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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
'l'huJ"Sday, 10 November, 1887. 

Message from the Governor.-Question.-Qnestion with~ 
out Notice -'11he H Gayundah."-Formal Motions
Toohey Estate Enabling Bill-first reading.-Rau
some v. Brydon, J ones, and Com_pany.-l\1essage from 
the Legislative Council-Electoral Districts Bill.
Question without Xotice.-Maryborough and Uran
gan Railway Amendment Bill-second reading.
Su:pply.-Adjomnmeut. 

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

MESSAGE :FROM THE GOVERNOR. 
The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 

message from His Excellency the Governor, inti
mating that His Excellency had, in the name of 
Her Majesty, been pk;<sed to assent to "A Bill 
to make provision for the Indemnification by the 
Colony of Queensland of Her Majesty's Imperial 
Government against the expenses of the Govern
ment of New Guinea." 

QUESTION. 
Mr. NORTON asked the Colonial Treasurer
Is it the intention of the Government to provide for 

the construction or purchase, from loan or otherwise, 
of a dredge or dredges, which may be used for the 
deepening of shallow channels, for 'vhich money has 
been voted by Parliament~ 

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

It is not the intention of the Government to make 
any proposal on the subject during the present session. 

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE. 
THE "GAYCNDAH." 

Mr. BLACK said: Mr. Speaker,-I wi&h to 
ask the Chief Secretary a question without notice, 
if he will answer it, in connection with the 
"Gayundah." It is this: Have any further steps 
been taken in reference to that vessel? I saw a 
notice in the Cou1·ie1' a week ago stating that she 
was likely to go to sea immediately under the com
mand of Lieutenant Drake, but the next day tlmt 
statement was contradicted. Perhaps the Chief 
Secretary can give the House some information 
as to the real state of the case : as to whether the 
boat is likely to be utilised for the purpose for 
which she is kept, or whether it would not be 
advisable to sell her. 

The ORIEl<' SECRETARY {Hon. Sir S. W. 
Griffith) said: Mr. Speaker,-I think the hou. 
member had better give formal notice of his 
question, and '•ay exactly what he desires to know. 
Instructions will be given for the departure of the 
"Gayundah" on a training cruise very shortly, 
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FORMAL MOTIONS. 
TooHEY EsTAn; E:i'ABLING BrLr •. 

Mr. FOXTOJ'\ moved-
'rhat leave be given to introduce a Bill to enable the 

trustees for the time being of the will of J ames Too hey, 
deceased, to sell and dispose of certain trust property 
contained therein. 

Question put and passed. 

FIRST READIXG. 
Mr. FOX TON brought up the Bill, and moved 

that it be read a first time. 
Question put and passed. 
By Mr. LUMLEY HILL-
That there be laid upon the table of the House a 

Return showing the assigned residences of the various 
members of this Assembly, by virtue of which they 
dra;'Y and have drawn allowances or expenses for the 
sesswns of 1885, 1886, and 1887 respectively; also the 
amounts paid to each member in each of the said 
sessions. 

RAJ'\So::\1E V, BRYDON, JONES, AND 
COMPAJ'\Y. 

Mr. KATES said: :Yh. Speaker,-Before 
entering upon the particulars of this motion I 
wish it to be di,tinctly understood that I do ~ot 
ask for damages or any monetary compensation 
for the plaintiff in this case; I do not ask that 
there should be an appr.~l from the decisions of 
the Supreme Court judges, and I do not ask the 
Committee to re-try the case. Some time auo 
I presented a petition to this House, sign~d 
by nearly 800 Queenslanders, amongst whom 
there were twenty-seven justice'< of the peace and 
a great number of persons connected with the 
timber trade, asking for an inquiry into the case 
of ~ansome v. Brydon, ,Jones, and Co., and 
settmg forth that according to their opinion a 
miscarriage of justice had taken place in con
nection with that case. I do not appear here 
to)-day on behalf of Ransome at all, but on behalf 
of these 800 petitioners, who are all well known 
in the colony of Queensland. ·what I ask is 
for an ~nquiry to asce.rtain ~ow this miscarriftge 
of JUStice, as I call Jt, took place, and havin" 
ascertained how it came about I want the Com':: 
mittee t? suggest a _remedy by way of reforming 
the law m connectiOn w1th these cases dealin"' 
with the usage and customs of trade. I believ~ 
it is the function of this House to inquire into 
such cases. I do not wish that we should sit 
as an appeal court upon the decision,; of the 
Supreme Court judges, but we are the law
makers, and should inquire into such cases when 
thev come before us and are brought nnder our 
noti~e,_ and it is simply the duty of the judges to 
adnnmster the law as we serve it. 'That, then, is my 
object this evening-to ask for a committee to 
inquire how this injustice was done to one of our 
fellow· citizens. It will often occur in cases th>tt 
come before the Supreme Court in connection 
with the usage and customs of trade where 
by the technical ignorance of the judges, they 
will make mistakes. They are not supposed to 
be as conversant with the usage and customs of 
trade as those whose daily avocations render 
them experts in those matters ; hence mistakes 
will arise. Now, the eu;;tom of the trade 
throughout the colony is that cedar under 1 
inch in thickn.ess is sold as full inch, I am pre
pared, and wtll shortly show, by a mass of evi
dence taken before the judge in Toowoomba that 
that is the custom in Toowoornba and War~ick 
and also in Brisbane. I shall go into the par~ 
ticulars of the case and will briefly point out the 
circumstances connected with it as stated to me 
by the plaintiff, Ransome. It appears that in 
1885 Mr. Ransome purchased in \V arwick nine 
drayloads of good marketable cedar, a total of 
22,000 feet. He sent this cedar by six railway 

trucks as a consignment to Brydon, J ones, and 
Co., of Brisbane, to be sold on his account. On 
the 2nd of April of the same year Brydon, .Tones, 
and Co. wrote to Ransome as folows :-

"The very best \VC can do is to sell the 'vhole for 
28s. per lOO superficial feet." 
That means that -lz-inch and g-inch should 
count as full inch, as it is understood throughout 
the colony by all who know anything about the 
trade. Ransome replied to that letter by wire:-

•· 1Vill accept 28s. if carefully measured." 

A few days afterwards Brydon and Co. wrote 
again-

" We cannot get the sizes below 1 inch taken as l 
inch." 
And to this Mr. Ransome replied by wire:-

"Cedar all bought as full measurement Do not sell 
otherwise am offered 29s. by 11cClay of Brisbane If 
lH'esent purchasers will not agree see :\IcClay." 
A few days afterwards, on the 7th April, Ran
some sent the following final instructions :-

,,As wired I bought all undercut stuff as full measure~ 
rnent and why this new agreement should crop up is a 
mystery ~iy instructions are that all undercut stuff 
shall be sold as full measurement if purchaser objects and 
you cannot arrange with J.IcClay let me know Hold 
the timber and I will come down at once." 

Ransome, feeling satisfied that Brydon and Co. 
would carry out his instructions, left the matter 
in abeyance for a day or two, and after three 
clays, to his indescribable dismav, he received 
from Brydon and Co. sale-notes for 11,000 feet 
of timber closing the transaction, with a cheque 
for £100 19s. 5d. The cedar cost Ransome 
£200 in \V arwick. He went at once to 
Brisbane to see Brydon and Co., and asked 
them to cancel the sale, offering at the same 
time to return the cheque. Brydon and Co. 
refused, and nothing was left to llansome but 
to sue Brydon and Co. for the amount at the 
Supreme Court held soon afterwards at Too
woomba. A Toowoomba jury of four gave 
Ransome a verdict for £103 17s. Sd. in addition 
to the cheque for £100 19s. 5d. previously sent 
him by the defendants. The evidence taken in 
Toowoomba was that of gentlemen for a long 
time connected with the timber trade generally 
and with the cedar trade. One of the witnesses, 
Mr. Frank \V right, is well known both to myself 
and the member for vVarwick, and he stated:-

"I have been dealing in CP.dar for twenty-five years, 
and h~Lve sold 1 housn.nds of feet in Brisbane, and never 
sold boards under 1 inch except as inch boards." 

Mr. \V m. Milwood gave the following evidence: -
"I have been a sawver and timber-dealer for ov-er 

thirty years. I hav-e ln·indpally sold it in Brisbane, 
and even to Bryclon, Jones, and Co., large parcels of 
cedar, and never sold boards under 1 inch except as 
inch." 
On behalf of the defendants, the witness JYioreton 
was asked the question :-

<1 VVhat is the Brisbane measurement of a board 10 feet 
long 12 inche~ wide and ~-inch in thickness?" 

The reply to that question was "10 feet." \V ell, 
sir, at the same trial other witneeses were 
examined-Adam Hoffmann, Henry vVatts, G. S. 
Backhouse, Alexander Robertson, and many 
others-who all distinctly declared that cedar 
boards under an inch in thickness are for the 
purpose of sale counted as an inch in thickness. 
\V ell, the defendants in this case were not satis
fied with the trial, and they appealed to the 
Full Court. I may as well mention that before 
the appeal they offered Ransome £100 to settle 
the matter, but Ransome refused to accept it. 
The case came before the :Full Court in Bris· 
bane. At that time one of the judges said:-

"He thought it had been proved at the trial that the 
timber should be sold at 28s. per 100 feet, and what it 
was necessary to prove was that by custom or usage 
boards under the thickness mentioned were to be taken 
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as 1 inch. As far as any evidence had been pointed 
out to him he could see none proving sncl1 a custom, 
and he thought the rnlc must be upheld. As a new 
t1·ial on the same evidence could not q,lter the case, 
judgment would be entered for the defendant." 

That anyone, even a judge, after the mass of evi
dence that had been brought before him, should 
have come to such a decision, appears to the 
petitioners altogether incomprehensible. 'l'he 
conseq 11ence was that Ransome lost the case. In 
the first instance he lost £103 17s. Sd.--that is 
the Toowoomba verdict-he lost his own costs, 
£100, and he was also rnulcted in the defendants' 
costs, an amount of £337, or a total of £630 
7s. Sd. The action was below £500, so he was 
debarred from an appeal to the Privy Council. 
Now, it is not so much in the monetary interests 
of the petitioners as to- prevent anything of the 
kind happening in the future that I bring this 
motion on again. To strengthen my hands I 
will also mention "'hat the foreman of the jury 
in Toowoomba said at the time. It was Mr. 
George McCleverty, an old, respected, and intel
ligent man. He said distinctly that the judge 
told the jury as follows :-

"You, as business men, should know better than I do 
the usages of the trade, and therefore will be able to 
decide." 

Of course they, as business men, did know that 
the rule was that boards under 1 inch should 
be paid for as 1 inch, and they decided 
accordingly, and gave Mr. Ransome a verdict. 
The petition, as presented, is numerously signed, 
and signed by such men as Messrs. Charles 
Macintosh, \V allace and Gibson, E. W. Pechey, 
John Keleher, Andrew Gordon, A. and D. 
lYlunro, and other sawmill proprietors, besides a 
great number of carpenters, joiners, timber
cutters, sawyers, and so on. They all agree on 
the point that boards under 1 inch are to be 
paid for as 1 inch. In connection with this 
case I will point out that some years ago 
the Colonial 'l'reasurer introduced an import 
duty on timber, and he distinctly stipulated by a 
note in the schedule that boards under a.n inch in 
thickness should pay duty as for the full inch. 
That shows clearly that the Government recog
nised the custom and usage of the trade in thi.~ 
respect. \Vhen I last brought this question before 
the House the late leader of the Opposition, 
Sir Thomas Mcilwraith, strongly supported 
me, and yoted in its favour. He stated that the 
practice of the trctde was always to consider timber 
under an inch as fn111 inch. At the same time I 
was supported by other hon. members--JHessrs. 
Jordan, An near, Isambert, Bucklaud, \Vaketield, 
Horwitz, Lumley Hill, Beattie, \Vhite, and 
others-and I would have carried the motion 
then but that the question came on very late in 
the evening, and the Ipswich members had to 
go home and could not give me their vote. It 
was lm;t by \'ery few votes, and the hon. mem
ber for Bowen, Mr. Chubb, stated that if I 
altered the motion and asked only for an inquiry 
to investigate the c,"\se, he thought hon. members 
would support me. 'rhat is the very thing I ask. 
It was said last time that monetary damages 
were asked for, but there is nothing of the kind. 
lYiy object is purely to prevent a recurrence 
of this kind of thing. I ask for a committee 
to inquire how this mistake came about, 
and if possible to amend the law so that 
such discreditable things should not be pos
sible again. I also hope that this motion may 
lead to the establishment of courts of conciliation. 
I have seen a great many people lately who 
approve of the establishment of such courts. 
Many people are afraid to go into the Supreme 
Court for fear that if they lose their case they may 
have to pay more than they are able to pay, and 
we all know that from the Supreme Court to the 
Insolvency Court is only one step very often. If 

this motion would bring forth such a thing as the 
establishment of a court of conciliation, I should 
be very well satisfied with my labours this after
noon. On the Continent courts of conciliation 
have been established, and many cases are dis
posed of by them satisfactorily to all parties, and 
I am sure that if such a court were established in 
this colony ti ve cases out of ten would be dis
posed of without putting the machinery of the 
law in motion. I wish distinctly to say that I 
do not wish the House to sit as an appeal court 
to re-try this case. This is not a new thing. A 
few years ago the Premier introduced a Bill to 
alter the law in connection with a case that 
came before the Supreme Court - McBride 
~·ersus the Corporation-with reference to the 
Victoria Bridge. In this case there cannot be 
the slightest doubt that an injustice has been 
done to a fellow-taxpayer, as is set forth in this 
petition signed by 800 people. They did not all 
sign that petition without some consideration. 
'l'hey know that an injustice has been done, and 
we ought to grant an inquiry to see how it came 
about with a view to reforming the law. That is 
the object of this motion. I would not have 
brought forward the motion if I were not per· 
fectly convinced that something is necessary to 
be done to prevent the recurrence of cases of this 
kind ; and with that view I submit the matter to 
the House. 

The PRE:YIIERsaid: Mr. Speaker,-Itis two 
years since this motion was brought forward in 
this House and negatived. "Will there ever be 
an end of the matter? The hon. member says 
that 800 persons have signed the petition. I am 
disposed to believe that they signed the petition 
for exactly the same reason that has induced the 
hon. member to move this motion in the House. 
They were all tired out by the importunity of 
Mr. Ransome. I hope this House will not be so 
influenced by the importunity of Mr. Ransome 
as to do anything so foolish or dangerous as 
is proposed by this motion. The hon. member 
says he does not want to review the decision of 
the Supreme Court, that is, to say whether that 
decision is right or not. He does not want any 
pecuniary compensation for Mr. Ransome. vVhat 
does he want then? 

Mr. KATES: To amend the law. 

The PRE:'IUER: The hon. member says, to 
amend the law. In what respect does he want 
the law amended ? The hon. member stated in 
hi~ .epeech that on oue occa· .. ion, afttr a decision 
was given by the Supreme C,mrt, I introduced a 
mea,ure to >emend the law with respect to the Vic
toria Bridge. 'rh at is perfectly true. Having dis
covered that by law the corporation was bound 
to keep open the swing of the Victoria Bridge, 
which it was perfectly impo&ecible to do, I brought 
in a Bill to amend the law in that rbpect. 
\Vhat else was it possible to dn under the cir
cumstances? \V hat kind of a measure does the 
hon. member waht? Does he want a law made 
to declare what rate a man shall pay for timber 
that is less than an inch in thickness? Surely 
he does not want a select committee to do that'/ 
The hon. member asks us to believe that in 
Queensland every person buying timber under 
an inch in thickness has to pay the same 
price for it as if it were an inch thick, 
even if it is only half-an-inch or the eighth 
of an inch thick. I shall not believe that, no 
matter how many witnesses may swear to it. 
It is quite clear that the hon. member, or 
rather his friend, Mr. Eansome, is labouring 
under a very simple delusion or confusion of 
thought. I have no doubt it is true that people 
in calculating the price they have to pay for 
timber less than an inch in thickness-that 
is to !lay, in calculating the number of feet 
they have to pay for-treat the timber as if 
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it were 1 inch in thickness. But in consider
ing the price they have to pay per foot they 
consider the thickness of the timber· they fix 
the price according to the size or quality of the 
timber. That is the confusion of thought that 
Mr. Ransome has got into. But to suppose thttt 
there is any such practice as that timber under 
1 inch in thickness is paid for :tt the same mte 
as timber an inch thick, is to suppose that all men 
dealing in timber are fools. The hon. member will 
see that that is not the case, by referring to the 
published quotations for timber. If he will look at 
the Sydney Morning Hemld any day he will find 
that the price varies according to the thickness. 
My hon. friend the member for Gympie h:ts 
just shown me the last quotation of the sale of 
timb~r in_ Sydn~y, and. I will read it, in the hope 
that It will reheve th1s Mr. Ransome from the 
delnsion under which he labours with regard to 
this matter. I find here that in one lot of timber 
sold, timber 6 x ~ was sold at 10s. 6d. per lOO 
feet ; 6 x ~ at l2s. 6d.; 6 x ~ at lls. In another 
lot timber 6 x ~ was sold at 17s. 6d.; 12 x 1 at 
14s. 6d.; 14 x 1 at 14s. 9d.; and 6x ~at 15s. Bnt 
suppose there is a rnle of that kind in Toowoomba, 
or Warwick, or Brisbane, or somewhere else, what 
has that got to do with this House? The facts 
of the c:,.<Se, so far as they are material to the 
motion before the House, are that Mr. Ransome 
brought an action against l'vlessrs. Brydon, J ones, 
and Company, and to succeed in his suit he had 
to establish to the court and jury that there was 
a custom of trade. It does not matter what the 
custom was. The judges were of opinion that 
he did not prove that custom. 

