the government of British New Guinea. 

Question put and passed. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the House 
resumed ; the CHAIR>IAX reported the resolution, 
and the report wtts adopted. 

FIRST READING. 
On the motion of the PRE:\1IER, the Bill 

was read a first time. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I omitted 

to say that a new clause has been introrluced 
into the Bill to repeal the present New Guine:t 
Act, as, of course, the two cannot stand together. 
I move that the second reading stand an Order 
of. the Da.y for to-morrow. I may state that I 
Wish to get on as fast as I can with the Bill, 
so that we shall not be any longer under the 
imputation of unnecessary delay. 

question put and passed. 

WARWICK TO THANE'S CREI~K 
RAILWAY. 

On the Order of the Day being called for the 
resumption of the debate on Mr. Dutton's 
motion-

'"l'hat the Speaker do now leave the chair, and the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the 1Yhole to 
consider the follmving resolutions, viz.:-

" l. That the Honsc approves of the plan, section. and 
book of reference of the proposcdraihYay from ·warwick 
to Tllane's Creek, in length 2:t miles 50 chains 50 links, 
as laid upon the table of the House on the 23rd day of 
September, 1887. 

"2. 'l'hat the plan, section, and book of reference be 
fonvarded to the Legislative Council, for their a]J_proval, 
by mes~age in the usual form." 

Mr. MURPHY said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
Government have introduced this motion for 
n1aking the \Varwick to St. George railway in a 
new form to what it was introduced last year. 
I suppose that was done at the instance of some 
members representing that part of the colony
Darling Downs or \V arwick-hecause they wish 
to try and dissociate this line from the via ?'ecta 
in the minds of hon. members of this House. 
An hon. member says they do not ; but still 
there must have been some reason for altering the 
title of this motion, otherwise it would not have 
been done. Last year it w~s called the "\Var
wick to St. George" railway, and now we find 
it is the" \Varwick to Thane's Creek" railway. 
There is evidently an intention to try and 
per>made this House that this is simply a branch 
line. Now, we know that the late MiniHter for 
\V orks, Mr. iYiiles, distinctly said in his speech, 
in introdncing this motion last year, that it was 
introduced by him as the first section of the Tia 
nctct, and he then went so far as to say that the 
Government staked their existence upon the 
pa,lsing ofthisrailway. Now, sir, I think theGoY
ernment are not justified in introducing a conten
tious motion of this kind in a moribund parliament 
such as this is. It has been· contended, sir, that 
many parliaments in the same position with 
regard to their life as this one is, have passed 
many very important measures, and there is 
no doubt that they have. But I think when a 
measure like this only passed in this House last 
last year by one vote, and was defeated in the 
Upper House by one vote-that fact should 
show the Government that such a contentious 
motion, upon which the voices of both Houses 
were sn evenly divided last year, should not 
have been introduced at such a late hour in the 
life of the present Parliament, more especially 
as it is very evident to everybody that the 
Government themselves are not very secure in 
their position. \V e find their own side turning 
round upon them more and more every day. \V e 
seo stone w"'ll~ erected across their measures by 
member-; ;nttmg upon their own side of the 
House, and all this goes to prove that the Gov
ernment are losing even the confidence of their 
own supporters. I think that, seei11g that they 
are drawing to the close of their political life as 
a Government, it would be unwise of them, and 
certainly unfair to the country and to their 
successors, to commit the country to such 
a large expenditure as it will be committed 
to if we give our consent to tlJis t·ict 1·cctrt. 
But, sir, l wish to consider thio question from 
another point of view-from its financial point 
of view. The Premier laid before us last night 
a statement of the condition of the public 
debt account, and he a~"lred us that even 
after sanctioning a larg-e number of other 
lines he is going to introduce this session, 
there will be a considerable balance left of the 
loan vote-sufficient to commence those lines. 
I am not at all satisfied, however, that we 
have had the whole truth with regard to the 
state of the public debt ; otherwise, why 
should the Premier have been so anxious to 
keep that information from us? He gave it very 
unwillingly ; and why should he have been so 
unwilling if, when he did give us the information, 
the account was not in such a bad state as we 
were led to expect? Being unsatisfied, as I am, 
with regard to the state of the public debt, I 
think the Government are still more to blame 
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for having brought such a large railway prc,posal 
as this before the House and before the country. 
I also think that in introducing a motion of 
this kind the Minister for ·works should have 
given us a little more information. It is all 
very well for him to say that he will give us 
that information when in committee; but why 
should we let this motion go into committee 
without that information? I think we should 
have had a description of the country through 
which the railway will run, some information as 
to the resources of the country, as to the amount 
of settlement, whether the land is fit for 
grazing only, or for agricultural settlement, 
whether, as many hon. members argue, it 
is all pine scrub and brigalow, or whether 
there are minerals, including gold, as my friend, 
the member for Fassifern, interjects. There 
may be minerals, and gold amongst them, but 
we have had no information on the point; we 
cannot tell whether there is any gold unlesa 
we go to look for ourselves; we have had no 
information from the Minister for \Vorks on the 
point. I also think that the Government are 
only half-hearted in the matter after all. I 
think the Premier let the cat out of the bag 
when he said the Government would make the 
line when the money was available. 

The PREMIER: I said the money \Tas avail
able, and that part of the amount involved in 
the motion was proposed to be expended during 
the current year. 

Mr. MURPHY : I am sorry I cannot accept 
the explanation of the Premier, because I remem
ber perfectly well that he said last night he 
would make this railway when the money was 
available. 

The PRE:YIIER : I said nothing of the kind ; 
the money is available. 

Mr. MURPHY: The money was available 
(Jnce perhaps, but it is not there now. If the 
money is available for this line, why is it not 
available for other lines? Have we not been told 
that there is no more money for lines already in 
course of construction, but which require to be 
pushed out still further? In reference to the 
extension of the Central Railway, and the con
struction of the Cleveland line, the reply over and 
over again has been that there is no money. 

The PREMIER : No ; the plans are not 
ready. 

Mr. MURPHY : The plans of the Central 
extension have been ready for the last twelve 
months. 

The PREMIER: The working plans are not 
ready for calling for tenders. 

Mr. MURPHY : They were ready la.st year. 
The PREMIER : They are not ready yet. 

Mr. MURPHY: I am quite sure, at any 
rate, that the Government do not mean to go on 
~vith this line .. I am sure they are only holding 
It out as a bnbe to the members for Darling 
Downs and Warwick ; I am satisfied of that, as 
sure as I stand here. I have a! ways looked on 
the line as a political line, and the Premier's 
remark last night convinced me that it is a 
political railway. 

The PREMIER: Which remark? 

Mr. MURPHY : That the money was not 
available. 

The PREMIER: I did not make any such 
remark. 

Mr. MURPHY: A number of members 
round me heard the remark, and I took the 
words down last night when the Premier uttered 
them. 

The PREMIER : I was speaking of the 
South Briobane railway. 

Mr. MURPHY: We know that the Premier 
was even thre<ttened by one of the members for 
Darling Downs, Mr. Kates, that he would not 
any longer support the Government unless they 
brought forward this milway. 

The PREMIER : Did he tell you th>:tt? 
Mr. MUHPHY: I knew that was said. And 

in order to save themselves from losing· the 
support of the members of the district, the 
Government brought forward this motion. They 
have no real intention of going on with it, and 
I am as satisfied as I stand here that it is 
nothing more or less than a political line. The 
hon. member for Enoggera, Mr Dickson, last 
evening gave as one of his reasons for supporting 
the line that it would be part of a border line, 
and by that means would attract trade from 
New South Wales. I do not think it wise for 
this colony to enter into a war of railway rates 
with New South \Vales. \V e have seen the 
disa8trous results that have followed a similar 
war between l'\ew South Wales and Victoria. 
New South \Vales has run her railways into 
Hi verina for the purpose of taking the trade 
that properly belongs to Victoria. The Vic· 
torian lines reach the l'\ ew South \V ales border in 
about half the distance that the New South 
\V ales lines reach the same border, and the 
consequence is that they have to bring their rates 
for going over double the length of line clown to the 
Victorian rate-in fact, under the Victorian rate 
-and it has been ruinous to the revenue of the 
New South \V ales rail ways. Still they do not 
get the trade, but they hope they will. It simply 
amounts to this : that what they do get goes 
to Sydney and round by sea to Victoria, the 
inhabitants of that part o£ the colony taking 
advantage of the cheap railway freights to send 
their produce through Sydney to Melbourne. 
The Victorian trade with Riverina has never 
fallen off in consec1uence of New South \Vales 
pushing her rail ways into Riverina; they have held 
their own all the time and will continue to do so. 
Their railways are paying- very handwmely, and 
the New South \Vaies railways are worked at 
an enormous loss, principally because of the keen 
competition of the Victorian rail ways on their 
borders. There is no doubt in my mind that, 
if we are going to enter into a war like that, we 
shall come tu grief in the same way as New 
South \Vales has come with her railway. With 
regard to drawing produce from New South 
\V ales, we know that the country immediately 
across the border is very much finer than any 
country we have on the border of Queensland. 
Is this rail way really designed to bring wheat 
from about Moree, and Narrabri, and those 
parts, into Queensland? I should like to know 
how the \V arwick farmers would like that. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The line is only to carry 
wool. 

Mr. MUHPHY: Only to carry wool! I think 
we shall very soon have to erect a fiscal barrier 
along the border to keep out the produce this 
railway is designed to carry. 

Mr. BULCOCK : You are a protectionist. 
Mr. MURPHY: Yes, I am a protectionist, 

and I contend that it is only a proper thing to 
protect the farmers here from the farmers on the 
other side of the border. At the same time I do 
not see how we are going to attract very much 
produce for this railway if we do that. The hon. 
member for Darling Downs, Mr. Allan, said 
something about the gold produced in the dis
trict where the rail way is to be constructed. 
There is a very nice little bit of evidence on that 
point in the report of the select committee of 
the other Chamber on the rail way from Warwick 
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to St. George. Mr. Kenneth Hutchison, on being 
examined with regard to the gold·mining that 
goes on in that part of the country, was asked-

" Have the Tecfs been worked to any extent :J Not 
the deeper levels; only the surface, in ~most cases. In 
fact, to go to a depth of reef below 50 feet rel!uircs 
the aiel of capital. ::\Iachinery is wanb-'d for pumping 
and winding. 'J'here has been no capital put into the 
reefs on any of those goldfields. 

"Did what was 'vorked produce gnld;: Yes. 
myself have sent over £20,000 worth of gold ~tway. I 
know of one crushing of 90 tons of stone that gave 
a rctum o! 1,100 oz. odd of gol<l. That reef belonged to 
four working me1i," 

Mark what follows :-
"Two of thmn went home to Germany, the third went 

to Gympie, and the other broke his leg." 

I do not know whether it was astonishment at 
the enormous yield of gold that drove two men 
back to Gerrru1ny, sent another to Gympie, and 
caused the fourth to break his leg, but this is the 
kind of evidence we have from Mr. Hutchison. 
He further says :-

"I crushed myself some few tons of stone that gave 
11 oz. to the ton. On Thane's Creek I crushed only 
1,000 tons for over 1 oz. to the ton-as near as I recol
lect, some 21 cl wt. to the ton." · 

If this goldfield is as rich as this, what is the use 
of peovle rushing away to Croydon? And that 
is the kind of evidence that is given before select 
committees ! It is utterly valueless. N everthe
less, upon such evidence the committee recom
mended the railway to the approval of the other 
Chamber. I only take this as a sample of the 
evidence given. Here is a magnificent goldfield 
on Thane's Creek, twenty-five miles from \Var
wick, and it is deserted. Still they can get 1, lOO 
oz. of gold from 90 tons of stone. In another 
place the witness is asked the question :-

"You told us there had been nothing startling about 
the gold-mining of the district. Do not you 'think that 
11 oz. to the ton is a fair show in quartz reefing? Yes ; 
but it is not sensational. 

"How many tons crushed for 11 oz. to the ton ? I 
mentioned 90 tons, which gave a return of 1,100 oz.'' 

The hon. member for Darling Downs, :Mr. 
Allan, told us that nature had been very good to 
this district, and had actually, on the twenty
eighth parallel, built four or five flourishing 
towns. It is the first time I ever heard of nature 
being so good to mankind as to make towns all 
ready for people to live in. But although nature 
has been so good to the district in that respect, 
still I have snch a good opinion of nature that I 
do not think she will be so kind as to make them 
a railway through the district. I think it will 
take a still greater convulsion of nature than 
that which made those towns to make the 
railway, and I am quite satisfied that the 
House will not assist nature in that respect
at le:1st I hope not. I am very sorry indeed for 
those gentlemen who are advocating this rail
way. We saw a very pretty little play here the 
other e\'ening, enacted by the three members for 
Darling Downs and \Varwick, and it remained very 
vividly imvressed on my memory. \Ye saw the 
memb'er for Darling Downs, 1\fr. Kates, g·et up, 
and, in a tremulous voice and with tears in his 
eyes, upbraid the Government-not in anger, sir, 
but in sorrow. \Ve then saw my hon. friend, 
the other member for Darling Downs, lYir. Allan, 
get up thoroughly disgusted with the whole 
thing. He was disgusted with the Govern
ment, disgusted with the House, and <.lis
gusted with himself. vVe then saw the hon. 
member for \V arwick rise· in his wrath and 
denounce the Govemment by all his go<.ls, and 
then he sat down. \Yell, I think myself that this 
little farce was well rehearsed before the mem
bers came into the House. They bad a little 
caucus over it in one of the committee-rooms, and 

they carefully rehearsed the farce which they 
pbyed here for our benefit. But, notwithstanding 
the rehettrsing, I do not think this clever little farce 
had very much effect on this side of the House. I 
think it utterly failed in its object. I maintain 
that we are perfectly justified, as the leader of 
the Opposition said the other night, in using all 
the forms of the House to prevent this motion 
paRsing, and I, for one, \Vhen it goes into corn
mittee, will do my utmost to vrevent it getting 
beyond that stage. · 

Mr. WHITE said: Mr. Speaker,-! join 
issue with the hon. member for Barcoo in 
taunting the Government with losing the 
support o£ their followers. It is the fate 
of every Liberal Government to lose the sup
port of many of their constituents occasionally. 
Their supporters have no interest in common; 
they have no community of interest. Therefore 
a Liberal Government is always patriotic. They 
have nothing else to sustain them but patriotism, 
and therefore I may say that the leader of the 
present Liberal Government is the people's 
champion. But I am very sorry that the 
Government should have been so ill-advised 
as to bring this rail way forward at this pre
sent time, just on the eve of a great reform in 
our system of railway-mo,king in this country. 
I look upon it that, if this railway could be delayed 
for only a little while, a different system would be 
adopted, so that it would not be such a fearful 
loss to the country as it would be if constructed 
now. It appals me to look at the enormous 
amount of money that will be squandered in 
that dreary part of the world. The hon. 
member for Darling Downs, Mr. Kates, talks 
abont the paltry sum of £100,000 to be expended 
on this little piece of a line, twenty-four miles 
in length. Well, has he told ns what freight 
there is in reserve for it when it i.s built for 
that paltry sum of £100,000? He has not told 
us what freight is awaiting there to repay 
the enormous cost. And how is it proposed to 
pay interest on the sum of £500,000 that 
will be required for the whole line, together 
with the interest on £100 a mile for main
tenance? \Yell, I think that this railway should 
be delayed for the present. The new system that 
I am so much built up in is just adapted to 
that part of the country ; there is no question 
about that. There are so many miles of flooded 
country that under the present system, if we try 
to keep the line rtbove flood-mark, the conse
quence will be that whenever a floocl occurs the 
cost of repairing it from time to time will be 
enormous. Kow, under the new system of low
level lines the flood would pass over it. There 
will be no repairs to speak of when the floods 
subside. 

Mr .• TESSOP: There will be no line. 
Mr. \VHITE : \Yell, as hon. members opposite 

are so determined to take up the time of the House 
I may as well occupy a few minutes myself. I 
am wholly disr,atisfied with the present system 
of railway-making. I am convinced from what 
I have observed that our Chief Engineer for 
Railways has not economy in his book, and I 
believe he is spoiling all the fine young engi
neers who have been in tmining in the depart
ment. They are sent out to survey certain 
portions of railway, and a question arises upon 
which they want information. They want an 
inspector tu decide a certain que,tion that arises, 
and they are kept waiting and waiting; they 
are kept idle for days, and weeks, and months, by 
the absence of the inspector whose decision is 
wanted in a certain point, and they find that 
whatever energy or desire they may have to do 
their work and earn their money they cannot 
do so. They are obliged to succumb to cir
cumstances, and wait patiently and enjoy 
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!hems~lves whilst they are _in the lonely vosition 
m whwh they are left, without anything to do. 
Well, what are the consequences? We find that 
instead of our rail way surveys costing something 
less than £20 a mile, they cost from £80 to £100 
a mile. Now, I think the sooner such a thing 
as that is done away with the better, and the 
surveys accomplished for something· reason
able. \V e find, on this side of Ipswich, a 
branch line of railway, a private line, con
structed on the present expensive system ; hut 
the cost of survey and making did not amount 
to more than £1,300 a mile. Certainly the rails 
were obtained for £3 a ton, but that is nearer 
what the cost of construction should be. But 
here we think nothing of £4,000 or £5,000 a mile 
right away through moderate, common country. 
T~e thing looks to me really preposterous, and I 
thmk that the sooner we consider the circum
stances of the colony, and try to go on a different 
system and practise economy, the better. If we 
squander £100,000 on the little line, twenty-four 
miles long, to Thane's Creek, what shall we 
have for the money? \Ve shall have nothing. 
The fact is it will pauperise the ·warwick people 
and all connected with them. \V e shall all 
have to bear the burden of it. Evidently we shall 
all have to help to support them and contribute 
towards the maintenance of that little line. 
I opposed a little line that was to benefit myself, 
because that extra.vagant systerr1 was going on, 
but now that the cheap system may be adopted 
I think it should be a great inducement to 
the Government to provide for my little 
branch line up Laidley Creek. If the Govern
ment were cognisant of the difficulties the 
highly deserving and struggling farmers in that 
distric! have to contend against in getting to 
the railway, they would be very rettdy to put 
that line before Parliament now that a chea,p 
system can be adopted. There are contractors 
now wi!ling to construct that railway, according 
to quahty, for from £1,200 to .£1,500 a mile. One 
contractor told me that he could lay down that 
railway so as to allow the train to be rnu on 
it at the rate of twenty-five miles ail hour, for 
£1,500 a mile, and it could be constructed much 
cheaper than that if a slower speed was required. 
~f that line was put down on this system 
1t would pay handsomely. The produce is 
all there to make it pay, and it would be a 
great boon to the farmers cUld make them a pros
perous community. If the Government recog
nis~d the difficultieq the farmers have in getting 
t~mr produce to marlmt, they would bring this 
hne forward, and I am convinced the House 
would now be in a temper to unanimously 
approve of that railw;ty. I think the Govern
ment mu.st see that they are ill-advised in pro
posing to continue this enormously expensive 
system - this unnecessary waste of money, I 
must call it. I will now let hon. members oppo
site do the rest of the talking. 

Mr. DONALDSON said : Mr. Speaker,
After the very intelligent criticism we have 
had from the hon. member for Stanley, I have 
considerable diffidence in approaching' this sub
ject at all. I intend to oppose the motion 
and I am certninly consistent in my opposition 
t? this line, becar:se it has not bad my support 
either on the passmg of the Loan Bill or when 
it was before the House on a previous occasion. 
It has always met with my opposition, because 
I believe it would not be conducive to the wel
fare of this colo:!:'Y· . \Vhatever views I may 
have held upon this !me, the Government or the 
Minister for Works for the time being has taken 
no steps to supply information that might have 
the effect of inducing me to change my views. 

The PREMIER: We propose to do that m 
committee. 

Mr. DONALDSON: I think that when the 
motion is before the House is as good a time as 
any other to supply this information. 

The PREMIER : It has never been done 
before. 

Mr. DONALlJSON: It is done in other 
places. 

The PllEMIEll : They do not go into com
mittee at all except here. 

1\Ir. DONALDSON: I know that such 
measures are brought before the Legislatures of 
other colonies, and all the information is then 
furnished to the House. 

The PREMIER: Yes ; but they do not go 
into committee at all except here. 

Mr. DONALDSON: If we take a different 
course here, that is no reason why we should 
not have the information furnished to us 
the first time the matter is brought before 
the House. It might have the effect of pre
venting a long debate, because, if the figures are 
satisfactory and convincing, the probabihty is 
!h~ line will be carried ; and, on the other hand: 
If _It can be proved that the line will not pay 
tlus would be the best time to reject it without 
any further waste of time. \V e ha.ve had, I 
think, a very intelligent criticism of the financial 
position from hon. members who spoke last 
night, more particularly the hon. member for 
'Townsville, although I believe he fell into a 
slight error; and also, I believe, the Premier 
fell into an error in his refutation of that hon. 
gentleman's figures. But whatever the position 
may be, we have not to look back very far to the 
time when the :b'imtncial Statement' was made 
in this House hy the leader of the Govern
ment. At that time I remember the imploring 
look he gave round the House when he said 
that he trusted hon. members in future would 
not press~ for further rail way construction. 
He did that with a, most implcn:ing voice-I do 
not tlnnk I ever heard him speak more feelingly 
than he did on that occasion. Not many days 
afterwards he paid a, vi,it to \Varwick, and what 
was the result of that visit? He promised that 
this railway should be brought forward this 
session. I believe there was a certain amount of 
coercion in the matter, and that is the reason it 
is now broug·ht forward. It is not because of the 
merits of this line it ha.s been introduced. I do 
not think it has a,ny merits ahout it although it 
has many objections, and is a line which will go 
thro~rgh almo,t valueless country, and forms a 
port10n of a IargB expenditure to which this 
country would he committed. 

:Mr. KATES: You are wrong. 
lVIr. DO::'fALDSOK: The hon. member for 

Darling Downs says I om wrong, but lam per
fectly satisfied that it does form a portion of a 
very large expenditure, and of the h<m. members 
who spoke in favour of the line last night the 
hon. member for Dttrling Downs, lVIr. Allan, 
was the only one who candidly admitted this 
was a part of the whole scheme. Everyone 
else spoke of the merits of the line as a branch 
line, and that it was a part of the whole scheme 
was avoided hy them all. 

Mr. DICKSO::'f: Not by me. 
Mr. DONALDSON : I shall speak of the 

hon. member for Enoggera directly. I have a 
small reference to make to his speech. The late 
Treasnrer of the Government, I know strong-ly 
believes in this line. He not only on~ previous 
occasion, but last night, referred 'to the fact that 
it was very necessary to construct this line to 
st~p a certain amount of leakage in the Customs 
gomg away from this colony. Now, if the hon. 
gentleman had only looked at a return I called 
for, and which was furnished to this House last 
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year, he would have been able to give the in for· 
mation as to the amount of leakage going from 
this colony. It is for hon. gentlemen to judge 
whether we should spend £3,000,000 or £4,000,000 
in stopping this leakage. I say this line is only a 
portion of the scheme for the construction of the 
line from \Varwick to St. George in the future. 
That is the ideo, of the Governntent. Last year 
they intended to make this line much longer, and 
it appears to me that the action of the Oppo
sition in preventing it then is now fully verified, 
becanse they have come down with a different 
scheme this year. I will read the return of 
duties collected borderwise during the years 1885 
and 188G, on goods coming from New South 
\Vales into this colony. At Swan Creek, the 
amount of duty collected during the year ended 
the 30th June, 1885, was £33 2s. Gel. on an esti
mated value of the goods of £350 ; during the 
year ended the 30th June, 1R86, the amount of 
duty collected there was £257, and the estimated· 
value of the goods was £2,247. At St,.nthorpe
which, as we are all aware, has a railwc;y, so that 
this line, or any extension of this line, would not 
have the effect of saving the trade there-the 
amount of duty collected up to the same date in 
1885 was £254 l!Js. ld., and the estimated value 
of the goods £3,944; in 188() the amount pf duty 
collected was £348 Os. 7d., and the co;timated 
value of the goods was £4,1:)(). At Texas, the 
amount of duty coll•ccted in 1885 was £3 13s. Gd. 
on an estimated goods value of £50; and in 188() 
the amount of duty collected was £10 10s. Gd. 
on an estimated goods value of £1El. The Texas 
trade might be saved by the construction of this 
line. At Goondiwindi the amount of duty col
lected in 1885 was £20 1 0s. 4d., and the estimated 
value of the goods was £344; in 1886, the amount 
of duty collected was £63 Gs. 6cl., and the esti
mated value of the goods was £457. At l\Iun
gindi the amount of duty collected in 1885 was 
£2,153 14s. lld., and the estimated value of the 
goods was £0,500 ; in 1886 the amount of duty 
collected was £965 3s. Gel., and the estimated 
value of the goods was £2,972. At Rebel (for
merly Curriwillinghi) the amount of duty 
collected in 1885 was £2,184 Ss. 0d., and the esti
mated value of the goods was £8,G08; and in 
1886 the amount of duty collected was £1,001 
3s. Sd., and the estimated value of the goods was 
£3,026. It is quite possible that by a very long 
extension of this line that trade might be saved 
to the colony. At \Vooroorooka, a new township on 
the \Varrego River, the amount of duty collected 
in 1885 was £7,Gl3 17s. Gel., and the estimated 
value of the goods was £25,185; and in 188G the 
amount of duty collected was £5,075 12s. Gel., 
and the estimated value of the goods was £17,781. 
At Hungerford the amount of duty c<>llected 
in 1885 was £6,596 5s. 7d., and the estimated 
value of the goods was £24,4,18 ; in 188G 
the amount of duty collected was £8,0iiG 
2s. lld., and the estimated value of the goods 
was £34,470. At \Vompah the amount of 
duty collected in 1885 was £724 1Gs. Sd., and 
the e£timated value of the goods was £4,375 ; 
in 1886, the amount of duty collected was 
£1,482 Bs. 9d., and the estimated value of the goods 
was £f>,579. If the hon. member for Enoggera 
had been candid enough to refer to these figures 
last night, he would have shown the House how 
very few of these duties were collected on the 
proposed line to St. George. The places where 
all the larger amounts are collected are far 
beyond the reach of this proposed railway. The 
line would have to go as far as Cunnamulla 
before you could stop the gap at vVooroorooka 
and Hungerford. If the Government really 
wish to secure the trade that is going over the 
border, how is it they will not make any 
differential rates on the rail way to try to 
secure it ? Why do they not push forward their 

\Vestern railway in such a direction as to secure 
it? On the one hand we find the Government 
making no attempt, with the mean' already in 
their hands, to secure the trade that is going 
over the border ; and on the other hand we see 
them quit(, prepared to spend three or four millions 
of monev to secure the few paltry pounds that now 
le,ck over the border. I was surprised that the 
hun. member did not make use of these figures 
last night when he spoke in support of this reso
lution. But no, JVlr. Speaker, he had either 
forgotten their existence or else he knew that if 
he had used them it would have greatly weakened 
his argument. Looking at the line proposed, on 
the mat) it certainly is very pretty ; and anyone 
not possessing a knowledge of the country it 
passes through would be under the impression 
that it would open up one of the richest parts of 
the colony. 

Mr. KATES : So it will. 
Mr. DON ALDSON: I am snrprised to hear 

the hon. member make such an as,ertion. If 
the hon. gentleman thinks so he is certainly 
ignorant of that part of the colony. Looking at 
the map of this colony and New South vVales 
together, we see that the railways of New South 
\Vales are being extended in snch a direction that 
they must in the future h>we a large amount of 
our trade, whereas we are not in a position to 
take any of theirs, or, if any, very little. On that 
point I am thoroughly satisfied, because I have a 
considerable knowledge of the country. The 
country beyond St. George is, I suppose, some 
of the poorest in the entire colony. For a 
distance of about ninety miles it is hardly occu
pied at all. It is almost a desert, and there 
is no possibility of its ever being used for 
cultivation. It is not used at present even 
for pastoral purposes. And yet we are asked 
to spend millions of money to bring down the 
few bales of wool that may be grown in that 
desolate country. It was one of the great 
arguments of the hon. member for Enoggera 
that we should be able to keep the whole of our 
trade within our own colony. I feel a little sore 
about this, because the Government are making 
no efforts to try to secure the trade that we have 
already got. The Minister for \Vorks laughs ; 
perhajJs I may be a!Jle to turn the la11gh against 
him. It is not very long since I introduced a 
deputation to that hem. gentleman, and we 
brought before him certain proposals which 
mercantile men in this city believed would have 
the effect of at lvcMt diverting a lot of the border 
trade towards Brisbane. After listening to the 
arguments, he said he saw certain objections to 
them, but if he had his own way he would take 
1·ery good care that the wool did not go over the 
border into New South \Vales; he would put a 
tax upon all wool going horderwise, whether in 
bale or on the sheep's back. Now, I think no 
sane man would ever dream of cluing anything of 
the kind. I asked him if he was joking, and 
he "aid he was not joking·, but was in sober 
earnest. 

:Mr. BULCOCK: ]{eciprocity! 
Mr. DUNALDSON: Where is the reciprocity? 