Mr. KATES: Look at the evidence. 

The PREMIER: The hon. member asks me to 
look at the evidence. He wants a committee to sit 
and find out whether it was proved bytheevidence. 
That is sitting in review of the decision of the 
Supreme Court. All we know is that the judgeR, 
after solemn argument found that Mr. Ransome 
did not give evidence of that custom. ·what is 
the select committee to do? To find that the 
decision of the Supreme Court is wrong? Suppose 
they do not find that it is wrong, what is the use 
of the committee? And suppose they do find 
that it is wrong, what use will that be? Is the 
country to compensate l'dr. Ransome for the 
injury? But how can the committee inquire into 
the matter? JHr. Ran some alone will be revre
sented before them. Suppose he produces 500 wit
nesses, all of whom swear that there is a custom, 
that will not prove that the Supreme Court was 
wrong. The question was not whether there was 
such a custom, but whether he proved that there 
"as such a custom. He failed because he did 
not prove his case, as many other men who have 
good cases have failed. I do not know whether 
he had a good case or not ; but I do not believe 
he had. All that the judges said was that he 
did not prove his case. The hon. member says 
there was a miscarriage of justice. There conld 
only have been a miscarriage of justice if he had 
proved his case ; although the judges decided 
that he did not prove it. Is a select comwittee 
of this House a proper tribunal to try that ? 
But this is a very much larger matter. When it 
was before the Hvuse two years ago I referred to 
a celebrated case that was brought forward in 
the House of Commons in 1856, and quoted the 
opinion of Lord Palmerston why a motion of the 
kind should not be passed by the House. In 
that instance, Mr. Phillimore, himself a lawyer, 
moved for certain papers in connection with the 
case of Tal bot v. Tal bot, which had been tried in 
Dublin before the Court of Delegates. I then 
said:-

"He introduced his motion in a speech likB®that of 
the hon. 1nember ; he referred to passages in the evi~ 
dence, and drew the conclusion that Mrs. Talbot had 

been unjustly condemned by the court. The motion 
was opposed by :lil'. Whiteside in the first place. He 
concluded his speech by saying-

<( 'The motion itself was most unconstitutional and 
most mischievous, and he trusted that on this occasion 
he ·would have the support of Her :\1ajesty's Jiinisters 
in maintaining a Court of Delegates appointed by the 
Lord Chancellor, and in resisting an attempt to injure 
and defame ·as upright and honourable a man as ever 
sat on a bench of justice.' 

"Mr. Phillirnore being of opinion that the judges were 
wrong, Mr. Fitzgerald, who "\vas the Solicitor-General 
for Ireland"-
And is now one of the Lords of Appeal in the 
House of Lords-
" put it in this way:-

'' 'It was the province of that House, if a judge was 
accused of corruption, or if moral misconduct was im
puted to him, to inquire into the charges, and, if neces
sary, to address the Crown upon the subject; but he 
denied that because a judge had made a mistake, or 
because there had been a failure of justice, that House 
was entitled to examine, as an appellate tribunal, into 
the conduct of a judge against whom no corruption or 
misconduct was charged.' 
"Lord Palmerston afterwards spoke-I suppose no one 
will dispute the authority of Lord Palmerston on a 
question of constitutional law or practice." 

This is what he said on the subject:-
"Viscount Palmerston hoped his hon. and learned 

friend would permit him to join in the 1·equest made 
by the nght hon. gentleman oppot'ite not to press his 
1notion to a division. Xobody could have listened to 
the speech of his hon. and learned friend without doing 
ample justice to the feeling which had urged him to 
bring the case forward. He stated with a degree of 
eloquence that did justice to his ability, and with a 
degree of feeling that did credit to his heart, the views 
he had taken of the case. He would not attempt to lay 
down on the present occasion the functions of the 
House of Cmmnons, but it vms at all times desirable 
that they should not press these functions to their 
extreme confines in cases on which doubt might arise, 
whether they were not transgressing the limit::; assigned 
them by the Constitution. Xow, an interference with 
the administration of justice was certainly not one of 
the purposes for which the House of Commons was 
constituted. He thought nothing could be n1ore 
injurious to the administration of justice than that 
the House of Commons should take upon itself the 
duties of a court of review of the proceedings of the 
ordinm·y courts of law, because it must be plain to 
the commonest understanding that they 1vere totally 
incompetent to the discharge of such functions. Even 
supposing they were fitted fm· them in other respects, 
the\r had no means of obtaining evidence, and taking 
thoSe measures and precautions, by which alone the 
very ablest men could avoid error. Cases of abuse 1n 
the adminbtration of the law might arise, it was true 
-<•ases of such gross pern .. rsion of the law, either by 
intention, corruption, or by incapacity, as to make it 
necessarv fo1· the House of Commons to exercise the 
power vBsted in it of addressing the Crown for the 
removal of' the judge; but in the present case his hon. 
and learned friend could not single out any individual 
judge with regard to whom his observations principally 
appliecl as having acled in his sole and single cavacity 
in pronouncing the judgment of which he complained. 
* * * For ::til these reasons he would sup:gh t to his 
hon. and learned friend that he would be"'t exercise 
his constitutional functions, as a member of the House 
of Commons, by abstaining from pressing his motion to 
a division." 
Now, sir, is not that strictly applicable to the 
present case? \Vhat object would be gained 
supposing the committee sat and found that the 
Supreme Uourt was wrong? vVould that tend to 
support the administration of justice? I am 
quite sure what the opinion of the public would 
be-first of all, that this House made a great 
mistake in appointing a committee for that 
purpose, and secondly, that the committee had 
undertaken a duty they could not perform, 
and that their decision was therefore abso
lutely worthless and valueless. How can they 
review the decision of th@ Supreme Court? If the 
case is to be tried between Brydon, J ones, and 
Co. andRansome, by the committee as a jury, they 
must get Brydon, J ones, and Co. before them 
if they want to try the case over again. If there 
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has been a miscarriage of justice it cannot be 
discovered on a fresh trial based on new 1 

material. A judge or jury can only decide on 
the facts before them ; and on the facts before 
them those judges have dealt with the case. 
Unless the hon. member wants to make out that 
the judges were wrong on the facts before them, 
he certainly cannot make out that there was a 
miscarriage of justice. The fact is, Mr. Ran
some has an unfortunate craze. vVe have heard of 
persons haunting the courts of justice under a 
similar delusion. 

Mr. CHUBB: Miss Flyte, for instance. 
The PREMIER: Yes. He is labouring under a 

delusion that an injustice has been done to him, 
and he has bored the hon. member for Darling 
Downs, 1\fr. Kates. He bored him once before 
until he brought a similar motion forward, but 
it was negatived by a considerable majority, and 
I really thought we had heard the lust of it. 

Mr. KATEI:'l: I am not bringing it forward on 
behalf of Mr. Ransome, but of the 800 men who 
signed this petition. 

The PREMIER : Do we suppose that these 
800 men are actuated by an enthusiastic desire to 
take up the matter? Their only enthusiastic 
desire, I have no doubt, was to get rid of Mr. 
Ransmite when he came to ask them for their 
signatures. The hon. member would be doing a 
kindness to Mr. Ransome if he would with
draw the motion and let it be understood that the 
thing was at an end, and that this House was 
not going to be worried into granting a com
mittee, which would be contrary to all precedent, 
and which could not possibly be productive of 
any good result. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. A. 
Rutledge) said: Mr. Speaker,-It is very much 
to be regretted that the hon. member for Dar
ling Downs has brought forward this motion, 
especially after the reception which a similar 
resolution met with when it was brought forward 
in the House two year~ ago. It is true the hon. 
member has expressed a desire to proceed in a 
different way on this occasion. It is not, he 
says, his intention to make this House a court of 
appeal from a decision of the Supreme Court, 
!'!though that seems to me to be really implied 
m the terms of the motion. I fail to see how it 
is possible to inquire into an alleged miscarriage 
of justice unless the committee, if appointed by 
the House, goes into the whole question and 
ascertains all that can be ascertained by evidence 
on the subject. vVithout that they cannot decide 
whether there has been a miscarriage of justice 
or not. The terms in which the resolution is 
worded are a little unfortunate. The term 
"alleged miscarriage of justice" used in this 
way, when there has been a trial before a judge 
and jury, followed by an appeal to the :Full 
Court, would seem to imply that there has been 
wrongdoing on the part of some person or other 
who had to do with the case-either the judge or 
the jurv, or the members of the Full Court. 
I do not know whether the hon. member seeks 
to insinuate that there was any misconduct on 
the part of the judges. 

Mr. KATES: Not at all. 
The ATTORN:EY-GENERAL: If he does, 

it would be his duty to proceed in the ordinary 
way, and have the alleged misconduct inquired 
into, by preferring a direct charge of miscon
duct. But I do not see what grounds the hon. 
member has for making the statement, even 
by implication, on the strength of what Mr. 
Ransome says, that there has been a miscarriage 
of justice. Mr. Ransome is a suitor who has 
failed in an action before the Supreme Court, 
and, like a great many other persons in that 
position, he comes to the conclusion that 

he has been wronged, and that somebody 
else has obtained an advantage at his ex
pense. If this committee were appointed, I do 
not see how it would be possible to inquire as 
to whether Mr. Ransome has been wronged 
or not unless they not only summon the 
witnesses who were called at the trial, but try 
to bring the judges also to give evidence before 
the committee and to state their reasons for 
their decision. The House is asked to give the 
committee power to send for persons and papers 
in order to ascertain whether there has been a 
miscarriage of justice or not; but hon. members 
are perhaps not aware that if the committee 
were to be appointed an attempt to bring before 
it the judge who presided at this trial, or the 
other judges, would be a totally abortive one. 
It would be ridiculons on the part of the House 
to appoint a committee to inquire into a matter 
of this sort, and empower them to call for persons 
who may refuse to come and give evidence. 
This would not be the first time in English 
history when an attempt has been made to get 
a judge brought before a committee of Parlia
ment to give reasons for his judicial actions. If 
hon. members are not aware of what would pro
bably be the result of any attempt of the kind, 
I will dired their attention to a case which 
happened a great many years affo, ann is reported 
in Lord Raymond's "Reports,' at page 18. This 
is the note appended to the report of the judg
ment on the case:-

" Note.-That this judgment ·was very distasteful to 
some lords, and therefore, Hilary Term, 1697, 9 Will. III., 
the fJord Chief Justice Halt was sumnwned to give his 
reasons of this judgment to the House of Peers, and a 
committee 'vas appointed to hear and report them to 
the House, of which the Earl of Rochester was chair~ 
man. But th+: Chief Justice Holt refused to give thmn 
in so extra-jndicial a manner. But he said that if the 
record was removed before the Peers by error, so that 
it came judicially before them, he would give his reasons 
very 'villingly; but if he gave them in this case it would 
be of very ill con<::.equence to all judges hereafter in all 
cases. At which answer some lords were so offended 
th!tt they would have committed the Chief Justice to 
the Tower. But, notwithstanding, all their endeavours 
vanished in smoke." 
It will thus be seen that when Lord Chief Justice 
Holt was summoned before a committee of the 
House of Lords to give his reasons for having 
arrived at a certain decision, he point-blank 
refused to give hi.~ reasons in an extra-judicial 
1nanner. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : What about the corn· 
mittee on Mr. Justice Cooper? 

The ATTORNEY-GENER.~L: The hon. 
gentleman says ''What about the select committee 
with regard to Mr. ,Justice Cooper?" That is an 
entirely different case. The matters referred to 
that committee were in regard to tbe travelling 
expenses of 1\Ir. Justice Cooper. The question 
was whether the travelling expenses allowed 
were sufficient, and possibly in that case Mr. 
Justice Cooper might very probably have been 
asked to say whether his travelling expense5 were 
sufficient or not. That would not be giving a 
judicial opinion. He would not be acting judicially 
in giving his opinion as to whether so much a 
day was suffici~nt for his travelling expenses. 
Under the circumstances of this case I take it 
that, as in the case of Lord Chief Justice Halt, 
the Chief Justice who presided at the trial would 
be asked to attend the committee to !l'ive his 
reasons for certain things, and I say '!n that 
case his Honour would be perfectly justified in 
refusing to attend. And if he or the other judges 
were to refuse to attend, the only effect would be 
that the House would put itself in a ridiculous 
position by authorising a committee to do what 
they would find when they came to exercise that 
power they could not carry into effect. I do not 
think that the House ought to be asked to go 
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into the p1'os and cons of the matter at all. 
'What is the use of a court of justice if when 
suitors come there they are not to accept 
the decision of that tribunal which the law has 
appointed for the decision of cas8s of that kind? 
If every disappointed suitor is to come here and 
ask for an inquiry in this way, why, we should 
never have anythmg else to do in this House but 
inquire into such case".. The resolution is to 
inquire into au alleged miscarriage of justice, and 
how is a miscarriage of justice to be inquired 
into unless the committee goes into the whole 
matter judicially, practically as a court of appeal 
from the Supreme Court? 

Mr. KATJDS: No. 
The ATTORNEY- GENERAL: Notwith

standing the disclaimer of the hon. gentleman, 
who, I ha\'e no doubt, is perfectly sincere, to give 
this committee the functions he proposes to 
confer upon it in this way is really to constitute 
it hy resolution of this House a court of appeal 
from the decision of the Supreme Court. It 
would be establishing a very dangerous pre
cedent, and I have not the slightest doubt 
that, as in the case of Lord Chief Justice 
Holt, the whole thing would end in smoke. 
Under all the circumstances I think it is 
better that the initiatory proceedings should 
not be taken at all. I hope the hon. gentleman 
will accept the advice which has been given him, 
and withdraw the resolution and let us have 
dcne with it. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said: Mr. Speaker,
! voted for the appointment of the select com
mittee on the last occasion when this matter was 
before the House two years ago, but this time 
I am going to vote against it simply because I 
can take my beating. The question was fully 
and freely discussed in the House two years 
ago; the hon. member for Darling Downs 
was then beaten on division, and I do not 
see the fun of having cases of this kind brought 
up over and over again, and the time of the 
House wasted in this manner. I have not very 
much faith in these committees after their work 
is done, and I certainly do think the hon. mem
berfor Darling Downs ought to have been satisfied 
with the verdict of the House upon the previous 
occasion. Nothing has occurred in the mean
time to alter the opinion of the majority of the 
House as it expressed itself then, and I would 
suggest that he had better bring it before the 
next Parliament, if he is here to do it. One case 
of this kind on account of one individual is 
quite enough during one Parliament. 