Some hon. members are not at all happy in 
their interjections, and one of those mmnbers is 
the bon. member for :F:noggera. I have already 
pointed out, Mr. Speaker, the objection I have
because certain information has not been fur
nished. The Premier says the time has not 
arrived for giving that information, but I think 
that when any measure is brought before the 
Housf', and is being discussed, then is the time 
forgiving the information. I enter my protest, not 
only on account of this line, but other lines that 
may in future be introduced without having that 
information. I insist upon having it. I know 
it has been the practice in the past to throw 
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pn,pers of this kind down upon the table of this 
House and almost take a vote upon them at 
once. No information has been given by the 
Minister in charge of these matters. vV e must 
either swallow them or reject them. There is no 
doubt that it is eutirely owing to the majority 
behind the Go,·ernment that the railways 
passed up to the present time have been 
accepted. It is true that this motion would 
not have got through last year had hon. 
members-one member in particul~,r-been then 
of the same opinion that he is to-night. The 
division was a very close one, and I do not 
see how that hon. member can reconcile his posi
tion now with the position he took up at that 
time. I refer to the hon. member for Stanley, 
:Mr. White. I believe he had given pledges to a 
number of his friends not to vote for the railway 
on that occasion, and, to my surprise, he voted 
with the majority; but I believe that if he votes 
to-night it will be with the minority-that he 
will vote with the opponents of the measure, who, 
I am confident, n,re going to be in a minority; but 
that will not prevent me trom expressing my 
opinion now as to the merits of this line-of the 
whole scheme rather. It is one that is premature, 
and I believe that in the future it will bear out 
the words of the hon. member for Maclmy last 
night. He said that probably in the future he 
would be happy to support this line. I believe 
that has been tried to be twisted round to the 
effect that if he was a supporter of the Gov
ermnent he would vote for it, but I do not 
believe anything of the kind. His idea is that 
when the requirements of the country demand 
it, and its finances are in a position to justify it, 
he would offer no oppmition to it. I am in 
exactly the same position. I believe that in the 
future that line will be constructed from vVar
wick, and if I have the honour of a seat in this 
House some years hence it is possible I may be 
in favour of it. But I am certainly not of 
opinion that it should be carried out at the 
present time. I shall give it now, as I have 
clone in the past, my most strenuous opposition. 
There is no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that this is 
what may be termed a political line. If it was 
not a political line the extension of the vV estern 
line would meet the very purpose that this is 
asked for-that is, to secure the south-west 
trade. That has been warmly aclvo<.>"te<l by 
the late Treasurer last session and this session, 
I believe that if he took a trip into the 
interior of the colony along this particular 
line he would certainly alter his opinion. 
I think he would find that a better route 
can be found for saving the far western 
trade, and that there would be no necesssity 
for constructing a line from here to vVarwick 
when the traffic is not sufficient to pay-certainly 
not the interest on the cost of the construction lf 
the line that already exists there. But there is 
another aspect of this question, and I certainly 
do not wish to refer to it in any offensive sense. 
That is the constitutional point. vV e all know 
the position that the Government are in at the 
present time. They have had already to abandon 
one of the chief planks in their-I should 
not say " pbtform," but one of their chief 
measures relating to the finances of the 
colony. They had to recede from that, because 
a majority of the House was certainly opposed 
to the passing of their land-tax scheme. There
fore, through the action of the Opposition on 
that occasion they are now-I should almost 
say-retaining their position in this Hmme upon 
sufferance. I do not think any Government 
occupying such a position, more particularly 
when they have cleclarecl their intention of 
passing a Redistribution Bill and going to the 
country, are in a constitutional position to 
introduce measures of a contentious nature. I 

believe that has been laid clown and verified 
by the greatest political authorities we have. It 
is a question which I am not going into at length 
-in fact it is one which probably I am not capable 
of dealing with as well as it should be dealt with, 
and as so little reference has been made to it by 
the leaders of this Ho.use I shall pass over 
it just now. But I cannot help expressing 
my belief ; and that is that there is a 
certain amount of political trickery about this 
motion-a great amount of political trickery 
I ought to say-because I do not think the 
Government themselves have the slightest idea 
that this line is going to pass. They know 
that the amount of opposition given to it will 
have a certain damaging effect upon those who 
oppose it. I am quite well aware of my opposi
tion, Mr. Speaker. I know that it may do a 
certain amount of discredit to the Opposition in 
this House. I am perfectly well aware of that. 
I am not blind to my position, but, at the same 
time, I think the Opposition have certain func
tions to perform, those functions being to try 
and protect the funds of this colony as well as 
the Government. I think it is part of their 
duty to see that the country is not extmva
gant-that the Government are not allowed, in 
order to placate a few of their supporters, 
to spend a latger amount of money than 
the colony is justified in spending. I think 
the Opposition are perfectly justified in offer
in(( opposition to any such proposals. The proof 
of that is that those members would not support 
the Government unless they got this. This ia 
their price for Lheir support. The Opposition have 
nothing whatever to gain by this, except the 
good of the country. Now, I can go a little 
further, and point out the position that this 
House is in at the present time to deal with any 
such measure. I think it will be within the 
minds of hon. members who i'Jaw the railway 
measures pass through this Chamber and the 
other Chamber last session that there was a 
combination amongst hon. members which is 
commonly called "log-rolling," for the purpose 
of getting railways for the construction of 
which there was no justific~ttion whatever, 
Those hon. members formed themselves into 
a compact body and carried through this House 
last year railways of a most objectionable 
nature. That compact is not ended yet. They 
entered into that compact then, and those who 
were benefited last year are now prepttred to 
show their gratitude by giving their as;;istance 
to the others now. I think that before this 
matter is dealt with there should be a general 
election. vV e should go to the country and 
come back here ft·esh to deal with such a large 
question. I shall certainly enter my protest 
against any such scheme, and even if there is a 
large majority of the House in favour of it, I do 
not suppose it will alter my opinion. I am 
determined to take no action of an uncon
stitutional kind- or rather of an obstructive 
kind-but I am prepared to offer the most 
strenuous opposition I can to this measure, or to 
any other measure calling for large expenditure 
until we know exactly what ourfinancialposition is. 
That has not yet been placed clearly before us. 
vVe have in the immediate future the promise of 
a dissolution. Let us have the dissolution 
first. It will not hinder this or any other 
rail way for any length of time, and if hon. 
members come back to this House and 
approve by majorities of the railway expendi
ture of the Government, then let it go by 
all means. The constituencies have had no 
opportunity of expressing their opinion with 
regard to this scheme, because they knew nothing 
about it at the last general election. The 
whole of these schemes have since been put upon 
the table of this House, and the outside public 
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have had no opportunity whatever of being 
able to offer an opinion as to the ad visa
bility of congtructing these lines or not. 
I know there is great dissatisfaction in some 
parts of the country with regard to our extrava
gant expenditure on railways. Since last session 
I have had an opportunity of travelling over 
some parts of the colony, and I have seen rail
ways that do not pay now, and which have no 
prospect of paying in the future. They were 
no doubt political lines. 

An HONOURABLE ME1IBER : The Charleville 
line? 

Mr. DONALDSON: I believe the Charle
ville line will be a good paying line in the 
future. I do not ask that it should be ex
tended beyond Charleville. I am quite 
willing that it should stay there and prove 
that it will pay before asking for its ex
tension farther west. It must be borne in 
mind that lines taken into the interior are 
developing country there, and enabling it to be 
put to profitable uses of which it would not 
otherwise be ca)'able. There are many stations 
in the interior on some of the finest pastoral 
runs we have, which are at present only used 
for cattle-grazing, because it would not pay to 
grow wool there. With the extension of this 
railway almost all those stations will be turned 
into sheep runs, with the effect that they will 
employ a great deal of labour, while the wool pro
duced will add to the national wealth. I believe 
there is some justification in building a line of that 
kind, even if it did not pay full interest on the 
cost of construction, because it is developing 
the national property. There are no private 
estates in the interior to benefit by the construc
tion of rail ways ; it is all Crown land, and any 
increase in their value the State gets the benefit 
of. However, I am quite prepared for the 
present to let the rail way stay at Charleville, 
and not to advocate its extension teyond there, 
because I believe a great number of hon. mem
bers are under the impression that that line will 
not pay. I am of a different opinion, and I am 
quite prepared to let the future decide who is 
right. But with regard to some other lines that 
will come before the House, and upon which I 
shall have a few words to say, there is no argu
ment in favour of constructing them. They are 
costly, and there is no possibility of their paying. 
Take the V alley line that was passed last Y'''1r. 
I am perfectly satisfied that it is one of the 
greatest political blunders ever perpetrated in 
this colony. It cannot possibly pay. It is all 
very well for hon. m em hers to say "Oh !" Let 
them do as I have done. I say 1 am prepared 
to abide by the decision of the futm·e. I do not 
think that anyone can believe--I do not speak 
offensively-that that line will pay. 

Mr. S. W. BROOKS: Yes, of course. 

Mr. DONALDSON: ·well, if the hon. mem
ber believes it, he is more easily gulled than I 
gave him credit for. I gave him credit for a 
great deal of commc.n sense, and I am sure that 
if he was spending his own money he would 
never have been so foolish as to con
struct a railway through that place. The 
amount of money spent on that line 
would have done a great deal towards deve
loping some parts of this country where the 
expenditure would have been jmtifiable. I have 
a good deal of sympathy with the hon. member 
for Stanley, who advocated a branch line which 
would enable the farmers to bring their produce 
to market, where in wet weather they are almost 
unable to cart it. He had the honesty to admit 
the line would not pay ; although he said it 
would be very useful to the people who would 
use it. I cannot say the same for some other 

railways, more particularly the line through 
the V alley. I shall certainly take care that on 
this occasion we are not so nicely tricked as 
we were last year. On that occasion we lost the 
motion through an hon. member being kept out 
of the Hon~e; and it would have been a great 
saving to the conntry if he had voted. I had no 
idea tlmt that line would pass through the other 
Chamber; and we shall act wisely now if we 
act on our own behalf, and do not depend upon 
others to relieve us from our difficulties. On 
that occasion we rested upon a rotten reed. 
There was a combination formed there the same 
as there is here for the passing of that line-there 
is no doubt about that; and on account of that 
combination I ~ay that befom constructing any 
more railways we should go before our consti
tuents and give an account of our stewardship. 
If when we come back, there is a majority of 
h~n. members in favour of this or any other line, 
I shall go no further than entering my protest 
against it. Until we do that I feel justified in 
offering every opposition that I possibly can to 
the construction of this railway. 

Mr. P ALMER said: Mr. Speaker,-! think 
that bv this time the Government have come to 
the saine conclusion that I have with regard to 
their railway policy-that it would be a very good 
thing for them if they had no railway policy at 
all. 

J'.lr. S. \V. BROOKS : What about Croydon? 

Mr. P ALMER : The Croydon railway is not 
the question under discussion. That question 
was before the House the other day, and I then 
asked hon. members to state their opinions upon 
it. I think that, after the discussion which has 
taken place upon the proposals now upon the 
table of the House, the Government must feel 
themselves that their railway policy is very 
unsatisfactory and disappointing. They have 
been attacked alike by their friends and their 
opponents for their railway policy. Now, the 
principal matter in connection with this railway 
is with regard to the Loan Fund-the means for 
carrying it out. I know very well that the 
m one\' to build this and other rail ways will 
have "to come from home, and the people who 
lend the money are very particular in finding 
out-and their knowledge on these matters is 
pretty accurate, as you know, 1\fr. Speaker
howthemoneythey lend us is distributed, n,nd what 
return comes from it. The report of the Railway 
Commissioner is before the House, for hon. mem
bers to investigate, and it is very interesting read
ing. A great deal of the information which the 
Minister for \Vorks should have put before the 
House in bringing forward this motion can. be 
ohtained from that report, but at the same t1me 
the Minister for ·works might very well have 
placed that information before us ; and he 
should have been in possession of it if he was 
not. I wish now to show the different phases 
which the Loan Fund presents in the three 
different reports which are before the House. 
Here is the annual report of the Commissioner 
for Railways for the year 1887, which states that 
the capital account of railways is £1G,748,000. 
Turning to the Auditor-General's report, Ap
pendix A, we find the total appropriation for 
railways is £16,705,000. Again turning to the 
Treasurer's tables we find, on page 18, that the 
amount for railways, including depreciation, is 
£17,483,000. 

The PREMIER : One return is up to the 31st 
December, and another to the 30th June. 

Mr. PALMER: E\·en then they do not 
tally. These are matters that make it very 
puzzling for one who is anxious to, find out 
the different amounts. I do not see why the 
difference should arise. This is the total fund 
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available for railway construction, and it differs 
in the three reports. :!'\ow, I have a very distinct 
recollection that when this railway policy was 
enunciated, hon. members, one and all, asserted 
that the Land Bill before the House in 1884 was 
to provide the funds to pay the interest on the 
rail ways included in the Loan Act of that year. 
That land revenue is visible to anyone, in the 
Treasurer's tables. I look at them and find that 
in the year 1882-3 the contribution per head from 
the land returns wtts £2 16s. 9d. In 1883-4 the 
amount contributed per head was £2 4s. In 
1884-5 it fell to £1 18s. Dd ; in 1885-6. it fell to 
£1 17s. 5d.; and in the year 18SG-7 it was still 
further reduced to £1 12s. 4cl. per head. That 
was with an increasing population which, in 
1882-3, was 248,000, and in 1886-7, 342,000. With 
an increasing population we have a decreas
ing land revenue, and yet the land is one of 
the sources from which the interest on those 
railways was to be met. There was fur
ther information also which the Minister 
for Works did not give us, which we find in 
the paper,; before the H,•use, and that is in 
regard to the available traffic in the country 
through which this railway is to pass. I know 
that the chief article of produce in that country 
is wool. The rail way returns show that wool is 
the largest item. 13ut there is a peculiar phase 
of the wool trade in that district, or in the districts 
which feed the Southern lines, and that is in regard 
to the extraordinary falling·-off in the freight of 
wool. The decrease is not owing to the decrease of 
sheep, because I find that in the Southern divi
sion there is an increase of 1,113,000 sheep; in the 
Central division we find a falling-off, certainly, of 
500,000; hut in the :Northern district, again, there 
is another increase in sheep. The increase of 
sheep in the Southern division would imply that 
there would be a certain increase in the traffic 
on the railways, but, instead of that, we find an 
alarming decrease. The answer to that may be 
that it went border-wise-that it went to Sydney. 
However, I find in the return for New South 
\V ales that there was no extraordinary advance 
in the year 1885-6 in the export of wool from 
Sydney to account for the decrease on our lines. 
'l'here is a decreasing revenue from the country 
through which it is proposed to make this rail
way. 

Mr. ALAND : Mr. Spe:iker,-I beg to call 
attention to the state of the House. 

Quorum formed. 
Mr. PALM ER : I was referring to the sheep 

traffic on the Southern line, and this in the face of 
differential duties, or the reduced rate which the 
Commissioner for Hailways had instituted in 
order to draw the traffic to this line. In the year 
1885 the amount received from wool was £8G,OCO, 
and in 1886 it fell to £.51,000, notwithstand
ing the increase of a million of sheep. The 
hon. member for Darling Downs, :J'dr. Albn, 
referred to the wheat pr'ixluce in this country 
through which the line is to paHs. In the 
statistics of Queensland we have some interesting 
returns as to what the wheat prospects· of the 
colony are, and in thi-' I am quite certain that 
the hon. member for Darling Downs, lHr. Kates, 
who professes to be an authority on wheat, will 
contradict me if I state anything not in accord
ance with fact. The total area reaped for grain 
in 1885 was 5,274 acres, but in the following 
year that quantitv fell to 1,7l'i9 acres. In 1885, 
903 acres were • affected with rust, but in 
the following year, 18S6, 8, 73·! acres were 
affected ; so that we may almost say, so far 
a.s wheat is concerned, that our prospects are 
doubtful. I know what the effect of rust in 
wheat has been in New South \Vales. VVhat 
was the finest wheat-growing district in New 
South vVales is now utterly !unused, so far ,as 

wheat is concerned. Districts which produced 
wheat which took prizes at the first exhibition 
held in London have since remained utterly 
barren so far as regards the cultivation of wheat. 
I do not say that the crops affected with rust 
were an absolute loss to the, growers, because 
they were utilised for hay. One hon. member 
said the distriet would grow more wheat than 
Queensland would consume, but I should be very 
sorry to wait fOl' wheat till the Darling Downs 
grew sufficient for our consumption. 'fhe grain 
overated on in the colony last year is shown in 
the statistics to be 33,800 bushels at the five mills 
working in QueeURland. Of this, 21,000 bushels 
were grown in Queensla,nd, leaving 12,000 bushels 
of imported wheat. We find by the Treasury 
returns that 19,000 bushels of wheat paid Gel. 
a bushel duty; and I suppose the difference 
between the 19,000 bushels and the 12,000 
bushels was utilised for seed and other purposes. 
If it were not for the importation of wheat some 
of the mills would be idle. 

Mr. KATES: It will be different this year; 
we expect a good crop. 

Mr. P ALMER : Thinking, of course, that a 
gentleman who went so far as to advocate that a 
larger tax should be placed on the imported wheat 
had some grounds to go upon, I looked up these 
statistics, and I found it, would be a delusion for 
us to adopt such tL tax with the view of producing 
our own food supply. I think, lVIr. Speaker, we 
should pause before we proceed with un profit
able or unremunerative bmnch lines. The Com
rnissioner's report shows a graduaJly decreasing 
rate of return on the invested capital, and that 
is enough to malw hon. members pause before 
they consent to the starting of other lines. \V e 
find that in 1883-4 the rate was £3 1s. 5d. per 
cent. on the capital invested. In 1884-5 it was 
£2 12s. 5d. per cent.; in 1885-6 it went clown to 
£1 15s. 4d. per cent.; and in 1886-7 the return 
on all moneys invested in our railways was 
£1 Os. Gel. per cent. That is an indication that 
the rate is downwards, and that some alteration 
will have to be made in the management 
of our railways. I believe that the system is 
wrong· in connection with the political head of our 
railway system, and that it should be under a 
board of commiosioners, as in Victoria. The 
railways should be worked on strictly commercial 
principles, and unless so worked I believe that 
the money-lending public in J<:ni£lancl will 
very soon discover that they will have 
to ask a higher rate of interest for the 
money they lend, or stop our loans altogether. 
One hon. member stated that the rml ways of 
New South VV ales were carried on at a very 
great loss as compared with the Queensland, but 
I find that the railways there paid 3'27 per cent. 
-that is the whole system, trunk and branch 
lines-and we know that trunk lines ptty better 
than branch lines. That was for the year 188U, 
The subject is one that concerns every one in the 
country; be ea use the people of the colony will 
have to find the means to make up the deficiency 
on the railway returns, which we find amounts, ac
cording to the Commissioner, to £2G9,167. Taking 
working expenses from earnings the balance is 
£216,122, and deducting that from the amount 
[Jayable as interest at the rate of £4 10s. 8d., 
which is the interest payable on the money 
invested in our railways, leaves a debit balance 
of £2o0,1G7, which has to he provided from the 
consolidated revenue. vVe should not increase 
a burden like this year by year when our land 
revenue, which is the principal sourc~ of incon;e 
from which we expect to pay the mterest1 rs 
falling, and the railway revenue clec:easmg. 
\V e should take a firm stand, and not m crease 
our difficulties in that direction any further. I 
beg to move the adjournment of the debate. 
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS said : Mr. 
Speaker,-The hon. member has not given any 
reason for adjourning the debate, and I should 
think from the point of view of hon. members 
opposed to the motion that they have pretty well 
discussed the railway in all its phases. They 
seemed to have pretty well exhausted them
selves over it, and I do not think there 
is any object to be gained in adjourning 
the debate further. ·why not at once allow 
the motion to go into committee, when they 
can discuss it again point by point? I pre
sume they will take that course if they wish to 
have the whole question thoroughly ventilated, 
and I, for one, do uot feel inclined to go into any 
further discussion of the question in its present 
condition. \Vhen we are in committee the 
matter can be argued point by point, and the 
Government will be able to answer all the 
objections brought forward, and will, I think, 
be able to justify themselves in "'king the House 
to deal with the matter and approve of the 
plans, so that the railway can be commenced 
when the Government are prepared to call for 
tender,, I cannot see the object of adjourning 
the debate after two nights' discussion. 

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I will take advantage of the motion 
for adjourning the debate to make an expbna
tion and some corrections, which, I think, is 
not an unusnal thing to do. I quite agree with 
the Minister for \Vorks that we have had a 
pretty fair discus5ion, and I ba ve no don bt that 
we shall discuss the question still more in 
committee ; at the same time, it is necessary, I 
think, that any misapprehensions or errors made 
during the debate should be corrected before the 
debate closes. Therefore I take ad vantage of 
tbe motion for the adjournment of the debate to 
make an explanation, and to make a correction 
also of some statements made on behalf of the 
motion to go into committee by members of the 
Government, and by the late Colonial Treasurer, 
lVIr. Dickson. He seemed to be labouring under 
the misapprehension when he spoke that I, by 
my argument, had closed myself to the possi
bility of supporting the making of <1ny railway 
because I opposed going into committee on 
this line, or rather because I disapproved 
of constructing this line from 'Warwick to 
Thane's Creek under present. circumstances. 
I carefully gt1arded myself against any such 
position, and the hon. gentleman must certainly 
not htwe heard what I said. I stated distinctly 
that we should be careful, owing to our financial 
position, not to go into the making of milways 
recklessly, and that we should only make those 
lines which were wanted and were likely to 
be reproductive. If the hon. gentleman r'eads 
my speech as reported in Hansa1·d he will find 
words to that effect, so that his fear is utterly 
groundless. Certainly from my previous conduct 
in this House it cannot be supposed for one 
moment that I am opposed to the making of all 
railways, simply because I oppose this railway, 
chiefly on the ground of the present financial 
position of the Government. Both the hon. 
member for Enoggera and the Premier are under 
the misapprehension that because I and some 
other members on this side of the House ad va
cated the making of a railway to Croydon there
fore we should advocate the construction of the 
line now 'before the House; or, opposing it, we 
should stultify our advocacy of the Croydon 
railway. There is no comparison between tbe 
two lines of railway. If the Government do not 
make the railway to Croydon, which they need 
not do, that rail way will be carried out by 
private enterprise, if the Government give tlie 
necessary permission for that to be done. 
Could any private individual or syndicate be got 
to make this line of railway now under dis-

cussion? \Vould it be possible, by giving a sub
stantial guarantee less than the usual interest, to 
get any company to make this railway? But a 
company can readily be got to make the railway 
from Normanton to Croydon, twd I say that 
there is no comparison between the two rail
ways, and that my advocacy of the Croydon 
railway stands as strong and as firm as ever, 
notwithstanding that I am opposed to the 
construction of this line at the present time. 
The hon. men1ber for :Enoggera gave two 
reasons wh:v he advocated this railway, 
from \V arwick to Thane's Creek. One was to 
secure the border tmde, a reason which the hon. 
member for \Varrego destroyed by the return 
which he moved for last year, and read to-night 
to the House. The other reason given by the 
hon. gentleman was that be supported this 
proposal because he was a member of the 
Government. which advocated a railway policy 
containing this particular line, and he would not 
retreat from that policy. That is a very poor 
reason. There might be something in the 
border trade reason, if it could be proved, 
but the hon. gentleman must first prove that 
there is a border trade of sufficient value to protect 
bJ; the spending of so much money as this line 
w11l co't ; and then he must further prove that 
this line will be the means of protecting that 
border trade. But the hon. gentleman has not 
done that, nor attempted to do it; I hope he will 
try to do it in committee. As for the other reason, 
that he was a member of the Government which 
advocated the railway policy in which this line 
is included, and therefore he should not change his 
opinion but should still advocate this line, that is 
no reason at all ; the less so, seeing that it comes 
from a gentleman who is looked upon as a man of 
sound common sense. VVhen he proposed this rail
way, did not he consider the country to be in a flour
ishing condition? Did he not expect from the state
ments made by some of his colleaguE-~ that there 
would be no difficulty in finding the money to pay 
the interest on the cost of its construction, and 
also to pay for the interest on other lines included 
in tbe £10,000,000 loan? Did he not expect that 
there would be sufficient revenue under the Land 
Act for that purpose~ Have his expectations in that 
respect been realised? Has this increased revenue 
been received hv him as Colonial Treasurer? Of 
course we knmv that it hns not; we know that the 
re\'enue has fallen off inste,,d of increased. The 
reason, therefore, that the hon. gentleman should 
support this railway now, because he advocated 
it before in a general railway policy, is utterly 
groundless. I do not think he would have lent 
himself for a single moment to the production of 
such a railway policy as was introduced in 1884 
unless he was perfectly satisfied, as he said at 
the time, that there would be no difficulty in 
finding the interest on the railways, and that 
there would even be a surplus which would go 
far to benefit the Government in other directions 
and to reduce unnecessary taxation. Those were 
the expectations of the hon. gentleman at 
that day. Can he say that these are his 
expectations now? I leave him to think over 
the matter, and tell us more about it when we 
get into committee. The hon. member for 
Barcoo, Mr. lVIurphy, referred to the statement 
made by the Premier last night as to the railway 
being made when money was available. Of 
course the hon. gentleman denies having made 
that statement, and I am quite certain that if he 
thought he had made it he would not deny it ; 
but he did make a statement of the kind, and a 
similar statement was made by the Minister for 
\V arks. I will read the statement made by 
the Minister for \Vorks, aud it will perhaps 
strengthen the assertion made by the hon. 
member for Barcoo. I heard the Premier make 
the statement, and so did the hon. member for 
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W arrego ; we both remarked it to each other at 
the time. I will read what the Minister for 
\Vorks says upon that particular point, which, to 
my mind, throws very great doubt upon the 
sincerity of the Government in trying to pass 
the plans of this railway. The Minister for 
\Vorks said:-

"When 've go lnto committee I will give the reasons 
why the Government have brought forward this motion, 
and why they propose to construct the railway as soon 
as they get Rufficient funds to do it, but not at the 
present stage." 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am not 
the Treasurer. 

The Ho:-~. J. M. MAOIWSSAN: Is not that 
plain enough? The hon. gentleman is the mover 
of this motion, and it is he who will have to put 
this motion into operation if it is carried. He says 
he is not the Trea'<urer ! I know he is not; but 
that strengthens the position that was taken up by 
the hon. member for Barcoo and the hon. mem
ber for W arrego, who, along with myself, heard 
the Premier make a similar statement. 

The PRE::VIIER : I cannot remember it. I 
made a statement quite inconsistent with that. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : It was a 
slip, no doubt. What the Minister for ·works 
said was probably not intended either, but 
whether it was intended or not, it was caught by 
the gentlemen in the gallery. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: You have 
got one statement there, where is the other? 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : The other 
was not caught, but yours was. 

The PREMIER : I could not have said it, for 
I had a very different thing in my mind. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Well, I 
have grave doabts about the sincerity of the 
Government. I certainly do think that they are 
sensible men, and, that being so, they would not 
make thi" railway at the present stage, as the 
Minister for vVorks says, even if the plans 
were passed; and I think the same also 
of the other railway which is to be pro
posed after this. In fact, I think the 
Premier will not deny having said so in 
connection with the South Brisbane extension. 
Now, sir, at the time that this railway was first 
mooted, a good many years ago when the surveys 
were first made by the late Government, it was 
entertained rather favourably for a few months 
because it was looked upon as a line that would be 
a very much shorter route in going to New South 
\Vales. Since then a great deal more has been 
learned about the difficulty of making the line 
through the first portion of this grand railway 
scheme, because it is all of one piece. It is all one 
scheme. The via ncta and this Warwick to St. 
George line is all one railway. The one is a 
complement of the other, and this Thane's Creek 
line is the beginning of the line. Of course the 
Government know very well, and the members 
who advocate the line know very well, that if 
they get the Thane's Creek line made as far as 
Thane's Creek it is only a matter of time to have 
it continued at both ends, both west and east. 
But since the time I speak of, there have been 
other railway surveys made in a direction which 
seems to me to be shorter and better. I refer 
to the route, vi<Z Beaudesert, across into New 
South Wales, so that it is really a very serious 
question whether we should commit ourselves to 
this line-leaving out of consideration the finan
cial question-·until we have ascertained for a 
positive certainty whether the route from Beau
desert onwards towards Casino would not be 
shorter and less expensive. That is a matter 
which can be found out only by surveys, 
and, in connection with that, the hon. gentle
man at the head of the Government, I 

think rather unfairly, accused the member 
for Mackay of anticipating the pressing on of 
this line as soon as he changed seats and got 
on the Government benches. Now, I do not 
think the hon. member contemplates anything of 
the sort. If he did he would encounter a great 
deal of opposition from the gentlemen who would 
be sitting around him. Now, the member for 
Enoggera .seemed to be under the impression 
that because the Government had passed a cer
tain line of railway policy, therefore he should 
stick to that line of policy, but he seems 
to have fnrgotten that that line of policy has 
been altered a great deal. If this line is 
not passed, it will not be the first alteration that 
has taken place, for one rail way put in the 
£10,000,000 loan vote was completely wiped off 
and the money appropriated to another line going 
from Bowen, vi{/, Ayr, towards Townsville. On 
the £10,000,000 loan vote there was a line from 
Bowen to the coalfields going straight out west 
from Bowen, but now the money is appro
priated to a line going northwards towards 
Townsville. Therefore the hon. gentleman's 
argument about sticking to an unreliable line 
of policy is futile. It is childish as coming 
from a man of his years and common sense. 
Now, I come to the explanation I intend to 
make about the statement of the financial posi
tion. I admit that I made a mistake in one 
portion of my st,ttement, and the hon. gentleman 
at the head of the Government, in correcting it, 
made a bigger mistake still, so that in explaining 
the one I shall be able to correct the other. Hon. 
members may recollect that the hon. gentleman, 
in making his explanation last night, admitted, 
though I did not hear it, but I have since read it in 
Hcmsnnl, that the deficit which I stated would 
accrue in the consolidated revenue at the end of the 
quarter was correct-that it would be at least 
£400,000. He admitted also statements which I 
made, up to a certain point, as being correct, 
that point being the end of this present quarter
the financial end of this present quarter
both in relation to the Loan and Consolidated 
Revenue Funds. I stated that I would place 
the £60,000 of deficit existing at present along
side the expenditure for the quarter, the expendi
ture being, in round numbers, £1,100,000, and 
deducting the revenue with the increase which I 
gave from that £1,100,000, there would be a 
deficit left of £405,000, which must certainly be 
made up out of the loan vote. The money must 
come from somewhere. The services being per
formed, the money must be found for the pay
ment of the services, and the money not being in 
the ordinary revenue, it must come out of the 
available balance which the Government have 
in hand, which is the loan cash balance. 

The PREMIER : I admitted all that. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Well, I say 
the hon. gentleman admitted all up to that point. 

The PREMIER : That will be the case if we 
c:id nothing to alter it. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: I may deal 
with that afterwards. Then occurs the point 
where I made the mistake. I should have taken 
that £ii00,000 of loan money which I said 
would be expended at the end of the quarter, 
from the £1,410,000. Hon. members will recollect 
that the answer given by the head of the 
Government to the hon. member for Mackay 
showed liabilitie~, £1,200,000, to which I 
added £240,000, by way of extras, making 
£1,440,000. Therefore, in dealing with that 
£1,440,000, I made a mistake. I should have 
taken from it the £500,000, which is a por
tion of the £1,440,000, and that was the only 
mistake I made. Now, taking that £500,000 
from the £1,440,000 leaves £940,000, which will 
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be available clear of liabilities. That £940,000 
will be available. But I take it in another 
way, and I take it upon the hon. gentleman's 
own admisRion. That £940,000, taken from the 
£1,804,000-that is the £40;),000, and £500,000 of 
the loan, taken from the £2,700,000, would make 
£1,804,000 available at the end of the year. But I 
take £!)40,000 out of that as being contracted for 
already, and liable to be spent according to the 
hon. gentleman's statement, leaving £864,000, 
instead of £3G4,000, as I said last night, makivg 
an error, as I stated just now, of £500,000 for the 
quarter. Now, the hon. gentleman thought I 
went on and doubled the expenditure afterwards, 
and perhaps the way in which I spoke justified 
him in thinking so, but it was not so. I said, 
spending money at the rate of £2,000,000 a year, 
that only the small balance of £364,000 would be 
available, but it is £864,000 that will.be available 
at the end of the rruarter. Now, I will place 
it in another way, so thttt the hon. gentleman 
C<tnnot c<tvil at it. 

The PRE:YIIER: The present fin<tncial year 
you mean, surely ? 

The HoN. ,J. M. MAOROSSAN: No; I 
mean the end of the present quarter, not the end 
of the present financial year. 

The PREMIER: If there are no more obliga
tions in the meantime, it comes to the same 
thing. 

The Ho:-~. J. M. MAOROSSAN : In reply
ing last night, the hon. gentleman stated in relation 
to the loan expenditure :-

"The Government contemplate that the borrowing of 
the colony cannot be safely stOl)]_)ed." 

The PREMIER : That is a curious mistake. 
What I actually said was " will not be suddenly 
stopped." 