Mr. M ORGAN said: Mr. Speaker,-The hon. 
the Attorney-General has argued that it would 
be unadvisable to establish a precedent by which 
suitors defeated in courts of justice could come 
to this House and get committees appointed to 
review the decisions of those courts; in other 
words, that the decision of the courts ought in 
all cases to be final. ·well, if the decision given 
by the special jury in this case had been allowed 
to be final I do not think this House would 
ever have heard of it. But a special jury 
having given a verdict on the evidence, 
and that verdict having been reversed by 
the judge thereafter without fresh evidence, 
I think it opens up a very grave question as to 
whether injustice has not been done to the 
petitioner, Mr. Ransorne. If we are to take the 
hon. the Atttorney-General's ruling, I suppose, 
as in the case of the old belief that used to 
prevail that "the king can do no wrong," 
we must admit that a judge can do no wrong. 
Although I h:we very great respect for 
the gentlemen occupying the judicial bench 
in this colony, I am not prepared to go 
that far. I believe that judges are human 
beings, and as such are liable to errors, The 

point is this: This man had a verdict given to 
him by a jury who weighed the evidence given 
by experts on matters of fact, not matters of 
law ; he had that vedict taken from him by a 
judge who had no special knowledge of the case, 
and he now asks for a committee to inquire into 
the whole circumstances of the case, and say 
whether injustice has been done to him. I 
believe injustic,,1 has been done. I have some 
knowledge of the practice of the trade, and I 
know the universal custom in the southern 
districts is that, in buying and selling 
cedar, lj-inch stuff shall be taken for inch. 
Indeed, so well is that rule recognised, that when 
people go to a timber-yard to bny cedar 1 inch, 
lj-inch, or ~-inch, they make no question about 
it; they simply buy the timber as inch stuff, 
lUld pay for it accordingly. As to the custom in 
Sydney, that is in another colony, where different 
laws and different customs prevail, <tnd the argu
ment with regard to that does not apply in the 
least. It is a suffi"ient reply to the Premier's argu
ment about the price-list, that it is an admitted 
fact, given in eviclence hy employes of one of 
the Government departments, th'1t when they 
purchased cedar for the Government of this 
colony they invariably paid for :!J-inch stuff 
at full inch rate. Therefore, if the Premier's 
contention is good, these gentlemen have been 
allowing the public treasury to be robbed, and 
ought to be got rid of at once. I will just quote 
a short letter written by the foreman of the jury 
before whom this case was heard, which will 
show the House that they had very good ground 
upon which they based their verdict. The letter 
is written by Mr. McCleverty, who says:-

"The judge further said to the jury, • You, as busi
ness men, should know better than I do the usages of 
the trade, and therefore will be able to decide.' 1Ve 
(the jury), as business men did know the usages of the 
trade, not only in \Yarwick and Toowoomba, but also in 
Brisbane-namelv, that all cedar boards under 1 inch 
should be paid fOr as J inch. And we 1vere supported 
in this by several of the witnesses, who stated distinctly 
that cedar boards under l inch are always sold as 
inch. Even some of defendants' witnesses proved so. 
But the evidence as to ::\Ir.1'IcClay, a Brisbane purchaser, 
having offered 29s. per lOO feet for this same lot of 
timber, and to take it at full measurmnent-that is, all 
under inch to count as inch-was very important and 
worthy of notice. Our verdict was to a great extent 
based on this evidence, which clearly proved what is 
the usage of trade in Brisbane, where the transaction 
occurred. Another reason for the verdict we gave was 
the fact as elicited in evidence, that defendants wrote 
to plaintiff that the very best they could do was to 
sell the whole lot at 28s. per 1n0 superficial feet. Yet 
within a day or two they sold the lot by actual measure
ment, not in the usual w11y, but under special agree
ment for actual measurement, thereby departin~ from 
the usual custom, and reducing the quantity of timber 
to about 11,000 feet." 

Now, Mr. Speaker, even supposing the custom of 
the trade is as the Premier contends, I say that 
those people having acted in direct defiance of 
the instructions they received from their prin
cipal, on that ground the verdict of the jury was 
perfectlY justified. The jury gave that verdict 
upon what they considered the very best evi
dence, and if the defendants felt them~elves 
aggrieved, and applied, as they did, for a new 
trial, there could be no objection to that course; 
but to ;,ay that the judge should, without hearing 
one tittle of fresh evidence, override the verdict 
of men acquainted with the custom of the timber 
trade, is ridiculous. I think it is dangerous that 
we should look on and see people robbed of the 
verdicts given by juries. \Ve might as well 
abolish the system of trial by jury altogether. 
The effect of the rever,•,al of the verdict is this : 
Mr. Ran some had a verdict of £100 odd from a jury, 
which \'erdict carried costs. It was not much, and 
he considered he was entitled to more, but he was 
satisfied. Then the verdict was taken away and 
he had to pay not only his own costs but also the 
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defendants'. He paid his own costs, but was 
unable to pay the others, and had to go insolvent, 
and his property was sold up. I think it is a very 
hard case indeed, and though there may be 
something in the view taken by the Premier, I 
think Mr. Ransome is entitled to some inquiry. 
I do not hold the view that this House has no 
right to interfere with the administration of jus
tice. I think this is the supreme tribunal in the 
colony, and that we have everv right to dP-al 
with the case. I do not see that there is much 
chance of getting the committee, but I for one 
think a serious wrong has been done to 11r. 
Ran"ome and should like to see the committee 
appointed. 

Mr. WHITE said: Mr. Speaker,--! think if 
this discussion has no other result it will have a 
tendency to make Brydon, J ones, and Co. 
wince. lYiy sympathies are with ::'vlr. Ransnme. 
It is very evident he knew what he was doing 
when he engaged in the timber business, but he 
paid £200 for timber and never got half the 
money back. That would look to me something 
like a swindle, and that is the way in which it 
would strike any common-sense man. Brydon, 
Jones, and Co. received instructions from the 
consignee and did not give him a chance to come 
down himself and see that the timber was not 
sacrificed. But when he did come down he 
found the bargain had been made so fast and firm 
that it could not be broken. There must have 
been a swindle, because half the money WM not 
received, and it was never contended that there 
was anything wrong with the timber-that it was 
rotten, or had deteriorated in value. The only 
conclusion I c~n come to is, that the law in this 
case has stepped in and protected the wrongdoers. 
That will be very clear to any common-sense man. 

Mr. BULCOCK saict: Mr. Speaker,-I did 
not intend to say anything on the subject but 
for what has fallen from the last speaker. I 
do not know anything at all about the matter 
itself, but this I do know, that Mr. Brydon 
during that time was in England, and that 
his partner, lYir. J ones, was sick in bed with 
rheumatic fever for seven weeks, and the business 
was left in charge of some persons they employed. 
It is merely to defend the character of those two 
men that I make the statement. 

Mr. FERGUSON said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
voted against this l[nestion when it came before 
the House previously and gave my reasons for 
doing so. I do not see that there has been any 
miscarriage of justice in this case. I know that 
there is a difference of opinion about the practice 
in selling timber. Vety likely ·warwick and 
Toowoomba may have a system of their own, 
and other parts of the colony have their systems. 
At all events, one thing is certain-that J 00 feet 
superficial measurement of timber must be 1 
inch thick. That is a standard measurement and 
cannot be altered. Y on cannot get 100 feet super
ficial measurement unless it is 1 inch thick. If 
you bny a cargo of cedar in the log and get 
it measured it is measured inch thick. If that 
cargo in the log measures 100,000 feet of inch 
thick, and if you cut it into ~-inch thick, are 
you supposed to get 200,000 feet of measure
ment out of 100,000? It does not matter how 
you sell the timber. There may be different 
ways of selling it; hut I know that I have 
bought as much timber as any man in this 
House, and I can say that in some yards, at all 
events, there are scales; § thick is, say, 4d., 
11 inch 411d., i\ 5d., and 1 inch thick 6d., and 
so on. I do not know what the scale is down here; 
but I have seen that system in force over and over 
again. If yon give instructions to buy a cargo of 
timber wholesale, it must be standard measure
ment, inch thick, and if planks are 2 inches thick 
you will have to pay for 2-inch timber. If it is 

J!, you are supposed to pay for 1 inch. The 
value of cedar is, say, 25s. per 100 feet in the log, 
and the cutting does not amount to much, say 2s. 
It is a very small consideration in the value 
of the timber. The value is chiefly in the log 
before vou cut it. It stands to reason that 
timber ·~-inch thick is not worth the same as 
inch thick ; you are not supposed to pay the 
same for ±-inch as for 1 inch, and if you 
go over the inch you have to pay for it. 
If the thickness is 1~ mch it has to he paid for. I 
do not know what may be the custom in the 
small retail yards at Tuowoomba and \V arwick, 
but qnyone who has to consider the value of 
timber in large quantities must know that the 
custom is different from what has been stated. 
Suppose you ship a cargo of 50,000 feet of cedar, 
and supposing the ship will not holrl. more than 
50,000 feet, if it is shipped only 11-inch thick 
you c<tn get 100,000 feet of cedar into that ship 
according to the argument of hem. members 
opposite. You are never asked what the thick
ness of the timber is, because it is known very well 
that the standard thickness is 1 inch. It make., 
no difference whether it is 2 inch, 1 inch, or 
~-inch, it is all reckoned as 1 inch. There is a 
standard for timber just as well as for brickwork, 
and in fact for all building material, and accord
ing to the standard for timber, 100 feet means 
100 feet 1 inch thick. 

Mr. FRASER said: Mr. Speaker,-I have 
no intention of delaying the House upon this 
question, but I cannot let then-marks of the 
hon. member for Stanley pass unnoticed. Even 
admitting that there may have been a miscarriage 
of justice in connection with this question, that 
does not warrant the hon. member for Stanley in 
describing the conduct of a respec~able firm in 
Brisbane as "swindling." The hon. member for 
Darling Downs dues not bring the matter for
ward on that ground at all. I know Messrs. 
Brydon and J ones very well, and they are 
as re·<pectable and honourable men as any in 
Brisbane, and I protest, therefore, against the 
remarks of the hon. member for Stanley, made 
undn the shelter of the privileges of the House. 

Mr. KATES, in reply, said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
just wish to make a few remarks with respect 
to what fell from the hon. member for Rock
hampton. His remarks were quite outside the 
question, as he was speaking of timber in the log, 
and this is a question of timber in boards, and it 
makes a very great difference to the sawmill 
proprietor to cut 11-inch or inch boards, because 
he has to allow for the extra saw-cut and extra 
labour. I do not at all regret having brought this. 
matter before the House again this year. I am 
backed up by 800 residents, not only of Brisbane 
and the Darling Downs, but of all parts of the 
colony, amongst whom are thirty or forty persons 
connected with the timber trade. I brought 
this forward, as I said before, not to ask for a 
monetary compensation for :Mr. Ransome, but 
in order that the committee may inquire into the 
matter and suggest a remedy in connection with 
the law. The Courie1· and many other papers at 
the time this case was heard sympathised with 
Ilansome in having his case capsized and reversed 
in the Supreme Court after he had received 
a verdict in Toowoomba. I have nothing 
to say against the firm of Brydon, J ones, 
and Co., and I am merely speaking of 
the injustice done to Ransome, whose case 
has been taken np by the 800 gentlemen 
who signed the petition I presented to the 
House. \Vhoever may be alive here next year, 
whether myself or someone else, thi" question 
will be brought on again and again, until the law 
is remedied in this respect to prevent a recur
rence of cases of this kind. I have consulted my 
hon. friend the member for Warwick, and we 
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have decided not to let the question go to a divi
sion: I therefore beg leave to withdraw my 
motwn. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL. 

ELECTORAL DIS'rRICTS BILL. 

The SPEAKER said: I have to announce the 
receipt of a mes,;age from the Legislative Coun
cil, returning the Electoral Districts Bill with 
certain amendments indicated in an accompany
ing schedule, in which amendments the Council 
request the concurrence of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-! beg 
to move that the Legislative Council's message 
be taken into consideration in committee to
morrow. 

Question put and passed. 

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-I 

trust that the Premier can answer the question I 
am going to put, without notice, as the Minister 
for Lands is not in his place. I had intended to 
have asked him the question, which is this: 
When the papers which were spoken about with 
regard to the late Premier and the late Minister 
for Lands are likely to be laid on the table? 

ThePREiYIIER said: Mr. Speaker,-Ibelieve 
they will be ready on Tuesday. There are a 
good many papers to be copied. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Have the missing docu
ments been found? 

The PREMIER : There are a good many to 
lay on the table. I have seen quite enough of 
them. 

MARYBOROUGH AND URANGAN RAIL
WAY AMENDMENT BILL. 

SECOND READING. 

On the Order of the Day being read for the 
resumption of the debate on Mr. Foxton's 
motion, "That the Bill be now read a second 
time"-

Mr. W. BROOKES said: Mr. Speaker,-It 
may not be usual to present any opposition to a 
Bill of this sort being read a second time, and I 
may just as well state why I intend to take that 
course. I think this is the introduction of some
thing which this House should have a distrust of 
in the preliminary stage. ·when this rail way was 
mentioned in the House before, the hon. the 
leader of the Opposition had something to say 
which, to my mind, is by no means unimportant. 
He objected to our having anything whatever to 
do with certain persons who at one time had 
something very intimately to do with this colony, 
and he mentioned certain names, which I think 
are not calculated to inspire feelings of con
fidence. The hon. the Premier gave us an 
account of certain interviews which he had 
had in London with certain persons in 
connection with this railway, and at the 
close of his remarks he gave utterance to an 
expression which, if I remember aright, was 
something like this : that he could see no 
reason why those gentlemen should not be 
accepted by this House as persons-! hardly 
know what term he used, but as persons who 
come before us as strangers. Now, I differ from 
the Premier in that respect. Those persons do 
not come before us as persons of whom we have 
never heard, and I am bound to say that the 
little we know of them is not very much 
calculated to increase our confidence in them. 
This Bill is a proposal to enable a railway to be 

built by private enterprise. Now, you know well, 
sir, and the House knows, the very violent effort 
that was necessary to prevent a certain railway 
being built by private enterprise, Of course, com
pared with that this is a mere trifle, but still, 
somehow or other, the promoters are to a great 
extent the same persons; and those hon. members 
who remember the transcontinental railway will 
have difficulty in associating that railway 
with anything else than the idea that it was 
a speculation instituted by private persons, 
leaving out of account altogether the wel
fare of this colony. I shall not say much 
now, because we shall have an opportunity of 
going into the matter in committee ; hut I 
should be very glad to see the second reading 
thrown out, if it were only for this reason : 
that this House has found itself addressed 
on a past occasion by a certain syndicate, and 
they have found on careful inquiry that to get 
rid of that syndic .. te has been to release the 
colony from a danger the like of which this 
colony h!ts not before encountered. Now, when 
we find certain persons who were connected 
with a proposition which would have led this 
colony into a morass which it would never 
have ooen the bottom of, coming forward again 
with a very modest proposition-approaching 
this House with bated breath and whis
pering humbleness-I confess that, with the 
hon. the leader of the Opposition, I have a 
p1·ima facie distrust of the whole affair. Now, 
that is just the way in which I cannot help 
appro:tching this matter. As to the absolute 
merits of this railway, of course they are open 
to demonstration; and I am, I trust, on this 
matter, as on every other, open to receive fresh 
light. However, I cannot conceal that I have 
a suspicion of the whole affair ; and my own 
intention is to do exactly as I would do in my 
own case-have nothing to do with this railway. 