The HoN. J. M. MAOROSSAN: I do not 
mean to take ad vantage of the words "safely 
stopped." I quite admit that the borrowing can
not i:Je suddenly stopped. I admit that, and every 
member of the House who has the slightest 
inkling of finance must admit it also. However, 
I am quoting the exact words of Hansa1·d's 
report of the hon. member's speech :-

" 'rhe Government contemplate that the borro·wing 
of the colony cannot be safely stopped, and that the 
obligati0u for the succeeding year will be about the 
sa1ne.'' 
That is, aoout the same as last year. 
"In both years it 'vill be materially less than during 
the present year." 
That is, meaning the expenditure of the Govern
ment in loan monev will be about the same 
during the present year as it was in the past, but 
that during the succeeding year and the year 
after some atterript will be made to reduce the 
expenditure out of loan. 

The PREMIER: I said the expenditure for 
this year and next year will be less than that for 
last year. I did not speak very distinctly last 
night, I admit. 

The HoN. J. M. MAOROSSAN : The ex
penditure in round numbers-it is better to 
speak in round numbers, as it is easier, and they 
are more safely reported-was £2,000,000, or very 
little under it. 

The PREMIER : More than £100,000. 
The HoN. J. M. MAOROSSAN: No; 

£1,943,585 was the amount of the loan expendi
ture forlast year. That expenditure was not alone 
upon railways, for as hon. members know, a large 
expenditure has been going on out of loan upon 
other public works, as well as railways-on har
bours and rivers, and dredging ; some has been 
going on in immigration, on electric telegraphs, 
and public buildings in different parts of the 
colony. Rolling-stock, of course, also takes up a 
very large portion of the expenditure. But the 

whole of this must go on, being as much 
a necessity to our existence at the present 
time as the making of railways, and probably 
a little more, especially the expenditure on 
harbours and rivers, immigration, and telegraphs. 
I think they are a little more necessitous to our 
present state of existence as a successful colony. 
\Ve have got three quarters yet to run of this 
financial year, and these three quarter' will 
average one and a-half millions of loan expendi
ture. 

The PREMIER: No. 
The HoN. J. M. MAOROSSAN: The hon. 

gentleman says "No." I am taking the returns 
as I find them, and the statements as I find 
them here. 

The PREMIER: I take the actual contracts 
let and the works contemplated. 

The HoN. J. M. MAOROSSAN: If the hon. 
gentleman carries out what is contemplated, I 
am afraid it will be even more. The hon. gentle
man must, as he proposes, curtail a gre:tt deal if 
he wishes to keep within one and a-half millions. 
In addition to that there will be a deficit at the 
end of the quarter of £405,000, and that money, 
as I pointed out, must be replaced, and it must 
come from somewhere-making a total expendi
ture at the end of the year of £1,905,000, leaving 
an available loan balance of £804,000 at the end 
of the financial year-that is, allowing that 
there are no fresh contracts entered into. 
This has all to be looked at, and that is the 
available balance that will be on hand if no 
other contracts are entered into ; but the hon. 
gentleman asks us now to go into other fresh 
contracts, which will render us liable for an 
amount of £225,000 to the extent of the length 
of railway asked for. Taking that from the 
£804,000, there will still be £579,000 left. Now, 
what are all the other fresh contracts to come 
out of, the beginning of which, at least, must be 
paid out of that £579,000, which will be available 
as the surplus balance of loan money at the end of 
the financial year? The hon. gentleman will tell 
us, no doubt, he means to curtail all that, but he 
also told us it was not safe to suddenly stop the 
borrowing. It is not safe to suddenly stop the 
spending. It is the spending that it is not safe 
to suddenly stop, not the borrowing. Of course 
the borrowing is difficult, but we all know there 
are thousands of men whose bread depends upon 
the spending of money-every man in the House 
knows that. We have no means at present
though I had when in office the means-of know
ing, and did know, the number of men actually 
ettrning their bread from the spending of 
borrowed money. At that time the popula
tion was several thousands less than now, and 
the number then was many thousands. The 
loan expenditure was only one-half what it is 
now, and we must conclude that the number of 
men depending upon the spending of this loan 
.money is now nearly double what it was then. 
Therefore I say it is the spending that must 
not be suddenly stopped, and cannot safely be 
stopped. If we continue to spend without trying 
to retrench very carefully, where shall we find 
ourselves if we have any difficulty in going 
upon th@ market to borrow money? We shall 
be obliged to withdraw the money now lying in 
the banks here, which amounts, I suppose, to 
£800,000 or £900,000-probably more, but I 
could tell by looking at the last returns. \V e 
shall have to draw upon that money lying in 
the National Bank in London, or to the credit 
of the Agent-General. We shall have to draw 
upon that to prevent difficult times caused by 
the banks hardening with their customers 
through the want of money. Those are things 
the hon. gentleman knows he must take into 
account. Therefore, I say we are not justified, 
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for that reason alone, in going on with this 
expenditure of money. \Vhat will this expendi
ture commit us to is the next question we have 
to ask. It looks very nice to be told that "nll 
we want is a rail way to Thane's Creek." Smne 
hon. g-ent,Jeman told1is that last night, that only 
£100,000 was wanted; but that £100,000 will 
be a million. The distance from Warwick to 
St. George is 235lzmiles by Mr. Phillips's survey. 
Can we expect that line to be made rtt a less 
cost than our other main lines of railway have 
been made for? I think not. Let ns see what 
the cost of our main lines is at present-.. lines 
which came before this House with a far better 
prospect of cheap construction than this 
line has, because it goes through a very 
large extent of flooded country. There were 
lines introduced by myself, believing thoroughly 
that they would cnst no more than £3,000 per 
mile ; but what do I find bv the Commissioner's 
report? I find they cost a-half more than .£3,000 
per mile-the very cheapest of our main lines. 
The line from ~Iaryborough to Gym pie, intro· 
duced by the Government which preceded the 
Mcllwraith Government, has cost £7,325 per 
mile. '!'hat is a main line being continued 
to Brisbane, and, of cour><e, the part of that 
line from Gympie to Brisbane will cost much 
more than £7,000 per mile. The Bundaberg 
to Mount Perry line-a line which was built 
as a cheap line, and has been Inaintaincd as 
a cheap line-cost £5,31G per mile; Rockhamp
ton to Rucaldine-a large porthn of that line 
was built on the cheap principle of less than 
£3,000 a mile; and now I find that, after all my 
assertions that that line conld be made for 
£3,000 a mile, it has actually cost £5,460 a mile. 

The PREMIER: Is that for the whole line, 
or only for a part of it? 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: That is for 
the whole line. I know that the first s<>ctionof that 
line cost £10,000 amilA and that the next section, 
to Emerald, cost £6,000 a mile. From Emerald 
onwards I made a very large portion of it, and 
when I brought the plans clown to the House I 
stated distinctly on several occasions that the 
section could be made for less than £3,000 a 
mile. Now, let us go to the line to Charters 
Towers, which I also made, and upon which I 
can speak with authority. Mr. Ballard assured 
me, time after time, that the line could be made 
for less than £3,000 a mile. He even offered to 
leave the Government service and take con tracts 
himself for making the line at that rate if the 
Government wonlcl guarantee him a certain 
nu m her of miles. Townsville and Torrens Creek 
cost £4,585 a mile, and that is the cheapest main 
line we have got. Can we expect this line we 
have now before us to be made cheaper? Cer
tainly not. There is no such country on the 
Charters Towers line, or the Townsville to 
Torrens Creek line, as that through which this 
line goes; and I assert that the 235 miles to 
St. George will come to nea.r!y £1,100,000. The 
interest on that amount at onr present rate 
of borrowing-4 per cent.-will come to over 
£40,000, and the maintenance of those 235 
miles will cost £32,000 per annum. Thus we 
should be committing ourselves to an expen
diture of £72,000 per annum to get an imaginary 
border trade- a trade that we shall never 
succeed in getting. I think I have said quite 
enough about the railway. I want to make some 
explanation on another point. The hon. gentle
man seems to have misunderstood me when I 
was talking about the unexpended balances of 
the previous loan Yotes, and of the £10,000,000 
loan vote. He seem~ to be under the impression 
that I forgot that there were other funds un
expended. If he looks at my speech he will 
find that I carefully guarded myself against 

that. \Vhen a man speaks in this House 
he speaks to the capacity of his audience, 
and does not stop to explain everything as a 
schoolmaster does to his boys, and I certainly 
did not think the hon. gentleman would have 
misunderstood me. But the idea struck me at 
the time that I might be misunderstood, and I 
explained that that included the balances of 
previous loan votes as well as the balance of the 
£10,000,000 loan vote. The hon. gentleman will 
find that recorded in Hanscwd. I never made 
any reference to any particular line of railway in 
the northern part of the country further than to 
show the amount expended at the end of the last 
financial year, and the amount expended during 
the last quarter, showing the total amount now 
remaining unexpended out of this £10,000,000 
loan money. The hon. gentleman alluded to 
the Cooktnwn rail way ; I did not say there had 
been no money spent on the Cooktown railway 
except from that £10,000,000 loan vote. The 
hon. gentleman lmowG very well that the :Mcii
wraith Government passed a very large amount 
of money for the Cooktown rail way ; that has all 
been spent. ·what I stated, and what I state 
again now, is that out of a total of £1,625,000 of 
the £10,000,000 loan vote, after all the previous 
halanees had been expended, there has been only 
£95,000 expended on Northern railways. That is 
a fact which the hon. gentleman can as easily find 
out himself if he takes the trouble, or gets one of 
his clerks to do it for him, as I have done. Such, 
I say, is the case, while at the same time, and I 
stated distinctly and repeat now, twelve or thirteen 
times the Southern portion of that £10,000,000 
loan vote has been expended, and several times 
the portion of the other districts has been ex
pended also. I think, Mr. Speaker, I have 
shown that it is not safe for us to go on as we 
are going, because this is a certain part of the 
Gowrnment policy. The Government them
se] ves cannot now defend the policy which they 
proposed to this House in 1884, nor have 
they attempted to do so. The only excuse they 
have ever given for not being able to get 
the interest to pay upon this £10,000,000 loan 
has been Providence ; they throw ZLll the 
blame upon Providence. First Providence sent 
ch·ought, and then Providence sent floods. vV ell, 
we have had neither floods nor droughts for many 
months; we have had good seasons; and still 
the interest does not come in from the Land Act. 
The Land Act and the railway policy are part of 
the same policy, am!, one part having proved a 
failnre, it is time for the House to reconsider the 
deci;;i<m it came to on the railway policy; and 
I maintain that we are not in a fit state to 
reconsider it, because those hon. gentlemen on 
the other side of the Honse are ashamed to go 
back upon themselves. They are ashamed to 
admit that they have made a mistake. \Ve see 
the late Colonial Treasurer staunchly advocating 
this policy because he voted for it in 1884 ; and 
yet he knows that the Land Act has been a 
failure. In fact, he left the Government partly 
because it was a failure ; he could not get his 
own way to amend it and make it a success. 
That there are conveniences in this House to 
carry on log-rolling is a thing nobody can deny; 
and I believe the most honest thing to do with 
these two lines of rail way is to remit them to 
the new Parliament, and if the new Parliament 
says, in its wisdom, that they ought to he made, 
then it will be time enoug-h to make them. The 
country will lose nothing· in the meantime. 
'fhere is no trade being lost ; that is simply 
imaginary ; and snch being the case the sooner 
we end this discussion the better for the House 
and the better for the country. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I only 
wonder, if the hon. member thinks it so desirable 
to close the discussion, that so many efforts have 
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been made to pr9long- it by hon. members on the 
other side. However, I r'eel cctlled upon to sav a 
few wonh in an:->wer to what the hm1. Ine1niwr 
has Ha,id. He has not ~tt a1l cleared up the 1ni:::i· 
takes he fell into hd. nig·ht. I will de:tl 
very brietly with ·a few of tho thing' he h;eo said. 
The hou. 1nmnber;s argtnne11t is n:' tlLy ~1..g·a.iust 
the construction of any lint·,-.; of l'CLilway at the 
present tiu1e; the fiwtnCl:8 of th( cn1onv ate 
in such a deplora,Lle condition, acconliug t~) hint, 
that it would cerLtinly l1e \\"l'(Jnri· to entl'l' 
upon the const:nctitm at prc-)(~nt of a Ct•rt.tin 
line iuvolving t_Ln expenditut-e of £300,000 
which the lwn. nwlnlJ,:r wi~hes us to tlo. 
The bun. nYnnher ~a.icl la ;t night, and be 
telL~ us :1..1;ain to~u;, .. :,htt, hat. uut ()f the 
voted in the Lwtn .... ~et (lf lS.S± fur ~T mthet'll 
ways, only £:J5,000 lw,~ llt·=m :-:ljknt. I a-:.n :-J<H'JT 
that b,~t ni~·ht I wn~ 110t nble to .-i]H-:n.k Vel'y 

lnndlv. I wa~ extretueh tin--1. and I run afr;lit1 
that {nany tiling-; I ritf \\'t:::re 'ndt he~Lrd by th0 
repurter::;. There wen~ :-;uventl t.:tistak:~ _, in 
report. I Uare.<ty ruy voi~e W<-LS 1111t ') 

clearly as it rnig·ht h_~ve been, a:;d I J.Ul a£1\dd 
I shall not be much b _ttd' heaTd this evening. 
In the LDan Act of 183-l th"r' werce live 
Northern rail\'.tLVR melttioned. The fir~t was the 
rail Way from Tn\VH.-wille tn 1:-[ugheudt'll, and ex
ten:;;iou We,,tward, rrhe Vote for that \V a:-; £-120

1
000, 

which wa,:; in n'·..;pect of the 1,:\'}1qh~ hne frmn 
Town:-;ville we.stwanl--nnt, L~~ tlH-:: hn•J. 1nemtn~r 
snid ]a..;t night, frn1n Hn· .. chew1e:l \','' .,,b\' 1r l Of 
that £400,000 u1·er £200,000 bed \.Jc· n Npent befurc 
the 1st of July of this yc<cr. 

The Ho~. J. M. MACROSSAN: Spent out 
of previou~ votes. 

The PRE:VIIER: Of that £400,000, upwards 
of £200,000 had been spent on the 1st July hest. 
The amunnt to the credit of the vote then was 
less thrm £220,000. The next item was Herberton 
to the coast, for which £400,000 was voted. 
In com._;,_quence of it being hnpo.--sihle to bt>gin 
the expenditure of the nrlier vote for a long 
time, owing tocircurnstnnc ~~ perfectly familia.r to 
this House, none of th:tt £400,000 had been spent, 
bu_t a very ,large portion of it had been appro
pnated and pledged. 

The Ho~. J. ::\1. J\IACROSSAcN: Do you say 
that has been spent ? 

The PREMIEH,: I say it has not been, but a 
very large portion of it is now plenged unJer 
existing contracts. 'rhere we~s £200,000 voted 
before, the expenditure of which could not be 
begun until the route was determinec:l npon. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: There is 
£50,000 of that still. 

The PREMIER: There was on the 1Rt July, 
or more than that. There is about £50,000 
now probably. The next item was "Cook
town towards lVIaytown," for which £150,000 was 
voted, of which over £GO,OOO had been spent on 
the 1st July; so that inste>tcl of £~5,000 only 
having been sr,ent the amount is nearer £300,000. 
The Bowen and Carpentaria lines I neecl .<ay 
nothing ab,mt now, bec,~use everybody kncnvs 
the reason why no money has been spent on the 
line from Bowen to the Co<tlfields, and why 
the Gnlf or Carpentaria line has not been 
commencBd. So much for that. Now, with 
respect to the other mistake of the hon. 
member with respect to the state of the Loan 
Fund. He has corrected himself now so far as 
the current quarter is concerned, but still falls 
into the same mistake as to the temainder of the 
year. He assumes that we are going to spend 
all the money under existing contracts during 
the current fimmcial year. \V e are not going to 
do that. 

The Ho~. J. M. MACROSSA::'{: I assumed 
that the version you gave was correct. 