Mr. ANNEAR said: Mr. Speaker,-I think 
that as one of the members of this committee, 
and as one who had no very strong faith in this 
question when it was first introduced, it is per
haps necessary for me to explain why I have so 
altered my opinions. I believe, from what the 
com1nittee have seen, that the construction of 
this railway is now a boncZ fide transaction. Hon. 
memberi> know that the Maryborough and Uran
gan Railway Comvany had a Bill passed through 
this House for the construction of this railway, 
but, from several causes over which some of the 
members of it had no control, they could not 
carry out the scheme in accordance with that Bill. 
The same conditions as previously existed, with a 
more stringent clause introduced in this measure, 
will apply to the gentlemen who have now come 
forward to carry out the objects of the Bill. I 
do not see that it makes much difference who the 
capitalists may be, whether they are the Duke of 
Manchester, General :B'eilding, or any other per
sons who may have had connection with the old 
transcontinental railway scheme. I do not see 
that that is any reason why they should be 
debarred from coming in and taking up 
what the previous company were expected to 
carry out. The construction of this railway 
impiies the development of the property which 
the company have already, and which they 
will hereafter secure by the expenditure of 
money ; and expenditure of money from outside 
sources is what we want in this colony at the 
present time. I would much rather have seen 
the Government undertake the construction of 
the railway, but owing to the first company 
having come into the field, the inhabitants of 
that district were done out of the line ; I feel 
quite sure that had that not been the case, it 
would have been included in the £10,000,000 
loan. As it was not included in the works for 
whioh that loan was authorised, there is no 
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probability for some time to come that the Govern
ment will be able to carry out the railway. The 
select committee have gone very carefully into the 
Bill, and h"'ve got a clause in"erted which I think 
is a sufficient guarantee as to the bona .fid· , of 
these gentlemen who are now going to make the 
line. That clause reads as follows :-

"If the railway is not completed within the said 
period of four years from the passing of the principal 
Act, or in case the period for the cumpletion there0f 
shall be extended for a rurt.her period of six mouths 
in lmtnHer herein provided, theJ "\Yithiu such extended 
period, the powers, rights, and priYileges by this Act 
and ~J::e principal Act p.;ranted to tne company for 
acqtnrmg lnnd by vnrehase or othenvi~e, an·l for cmn
vieting and working the rail\vay or othcrwi~nin relatinn 
thereto, shall, on the expi ation of the wlitl yeri•.d of 
four years, or such fnrlher or exten~led perio(1, us tlw 
case may be, ce. 1se ancl rtetermiw~; and therl'npou the 
whole of the moneys so deposited by th8 company in the 
Treasury as security for the dne completion of the main 
line of railway shall be and become absolutely forfeited. 
to Her }fajcsty." 

Hon. membe:·s will see that the company will 
have to deposit another £3,000. I think there is 
£2,000 in the hand< of the Government already 
so that the additional sum will make the amount 
of deposit £3,000. Any contra'?tor taking a con
tract from the Government IS only asked to 
deposit 5 per cent.. on the am0unt of his contract 
and when he has done certain work that G pe; 
cent. is returned to him ; but in this case if 
the line is not completed in the specified ti;ne 
the whole £5,000 becomes absolutely forfeited: 
Surely the Government and the members of this 
House, and those who will be members of the 
next Parliament, have sufficient knowledge to 
know that this company <•I" any other company 
will.not eva.d~ the Bill, bnt that they will carry 
out Its provisions strictly. I feel quite sure that 
the gentlemen who are members of this syndi
cate, or some of them, will come to this colony 
and carry out what they have undeltaken to do. 
One thing so impresseLl me in this mcttter that I 
am induced to give the measure my support. 
Hon. members will see that the syndicate is 
represented by a firm of solicitors than which 
there is not one of higher standing in Brisbane
Messrs. Hart and Flower. :iYir. Hart stated to 
the committee that had he not been thoroughly 
convinced of the bo1w fides of the company h'e 
would never have appeared before the committee 
to ad vacate the passing of the Bill. The con
struction of the railway will he a great benefit to 
the district, and if I did not feel sure that the 
comp,ny will enter upon the work in the time 
allowed I would never have fallen in with the 
views of the committee as contained in this report. 
I believe it will be carried out with spirit and 
finish~d within. the eighteen months limited by 
the Bill. Parhament will then not be troubled 
to pass a sum of money for the railway. I believe 
that this line would have received the same con
sideration as the line from Rockhampton to Emu 
Park if this company had not been in the field. 
I hope that hon. members will look at the matter 
in the same light as I do, and that they will 
agree to the second reading of the Bill. 

The HoN. J . .:VI. MACROS SAN said: Mr. 
Speaker,-It is very refre,hing to hear the argu
ments of the hon. member who has just sat 
down. They remind me of the arguments on 
the transcontinental line of milv ay four or five 
years ago. Had the hon. member been pre
ser.t when the transcontinental line was dis
cussed, he would probably have used just the 
same line of argument. He did not, however, 
tell us why he has changed his mind on this Bill. 
\V ere I in the same position as the hon. member 
for North Brisbane in regard to the transcon
ti_nental scheme, I would certainly take the same 
view of the matter as he does. I believe that 
any person who has any recollection of the 

1887-4 Y. 

transcontinental rail way debates, and who 
remembers the arguments used at that time 
against the making of that line by a syndicate, 
as then proposed, will recollect the bitterness 
of the arguments used against it. \Vhen I 
remember that, I can hardly blame the hon. 
member for North Brisbane being opposed to the 
nmking of this line by members of the old syndi
cate who were connected with the transconti
nental scheme. It is like getting the little finger 
in, and then the whole hrmd will follow. I do 
not blame the hem. member. I think that, so far, 
he is probably right. This is the second time a 
measure of this kind has come before this House. 
'l'he first time when it came before the House 
it came with a great flourish of trumpets. The 
prmnoterR of the company \Vere going to do 
a great deal for the :Maryboroug-h distl'ict. 
I was a member of the committee which 
recommended the House to pass the Bill, 
conferring upon the company the privilege to 
eelect 1, 000 Acres of land in the Burrum reserve, 
the right to get the land on which the rail way 
was built, and the r·ight to make the railway. I 
confc .. ·s that I have been very much disappointed 
and have come to look upon the wh<Jle thing as a 
merespe8ulation of C•'>rtain individuals to exploiter 
onr 1 esources-to get certain privileges granted 
by this House, and then fSO about the country to 
find men to buy them. That is the conclusion I 
have come to. It is three years now, or nearlv 
so, since the original Act was passed to 
authorise them to make the railway. The 
report of the select committee, which was 
ordered to be printed by the House, on the first 
Bill, is dated the 29th October, 1884-that is, 
three ye >rs ago. One reason why I was so 
fayourable to the making of this line at that time 
was, that it was not only going to be a line that 
would develop the resources of the \\Tide Bay 
district, but it was going to be a line that 
would assist in developing the re·,ources of the 
whole of the colony. The hon. member for 
Rockhampton, Jliir. Ferguson, was, I think, a 
member of that committee, r>nd he may recollect 
that a gentleman na1ned Rawlins, who was secre~ 
tary t.o the company, stated in his examination 
that they were going in for the extraction of gold 
and silYer from refractory ores, which could 
not be extracted by the ordinary process ; and 
they were going to do wonderful thing·s for the 
northern portions of the colony, especially for 
Ravens wood, and similar places where refractory 
ores are most common. On the recommendation 
of that committee this House passed the Bill. 
What is the reHult? Not an inch of the 
rail way has been made yet. These gentle
men have been going about looking for people 
to make the railway for them, and at last they 
found the old railway syndicate in L'ondon, 
and they persuaded them to take it up. I am 
extremely surprised at the Premier having 
given himself away to this project as he has 
done. If the hon. gentleman recollects what he 
said on one particuhr occasion, he might almost 
take upon himself the mantle of prophecy. The 
very thing that he predicted would take place 
by the e''tab!ishment of that railway syndicate 
has actually taken place in this particular 
c"'se. Perhaps the hon. gentleman does not 
remember wh~t he said on that occasion, so I 
will read it so that he and the House may see 
how wonderfully like the result in this case 
has been to what he said would happen, in the 
discussion on the \Varrego railway. I am quoting 
from Hansa.1·d, ;-oJume xxxviii., page 856. On the 
preceding page the hon. gentleman was telling 
the House about the corruption of rail way syndi
cates in America, and what they had done in the 
way of bribing members of Parliament. I inter
jected, "Bribing judges and lawyers." Of course, 
they did that too, The rail way syndicates had 
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judges of their own sitting on the bench, :tnd 
there is no doubt they bribed members of Parlirt
ment. But that did not apply onlv to syndicates 
of land-grant railways, hnt to all syndicates of 
rail ways who had no 'land grants ; so' that it was 
not the land-grant system that was the cause 
of the corruption ; it was something else. The 
hon. gentleman went on to say:-

H Tho~e things are notorious. a1;d 've on~ht to pause 
a good while before we deliberately incur tho~e da·:gers, 
It is deliberatel_,. incurring a new danger, which in the 
United States has threatened the verY existence of the 
Constitutinn. \Ve have done verv 1vell here \Vithont it. 
and I h01)e we shall continue to· do ::::o. Another thing 
in eonnection with tho~e g1·rat r::~ilwa~· companies 
having- control of the pnhlic highwav-s is that the~· nre 
always wanting something. T will take the case of a 
railway that ha~ tn he finished in two Years. Sum}O.-;e 
they WH,nt two more years. prc:::sure ·will be brought. to 
he1.r, and what is called. in thA United State~ .. 1 lohhy
ing,' will be introtlnced and acclimatised. here." 

That is the very thing that has happened, 
only, instearl of the "lobbying" having taken 
place here, in our lobbies, it took place in the 
lobbies of St. Stephen's Club, London, and it was 
the hon. gentleman who went "lobbying" :tnd 
consented to take up this scheme. After thi" 
prophecy ~tnd its fulfilment, I think we shall 
have to call the hon. gentleman "the Prophet 
Samuel" for the future. I do not object to 
making the line because the old railway 
syndicate is counecte<i with it, as I believe that 
individually they are men of honour. But the 
hon. member for ]\i[aryborough need not imagine 
that they will come out here: they will send 
some small agent out to do their work, whether 
it be dirty or clean. ·what I object to is giving 
our resources away to mere adventurers. And 
these men have proved themselves to be nothing 
but adventurers so far. Their three years are 
nearly expired, and they come to the House for an 
extension of time, as the Premier prophesied 
with regard to the \Varrego railway; ani! what 
guarantee have we, even then, that they will go 
on with the work? \Vhat is this small money 
deposit to those gentlemen? \Vhat guarantee 
have we that the next Parliament will not be 
"lobbied" also? It will be betterfor the House, 
b 'tter for the country, better for the people of 
Maryborough and Wide Bay, to wait a little 
longer until the Government will be able to make 
that railway for them and develop the resources 
of the district. I am certain that those resources 
will then be developed more in the interests of 
the people than they can possibly be by the 
making of the line by this company, even if thev 
do make it. I shail oppose the 'Bill now if it 
goes to a division, and I shall also oppose it in 
committee. 

Mr. ALAND said: Mr. Speaker,-! have 
listened with a great deal of interest to the speech 
of the hon. member for Townsville, and I quite 
coincide with, I think I may say, everything 
he has said. But whilst he was speaking, this 
thought struck me : It has been decided by the 
House and by the Government that no business 
of a contentious nature is to be discussed during 
the present session. If that rule holds good as far 
as Government business is concerned, it shmud hold 
good as far as private members' busineFs is con
cerned, more especially in a serious matter like the 
one now enga"ing our attention. \V e are now near 
the close of the session, and as it will be necessary 
to debate the Bill 'ery fully, both in the House 
and in committee, it seems to me that there is 
not sufficient time to do so. I regard this matter 
somewhat in the light of making- a provision-a 
charitable provision I might also say-for certain 
gentlemen who have not been able to carry out 
the provisions of an Act which was passed for 
their benefit some three years ago. The House 
suffered the Bill to pass then, and granted them 
certain concessions. They have been unable to 

carry out their agreement, and nowtheycomedown 
to the Hon8e and ask us to extend that agreement. 
\Vhat have they been doing in the meantime? 
Surely three years ought to be quite long enough 
for a small affair like this to be carried ont, 
unles' the gentlmrwn who formed the oridnal 
synrlicate of this Urangan railway had been 
waiting for some really good ch,nce to offer, 
by which they might dispose of their conce,sion. 
It appears they have now mana"ed to dispose of 
their concession : but their time is up. and unless 
we extend that time they will not he able to sell 
their concession. \Vith the hon. member for 
Townsville, I believe it is .iust possible that next 
year, this new .syndicate will he coming here and 
wanting a still further concession from the House. 
There ought to be some finality in these matters. 
If an a"reement is entered into with the Govern
went, the persons who make the agreement ought 
to be prepared to carry it out, or 0lse, as is done 
in ordinary business transactions, forfeit what
ever penalty may have been mutually decirled 
upon when the agreement was made. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) nid: Mr. Speaker, -It would be 
very hard for some people who contracted with 
the Government if thev were tied down hard 
and fast as to the time· for finishing- their con
tract~, not onl:v in ran ways, but in many other 
works throughout the colony. \Vhat the hon. 
gentleman who has just spoken has said is on the 
as'mmption that the oriirinal syndicate or party 
of men who asked for the right to make this rail
way are those who proposed to dispose of their 
rights to another syndicate in En" land. He must 
certainly be in ignorance of the history of this case 
if he supposes so. The man at whose instigation 
the business was first started was Mr. Rawlins, 
who was examined before the select committee. 
It was at his instigation the company were 
induced to enter into the business of building 
this railway, and I believe undertook with him 
to do so, and they, I suspect, deposited the 
£2,000 as required by the Act. They afterwards 
had some cause, I suppose, to doubt the probable 
results of the undertaking, and for some reason 
or other stood out, leaving Th1r. Rawlins alone. 
\Vhen they stood out and were not willing to 
carry out their contract or arrangement made 
with him, he, having spent his money and 
his time, looked about to see if he conld get 
someone else to take the matter up. because 
he required support in doing so. To effect 
that object he went to England, and there met 
the ghost of that old monster we used to be 
so much afraid of, the Tmnscontinental Railway 
Syndicate. It appaars that they have still suffi
cient life in them to undertake any railway work 
which promises a chance of profit. I think there 
neiJd be no fear of their coming here and unde-r
taking work of this kind on the terms proposed. 
I do not think anybody really entertains any 
feeling of that kind. But I am rather surprised 
to hear hon. gentlemen opposite, who were mainly 
instrumental in endeavouring to bring about the 
agreement with regar<i to the transcontinental 
railway, object now when the promoters of that 
undertaking were the mambers who now propose 
to carry out this work. 

Mr. NORTON: No. 
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The lender 

of the Opposition, at any rate, spoke against it 
the other night. The hon. member for Towns
ville also said he objected to allow adventurers 
to come here and pocket or sell our resources. 
He was a member of the committee that sat on 
the Bill before, and why did he recommend the 
line then? If they are advBnturers now they 
were ad venturers then. They were going to 
develop the resources of the country, and all that 
sort of thing. I do not think such a term is 
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applicable to them. As to the desirability of 
carrying out works of this kind, now we know 
perfectly well that if they are not undertaken in 
this way they must wait, and wait for a cmmider
able time. That must be so, unless they are 
undertaken by some private firm or company. 
·with regard to the rem,trks made ahout the land
grant principle, I would point out that the 
company have to pay a very much higher price 
for the land than has been paid for other land 
in the hands of private intlividnals and firms. 
Some of the land was taken np at 5s. an acre, 
and this firm, or company, or syndicate, or what
ever it is termed, h>we to pay 30s. an acre; 
and if they fail to C>Ll'ry out this line at the 
end of twehe months or of the additional si \C 

months' extension which may be required, they 
will forfeit £5,000~the Government will pocket 
£5,000 and not be one penny worse off than they 
were before. 

Mr. ::\IELLOR: And no line. 
The :MINISTER FOR WORKS: And there 

will be no line. There is no probability within 
the next eighteen months of the Gov'ernment 
undertaking that line, anrl if the company 
fail to carry it out the Government will 
make £5,000 out of it. I cannot see what 
objection there can be to that, unless it 
is on the principle of not allowing anybody to 
build railways except the Government. Of 
course, if hon. members object to the line on 
th!'t ground it is perfectly intelligible. I do not 
thmk there can be any objection to per8ons 
buying a piece of land, a comparatively small 
area, and making a railway for the purpose of 
developing the coal trade of the district. It is 
pretty well known that the onlv chance of 
developing the coal trade of the Burrum is by 
taking the coal down to deep water at Hervey1s 
Bay, so that it can be exported. If they have to 
bring it to Maryborough and carrv it down the 
river it will be many a long day before the coal 
trade of the Burrum can be developed to any
thing like large proportions. So that I think 
hon. members will do well to pause before putting 
any difficulties in the way of allowing this firm 
or syndicate an opportunity of citrrying out this 
line, which must prove of 'benefit to the J\Iary
borough district and, with that, of the who.le 
colony. If the enterprise is extended in the 
ot.her direction of treating refractory ores, that 
wrll be an advantage, in addition to developing 
the coal trade of the district. I shall be very 
glad to see the Bill pa.'\sed into law, and the 
company given another opportunity of carrying 
out the work. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said: Mr. Speaker,~ 
I was certainly very much surprised a,t the 
speech we have just heard from the Minister for 
Works, particularly as I remember the very 
intense manner in which he argued against the 
Transcontinental Railway Syndicate at the time 
of the. general election three or four years ago. 
I quite share the views of the hon. member for 
North Brisbane, Mr. Brookes. I look upon 
that syndicate with the gravest suspicion and 
do not wish to see them get the thin end of the 
wedge into the colony with land-grant railways 
or anything of the kind. 

The MINISTE.R FOR WORKS : It is not a 
land-grant railwny. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: They get 1,000 acres 
of coal land, and it is a land-grant railway only 
in another form. They pay 30s. an acre, but the 
land may be worth £5, or £!0, or £50 an acre. 
We do not know what it is worth. There
fore I say, notwithstanding the assertion of 
the Minister for Works, that it is essentially 
a land-grant railway, and it is taken up by 
the company or syndicate about which we had 
occasion to make a good deal of inquiry before, 

and in connection with which a good deal o 
ill-feeling was created not only in this Honse, 
but throughout the country. The capital of this 
Tmnscontinental Railw<ty Syndicate in the first 
instance was ridiculonsly small and insufficient. 
£16,040 was the whole of the subscribed capital 
of that company. ::'.Iany people thought they 
were going to build that rail way if they got the 
concessions they asked for, but they were going 
to do nothing of the kind. They were going to 
act as a sort of jobbers and sell the concession they 
got from the Government. They would have 
sold those conces<ions which they tried to get 
on a capital of £16,040 in London for about 
£2,500,000, so I wets credibly informe~l. I was 
in London at the time, and that was considered 
abont the valne of the concession at that time~ 
£2,500,000. However, they did not get it, n,nd 
finding they were beaten in the business they 
ettme crying round to get back the £16,040 
they spent in trying for this big boom. 'rhe 
Premier has had several applications for that 
money, which would form a nice little nest-egg 
for future operations. And I am not sure that 
they will not get it back when there is a change 
of Parliament. They have a good many friends 
in this House, and very likely it will be one 
of the jobs for the next Parliament to hand 
back that £16,040 which the transcontinental 
syndicate expended in trying to get what would 
have been at th>et time a very valuable con
ce-.sion. I never believed in land-grant rail ways 
or in our railways being in any other hands than 
those of the State. That is my opinion since I 
visited America, where I inquired a good deal into 
the system, and from the way in which the railways 
there are carried out there it simply confirmed my 
previous opinion. I took a good deal of trouble 
and pains to ascertain the nature of these institu
tions~these railway rings~and I think if we 
deliver ourseh·es over to a company of this kind 
we shall find ourselves fettered and harassed in 
such a w.ty that we shall cease to be a great 
colony almost. I think the Government are 
quite competent to make any railways that are 
necessary for the people of this colony, and I 
do not wish to see the thin end of the wedge 
put in by this Transcontinental Railway Syndi
cate at all. I do not want to see any of these 
land-grant railways in any shape or form, 
whether they pay a certain price for the land 
or get the land as a simple bonus. I have no 
knowledge of the land in question, and therefore 
I am no authority on that part of the subject. 
I dislike the whole motion. On the face of it 
it is a "job," not to designate it by any worse 
term, rtnd I shall vote against it. 

Mr. Mc:\IASTER said : Mr. Speaker,~As 
a member of the committee it is desirable that 
I should say a word or two on this su l:Jject. I 
was induced, in the first place, to support the 
Bill, because this very same Parliament passed 
an Act three years ago to give permission to 
the rail way company to construct the line, 
and it was plainly shown to the committee 
that the reason for not carrying out the work 
was beyond the control of the company. The 
principal of the syndicate died ; others withdrew 
from the syndicate because this Parliament had 
inserted some clause in the Bill which they 
thought did not allow them sufficient liberty; 
others were drawn into it and died financially. 
The syndicate disappeared altogether, and 
the promoter of the scheme endeavoured 
to s6cure other mpitalists to carry it out. 
Now, if I thought for a moment that this 
had the slightest connection with that vile 
gigantic swindle, the Transcontinental Rail 
way Syndicate, I should have nothing to do 
with it. But I do not see that there is any con
nection between the two. The transcontinental 
line was to b!'l constructed on land grants, 
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Not only were we to give the land, but buy 
the railway with hard cash, and, if it did 
not pay, work it ourselves. Now, there is 
nothing of that kind here, and there is a 
saving clause for the Government that in five 
years after its construction they can step in and 
buy that line at the actual cost, with ?i per cent. 
interest added, taking the wharveR, rolling
stock, and everything else. I think the.t is a very 
good bargain for the colony. At all events, it 
would be a very good bargain for the Mary
borough district to have the coal developed in 
that district. The hon. member for Cook, Mr. 
Hill, doubts whether there is any coal there, 
~tnd then s<>ys that the land may be worth 
£5 or £40 an acre; bnt I do not supJHlSe it is 
worth more than the 30s. an acre they are paying 
for it. The old syndicate were to get the land for 
nothing, but we are now to get 30s. an acre for it. 
Therefore we are simply allowing these men to 
come in and expend their money in trying to 
develop the coal district of 1hryborough. \Ve 
are keeping a hold of the rail way, inasmuch as the 
11inister for \Vorks, at the end of five years, 
can dem md it by paying for it, and I consider 
we are really getting a very good thing. I mu.'t 
confess that I was astonished at the way m 
which the hon. member for Townsville spoke. 
He sa.id the comp<tny was <1 bogus one, and th<tt 
as soon as they got the thin end of the wedge in 
they woulrl soon have their whole hand in. 
\Vel!, now, that gentleman, so far as I remem
ber, strongly supported that sy·ndicate, and he 
also strongly supported the ::\Iaryborough and 
Urangan Railway Bill when it was first intro
duced. He was one of the committee that sat 
on the Bill and recummended it three years ago, 
and it is the same Parliament which is now asked 
to extend the time for twelve months, or for six 
months after that, if the Minister for IY orks is 
satisfied that the work is proceeding satisfactorily. 
The Minister must be satisfied that the syndicate 
are going on with the work, and that it is likely 
to be finished within a reasonable time. So that 
we are simply allowing this twelve months' 
extension of time, and we are demanding that 
the syndicate shall deposit a further sum of 
£3,000. I believe that will be 5 per cent. on the 
whole cost of the line, if it is added to the 
amount already deposited. Therefore, I think 
it is desirable to encourage these people 
when the Government is not in a position 
to undertake the construction of this or any 
other railway. We have had an indication 
of that within the last few weeks, and the 
hon. member for Townsville himself declares 
that we are not prepared to go on with 
more railways ; his action in the House 
has shown that. But I think he will mpport 
any railways for the benefit of the North. I 
believe this railway will not be far enough north 
for the hon. member; that is why he will not 
support it. The hon. member for Cook, Mr. 
Lumley Hill, says the next Parliament is going 
to allow the Transcontinental Railway Syndicate 
the expenses they were put to in connection with 
the work they did on that account. Does he expect 
the other side is coming across here when the next 
Parliament comes in? \Vel!, I think he will be 
very much mistaken if he does think so. I think 
the hon. gentleman will turn out to be a false 
prophet. No doubt the gentlemen on the other 
side of the Hmise will come across here eventu
ally, but not yet. I think the passing of this 
Bill will be advantageous to the country. I shall 
therefore give it my support. 

Mr. DICKSO::>r said: Mr. Speaker,-I must 
say that if this Bill came before us in the light 
of a first application I should not look with 
favour upon its passing. I am certainly not in 
favour of the principle of land-grant railways, 
and I think we have had an exemplifica-tion here 

of the folly of trusting the development of this 
country to railway syndicates. I must also say 
that I am not induced to view this propo"al more 
favourably when I look at the names that 
are now placed before us. 'fhey are old 
foes with new faces, and as such I am very 
doubtful whether they· have any intention 
of looking after '1nything but their own in
terests. However, I hok at it in this light, 
that the concession ha" been already granted. 
\Ve have reee.ived a deposit upon that concession, 
and I think it will be acting in a very sharp 
;,nd unfair manner if we refuse to give the 
1noderate conces·lion of an additional year in 
whi~h to constrnct this line ; I think the Govern
ment are bonnd to recognise that. It would be 
sharp practice for ~tn individual to peremptorily 
clo'e the agreement, and say:. The day, ?r 
month, or year. having expired, we wrll 
h:we no more to do with you ; we will 
forfeit what you have ::tlready prtid. I 
am therefore of opinion that we should treat 
the applicants in a generous and honourable 
spirit, and accord them the extension of timA 
they ask for, upon their complying with the con
ditions. It is only in that light that I regard 
the application at all with favour. I think that 
nothing that has transpired in the course of 
these negotiations will tend to make us view 
land-grant railway construction with incn·ased 
fm·our, and the names submitted to us would 
not tend to strengthen or warrant approval 
of the project., if it was a new project. No 
doubt the syndicate h:we had some difficul
ties to conter{d with, because, in submitting this 
matter to Parliament, it was surrounded with 
severe conditions. It will be remembered that 
the select committee recommended that ten years 
should be the time during which the Governn,ent 
should have the right of purchase. That time 
was subsequently reduced, and there were other 
conditions of a stringent character introduced. 
There is therefore some excuse for the delay. In 
addition to this view of 'oh'c case, I am further led 
to approve of the Bill hy the evident desire of hon. 
members for the district that this line should be 
proceeded with as early as possible. I may say 
also that I fear, from the present condition of 
the Treasury, if we reject these proposals it is 
unlikely that any steps can be taken for the 
construction of the line by the Government. The 
country will, therefore, suffer no injury that I 
can see by granting the concession asked for by 
this Bill, and allowing another year for the com
pletion of the line. It is because of the views I 
have stated above, that I shall vote for this Bill, 
and I do not depart from the objections I have 
entertained, and continue to entertain, with 
re-;pect to the construction of railways gene
rally by private syndicates on the land-grant 
principle. 

Mr. CHUBB said: Mr. Speaker,-I intend 
to vote for the second reading of this Bill, as I 
did for the principal Bill which recehed the sanc
tion of Parliament on a former occasion. I am 
strengthened in my view of the matter by the 
opinions expressed by the members representing 
the Maryborough district. I know that a por
tion of this line is a line to the seaside from 
1\faryborough to Pialba, the line surveyed by 
the Government, which will not be attempted 
while the eighteen months' additional time 
granted to this company remains unexpired. 
I am aware that a year is the statutory t1me 
allowed by the Bill, but provision is made by 
which an additional six months may be allowed, 
and I am confident the full term of eighteer, 
months will be required. Upon that we have this 
fact : The carrying out of a railway from Mary
borough to Pialba within four and a-half years 
will entirely depend upon the bonct fides. of 
this company. Hon. members representmg 
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the district being in favour of it, and this 
House having on a previous occasion granted 
concessions, it does seem to me not unrea
sonable that the company should get the extra 
eighteen months they ask for. That seems to be all 
there is in the question, and with regard to the 
sicle-issnes raised about transcontinental rail
way syndicates and land-grant rail ways, it will 
be sufficient to deal with thoec'l questions if 
ever they arise again. I rnay remark, in passing, 
that while much may be said against trans· 
continental railways on the land-grant principle, a 
great deal may be said in favour of the system. 
The que;tion has been thrashed out before arid may 
have to be thrashed out again, but as one lives 
longer one grows wiser, and if a proposal for land· 
grant railways is brought before Parliament 
again, no doubt more favourable conditions will 
be insisted upon. There is one matter to which I 
think attention should be drawn, and that is 
this : In the 4th clause-a new clause put in, I 
think, by the Committee--provision is made that 
the deposit is to be forfeited if the rail way is 
not completed within the period stated ; but 
there is no proviHion made in either the principal 
Act or in this Bill for this state of afhirs. 
Supposing the company began to do a certain 
portion of the work and then abandoned it, 
there is no 1 1rovision vvhatever for the (;-overn
rnent stepping in and taking po.ssest5ion of the 
works. The principal Act provides that if, after 
the works are completed, they are not worked 
for a certain time, the Government may step in 
and work them; but for the case I have just 
mentioned no provision is made. Again, the Slst 
section of the principal Act is inconsistent with 
the 4thchuse of this Bill as it now stands, and the 
two sections cmnot stand together. The Slst sec
tion of the principal Act will be constructively 
repealed by this Bill, but it would be better to have 
a special paragraph dealing with it. If hon. mem
bers are disposed to think that a derJosit of one· 
twentieth is not sufficient, it may be advisable to 
require a larger deposit as evidence of the bon<L 
fides of the company, and that can be done by a 
clause in the Bill. In a Bill which was before 
the H'>use not long ago, there \vas a question of 
the evidence being given as to bon<L fides by 
reqniring that there shonlcl be a certain amount 
of capital. If the House in committee think the 
amount provided here is not sufficient, it will be 
easy to n1ake it larger, so as to prevent any po:'lt'i
bility of the proposed extension of the rail way 
from JYiaryboroug-h to the sea-shore being hung 
up for eighteen months longer. 

Mr. NOHTON s"id : Mr. Speaker,-The hon. 
member for Enogg-era, JYir. Dickson, in referring 
to the syndicate to whom it is proposed to 
transfer the rights g1ven under the U rang-an 
Railway Act, seemed to think that one objection 
to the proposal was that they first seek their 
own interests mther than the interests of the 
colony. \V ell, I wonder what company would 
do anything else. I wonder what the original 
company in this case proposed to do. Little 
they thought of the interests of the cohmy 
when their own were at stake. Do we not know 
that all companies going in for an undertaking 
of this kind go into it for their own profit? I 
had doubts about the original Bill brought 
before the House, and I confess that at that 
time I was very much opposed to the passing of 
that Bill. Because of a good many statements 
made in connection with it, I viewed it with a 
great deal of suspicion, and I view this Bill 
with just as much suspicion as I did the first 
Bill. I always thought that the company which 
applied for the right granted under the U rangan 
Railway Act was a company got up for the pur
pose of acquiring rights to dispose of to some 
other companies, and the evidence which has 
been given I think confirms that view. The 

syndicate-the Vernon Coal Company, or what
ever they call themselves-wa,; so disunited that 
immediately the Bill became law a number of 
the members went out of it and declined 
to go on, and the reason assigned for their 
cluing so was that instead of getting ten 
ye:trs, as they hoped, to carry out this 
puJtry line of seventeen or e.i~hteen n1iles, 
they were only allowed five. \V ell, five years 
was quite long enoug·h, if they wanted to carry 
out the work at all, to carry out a little line like 
that. Now, I think if the House is to grant 
rights of this kind to a syndicate composed of 
gentlemen with whose names we are already 
familiar, they ought to be directly granted. 
\Vhy should we allow extraordinary rights to be 
acquired by Act of Parliament to be shuffled on 
from one company to another? 

Mr. FOXTON : It is the same company. 
Mr. NORTON: How is it the same? 
1Ir. FOXTOX : Because they purchased 

47,000 ont of 50,000 shares. 
Mr. NORTOX : It is an entirely different 

company all the same-a reconstructed company 
if you like. There has been a good deal of 
engineering done, and that is wl1y I suRpected 
it ft'<Jlll the first. This is not the first appearance 
of ::\lr. Rawlins in the colony in connection 
with the f!o"'ting of companies. I remember 
him in connection with a meat company at Port 
Cnrtis once; it created a great sensation there, 
but the whole thing was as hollow as possible, 
and fell through. l do not intend to go into the 
question of land-grant railways; that is beside 
the question now. Of cour•,e this may be 
regarded as a land-grant railw.1y, or it may not; 
alll know is that when it was before Parlia
ment previously it was stated that tl,ey were to 
acquire the land at very much below its value. 
It was to be acquired at 30s. an acre, I think, 
and it was worth a good deal more than that ; so 
that in some senRe it was a land grant. I can 
only say that, as far as I am concerned, I shall vote 
against it. I quite agree with a good many 
remarks that have fallen from several hon. mem
bers who have spoken against it. I do not see 
any objection personally to the gentlemen at 
home, whose names we have heard so often, to 
whorn it has been transferred; but if we have to 
deal with them, let us deal with them straight; 
and if this company, to which we have conceded 
the rights given by the Urangan Hail way Act 
cannot c<trry out the line, let them give it up. 