1887-3 V 

The PRE:\IIER : The hon. gentleman has got 
very mud1 mixed oYer that. He inoists that he 
know:.;; 1vh~~t the expt~tH1itnre dnrint-4· the eurrent 
yc;tl' i::: going to he. I ha \·e lll<t,de it tny bu:::i
Ill'''~ to find ont; I have nw.de very ca.reful 
inq_nirie~, and [ Il1~ty ~'1.Y have crOSK·t~xaminf'd the 
infcnn ,tion I ha,\·c got ; and frmn the infurrna-
ti.m [ il<We f '"11 "1tisfit'd that the eXjYonc\i-
ture durin~· pn~~L·nt financi:J ye:1t' \Vill be 
cou:-;iJera.lJly le"-..; th:tn dnring the prevjow:; ye:.tr. 
Th;ct i,; wlmt I saicl b't night, but I am reported 
to h:t\'e ~:ti(l "all<lut the quue." -'----\.ccordiugtothe 
he tiuf,ll'lll:ttil)n T cttl which I :t:-~-mme i . ...; cor-
rect, f antil iJl~Ltt~ tkt.t ln:Ul (-·xneudiLnre of the 
CUlT< nt y·: tr' \~'ill nnt tnore th 111 £1,.SOJ,O!):), 
\Yh 'Ll rn tkin~· n1v Fiuancial .StaLmnent I m~~,i. 
m 'ted it <1t £1,~.)0,000, but. I bad uot then the 
accnrnte inf•)rtnatinn tlvt, I hnYe now. That 
m:ckes :t ditLerenen of £~00,080 in the hnn. mem
ller\; fi··c.1r, -•, :1ncl ;:.-; T h:t\·e ~aitl, there \Vill be a,t 
le·"t tl,OOO,OO'l av:1il.chle in clear ce1sh at the 
end of t.ht=: Cttrrent fiinltcial VE'!11'. Th~tt i8 the 
itnportnnt pqiut tlutt, 1 d>:::si·, ati to rnaJ..::(~ clear last 
night. Th:~t is allo;dn~ f.,r the additional con
tra.e ~ I spoke of la~t night. 

The HoC'/. J. M. 1\IA.CROSSA.X : Utterly 
illl[i'l.--\sibL~! 

Tiw l'RK>ITE [l: It i,, ccs I e;tate. I hccve 
before me the particlJ]ars of all the contra.cts that 
:tre h;t, a,nd of all the ~-"qmuditure that is heing 
e;trritJ,l(PI. A._n i in tha-t I Ll,\'e·--·s~:ma:t('dconsi ler
l'<:thly rn .:;·,- t:utu 1 . ..::; l~\~el? tn he ·-;fH-~nt nn·1~~r the 
contract<. The expenditure C"rtlliuly will not be 
more than that. I do not think it will be so 
much, and I make liberal allowance. If less than 
£1,800,000 is expencled by the end of the finan
cial year tlwre will be something over a million 
left. In that I have allowed for all the new 
works I mentioned last night, and also for the 
connnonce1ntmt of the work under discnssion. 
'l'hat iR what the position will be. Then the 
following yc·:u I anticipate that we shall spencl 
about the same amount, but in eBtirnating that 
we shall spend about the same amount next year 
as during the present year, I have allowed 
£300,000 for the Croynon railway, or the Cion 
curry milway, or whatever it may be crrlled. We 
are allowing fnr the expencliture pf £300,000 in 
that one spot. If that was not done-if, yield
ing to the pessilnistic argun1ents of the hon. 
member for Townsville, we refuoed to make more 
contracts, then the expenditure on all the rail
wr<y works and other works in the colony at pre
sent contmnplated for the financial year next 
after this, would not be much more than a million. 
I have had the advantage of going into this 
matter thoroughly and carefully during the last 
few weeks, but the hon. gentleman has been 
reasoning '~ pri01·i without any definite informa
tion. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Look at 
page 8 of the Commi,sioner's report, at the 
contracts that were let last year and will fall due 
this year. 

'l'he PREMIER : The hon. gentleman refers 
to the contracts that were entered into and in 
progress during the year 1886. I will take them 
one by one. Nor them line, finished. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: It is not. 

The PREl\HRR : Pmctically finished. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROS SAN": It should 
be, but it is not. 

The PREMIER: If it is not it will be before 
the end of the financial ye<er. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Which 
financial year? 

The PREMIER: This financial year. These 
are the figures we have taken into consideration. 
Western line ; that will be finished before the 
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end of the financial year. North Coast line; 
that I referred to in detail last night. Isis line, 
finished. Cooktown line ; that will be nearly 
finished before the end of the finu,ncial year. 
Cairns contract; that is finished. Bea,udesert 
line, finished ; Bcu,nambu, line, finished ; Emu 
Park line, nearly finished-will be finished before 
the end of the financial year. 

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : Are these 
lines finished before the contract time? 

The PREMIER : The Emu Park is nearly 
finished. 

The HoN. J. M. JHACROSSAN : The con
tract time is not up. \Vhat about the Beau
desert line? 

The PRE:\HER: The contract time is the 
28th December, 1887. Surely December, 1887, 
precedes ,June, 1888. The Emu Park line will not 
be finished until April, 1888; that is before the 
end of the financial year I bke it. The South
port and N erang line will not be finished until 
after the end of the financial year. That is the 
only line that will not be finished before the end 
of the financial year. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : If they are 
finisher! 1 nresume they must be paid for. 

The PRE:VIIER: Of course they will be paid 
for. In the figures I gave I said they were pro
vided for. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: And the 
extras? 

The PREMIER : And all the extras, all the 
rails, the rolling-stock, and everything else. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Have you 
all the extras? 

The PREMIER: Yes; all made up sepa
rately. As I told the hon. member, l have 
cross· examined all the information I got; and 
when I was not satisfied that all the items were 
there, I sent them back for further information, 
until I got the information. The fact is our 
contracts have nearly come to an end, and unless 
we make some new ones we shall suddenly have 
that result the hon. member deprecates-having 
all our men thrown on our hands at once. 

Mr. L UMLI<~Y HILL : Hon. members who 
have spoken a great deal seem to object to any hon. 
member spectking a second time on this question. 
I did not take up the time of the House ten 
minute~ on the question before--

The PRE:VIIER: And you are going to make 
up for lost time now. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: If the Premier is 
anxious that I should make up for lost time I am 
quite willing to do so. I have not as yet shown any 
disposition to stonewall or obstruct this rail way, 
and I would remind the hon. member that I have 
seen him resort to obstruction himself in his 
time. He kept me, as well as many other hon. 
members, on the floor of the HousP night and 
day, for I am afraid to su,y how many 
weeks, over the British-India mail contract. 
He and his following obstructed that, though 
the majority of the House in their wisdom 
would have carried it without any hesitation. 
The obstruction there was not justifiable-here 
I maintain it is; and if it were resorted to I 
should feel much inclined to take a hand in the 
business myself. ·what I take exception to is 
the Premier saying that these arguments would 
apply to any line of mil way. I say that any 
line which could show unmistakable grounds 
of necessity, and unmistakable evidence of 
paying directly, would be immediately passed 
by a two-thirds or three-quarters majority in 
this House, as we saw the other night in the 
diversion of portion of the N ormanton-Cloncurry 
vote to the Croydon line. The Premier twits me 

with supporting u,nything because it is !\' orthern; 
but that line had nothing to do with my con
stituency. It was eminently not a political rail
way as there is only one representative for Burke. 
I claim that I support any nationu,l undertaking 
that is good for the whole colony, and I supportt'd 
that diversion of monev because I saw the 
necessity and ad visa!Jility of opening up quick 
u,nd speedy communication with that important 
golclfield. I am not solely a N"orthern member; 
I am not allied with the bulk of the N"orthern 
members in opposing the Government. I am 
willing to as;~ist then1 in n,ny good rneasures they 
bril!g f(wward. The Governn1ent ought to be 
tfwnkfnl to have some independent members to 
8ave then1 fron1 the outrageous clailns of a 
certain bunch for unjustifi11ble railw11ys, which 
are rnerely mean~ of hauling in vote~. I have 
been at considerable trouble to a"certain what 
kind of country this line woulcl pass through, 
both last year, when it wa' before us then, and 
also this year. Anybody cu,n see by the map 
the amount of close settlement going on in that 
direction. There is no population there, and 
there never will be any. The land is poor, 
hungry, granite soil, overgrown with brushwood, 
and is merely second-clttss pn.storal. It is fu,r 
frmn be in~ agricultural country; it is not even firtlt
class pastoral. There is only a certain seetion of 
the House banded together in a sort of log-rolling 
group, who are forcing this line upon the country 
at a most inoppor-tune time. I congratulate the 
members for the district on the gallant sbnd 
they have made. They will be able to go and 
dangle this line once more before the noses of 
their constituents- at least that is what I 
hope. They would not know what to say 
if they got this railway. I think they would 
probably be all turned out at once for the 
iniquitous imposition they have succeeded in 
palming off on the country. They will be sent 
back, no doubt, to try and get it again. I hope 
the House will not pass a line of this kind, 
which has not the approbation of the Assembly, 
though it may pass as it did last year by a 
majority of one or two. It would be far better 
if new lines had to be passed by a two-thirds 
majority, and not made a pu,rty question at all. 
I doubt whether that could be carried out, and 
if not I think every line should be referred 
to a committee of this House, who would 
have to travel over the line 1md see the country 
for themselves. If the country through which 
this line is to pass is anything like what I have 
heard it is from unprejudiced disinterested men, 
the idea of making the line would never be enter
tained for one mon1ent. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
agree with a great deal that has fallen from the 
hon. member who has juot sat down. I was 
very much surpri8ed to hear what fell from the 
Premier. There is no doubt that the hrm. 
gentleman has tried to gloss over in a very 
clever way-in a way which he is an atlept at
the financial position of this colony. I, however, 
do not shrink from saying that I consider the 
financial condition of the colony is a deplorable 
one, notwithstanding what has fallen from that 
hon. gentleman. Notwithstanding the figures 
he has produced, I hold that our position is a 
highly critical one-w critical that I think that, 
instead of this House being asked to go into 
committee to consider the expediency or other
wise of the construction of this railway, it would 
be a wise step-and I would propose it if there 
were any chance of carrying it-to have a cam· 
mittee of this House appointed to inquire into 
the existing financial position of this colony, 
I am perfectly certain that if we had the 
Auditor-General and others, including the late 
Treasurer u,nd the Under Secretary for the 
Treasury, brought before that committee and 
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examined, they would show a very different state 
of affairs than that apparently r<'Yeale<l by the 
Prer11ier, althnug·h I arn cnn\·irH'~3d thctt hnn. 
genLlem:m thinks it wonld not. \Vhy, sir, it i., only 
the other cby th,,t )FJ ,prung flllly arnwd hum the 
head of Jupiter. A \,l.nv of the axe on the h<Jacl 
of Jupitee prorluc•l<l this ~linerva, thi' bird of 
wisdom, this hertven-born Treasurer. If there is 
anything that want~ thoroughly ~t'arching out it 
is- our fina.ncial pn-;iti011. I ha.ve goorl rea_.-.;nu for 
believing that our late Trea·~t_H'er hin1:-~elf is n1ixe(l 
~p and in a fog in the ti~ures brought before thi~ 
House. \V e hrtve had sent l1ackward.l ami for
\Vard.s frmn one r;ide of the HtlUSe to the tlther, 
figures \Vhich [ ~Lln not in a positimt to say are 
correct, unh""'-' \Ve have a very E't_·;1rching exauli
nation into the frl:·t·-ury accounts. Xo b,ter 
than last night we hctd "it from the Treasurer 
himself th;ct the accounts were so muC'h mix -:J 
up in the ditferent departm•mts that it \ntS 
difficult to get the mnount::; tngethcr. Tb.tt wa~ 
conveyed in the hnn. gentlrn~,n ':·Hu~.~werto a, return 
moved for by the hon. member for Burke, ~Y[r. 
Pahner. ..Afterwards there vvas a return which 
practically met the de:nand of the hon. member, 
produced by the Premier himself, who had it 
tucked up his sleeve apparently all the time. 
That being the case I <lo not think we shonlcl bo 
called upon to rlispose of the funds of the jlllblic 
until we know what those fund,; are, and I srty, 
at the pre:ent time, not that there is not a living 
111an, but certninly there is not a rnembPr of thi::; 
Home, who knows what they are. Hardly any 
rrmn but the Premier will deny that. In 
reg:1rd to this particuln,r vote, it ha-; been 
m>lled a great national work. \V e are aske,l 
to believe, by the members for Darling Downs, 
that this is a g-reat national work. I am wrry 
the :Ylinistcr for Lands is not in his place. I hope 
he is not asleep; but that gentleman told us that 
it was a great national work. Now, I take it if 
a work is a great national WOl'k it will be one that 
will be decided upon grettt national line,. \Vlmt 
was the division la,Rt year in regard to this great 
nrttinnal work? \Vhere did it begin and where 
did it end? It is considered "grt">tt mttional work 
by the members for Gyn:pie, the :Metropolitan 
group, the \V est lVIoreton group, and the 
members representing the southern end of 
the Darling Downs group. 'I' be rest of the 
colony is all against it, so it must be an enor
mously national work ! The southern enrl of the 
colony has decided that this proposed line is a 
great national work, bnt the taxpayers all over 
the colony are to pay for it, and for whose good? 
For the good of BriBbmlC, and very little good to 
it, and for the good of that miserable dying 
village called \V arwick. Even there it will be 
only a temporary good-while the milway money 
is being spent in the place. Afterwards it will 
only be a by-station, and in a few years, pro
bably, only a byword. It will be wondered 
why it was ever considered fit to send a repre
sentative to Parliament. \V e know it is dying. 
vVe know that the present Government have 
bolstered it up by making· it a constituency by 
adding portions of the surrounding district. 
Yet in this wretched state of our finances we 
are asked to plunge into an expenditure of this 
sort. I can quite understaml, if there were 
smne great discovery rnade, and a large acce~sion 
of population had con1e where no provision had 
been made for giving proper tneans of approach 
to it, that Parliament might accede to a request 
of this sort, even if we were in adverse circum
stances such a£ we are now. But here we are 
seriously asked by the Government to devote a con
siderable sum of money, and only a sum in advance, 
to make a railwrty to a place that produces 
nothing but bankruptcy cases, so far as I crtn 
understand, and so far as the gold-prorlt1cing 
part of the district is concerned, and which will 