JYir. MELLOB sttid: Mr. Speakcr,-I only 
wish to say a word or two with regard to the 
remarks of the hon. gentleman who just sat down, 
about the land. I may say that the land the 
company is to acquire has been open to the public 
for selection for many years past at a less price 
than he mentioned. A good deal of the land 
abont there has been r~cquirecl at Ss. an acre, 
bec.1nse it is no good whatever, except as coal 
lrmcls ; the surface of it is no good. I trust the 
House will allow this Bill to pass. It is a very 
serious matter for the district. At the time the 
original Bill was brought in, it was thought as 
well to try the principle of construction of rail
ways by private companies, and see if they could 
be constructed and worked as cheaply and as well 
as by the Government .. I thought at the time 
that it would save the country a good deal of 
money, and no doubt it would have done so. If 
the Government had constructed the line, there 
would ha\·e been over £100,000 invested in the 
rail way there at the present time. It is in 
exactly the same position as the Emu Park rail· 
way from Hockhampton. There is a very large 
centre of population in the \Vide Bay district, 
and this is the only watering place they will ever 
be likely to have; and the construction of the 
rail way cannot take place for many years to 
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come, unless it is allowed to be constructed by 
the present company. vVe know very well that 
there will be no loan raised for the purpose for 
many years. The development of the Burrum 
Co"l :Field depends upon the con,truction of this 
railway, to give an outlet to deep water. 
Whether it icJ constructed now or at some future 
time, it will be constructed either by the Govern
ment or by a private company. I would like to 
see it constructed by a private company. 

Question put, and the House divided :
AYEs, 29. 

SirS. W. Griftith, :Vlessrs. Jordan, Jnoreton, Sheridan, 
Dickson, Kellett, Foote, Dntton, l\Iellor, Isambert, 
Foxton, Rntledge, Buckland, Black, Jessop, Palmer, 
Wakefield. Scott, Kates, :.1Ic:.l1aster, Kelson, Hamilton, 
Chubb, :il-iacfarlane, Th:Iorgan, S. \V'. Brooks, Lalor, 
Annear, and Ferguson. 

NOES, 11. 
Messrs. N 01·ton; ::\:Iorehead, l\:facrossan, ,,.. . Rrookes, 

Lumley Hill, White, Bulcock, Grimes, Camp bell, Aland, 
and Fraser. "' 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
On the motion of Mr. J;'OXTON, the com

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

SUPPLY. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the Speaker 

left the chair, and the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, further to consider 
Supply. 

SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION (H(Jn. B. B. Moreton) moved that there 
be granted for the service of the year 1887-8 the 
sum of £4,355 for salaries, Secretary for Public 
Instruction. That was exactly the same amount 
as was voted last year. 

Mr. NOR TON asked whether there would be 
any interference with the Normal School in con
sequence of the railway being carried to Forti
tude V alley ? 

The MINISTER FOR PlTBLIC INSTRUC
TION said it wa.s not contemplated that there 
would be any interference with the sclwol at the 
present time. The only reason for any inter
ference with it was the idea the Hailway 
Department had of cutting a road through the 
ground from Adelaide street to Ann street. 
That would have gone through the infants' and 
girls' school. But that was not contemplated 
now, and although the department had gone to 
some expense in levelizing the land and had 
called for tenders for a school building, there was 
no tender accepted. 

Mr. NORTON said he under&tood that there 
would be a good deal of cutting in the rail wav 
near the school. A boy from the Grammar 
School was passing the locality the previous day 
when blasting was being carried on, and ran a 
very great risk of heing killed. If blasting w:ts 
allowed to go on close to the school in that way, 
there was of course great danger to the children, 
as they could not be expected to protect them
se! ves like grown people. He brought the 
matter under the notice of the Minister in order 
that some action might be taken to prevent any 
blasting that was likely to endanger human life 
in any way, but more particularly the lives 
of children who had to pass backwards and 
forwards. Fie heard that some stones had be~n 
sent on the roofs of houses in the vicinity of the 
works. 

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said it would 
be very difficult for the contractor to carry on 
his operations without blasting; and once the 
men used powder or dynamite it was just as 
difficult for the contractor to control them, 
because they actually, in spite of any instructions 

they got from the contractor, used far more 
powder and dynamite than was absolutely neces
sary. Some other means must therefore be taken 
to prevent accident", snch as covering the blast 
with pretty heavy fascincd. Tbe contractor 
should provide hseines ; but whether he could 
afford to do tlmt at the schedule rate for which he 
harl taken the contract he (:\Ir. ::\Iacrossan) did 
not know. The Minister for \Vorks probably 
knew more about that than he did, and might 
inform the Committee whether any steps had 
been taken to provide against accidents. 

The MINISTER I<'OR WORKS said he did 
not think the contractor was bound to find any
thing of the kind. The people in the neighbour
hood no doubt should be protected from the 
showers of stones from the blasting, but he was 
not prepared to say what was the best method of 
doing that; possibly good strong wire netting 
might suffice. However, he would see if some
thing could not be done to provide against 
accidents. 

Mr. CHUBB said he hoped something would 
be done, because the matter referred to by the 
hon. member for Port Curtis might have resulted 
fatally. There were three boys at the place when 
that accident occnrred. One of them was his own 
son, and he told him that they were lOO yards 
away at the time the blast went off; in fact, 
some stones went on to a house on \Vickham 
terrace. Probably one way of jJroviding against 
accidents would be to arrange that the blasting 
should be done at certain hours of the day, and 
that people should be warned that it would take 
place at that time, either at a particular hour in 
the morning or at night. The corporation did 
that. If they were going to blast they drilled 
the holes and filled them with powder, and they 
were fired off, one after the other, after dark. 

Mr. BLACK said he would like to know 
whether the item for rent, referred to the build
ing occupied by the Minister for Public Instruc
tion, and also what was the amuunt of rent per 
annum. He assumed that when the new Gov
ernment buildings were erected the Education 
Office would be moved there, so as to avoid 
the annual exp,,nditure for rent. 

The MI:-{ISTEH FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said the rent "as £412 10s. per annum. 
That was the amount paid last year, when there 
was an increase on account of another story 
being added to the building. 

Mr. NOHTOX said that seemed to be a very 
high rent for a building in the position occupied 
by the Education Office, which was in one of the 
back streets, and away from the busiest portion of 
the town. The amount appeared to be exce'<sive. 

The :\IIXISTER FOR PLTBLIC INSTRUC
TION said he took some advice on the matter, 
and he considered it a very low rental. He 
knew that the proprietor could get a very much 
higher rent if the rlepartment were out of it. 

Mr. L lTMLEY HILL asked who the landlord 
of the building wa,~,, and whether it was held on 
a yearly or a monthly tenancy? 

The :m:NISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION replied that Mr. \Vakefield was the land
lord of the building, and that it was held on a 
yearly tenancy. 

Mr. BLACK asked whether the additional 
story was added to the building by the landlord 
or by the tenant? 

The lVII:NISTEH FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION replied that it was added by the landlord. 

Mr. BLACK said the rent paid was excessively 
high. Equally suitable accommodation could be 
obtained for a very much lower rent in some of 
those very large buildings that had lately been 
erected in Brisbane, . 
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'I'he MII'\ISTER ]'OR PUBLIC Il\STR"C"C
TION said the rental now wt~s £450 a year. The 
sum of £HO, which he had just mentioned, was 
the amount spent last year. 

Mr. BLACK said that £4:50 was an excessive 
rental to pay, but he supposed it was all right 
now that they understood the ins and outs of the 
transaction. Was the Education Department 
one of the departments that would be provided 
with accommodation in the new Government 
buildings? 

The PREMIER said it was so long since he 
had seen the plans of the new Government 
buildings that he scarcely liked to trust to his 
memory for an answer to the question. But, 
unless his memory deceived him very much, the 
Etlucation Department was to be located in the 
corner of the building at the junction of William 
and Elizabeth streets ; the Registrar of Titles' 
offices being below, and the Education Department 
above. That would be in the first block to be 
opened. It might also be some satisfaction to hon. 
members to know that the arrangement for the 
lease of the premises to the Education Depart
ment was made by Sir Arthur Palmer when he 
was Minister for Education. 

Mr. BLACK: At the present rental, or at a 
very much reduced rental? 

The PREMIER : At a rental of £350. Sin~e 
that time the accommodation had been increased 
by at least one-half. 

Mr. NORTON said there were some very fine 
buildings in George street, opposite the Govern
ment block. 

The PREMIER r;aid those bnilclings were not 
erected then. 

Mr. I'\ORTON said he believed accommodation 
could be had there at a very much lower rental 
than £450. 

The PREMIER : Very much higher. 
Mr. NORTON said he knew a high rental 

was asked, but he understood that in some 
cases they brought clown the prices very 
materially. Apart from the que,,tion that a 
member of the House was the owner of the 
property, he thought that £450 was an excessive 
rental. 

Mr. ALAND said it should be borne in mind 
that Mr. vVakefield was not a member of the 
House when the arrangement was entered into. 
Nothing could be said in that case, and nothing 

· could be said against the incrr.1sed rental, 
because, as they all knew, properties generally 
had ad vancecl in value, and rents had advanced 
also; and they had the statement of the Premier 
that very much more accommodation had been 
provided than was originally given to the de
partment. It was just possible that a less pre
tentious kind of building with less accommoda
tion might have been obtained for a smaller 
rental, but he did not think hon. members 
generally would regard £450 as an excessive 
rental for a building situated where that build
ing was. It hardly represented a fair amount of 
interest on the cost of the building. 

Mr. P ALMER said he wished to know if the 
total sum asked for, £205,257, would be sufficient 
for all the requirements of the department for the 
year, or would an ~tclclitional sum be asked for sub
sequently. The sum voted last year was £195,063, 
whereas the actual amount spent, according to 
the report of the department was £208,977. In 
1885-G the amount spent was £203,788, which was 
also considerably in excess of the amount voted. 
Judging from the amount spent last year, it 
seemed very probable that the £205,257 now 
asked for would not suffice for the requirements 
of the year. 

The MnUSTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said the Estimates had been very carefully 
framed, and he thought the sum asked for would 
be sufficient. But the Education Act was some
what elastic and it was impossible to foresee what 
would haprlen during the year. There might 
be some provisional schools which would become 
entitled to be mised to the status of t:ltate school", 
and they would nece,csarily increase the expendi
ture. Then there were cases like Croydon, where 
a large population had suddenly settled, and 
where schools would have to be built. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Xot until 
you build the railway. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said the people there were already crying 
out for schools, and the department was already 
taking steps in tha.t direc.tion. Circumstar:ces 
were constantly arismg winch could not poss1bly 
be foreseen, and on that account they sometimes 
had to come down for a small sum of money 
afterwards. 

Mr. NORTON said it very seldom happened 
that they did not. 

Mr. BLACK said he supposed the documents 
kept in the department were of a valuable and, 
no doubt voluminous character. It would be 
interestin'g, therefore, to know of what ma~erial 
t'he buildings in which they were kept cons1sted. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said the buildings were constructed 
throughout of brick. 

Mr. NELSON said the hon. member for Burke 
had very rightly called attention to the expendi
ture of the department. The Government 
seemed to take it for granted that the expendi
ture for the present year would be about the same 
as it was Ja,t year. But that did not allow for 
any expansion in the department. It did not 
allow for the establishment of new schools, or for 
the formation of provisional schools into State 
schools, all of which involved extra expenditure, 
and it was an expenditure which the department 
was hound to incur when the circumstances arose. 
The Education Act required them to do so. It 
was not as if people came petitioning to the 
department for schools ; they had a right to get 
them if the circumstances were such that the 
district required them. In that case he thought 
there was a.n under-estimate, seeing that the vote 
of last year was exceeded by £8,000, and only 
the same amount was put down for this year. 
Surely they were not going backwards, as that 
estimate would lead them to suppose. ·were 
they going to make no progress in the matter of 
education during the year? 

Question put and passed. 

STA1'E SCHOOLS. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION, in moving £5,850 for Inspection, said 
there was an increase of £100 on the vote of last 
year, which had occurred in this way: There was 
a new inspector appointed last year, and his 
travelling expenses were only put down for six 
months, but now they were required for the 
whole year. 

Mr. GROOM said he should like to draw 
the attention of the .Minister for Pnblic Instruc
tion to the travelling allowances of the inspectors. 
On referring to the schedule attached to the Esti
ma,tes-in·Chief, he noticed that the whole of the 
school inspectors, leaving out the general inspec
tor and the Under Secretary, were put down at £1 
per day travelling ailowances, and 'mt of that 
they had to find themselves, pay their own coach 
fares, steamer fares, and railwcty fares. He 
was satisfied that that allowance was, in many 
cases, totally inadequate. He would take one 
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district, which he supposed would be typical of 
some others. Take the Central district. The 
inspector there had frequently to go off the 
railway lines and to places where there were no 
coaches. In such cases he had to hire a buggy, 
and to pay a very high price for it. In fact, 
he was obliged to submit to whatever terms 
the parties demanded ; and certainly if he had 
to pay £4 or £5 a day, he could not do it out of 
his £1 a day allowance. The result wtts tlmt these 
inspectors had frequently to pay a portion of 
their expenses out of their own pocket. They 
received £400 a year, and in rmmy instance> part 
of that had to be taken to defray their travelling 
expenses. It was certainly never contemplated 
that the inspectors should be placed in that 
position. The £400 a year was in payment 
of their services as school inspectors, and if 
£1 a day was not sufficient to covn their 
travelling expenses it ought certainly to bP in
creased. At all events, he did not see why the 
railways should not be at their disposal. 

The MINISTER FOE PUBLIC INSTRGC
TION: They get passes. 

Mr. GROOM baid he was informed snch was 
not the case. In fact, he was sure he was 
correct, because on reference to the schedule he 
found the Under Secretary received £800 a year, 
the general inspector £600 a year, am1 then there 
was the letter "A," and on referring to the 
foot-note he found that those officers received 
one guinea per day when travel! in;; on official 
duty, and rail way passes, and thC~t their steamer 
and coach fares were paid. Then on referring to 
the district inspectors, of whom there were nine, 
there was the letter "B" and a foot-note which 
stated " £1 per diem tra veiling allowances"; so 
that no rail way passes were given to them, and 
he certainly thought that in such a district as 
the Central division of the colony that was not 
nearly sufficient to pay their travelling expenses. 
He had some idea, of travelling expenses there 
and in the Northern districts, and he wa, <J.nite cer
tain that an inspector could not pay his way for 
£1 a day. ·when they were discussing the other 
day the travelling allowances for judges it was 
considered that ten guineas a day for thr,ee gentle
men was not an unfair charge, and from his experi
ence of northern hotel bills he WC~S <J.uite prepared 
to say that it was not at all extravagant. He 
could produce Northern hotel bills of a very in
teresting character, for a week's stay there, and 
he had not a word of complaint against the 
expenses of some of the officials in those districts. 
How an inspector could exist there upon £1 a 
day, and pay his own fare by rail, ste;;,mer, and 
coach, he could not understand. 

Mr. CHUBB : It is impossible. 

Mr. GR0051 said he <J.nite agreed with the 
hon. member for Bowen-it was impos,ible, 
and he did not think they should expeet those 
officers to put their hands into their pockets and 
pay their travelling expenses out of their salaries, 
which were intended for the support of their 
families. If the two higher officials of the 
department were allowed railw.<y passes, he 
certainly thought the same concession should be 
made to the other officials of the department 
when travelling on official work. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Steamer 
fares too? 

Mr. GROOM said they ought to get steamer 
and coach fares also. He hoped that now the 
attention of the Minister in charge of the 
department had been drawn to the matter, he 
would place those officers on something like a 
satisfactory footing with regard to tra veiling 
expenses, 

The :MIKISTER FOR PUBLIC IKSTRUC
TION said he had been un<1er the impression 
that the inspectors got railway passes, but he 
found they did not. But whenever they made 
any claim for extra expenses for any emergency 
-through having to go to any outside place to 
report upon it-if the'' made any clC~im for extra 
expenses in s~:ch cases they were paid. 

::\Ir. l\IOHEHEAD said they found the Minis
ter for Public Instruction was not ttware until 
attention was called to it by the hon. mem
ber for Dmyton and Toowoomba, that the 
inspectors of his department did not get passes, 
although the schedule attached to the Estimates 
showed that they did not, as was known 
to every member of the Committee. However, 
the Minister for Public Instruction had quali
fied that statement by saying that whenever 
any extraordinary expenditure was incurred by 
any inspectors their application was always 
granted. He supposed the payment was made 
out of contingencies-a very comfortable vote. 
He thought those contingency votes-especially 
in those bad time ,--wanted very careful look
ing iutu, when they found that although there 
was no provicion on the Estimates for the 
exvenses of those gentlemen-and he supposed 
those c.Bes did not ,,tand by themselves-there 
was a nice comfortable little vote for secret 
service at the comm::tnd of every l\Iinister
that was the vote for contingencies. He 
did not see why the senior inspector of 
the department ehould be put upon a dif
ferent footing, so far as travelling expenses 
were concerned, from ordinary inspectors. It 
appeared to him that the provision as it stood 
might j nst be picnic money for them, because 
neither the general nor the senior inspector did 
much more than picnic. He thought they had 
a pretty good time of it. The dep:utment 
was one which he regarded with not only 
very grave suspicion, but also as a matter 
of great gravity to the State. Year after year 
the vote was increasing in such a way that 
ultimately it would have to be dealt with 
in a very different way-it would have to be 
made a tax on those who benefited by public 
instruction. There was a large and growing 
number of people in the colony who did not 
derive any benefit from the expenditure, and the 
money appeared to be wasted, or at any rate 
used, in brge centres of population, whereas the 
taxC\tion necessary to support the system spread 
over all the inhabitants of the colony. Since 
he had been a member he had protested Y<'ar 
after year against the system, and he was con
vinced that they would have to fall back on the 
system that prevailed in more civilised com
munities-in Gr"·"t Britain and in other places
where they had to strike an education rate. 

The 1\IINISTEH, FOR PUBLIC IKSTRUC· 
TIOX : 'fhe tendency io to strike that away 
altogether. 

Mr. 1\IOREHEAD said it was quite within 
recent times that school boards had been estab
li,hed in Great Britain, where there were special 
rates taxing those people who derived benefit for 
the benefit they derived, and he hoped that 
system would before long prevail in Queensland. 
He did not see why those in the outside districts 
should be taxed to give even a high education to 
those who lived in cities like Brisbane; and the 
time was not far distant when those people would 
object, in stronger language than had yet been 
employed, to such taxation. The State was now 
paying £200,000 for the education of h<er children, 
or at the rate of more than £1 per head for every 
adult in the colony. That was a matter of very 
serious moment, and one that did not receive 
sufficient consideration. It was all very well to 
educate the people, but no injustice should be 
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done to those who were not deriving any benefit 
from the system. He had opened the question
he had not done with it yet-and he hoped that 
hon. members would express their opinions on 
the subject. 

TbeMINIS'l'ER JCOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said that over £13,000 of the vote was 
required for orphanages, and that was not for 
education pure and simple. 

Mr. MORE HEAD said he was willing to leave 
the last three items out of consideration. 

Mr. WHITE said the great pity was that the 
colony did not get the benefit of the money spent, 
for the reason that the attendance was not 
compulsory, the progress of the children who 
attended regularly being retarded by those who 
did not. Education was perfectly free, and 
for that reason many people thought lightly of 
it and allowed their children to stay at home 
occasionally, the consequence being that a 
considerable amount of the money was spent, 
as it were, in vain. In the old country the 
children had to pay from 2d. to 5d. a week; 
the buildings had to be provided by the ,;chool 
board, and the fathers in the township had to 
provide the money. _\_ whipper-in was also 
provided to punish those who did not attend 
school, and if throy pleaded poverty and were not 
able to pay, the poor-bw hoard hac! to !Jay the 
schoolmaster. The expense in the colony was 
nothing compared with the expense at home. 
The ch.,racter of the buildings enforced by the 
Government there was so extravagant that the 
burden was very great on those who had no 
children to send to s0hool. He had to pay £20 
a year towards the school in his town at home 
and he had no children to send at all. 

Mr. NELSON said he thought the question was 
not altogether as to the amount to be spent on 
education, but whether the amount so spent was 
fairly raised amongst the communitv, and 
whether the benefits supposed to be derived 
were also fairly distributed. He thought both of 
those questiom were f<tirly arguable. He did 
not consider that the education of the children 
was necessarily a function of the State. The 
State was no more bound to educate the children 
than to feed or clothe them. It was only one of 
those socialistic arrangements which had been 
adopted, and which could only be justified on 
the basis that it was for the benefit of the 
whole community, and that it wa< the best and 
cheapest w''Y of educating them. He doub~ed 
very mnch whether it was either the best or the 
cheapest; he wa; sure it was not the cheapest, 
at any rate. 1\foreover, it was paid for out of the 
taxation of the country, and they knew very 
well that according to the present system taxa
tion fell very unevenly on the comrnnnity. If 
anyone would examine the subject he would 
find that the man who was least able to pay 
was the man who, in proportion to his income, 
was called upon to ]Jay the most. The man 
who paid the highest was the man whose 
income was just enongh and no more, to supply 
him and his family with the necessaries and a 
few of the comforts of life-the man who saved 
nothing, but spent the whole of his income. 
\V ben they were debating the financial q uestiun 
the learned Attorney-General referred to that 
subject, and argued that the poor men need not 
grumble at the taxation, seeing that they received 
free education .. That was a very poor way of 
looking at it. He might as well have said that 
they received free police and free gaols, and 
Dunwich, and St. Helena. \Vhen they were 
talking about the taxation being very heavy, 
and that it was retarding the prog-re~3 of the 
colony, which he maintained it was doing, the 
Premier said that was only a " parrot-cry," and 
he referred them to one of the tables showing 

that ten years ago, in 1876-7, the taxation 
per head amounted to £3 9s. 1d., whereas 
last year it was £3 10s. 5d., or a very small 
increase. That was quite true ; but instead of 
proving that taxation was not falling heavier on 
the community than it did then, if he would look 
at the circumstances of the case, ·he would see 
that taxation was falling with a great deal more 
force now than ten years ago, for the simple 
reason that during the last two years additional 
taxes had been imposed, and that that additional 
taxation had not prodnced any further revenue. 
The extra taxation had been abortive in that 
sense. The community had been squeezed too 
much; in point of fact, they could not afford to 
pay any more and would not do it. Assuming 
that there was a consensus of opinion as to 
the educational system, the question would be 
whether they were getting fair value for their 
money. About its being a favour to the poor 
man to get his children educated free, the pro
mulgation of such a doctrine was most mischie
vous both to the men themselves and also to the 
department. If it was to be national education, 
it should be national ec!ncation. Everything 
that was connected with it should be paid by the 
State. At present the sy~tem was 1uixed. The 
people residing in a district were called upon to 
pay contributions before they could get a school. 
He thought they had to contribute a very large 
amount-abont two-thirds of the sum required. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION : About one-fifth ; the State pays the 
other four-fifths. 

Mr. NELSON said, at any rate, the people 
were called upon to pay something, and that was 
wrong. The parents ought to know that, and 
ought to be told that it v;as not free education, 
but education for which they themselves were 
paying, and very highly too. It was not right, 
he thought, to go round for contributions for 
prizes. He donbted very much whether that was 
right, because it must destroy men's indepen
dence if they got the notion into their heads 
that there was anything chLtritable about national 
schoolR. In that way it must destroy the character 
of a school, and also the independent feeling of 
the community. The logical outcome of their 
educational scheme was completely dr,stroyed in 
consequence of the non-enforcement of the com
pulsory claUi;es of the Act, and that was, as 
referred to by the hotL metuber for Stanley, to 
elevate the intellectual standard of the people, 
nnd result in a diminntiou of crime, so that by
and-lJy they would have to pay less for police 
and judges. But if the)C allowed that scum of 
the community, the larrikins, and others to go 
free, and did not compel them to go to school, 
the whole benefit of the system was destroyed. 
He could not see why those compulsory claus.es 
were not enforced, if not in the country dts
tricts, at least in the city and in the large 
towns. The sooner the sy otem was altered 
the better. No Government yet had ever 
the courage to do that; but it was evident 
the time had arrived when something of the kind 
would have to be done, if thev were to carry on 
the system. In r~gard to the distribntion of 
benefits, he had no hesitation in saying that 
the large towns received a far greater benefit 
than would actually fall to their share if they 
took the contributions to the revenue into con
sideration. The sparsely populated places were 
debarred from the benefits that the system would 
provide for them if the country were more popu· 
lated. In that way he thought the distribution 
was very uneven. Then again, a large number 
in the community did not believe in that 
mode of education at all, and with them he 
strongly sympathised. They had a ril'(ht to 
be considered, They had to contribute towards 
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the maintenance of all the schools and of the 
whole _educational system, and that wanted 
rernedymg too. It was a question not very often 
debated, the policy apparently being to let well 
alone. But there would be a mere fierce strucrgle 
when it did break out. He saw the controv~rsy 
that must some day come to the front, and it 
would be as well to tackle it as soon as possible 
and. try and. reduce the "yst,em to some more 
eqmtable basm than at present. He supposed it 
was ha:dly worth whi~e as_king the Premier if he 
was gomg to do anythmg 1n regard to a uni ver
sity that session. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said he must admit 
that there was no expenditure on the Estimates 
that he had more pleasure in supporting than 
that for the Department of Public Instruction. 
He hoped that the day was very far distant 
indeed when an attempt would be made to 
reduce the present power of their national 
school8. Instead of that, every effort should be 
made to improve them in such a way as to make 
them much more efficient in future than they 
were at present. He admitted at once that the ex
pense of their State schools was growing very fast · 
but ~hen population was growing very fast also' 
and If they bore that in mind it would be see~ 
that the vote for. education was _not growing any 
faster than votes m the other varwns departments 
of the State. About eighteen months aryo he had 
the pleasure of inspecting a number of" national 
board schools in England and in Scotland. In 
those schools there was a very high and efficient 
system of education going on. The schools them
se! ves were of a very superior class indeed · in 
fact, some of the larger ones would eo m pare 
very favourably with the Queensland CTrammar 
scho?ls-those in the very large to;~ns. In 
passmg through some of the schools in England 
he was very much struck with the order and th~ 
system of management all through in refer
ence to the various departments of education. 
He found in Scotland that State education was 
beginning to have a certain effect on crime. 
There was not so much of that larrikin crime 
as there was in the colony, and that might be 
accounted for by the religious teaching in the 
schools. He found that in some towns such 
as Edinburgh, the Bible was re;;d in the 'public 
schools, and he thoroughly believed in that. 
Some people had not very much faith in that, but 
he had a very strong faith in it, and believed that 
seler.ted passages of the Bible might be read in 
the schools, and that that would go a lono- way 
indeed towards making children more am:nable 
to the law, and would remove a certain amount 
of the htrrikin element. There was another subject 
also taught in the schools of Scotland. Tempe
rance was taught. He saw a s1nile passing over 
hon. members' faces, but he maintained that that 
also would go a long way towards reducing crime. 
If the evrl effects of alcoholic drinks were impressed 
on the minds of young people, that would go a long 
way towards preventing crime. If they could 
only do what he spoke of they could feel that 
they were getting full value for their money · 
but he did not think thev were in the mean~ 
time getting the full benefit of their expenditure. 
He approved of compnhory education, and was 
sorry the compuhory clauses had never been 
put in force. He hoped the JI.Iinister for Public 
Instruction woulrl think those matters over. He 
had no _doubt that with compulsory education, 
and havmg temperance and relicYious teachino- in 
the schools, a great improvement would soonb be 
visible in the rising generation. 

Jlilr. MOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
wh~ had just sat down talked very glibly on the 
su?Ject of compulsory education, but he did not 
thmk there had been a Minister in power since 
the Act became law who dared to bring the 

compulsory clauses into effect, and he did not 
think there ever would be one who would dare 
to do so. 

lUr. S:\1YTH: They do in New South \Vales. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he was not dealing 
with New South \V ale.,, He was speaking of 
Queensland, and he thought the hon. gentleman 
was wrong in even quoting New South \Vales. 
It might be done in one or two extreme cases, 
but he did not think that the hon. gentleman 
could show him that it had been the general 
practice to put the compulsory clause into 
effect. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION: Oh yes, they do! 

Mr. MOREHEAD said they must be extreme 
cases ; but he believed they did not, as a rule, 
put the compulsory provisions into force, and 
very wisely th~y did not. For his part he did 
not see why, If they brought the water to the 
horse and he would not drink, he should be 
made to drink. He was convinced the Govern
ment would never put those clauses into 
effect ; but so soon as they did, there would 
be such an outcry, and such injustice would be 
done, that they would very soon have t.o drop it. 
They all knew that so far as compulsory educa
tion was concerned he objected to it. The State 
provided the means of educating the children, 
and if the parents did not take ad vantag·e of the 
education, then let it pass. But he was going 
further than that, and he would say distinctly 
that the error lay in the direction of over-educa
tion; there was no doubt that that was the 
tendency of the present day. The tendency, in 
a young country like this, was to imagine that it 
was a kind of Utopia where, under their educa· 
tion system, every child would rise possibly up 
to the standard of a member of Parliament. 
Now, what was the result of that higher 
education, so far as they had seen in the 
colony? The result, according to his experience, 
had been that children were educated up to a 
condition that they would not follow the occupa
tion their father followed; they must be put in 
some better position. They would not work, 
they would not go to mechanical employment, 
but they all wanted to be clerks or to be put in 
the Civil Service, or in some position which their 
fathers did not occupy. l'\ow, he thought that if 
they went in more for technical education, in 
educating the youth of the colony up to the stan
dard of education that their fathers po--ses;;ed, it 
would be infinitely preferable. If they insisted 
upon giving to the children in the colony the high 
education which wo,snow being afforded them, they 
would do harm instead of good. Those were his 
views, and he had expressed them over and over 
again. He had expressed those views ever since 
the passing of the Education Act, and would 
continue to exjJress them. Now, with regard to 
the question raised by the hon. member for 
Ipswich, wherein he said that he thought it 
would be a very good thing if the Bible could 
be read in the public schools. \V ell, that, of 
course, was a very vexed question. To his mind 
he thought it would be quite possible. He 
was one of those who would wish to see 
the Bible taught, and have a day set apart 
wherein ministers of different religions could 
instruct the State pupils. But he thought 
the hon. gentleman made rather a mistake 
when he suggested that the passages read from 
the Bible should be selected passages. Who 
was to select the passages? He could quite 
understand the hon. gentleman himself being 
one of the selection committee. He (Mr. 
Morehead), representing possibly a different 
tone of thought, might also be one. The hon. 
member for Townsville might be another, 
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and the hon. member, Mr. vVakefield, might 
be another; and possibly the hon. member for 
South Brisbane (Mr. Jordan), might be a fifth. 
Now, he wondered what the selected passages 
would look like when they had been agre.ed upon. 
One passage might possibly be selected by the 
lwn. member for South Brisbane. It was a 
passage that the hon. Premier himself quoted, 
and was applicable also to a debate that took 
place a few nights ago on the question of the 
Sonth Brisbane railway. Curiously enough the 
passage was quoted before in connection with a 
similar subject. The hon. member for South 
Brisbane at that time was protesting-and no 
doubt, from his point of view, properly protest
ing-against the marked neglect shown the con
stituency he represented, and he also stated, 
though not perhaps in so m>1ny words, that South 
Brisbane was not to be considered a pocket 
borough by the Government. The hon. Premier, 
in a very telling speech, replied to the hon. 
member, and said that he could get a quota
tion from Scripture which would be applic
able to the situation, and he (Mr. Morehead) 
admitted that it was most applicable. The 
quotation was from that beautiful poem, perhaps 
the most beautiful poem in tlw Bible-the Book 
of ,T ob, and it was : ''And shall ,T ob serve God 
for nought?" There was Job, in the person of the 
hon. member for South Brisbane, opposite to him, 
but the nought had gone. He wondered, if the 
hon. member for South Brisbane were on the 
selection committee for those select Bible read
ings, whether he would select that passage. He 
thonght possibly if passages from Scripture were 
to be selected by members of Parliament it might 
lead to unpleasant remarks on the part of the 
scholars. However, he looked upon the vote
though it was not perhaps shown by the 
Estimates this year-as a gradually growing one, 
and as a tremendous weight ronnel the necks 
of the taxpayers of the colony. It was being 
severely felt in New Sonth \Vales and Victoria, 
and he felt that here they would have to meet it, 
not by general, but by local taxation. Those 
places in which special advantages were obtained 
by the educational system would have and onght 
to pay for those advantages, and where no advan
tages or very small advantages were obtained, as 
in the outlying districts, they should not be 
asked, or compelled as they were by the present 
Education Act, to suffer the taxation they did 
under the present system. They would have to 
consider in the not far distant future whether 
the incidence of taxation in connection with the 
Department of Public Instruction was fair or 
just. He thought it was very unfair. Hon. 
members, as a rule, were, he thought, inclined to 
deal fairly with the ontlying districts, and he 
hoped they would fall in with the views he had 
expressed, and see that local taxation must take 
the place of the present system if those districts 
were to obtain a full or fair measure of justice. 