in no way develop the country further than it is 
nnw. \Vhy, sir, in rt>gartl to this line, I was 
only told t<•·rlay, by a mail contractor, that 
Th ·,ue\; Creek townshi!, \vnuld 11ot have existed 
lmt f«r the coach road thn,t pa~sed by, and it 
\Vas only created a. few yeat.,~ ago. To de~~l with 
the qnerc,rion of a railway to GnorHli wiucli-
1 wa~ one of a deputation that waited upon 
the late Postmaster-General~ l admit tl"tt I 
was lltl\Vise to do so~tn ask for a SRcond 
mail coach--a bi-weekly coach-biennial would 
have be en better-fmm \Vanvick to Goondi
wimli. The late Pniitmaster-General regretted 
very wuch that l H2 had to refuse ther~~qUf'~t, becam;P 
the tratfic would not warrant it. \Vel!, if the 
tmtfic wnultl not warrant a bi-vveekly coach from 
\Varwick, \vill it warrant thi.:; Honse going to 
an expenditure of hnndrech; of thousands of 
pouuds to U<ake a rail way in tlmt direction? I 
think it will not. I believe there have been 
two coachl'::-\ runuing there lately. I think the 
P(lbhua:ster-General gave £G8fnrthe second C(Jach. 
However, it i." very interesting to know that there 
are tv•o coaches running bei\Yeen \Varwick and 
Gormdiwindi, and both suh;idiserl by the Govern
lllt;nt. In couse<illence uf there being bYo coaches 
runnint:· we are n.,t;ked to vote thit; enurmou~ sun1 
for a railway in that direction. ])oes it not seen1 
preJ ? Dnes it not seem too ab~ur.(l for 
any of intelligent men to come together to 
dlscus~ snch a thing'? To talk about thie being 
a tnmk line i" to talk the most utter nonsense 
thc,t was ev·er talkctl in this House. I know the 
country bt:tween \Varwick and (}oondhvindi. 
If thP railv,:ty does there it will do no good 
to lhi,;IJane, which, of course, is the hub of the 
universe, so fat· as the bulk of hon. members 
opposite ar0 concerned. It would not get a bale 
of wool more than it does now. and unless the 
Marsupial Act be destroyed it will not even 
ln-ing a kaugaroo skin to Brisbane. One 
of the lH·es of that line, as one hon. member 
said, is to filch tre1de from the other colonies. 
If it is considered a<lvieable to fnrce back the 
trade that is drifting into K ew South vV ales
irrespective of any filching-would it not be 
better to adopt a suggestion seriously mrtde by 
the :1\:Iinh;ter for \Vorks to place an export duty 
on wool? That was one of the propo,;als made 
seriously by the :Minister for vVorks in answer 
to a deputation that waited on him. If it 
is desirdJle, I say, to retain that portion of 
our trade so as to be of benefit to Brisbane, 
might it not be better-and possibly cheaper 
-to put an export duty on the wool tr-ans
ported over our border by land? That pro
position, I repeat, wrts seriously made by 
the Minister for \V orh, and by those who 
knew the hon. member it was, I believe, not 
unexpected. I do not know whether it corn
mends itself to most hon. members here, but it 
commended itself to that hon. member, and 
posoibly to the Cabinet of which he is so remark
able a member. It is no rloubt a step in the 
directi,on of protection, which the Premier seems 
to be hankeri10g after; and no doubt it would be a 
much cheaper way of diverting wool to Brisbane 
than this proposed expenditure of £1,000,000 or 
£1,500,000. As to the proposed railway, does 
anyone assume for a moment that the people of 
St. George look on the line as likely to be of any 
benefit to them ? I represent the electorate in 
\\ hich St. George is siturtted, and I think, there
fore, that I may have a not unimportant say in 
this matter. As the representative of Balonne, 
of which St. George is the principal place, 
I say that we do not wrtnt the railway of 
which this line forms a part, and that if it 
is made to St. George in the direction proposed it 
will be of no benefit to the district. .Any wool 
from the \V est, if it were ever brought by that line, 
would have to take a boomerang course to reach 
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Brisbane, and even were the via ncta made, it 
would then have to be carried much further by 
that line than by the projection of other rail
ways, of which more may be said when we get 
into cmnn1ittee. I 1 )rotest agai11st going- on with 
this or any other rail vYay in our 1\resent finrtncial 
position. vV e should now cry halt until we 
know our po~ition; we Hhould not only regard 
ourselves in this matter, hut :1lso thnse who 
ought to be to us more than ourselves-nmnely, 
th<we to whom we owe money. \Ve know that 
our ra.il ways are only paying £1 Os. Gd. on the 
capital in vested. Can the Government prm·e 
that, by the construction of auy line they c:m 
propose, we can better our 1->osition in that 
respect? If not, they should pnt the case before 
those from whom they intend to borrow mmwy; 
for borrow muney they must. The Chief Secre
tary scomo; to have disl'eg·arded altogether con
tingent liabilities; hut a contingent liability is a 
liability that mnst be met. 

The PREMIEH: I have not disregrcrclerl them 
at all. They are all included in the figures I 
gave. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The hon. member disre
garded them both last night anrl now. I believe 
the hon. member believe;; what he says to be the 
case, but I think that he is wrong, and I think 
th:1t a large number of hon. members alw think 
he iR in error in making the statement he just 
made. And I think we oug-ht to have a most 
sifting inquiry into the pr-esent financial position 
as regards the condition of the Loan :Fund, before 
we move one step forward in regard to any proposed 
railway, north, south, east, or west. I want to 
preserve the fair fame of the colony ; I do not 
want a black mark to he placed against it in the 
money market of Great Britain ; therefore I warn 
hon. members to be careful in voting for any 
railway till we clearly understand our position, 
and know whether we are justified in going 
on with any proposed work or not. Even 
disagr0eing with the hon. member for }<;nog
gem, :Mr. Dickson, I say that there may 
be a time in the history of a State, as 
in that of an individual, when a policy of rest 
and c:1ution should be pursued ; that there may 
he a time when even the most progressive 
country or person will h:1Ye to stop and exercise 
that policy ; and I say that the time for l'est 
and e:mtion has come now. I do not say it with 
the idea of saying anything likely to damage the 
credit of the colony, but I firmly and seriously 
believe that the colony was never, since 1866, in 
such a perilous financial position as it is at the 
present moment. 

Mr. DICKSON said: Mr. Speaker,-I rise to 
make a few remarks about the financial position 
of the Loan li'und, which I think it only right 
should be made after the speech of the leader of 
the Opposition. If hon. members h:1ve been 
somewhat bamboozled as to the position of the 
Loan Fund by the figures hurled at us right and 
left by the hon. member for Townsville and by 
the Premier, I think we m:1y very well be 
excused. If we did get fogged, as the hon. 
member says, by the different statements, 
we may fairly he excused for some un
certainty as to the financial position of the 
colony. I, however, take my stand upon a very 
secure foundation in viewing the financial posi
tion of the colony-namely, the report of the 
Auditor-General; and I listened with some 
amusement to the manner in which figures were 
so combined as to further the arguments used on 
either side of the House. I think that a great 
deal of anxiety has been raised in the 
mind of the public of late by certain 
rumours that the Loan :Fund of the colony 
was in a very unsatisfactory condition. I know 
that all sorts of rumours have been reported to 

me that the Premier, on assuming the office of 
Treasurer, cornpbined of the embarrassment he 
felt in being unable to arrive at anything like a 
correct knowledge of the loan tran.-;actions and 
C>lmmitmeuts of the colrm_v; and that the hon. 
member even 'Vent so far as to say that he 
thoug·ht a commission ought to be at•pointed to 
inquire into the working of the Loan Fund and 
the re; enue accounts generally. Possibly that 
may be the foundation of the sng·;;estinn of the 
leader of the Opposition; but I can only say that 
if these rnn1our8 be trne T very rnuch regret 
that such statements should have been made, 
hecm~->e I think they were not only uot justifi
able, but they h<tve also tcndecl to create a panic 
in the nnblic ndud and in the ulinds of 111ernbers 
of this~ Jlon:-;e concerning the achninhitr~ttion of 
the Treasury an<l the Loan :Fund. I ha Ye listened 
with an1n~Pment to the iigun~-., giv,·:m by hon. 
member,, and even by the Premier, who has 
the Trea.,m·y at his back, and who could at 
once, if he :1skecl for the infornmtinn in such 
a fonn as is understood, have obtained infor
nmtion of an authentic character. \Vh:1t do 
we find in the report of the Auditor-General? 
That is what the House should look to. The 
statements made by the Trcasmy or the \Vorks 
D"l'artment do not convey to us the informa
tion we have in the report of the A.uditor
General. Accordin!' to that it will he seen that 
the availrtble cash balance in the Loan l<'und is 
£2,734,000. There is one item yet to come in 
which has not been referred to by any hon. 
member-a sum of £1!)0,000 from instalments 
of 1 oan sales. 

The PREMIER : That was included in my 
figures. 

Mr. DICKSON: This will make a total of 
£3,22'1,000. Assuming, then, that the expen
diture is kept in check to the extent men
tioned by the Premier-n::tmely, £1,800,000 
for the year, at the end of the year 1887-8 
there will be in h::tnd a sum of £1,400,000, 
subject, of cour,e, to any commitments to 
which the colony may he engaged. That 
is the state of the Loan :Fund as baser1 on the 
report of the Auditor-General, and from my 
knowledge of the Treasury bal:1nces at the time 
I left the Treasul'y, I know that that report is 
correct. There is nothing in it to justify any 
alarm with respect to our financial position or 
our ability to enter into further loan obligations. 
There has been raised in the mind of the public 
and in the minds of hon. members in this House 
a doubt aud an uncertainty as to the condition 
of our finances, which it was very injudicious 
to excite; and seeing that when you sow the 
windyoureapthewhirlwind, I do not a tall wonder 
that members tetke advantage of such state
ments to challenge the present soundness of 
the financial position of the colouy, and urge 
that a commission should be appointed to inquire 
into the condition of the Loan :Fund. I, for my 
part, should not o\oject to a commission being 
appointed to inquire into the financial position of 
the colony, but I do maintain that there is not 
the slightest cause for any alarm, suspicion, or 
anxiety concerning the amount of money to our 
credit, or the commitments to which we are 
engaged, or our future ability, when the time 
arrives, to solicit from the English creditor a 
further loan obligation. I do not intend to go 
any further into the question of the Thane's 
Creek railw:1y. \Ve must bear in mind that the 
sum of £250,000 has been voted by the House for 
that line, and surely 'it does not seem to he 
a very large or excessive demand for us to 
contemplate the expenditure of £100,000 in the 
direction sanctioned by Parliament. I never 
intended to apply to the hon. member for Towns
ville any idea that he advocated the tot&l 
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cessation of railwav construction. He seems to 
bbourumler th>ttintpression. Alii contended was 
that if there was any foundation for his arguments, 
it should Le extended to apply to the extent 
that no furthrer conc;truction of rail WitvS shoni<l 
proceed. That, to my mind, was the legitim,cte 
conclusion horn his argnrnent, although, per ha vs, 
he himself rlid nut intend that it should go 
so far. \Ve had previously J,efore ns a debate 
concerning the uon:::otructiou t")f a ntnv line of 
raihvay, -..vhich was never contmnpL.ted hy the 
Government when they formed their lo<en policy 
of 1884. That delJate resulted in approval of 
the diversion of a certain amount of money 
from the Cloncnrry rail way to provide for 
the construction of a line from N ormanton 
to Croydon. There was no objection made to 
that rail way at the time, as to the financial 
ability of the Government to provide for the 
construction of the line, or in any other respect. 
There was no ground taken by the hon. mem
ber for To•nJSville adverse to the construction 
of t'lat line by the Guvernment on the gronn< ls of 
financial weakne,ss or otherwi.:"e. On th::tb occ~tsion 
I pointed out that I considered it was unde>irable 
to divPrt a special p~trliamentary appropriation 
to a line which had never been sanctioner! bv 
the House-not th<tt I was at all ad ven;e to th"e 
line. I still maintain that ground, and I only 
received this afternoon a message from Cion
curry w hi eh, with the permission of the House, 
I will read. It is dated 13th October, and is as 
follows:-

"I a .. m directed to transmit to you the following 
resolution passed unanimously last evening 'That a 
telegram be sent to the Hon. J.lt. Diekson in the name 
of the people of this district with the ricsirc of expre~s
ing to him their sincere tilanks and hearty appl'C(:ial ion 
for the able advocacy on 30th September of their claims 
to have the amount already voted for the Cloucurry 
Gulf railway kept intact nncl immediately applied to 
the construction of the line." 

"J. P. OR~\IOXD, Hon. Sec., 
"Cloncurry District Progre.;:s As~ociation." 

That n1e~sage wrts a surprise as well a.s :1 

s::ttbfaction to 1ne. I rnake no cmnment about 
it, nor \V(Illld I, so ft:tr, have digre8sed frmn 
the subject under consideration as to refer to 
it, were it not tlMt I wished to place in juxta
position the action of the hon. member for 
Townsville, ancl also of the Premier, I may 
say, in approving of a 118\V line of railwa.y 
which has not yet recei vu! padimnentctry s'mc
tion, and for which there lms lHeeu no parlia
mentary loan :t]lt>ropri:ction; <end the <ection of the 
n1mnher for Town~ville in opposing the construc
tion of a portion of a line for which parliamentary 
appropriation has been obta,ined rnany years ago. 
I think thatnoarguments lmve been urged agctinst 
the constrnctio:1 of the section now proposed, and 
without wishing to detain the House a,ny further 
on that rnntter, I will merely say that I ro,se to 
avail myself of the opportunity afforded to say 
a few \Vords conc•Jrning the financial footing of 
the colony. I felt tempted very mnch L'"t night 
to make a few remarks after the Premier had 
spoken, to show, from all that he had sairl, that 
any rumonrs that had been in circnbtion respect
ing the embarrassed condition of the Lo<en :Fund, 
or the state of the Treasury balances, were 
satisfactorily disproved by his st<etement. I 
wish. this to be unde"'tood, and I wish it to be 
understood by members inside and by the public 
outside the House, in this colony, and in the 
mother-country, that onr position as a colony 
and as a borrower was never Letter or sounder 
than at the present time. 

Mr. WHITE said: :VIr. Speaker,-I feel very 
anxiou;; that the indifference which I have 
observed a1nong hon. n1e1nbers wit.h regard to 
our present railway system and its cost should 
be removed, and with the permission of the 

House I will read an extract on this subject from 
the Tmrn and Conizt1''1 Jou1'nrtl of 1st October. It 
is as follows:- • 

"~ir lfenr~· Parkcs, in his recent bonler tour, had a, few 
i<1ea8 given to hi1u reSllCctiug rail\Yay construction in the 
}:J:urra~' di~triet~. Railways, without doubt, are very 
urgently required to oven up the country distri(~ts all 
OYer the colouy, But there is no necr·ssity that these 
branch linp.:; ~hould be e m;:;trncted on the eXl)Bllsive 
and extravagant principle on 'Vl)ich trnnk lines are 
formed A._ lig11t S) ,;tcm of LnE:~ ,;imi'ar to the Sydnry 
tr tm:-; 1s all tl1at i~ reqnirt>d. to l_)rovide feeder~ for the 
trunl.-: lines already malle. 

"In the construction of railronds it is all yery wen 
to preach the doctrine of substantiality irre:-;pective 
of cost. This might suit in a country like Britain, 
where the land is already teeming 1vith lJOpulation, 
and industries are at the height of their develop
ment. But in a countr.r like Australia, cost and the 
services to be performed have everything to do with the 
matter. It. is surely a \Yaste of public money to construct 
a line of railway costi:1g £.5,000 per mile in a district 
where a line costin< only £1.000 per mile would ans,ver 
equally ns \Yell. 'raking the !Uverina district as an 
in~tance, I think that light lines of ra.il\va~- might be 
run tln·on h it in PY \Ya,,- cqnitl to 1ts pre~ent 
rc~tuirmneuts very in ,'--\-•fl. And as pn1n1lation 
settlt:>~l down on the and it-; rc~onrccs lJeconw deve-
loped .. a hetter rqad-bed a1ul heavier l'ailsmight he substi
tutt:::l. The lJatla::<,tin~~ of li.g:ht traffic roads \YiLh broken 
uwtal nnd gr;tvel ltt grent CYl)enso b; quite unnece·~.•vtry, 
as \Yitne~.-.. the thousand..; of miles of railroad on the 
Pacifk co·Lst cf Anwriea, where su!?h ballasting is 
f,•"Uerally unknown; and yet immense quantitie-; of 
tramc pas::; anutwlly over them \Yith llHite as few acd
dcnts as we have in Au.stralitt. ·we have rnacl.s in Hiver~ 
ina now not paJing worldng expen~es, construded on a 
principle capable of earrying the heaviest traffic in the 
\vorld. Time will rot the rails hefore traffic sufficient to pay 
\Yorking expenses ·will p;ts~ over them. rl'he difference 
lJOt\vecn thR value of a road which would have answered 
all the present reltuirernents in such districts. and the 
eonditi·m of the ro:uls now constrncted, is simply 1noney 
wa-.:ted, tcnd the lHllJlic of I\~ew Houth vrales should see 
that in future the s:11nc errors are not <·ommittedagain. 
First of all, construct cheap roads, never 1nincl if the 
speed should not be quite as hi.r-:11. And let the cheap 
roads earn the money to build better ones." 

Mr. AI~AND >':tid: Mr. Speaker,- I only 
" ..... ant to Ray a word or two, and of course Hpeak 
with a great deal of deference after the ex
'rreasurer. He looks upon the state of the public 
funds in that glowing n1anner in which he gene
rally looks upon matters of finance. That gentle
man is always very pleas>tnt when he is talking 
abont fi!..~11res, and I atn quite sure that his ideas 
upon all nmtterH of fin:<nci>tl expenditure are of 
a very Ranguine nature. He spoak8 about the 
present condition of the Loan 'Fund, and I 
am not in a position to reply simply because 
I do not mHlersbtnd the figures, nor do I 
belieYe that nine-tenths of the members of 
this House understand them. But, however, 
we will suppose that the Loan I<'uncl is in 
the state which the Premier and ex-Treasurer 
believe it to be in; but will they state that the 
consolichted revenue of the colony is in the same 
satisfactory condition; those hon. gentlemen 
btwe forgotten to explain to the Honse how the 
i11crea8ed expenditure caused by the rai~ing of 
loan money is to be met. It strikes me, then, that 
is where the trouble is coming. Posc'iLly we may 
have no gren.t difficulty in raising 1noney, but 
unle>s the Government are prepared to bring in 
some other schemes, we do not know how to pay 
the interest on the money which we are borrow
ing. On the last money borrowed we have not 
money out of the con'<Jlidated revenue to pay the 
interest, and so I presume it will be when the 
next loan is floated. It is very easy to borrow the 
money. Even my credit would allow me to borrow 
a lot of money, but .vhen the interest had to be 
paid, I might not fine! it so easy to pay it, and 
so it will lJe with the colony. We m,;y go nn 
borrowing money, but we shall find that our 
deficit will become larger, and then possibly the 
lenders at home will not be so willing to lend 
money in the future as they have been in the 
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past, or may be at present. Now, I hope the 
Premier and 1\IiniRter f<lr \Vorks will explain to 
us how the interest is going to be met upon this 
increaReJ borrowing of n1oney. I an1 rather 
surprit;ed that we have had no n1nre iufornwtion 
from the Minister for \Vorks. It is all 
very well to '"ay that we shall get it in com
mittee, but I consider the informn.tion should 
be forthcor.oing, the motion ha Ying been 
declared infnrmal. I had thought th~t when 
the hon. gentleman's depa1-tment was attacked 
in the manner in which it has been, he would 
have considered it his duty to stand up and 
defend it. We have heard the Railway Survey 
Department attacked. The hon. gentleman is 
the head of that department, and ought to 
defend it if he can. Of course, if he does not 
feel in a position to defend it, then he is per
fectly right in sitting still. Now, I hope before 
we get into committee we shall yet have some 
information from the Minister for vVorks. 

Mr. NBLSON said: Mr. Speaker,-! am 
rnerely going to HR·Y a vvorcl with regarcl to the Rpecch 
of the ex-Treasurer. \Ve know what his pm·ticulnr 
temperament is, ttnrl we know how much he 
courts popularity. He is one of those prophets 
who prophesy smooth things, and things that 
the people like to have. He has dealt with the 
figures of the Auditor-Geneml, and he has 
pointed out that a mistake has been made by the 
omission of the snm of £400,000, which is p<trt 
of the last loan floated, and which has not been 
taken into account. \V ell, I would just direct the 
attention of the House to page 10 of the Auditor
General's accounts, where the general balance of 
the colony is presented to us. Assuming that 
we float the whole of the loan, assuming that 
we float it at par, assuming that all the Tt·e:t
sury bills are solrl and turned into cash, and 
assuming that this £490,000 is also recei,-ed, 
w~ have a total asset of £7,655,13G; but agcinst 
that we have liabiiities amovnting to £8,57G,392, 
showing a deficit in our finance>; on the 30th of 
,Tune last of £U21,255. To that must be aclcled 
the expenditure belonging to the financi"J year 
conclnrling on the 30th of J uno, and which may 
be put down at £200,000. The conditinn of the 
colony on the 30th ,Tune last is oimp!y this-that 
we had an excess of liabilities over as,ets of 
£1,121,000. 

The PRE:I..IIEU : That is absurd. That is 
counting this railway as one of the liabilities. 

Mr. NELSON: Exactly. 
The PREMIER : That is one way of metking 

a deficit. 
Mr. NELSON : I presume the Premier is not 

going to dispute the Auditor-General's figures. 
Those works are prO\·ided for in the Loan Act 
of 1884. If we discharge all our liabilities we 
shall have a deficit of £1,121,000-that i~ as cle:tr 
as possible. What I ",,s going to a'k the lrrte 
Treasurer is this: \Yas there ever a period in the 
histc>ry of the colony since it was a colony when 
such a balance was shown as is shown at ]Jresent ? 

The PREMIER : Oh, yes ! 
Mr. NELSON: Never! 
The PREMIER : The only difference from 

the previous year is a debit balance from the 
current year'.s account. 

Mr. NELSON: That is a difference of nearly 
half-a-rnillion. There is an excess of liabilitie" 
over assets of over £1,000,000. 

The PRE:\HER: The liabilities include the 
route to \V arwick, from there to St. George, the 
Cloncurry milway, and other votes. 

Mr. NELSON : If we had to meet all our 
engagements-all our promises-we shonld not be 
able to do so by the amount of the sum I mention .. 
I say the financial position of the colony was 

never in that state before. \V e see the same 
thiug from the Treasury tables. If we look at 
the ta hles for 1884, we find the excess of assets 
on~r lia,bilities waR £11R,OOO, and <1ccording to 
the Tn~asury tahles nnw, thPre is an excess of 
liabilities over assets of neu,rly £700,000. That 
shows the direction whi~h our finances are taking, 
anrl I do not think we can have 11 cleamr proof of 
it than that. As for the late Treasurer trying 
to make us believe that the position of the 
colony, financic~lly, i:--; as good now, or better, 
as he say,, than it ever was befme--though hem. 
members on the other side cheered that state
ment, I think there are very few of the public 
who will accept that statement, merely upon 
his word, without some further evidence being 
adduced to show that such is really the case. 
The mere fact that hon. members on this side, 
like the hon. member for Townsville, are unable 
with all their research to get a correct statement 
of the Loan Account proves there is something 
rotten in the Rtate of affairs. The sooner we 
rPform onr system the better, het':luse it must be 
evirlent to everyone that in a matter of such 
moment'" this there ought to be 1111 difficulty in 
arriving at the position we are in on the 30th ,June 
of any one year. Yet it is evident with all the 
talent in the House we are not able to arrive at 
what is the true state of our affairs. 

Mr. CA:\IPBELL said: Mr. Speaker,-I am 
rather snr]Jrised that when such an attack is 
being made upon the \Varwick to St. George 
railway, the hon. members ~or Darling Downs 
do not get np and defend the1r case. 

Mr. KATES: \Ve are not going to help you. 
:\1r. CA:YIPBELL: I wonder also to see the 

Minister for \Vorks so silent upon this question 
involving an expenditure of £250,000. It is 
rather too big a thing to be silently introduced, 
and left to be worried by hon. members who do 
not know a very great deal about it. 

::\fr. KATES : You are right there. 
Mr. CA:VIPBELL : The hon. member may 

find that I know too much about it. I will deal 
briefly with what fell from the hon. member for 
Darling Downs, :Mr. Allan, last night, who 
spoke of this line as a national undertaking. 
The senior member frJr Darling Downs, .Mr. 
Kt<tes, will not admit that this is a great national 
nHclel'taking-. He in~innates tlutt it i.~ only a 
bmrtch litJe. I wonder whether he would like to 
see it bid with 3fJ-!b. rails--and if it is only a 
bmnch line for the beneflt of the fanners such rails 
will be heavy enoug-h. On th<' road from Warwick 
towards Thane's Creek, the first decent bit of 
country is met with after a very few miles. There 
may be 2,000 or 3,000 acres of good country 
there. From that place yon have to pass over 
a stretch of thirteen tlliles of barren country 
before you get to Darkey Flat. That is the 
place where the hon. rnernber for Darling D(nvns, 
Mr. Allan, said there were GOO,OOO feet of timber 
cnt a,nnnally for the last eleYen years. Y on get a 
small bit of good country there, and thence you 
~-o to within a few miles of the proposed 
railway station at Thane's Creek, and you 
have to JXISS through barren currant-bush 
conntry. Hon. gentlemen who know that 
class of country can imagine what it will 
prodnce. I woulrllike to ask what becomes of 
that ()00,000 feet of timber? Where is it con
sumed? I am sure it is not consumed in \Var
wick, and I am certain it is not taken down the 
line towards Clifton, Allora, or Toowoomba, for 
from there they can suplJly ·warwick with 
timber if necessary. I am certain it can
not go up country, because if you go beyond 
that you will find that there are pit
sttw~·ers all over the colony, and they do not 
haul timber to such a great distance, And 
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for the hon. gentleman to stand up here 
and say there were GOO,OOO feet of timber 
cut annually during the last eleven years at 
Darkey Flat is one of the most monstrous things 
I ever heard of. I cannot imagine how the hem. 
member could have said anything so utterly 
absurd. It is, of course, well known that this line 
is to be carried on vid. Inglewood and Goondi
windi to St. George. If it is necessary that 
a line should be constructed to Inglewond, 
Goondiwindi, and St. George, I clah11 that this 
is not the proper line to construct, because on 
this route, after you pass Thane's Creek until 
you get to Inglewood, you have to pass over 
a series of barren ridges that do not feed the 
wallabies upon them; and after you get past 
Inglewood the route passes throug·h very in
different country, somewhat flooded, down to 
Goondiwindi. If a line to Goondiwindi is 
necessary-and I maintain it is not-I say it 
ought to go from Pittsworth, and if it is neces
sary to construct a line to St. George, leaving 
Guundiwindi nut, it ought to go from D"lhy; 
there is no question about that. 'l'hat is the 
preferable route. 

Mr. M ORGAN: It is preferable to Too 
woomba. 

1\Ir. CAMP BELL: The hon. member. need 
not mind Toowoomba. Toowoornba is like 
Gibraltar; it may be stormed but it cannot be 
taken. From Pittsworth, the present terminus 
of the line, to Tummaville is a distance of 
thirteen and a-half miles, and tbere would have 
to be a considerable bridge constructed there. 
Thence to the mountains is about sixteen miles, 
and from there you pass through the Gap and 
travel through good country until you get to within 
a few miles of Im:lewood, and as net1.r as possible 
to where this line m·osses Cedar Creek close to the 
Mt1.cintyre Brook. But I do not think the time 
has come when we should construct this line. 
I feel justified in voting ag·ainst the motion 
while the finances of the colonv are in their 
present condition-particularly ;vhen it is re
membered that we are in the last hours of our 
existence as a Parliament. Until the new P<trlia
ment is elected there is nothing to warrant us 
in constructing any one line of rail way in the 
colony. I have always consi,tently been opposed 
to this particular line-I am opposing it now for 
the third time.-lmd I hope to be able, as I feel 
it is my duty, to stop here this time, with other 
members, until the advocates of it nre tired out. 
I scarcely think the Premier will allow this 
question to be fought out at the expense of 
losing the good work that is necessary to be done 
in a sh0rt time to save the country. 

Mr. BULCOCK: That means obstruction. 
Mr. CAMPBELL : It does mtxtn obstru~tion 

pure and simple. 1\Tcmbers who live in the 
vicinity of Toowoomba have been charged with 
opposing this line because they are jealous of the 
township of \V arwick. It is no such thing ; they 
cannot beat UH. But it behoves us to think 
well what we are doing before we enter upon 
this enormous expenditure. It was amu,ing to 
hear the hon. member for Darling Downs ilpeak
ing about the rich auriferous country out there. 
Men have been "fossicking" out there for the 
last twenty-five years for golrl, and we know with 
what result. There is a JYir. Kenneth Hutchison, 
who figures very largely in the proceedings of 
last year, and who says he took £20,000 worth 
of gold from that field. 

Mr. ALLAN : And if he says so, you may 
rely upon its truth. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: There have been a good 
many bogus comp>1nies floated there, and they 
have all failed ; with all the puffing of the 
Warwick Press not one has succeeded. I give 
the Warwick Press credit for sincerity ; they 

acted upon information received, and it was their 
duty to further the intere;;ts of the district; but 
it is well known that there has never been any· 
thing· got there worth talking about. Men have 
never been able to earn wages there. Some gold 
was got there eighteen years ago, but from that 
time to this there has been nothing but "fussick
ing," and the result has been next to nothing. 
As I said before, I feel it to be my duty to Ol'lJose 
this line. I ,,hall fight it out to the bitter end, 
and I trust hon. members will see the necessity 
of throwing it out, if possible. 

Mr. ALLAN said: Mr. Speaker,-At thid 
late hour I do not intend to speak at any length; 
but as the hon. member for Aubigny has thought 
fit to traduce the character of a gentleman for 
whom I have the highest esteem, I feel in duty 
bound to say a few words. Mr. Kenneth 
Hutchison is as well known in the colony as 
the hon. member for Aubigny is. He was 
formerly a squatter, a partner with :Mr. \Vildash, 
of Canning Downs, and he is a gentleman 
largely interested in n1ining, and is now 
Ulanaging the Surface Hill nline, near rrenter
field, as well as one of the largest sawmills 
in the south of this colony; and I would 
as soon take his word as that of any man 
I know. If JVIr. Hntchison says that a certain 
thing is so, I would accept his word, believing 
it to be entirely true. But, in addition to Mr. 
Hutchisnn's word, we have also the word of a 
gentlen1an who lnng occupied the position of 
mmnber for \Varwick, and who states distinctly, 
with regard to the gold in the district, that his 
firm has regularly, for years, purchased over 
1,000 oz. of gold from that part of the country, 
and that twice as much as that has been 
bought by others in \V arwick. That means 
that 3,000 oz. of gold have come in yearly 
from that district to vV arwick, and have been 
sold there. JUy only object now is to vindi
cate the name of Mr. Kenneth Hntchison from 
the aspersions that have been cast upon it. 

Mr. P AL-:viER : \Vith the permission of the 
House, I beg to withdraw my amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
Question put, and the House divided:-

AYEs. 24. 
Sir S. VI". Griffith, 1Iessrs. Jordan, Rntledge, Dutton, 

Jfor<'ton. Fraser, Foxton, Smyth, }fcllor, Isambert, 
S. IV. Brooks, Bnlcocl~:, Sheridan, Dickson, Kellett, 
Annrar. Salkeld, Katcs, 1\lcJlaster, Thorn, }!organ, 
All (in, Higson, and Bailey. 

KOES, 19. 
3:lessrs. ::Vorton, :\Iorchead, 'L Brookcs, Kelson, A land· 

Black, Jessop, Hamilton, \\~hite, Adams, Campbell• 
Lmnley Hill, Pattison, Donaldson, Palmer, Stevens. 
Philp, Ferguson, and ~lurphy. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Pairs :--For: :Messrs. Buckland, Wiacfarlane, 

and Grimes. Against: Me•srs. Chubb, Lissner, 
and Macrossan. 

COMMITTEE. 

The :MIKISTER FOR WORKS moved that 
the Chairman leave the chair, report no progress, 
and ask leave to sit again to-morrow, 

Question put :<nd passed. 
The House resumed, and the Committee 

obtained leave to sit again to-morrow. 

AD,TOURN-:viEN'l'. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I move 

that this House do now adjourn. I do not 
suppose there will be much time for Govern· 
ment business to-morrow, which is a private 
business day ; but if there should be time, I 
shall ask the House to take the second reading of 
the New Guinea Bill. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at seven minutes after 

11 o'clock. 