Mr. GROO::VI said there was one point in the 
hon. member's speech which he would have been 
glad to have heard him amplify, where he spoke 
of technical education. It ap]Jeared to him that 
it was one of the defects of their educationD·l 
system tlmt sufficient attention was not 1 ''tiel to 
technical education. That was the case more 
particularly in the agricultural districts. He 
thought it was of the greatest importance that 
they should do more than they were now doing 
so far as agricultural education was concerned, 
and more particularly in those districts where the 
inhabitants must depend upon agriculture, for 
many yem'S to come, for a living. He said the 
technical school in connection with the Brisbane 
School of Arts was doing a large amount of good, 
and had been the means of developing a con
siderable amount of mechanical genius in the 
young men of Brisbane, the benefits of which 

would remain for a very long time to come. 
The system might be applied with very 
great advantage to the country districts. 
He h:td had a conversation recently with a 
gentleman who had suggested that ide:>: the 
gentleman mentioned the town of vVinton in 
particular, and suggested that an engineering 
school should be established there, and a class 
formed of young men to be educr~ted as hydraulic 
engineers, and to devote their time to the con
sideration of means for the conservation of 
water. That gentleman informed him that he 
had had to travel a distance of fifty miles with
out a drink of water, and he could hardly say 
whether it was water or mud when he reached it. 
He was a wealthy man, and expressed his 
willingness to contribute a very considerable 
amount of money to the endowment of a 
school of that kind at vVinton. He was 
glad to find the thoughts of the hon. 
member for Balonne directed in that course. 
vVhat were they doing in that direction at the 
present time? They were doing literally nothing. 
If hon. members would turn to the Education 
Report, they would find that all the inspectors, 
without a single exception, complained of the 
barren condition of the walls of the schools. 
:Even the maps were not hung upon the walls of 
the schools, and nothing was done to impart an 
elevating character to the schools. There was no 
attempt made to cultivate shade trees or flowers 
in the school grounds, and there was nothing to 
which attention appeared to be directed, except 
reading, writing, and arithmetic. He did not 
wonder at the school inspectors complaining 
of that. They talked a great deal about their 
Botanic Gardens and other places of the kind, 
and yet there were school grounds in the neigh
bourhood of towns where shade trees could be 
got for the asking, and where the school grounds 
were as barren 0f any vegetation as the floor of 
that Chamber. That wa> the more noticeable in 
country districts and in agricultural districts. 
?:\ot the slightest attempt was made to impart a 
single particle of information with regard to the 
tillage of the soil, or to turn the attention of the 
children in the direction of the occupations of 
their fathers. There was a great deal of truth 
in what fell from the leader of the Opposition. 
A great many young men in this colony did 
despise the occupations of their fathers, and 
there was no use in their shutting their eyes to 
the fact. He had stated before-and he made 
no apology for mentioning the fact again-that 
five young men, all sons of farmers, called upon 
him concerning the occupations in which they 
desired to engage. The height of the ambition of 
one of them was that he might be allowed 
tu enter the police service, and the four 
others wished to becoma railway porters. 
He had asked them whether it would 
not be better for them to take up a selec
tion, and the answer was that their fathers 
had been a long time trying to succeed in that 
way and could not succeed. That might be so, 
but if it was there were reasons why they could 
not succeed. A great deal arose from the want 
of information on the part of the farmers as to 
the best way in which to cultivate the soil. They 
had no knowledge of the most scientific way to 
deal with the soil in order to get the most out of 
it. What he complained tlf was that nothing 
was being done in the direction of extending or 
imp::trting that kind of information, although they 
were paying a large sum of m0ney for educa
tion; and it was a question for public men to pnt 
to themselves, whether the colony was receiving 
sufficient value for what was paid for education? 
That was a very serious question indeed, and he 
agreed with the leader of the Opposition that the 
time was coming when the Education vote would 
increase to such an extent that they would be 
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bound to put the question to themseh-es, whether 
after all they had adopted the best means of 
imparting education to the rising generation. 
He had been reading hotely of the Canct
dictn system of ed11ccttion-payment by results. 
There could bP no doubt. whatever ''" to the 
success of that scheme 'ts fttr a5 Cc.nada w.1s con
cerned, though whether it wou!r1 be applicable 
to Qneensland was another matter. Possibly 
the present sch ·me was the best adapted to the 
circumstances of the c0lony, but it was capable 
of improvement, lYiore attention should be 
devoted to technical education ; in the agricul
tural districts a knowledge of agriculture should 
be imparted, and in the mining districts a know
ledge of &cientific mining. He agreed with the hon. 
member for Ipswich, Mr. Macfarlane, who he did 
not think had a! ways expre>sed tho ,e views. When 
the Education Act was going through-and the 
hon. member for Townsville rendered great help 
in putting that measure into shape-he (Mr. 
Groom) was a •·trong advocate for the reading of 
the Bible in the national schools. At that time a 
majority of the House was opposed to it, but he 
did not think it would be so now. The longer he 
lived the more he was convincecl of the value of 
reading the Bible in the schools, and though 
the question was attended with very great diffi
culties he hoped the day was not far distcmt 
when the Bible would be introduced into the 
schools. Provision was made at present for 
clergymen attending after school-hours and giving 
religious instruction to the children. He won
dered how many clBrgymen carried out that 
practice. He h.td perused the report with some 
curiosity to see whether the inspectors had dis
covered any clergyman so enthusiastic in the 
matter of religious educu,tion as to attend in one 
of the State schools to impart religious instruc
tion, bttt he did not find one instance recorded. 
Well, if the clergy were not prepared to perform 
their part of the duty, it was the duty of some 
one to step in. Might not the absence of reli
gious instruction at the hands of the clergy be 
one of the causes of the increase of larrikinism 
in the principal towns? It was no use disguising 
the fact that larrikinism was increasing. There 
were nnmbers of children running about the 
streets of Brisbane exposed to all sorts of temp
tation when they ought to be at school, and there 
was some force in what had been said by the 
hon. member for Gym pie, :.\Ir. Srnyth, that there 
should be at all events an effort m<tde tn pnt in 
operation the compulsory chouse with regard to 
children of that class. Re knew it was not a 
nice thing for a Minister of Public Instruction 
te have to do, but someone would have to 
do it. There \Vas a gro,ving disposition on the 
part of parents to keep their children from 
school when they could utilise their labour. It 
was one of the complaints on the part of the 
inspectors that there seemed, more especially 
in the country districts, to be a settled deter
mination at certain periods of the year to keep 
children away from school, and the result was 
that the children who did attend school suffered 
in consequence of the absence of the others, and 
were not pushed forward at the rate of pro
gress which was to be expected from those who 
attended regularly. However, he had risen 
chiefly for the purpose of supporting the 
views of the hon. leader of the Opposition 
upon technical education. The hon. gentle
man had struck the key-note, and had put 
his finger on the sore place in our system of 
education. A great deal more attention should 
be paid to those matters, more particularly in 
agricultural districts. Many young men on 
farms hardly knew how to put on a gate that had 
come off its hinges. If a cart or a plough got 
out of order they had to cart it perhaps ten or 
fifteen miles for repairs, when anything like a 

knowledge of machanics would enable them to do 
the job themselves. He was delighted at the 
small effort in the direction of technical education 
which had been made in connection with the 
Brisbane School of Arts, and he wish~:l. every 
school of arts in the colony would follow that 
laudable example. If they clirl, he was sure that 
great advnntages \vould re-;;ult fron1 it. 

Mr. LU:\ILEY HILL said he was surprised 
that they ha:l. heard nothing of the university 
abont which thev had been inundated with 
petitions at an early period of the session. 
He would have been no party to give any 
additional free education to the children of 
the colony. He believed they were too highly 
educated at the expense of the State, and educated 
in the wrong direction. Many of them were 
ashamed to follow the calling of their father' 
through having received what they were pleased 
to consider a high-class education. They thou~ht 
they ought to wear ~ black coat, and do nothrr:g 
more menial than wreld a pen for the rest of therr 
lives, though the so-called intellectual work of 
the clerk was very much worse paid than that of 
any hoclman or divisional board labourer. The 
rmtn who lived by the sweat of his brow and had no 
apor ,Lrance to keep up, could earn a far better wage 
thin many of the well-educated clerks who ha.d to 
live on a very small salary m deed and to prnch 
and screw to keep the wolf from the door. He 
a a-reed with a great deal that had been said about 
t~chniral education; and he thought it would be 
a step in the right direction, more especially in 
the mining districts. Technical schools. wo':'lcl, 
in his opinion, be preferable to a unrversrty, 
which would simply be for the benefit of the 
mecropolis. If technical schools were estab
lished in all mining centres -say Gym pie, 
Charters Towers, Herberton, and lVIaytown
they would be of the greatest possible use 
in developing the welfare and prosperity of the 
colony, in putting. the risi.ng generation ~n the 
right track, and m teachrng them the krnd of 
work that they had no neecl to be ashamed of. 
There were plenty of men engaged in manual 
labour in mining who could take a very high 
position anywhere-independent men who did 
not even labour under the reflection that they 
W•ore working for wages-very int.ciligent n::en 
who would he "lad of the opportunrty of gettmg 
a little better~ education. The technical schools 
would be valuable, notmerelyfnrthe risin;;genera
tion but for adults. There were plenty of men who 
would o·bdly n-o to them to increase their know· 
ledge, .:'nd wh~ would no doubt profit greatly by it. 
He knew men who had gone clown from the tin 
districts in the colony to :.\!Ielbourne, at their 
own expense or the expense of their friends, in 
order to obtain a knowledge of the treatment of 
the different kinds of or•cs. The knov. ledge they 
acquired there was very valuable, both in the 
pmsuit of their own interests and al~o to the 
welfm·e of the colony at large. Tire establishment 
of technical schools was a step in the right direc
tion, and was far preferable to any idea of a ur:i
versity as it would be of much more substantral 
benefit' to the colony than spending that exce .. ,sive 
amount in a direction which was more than 
questionable. Though the present system was 
compulsory, no Colonial Secretary had ~ver 
ventured to put the compulsory clauses rnto 
force. \Vhy were those clauses on the St.atute· 
book? \Vhy did they not wipe out the com
pulsory provisions of the statute if they were 
not going to put them into force? As long as 
they were the;:e they ought to be enforced. .He 
considered that eventually it would come to thrs
ancl he hoped before very long-that parents 
would be corn pelled to send their children to 
school, and also to pay a small fee for their 
instruction. "When that was the case people would 
appreciate more than they did the advantages 
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of the education their children were getting, and 
would see that they got good value for their 
money. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Supposing they cannot 
pay? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: People in this country 
are not in such an impoverished state as that. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Supposing they will not 
pay? 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : Send them to gaol. 
Mr. MORE HEAD: Who h>ts to pay then? 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL said the country would 

have to pay then. But he did not see why 
people should begmdge paying for the edncation 
of their children any more than they begrudged 
paying for their clothing and food. He hoped 
some attention would be paid to the sugg,,,,tinn 
for providing technical edncation, nwre especially 
with regard to mineral knowledge, and also agri~ 
cultural know ledge for those residing in the 
agricultural districts; and if the institutions, 
when established, were made available to adults 
as well as to the young, it would be far more 
beneficial to the State. 

Mr. NORTON said it was a very plausible 
argument to say that, having those compulsory 
clauses in the Education Act, they should be 
enforced. But at the very firet attempt to 
enforce them all sorts of objections sprang up. 
In some colonies where attempts had been made 
to enforcQ compulsory education provisions, one 
of the first objections made was by the parents 
of children who regularly attended school. Parents 
who were respectable objected to having gutter 
children put into the same school with theirs, and 
that was a very proper objection to make. From 
that fact alone hon. members would see that there 
was a serious difficulty in the way of enforcing, 
compulsory clauses with regard to education. 
None of them in sending their children to school 
would like to see them in the same rooms and in 
the same playground with the worst classes. 
That was a difficulty which should not be lost 
sight of. IH respect to reading the Bihle in 
State schools, he must say that he did not 
think that would do any good unless there 
was some kind of religious instruction with 
it. Reading the Bible would not have the 
good effect some people seemed to think it would. 
The hon. member for Toowoomba, Jlilr. Groom, 
was, he thought, scarcely fair to ministers of 
religion when he stated that he was disposed to 
blame them for not having tried to impart 
religious education in State schools. Under the 
present system they could not get the children 
to do anything with them until after school-hours 
were over. Under the educational systems in 
other colonies ministers of religion had half-an
hour or an hour during some part of the day 
tha,t could be set apart for that purpose, and the 
time was taken out of the school-hours of the 
children. If religious education was to be 
imparted in the schools of the colony, that was the 
proper way to do it. He knew of instances where 
clergymen had tried to get children together in 
order to give them religious instruction after 
school-hours, but they had no power to keep the 
children, and the consequence was that, although 
the parents wished their children to be instructed, 
the children did not stay. If the change he had 
suggested was made, religion" instruction could 
be given some time during school-hours, at an 
hour to be arranged for the convenience of the 
scholars, the teachers, and religious instructors, 
and that was the only way it could be carried out 
successfully. He looked upon the question as 
one which was bound to come to the front 
before very long, and he thought the sooner the 
matter was discussed the better. In respect to 
technical education, he wished to make one or 

two observations. He entirely endorsed what 
had fallen from hon. members as to the desira
bility of imparting technical education, so far as 
it could be imparted, whether in their schools 
or by some other means. That had been 
attempted previously, and so far as it had been 
tried it had succeeded wonderfully. It had 
succeeded in the School of Arts. 'He did not 
know how many pupils there were in the tech
nical classes in that institution, but he knew 
that in the carpentry class there was more than 
one pupil. His own son had been attending 
that class; so that he could speak of it from 
personal knowledge. His son had been there for 
sorne thnP, going to the clasR to fill np an hour in 
the afternoon, and he (Mr. l'\ m·ton) did not hesi
tate to say that he had done some work recently 
that no trained carpenter need be ashamed ,,f. 
He had brought home a box made by himself, 
which was a very good piece of cabinet-work. 
The gentleman who formerly instructed the class 
was a Nlr. \Ycitemeyer, a gentleman for whom 
he had the very highest nspect. He had now 
left, and there was ~tnother gentleman carrying 
on the work, and he carried it on very well. 
So far it had succeeded, although it had only been 
within reach of the few. It had also succeeded 
with respect to the mineralogical lectures, large 
numbers having a<,ailed themselves of the means 
of picking up mineralo!Yical knowledge in that 
way. Those who did not go in for exhibitions to 
nniversities might have assistance in another 
form by giving them some sort of technical edu
cation, or, at any r;tte, putting it within their 
reach. Just now, in consequence of the state of 
the finances of the country, it was proposed to 
reduce the amounts which had been for years given 
to schools of arts. Those schools of arts might 
be macle the means of imparting information 
of that kind. The schools of arts in country 
towns were used principally as libraries and 
reading-rooms, but mducements might be given 
to them to start classes, which might be held on 
even one day a week, at which the people in the 
town and neighbourhood would be able to get 
instruction of the kind referred to. What was 
wanted was to teach young men how to use their 
hands and fingers as well as their brains, and 
that could only be done by imparting some sort 
of technical education. He would like to see 
that system carried out much further than it was 
at present, and if possible the same advantages 
given to young men living in the country. A 
knowledgA of carpentry or other work of that 
kind would be of great use to them through life. 
It would not bring them into competition with 
men who made their living by it as a trade, 
while it would teach them to do work for them
selves, and add very much to their usefulness and 
to their own comfort. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said there was no vote to 
which he consented so he:trtily as the Education 
vote. Many hon. members had asked, and justly 
asked, whether the State was getting fu llvalue 
or the utmost results for the expenditure incurred 
by the department. No doubt many hon. members 
based their doubts on information received from 
the teachers themselves. He would offer a few 
remarks, based on information he had received 
from teachArs-not from teachers who were in
efficient, or who were not satisfied with their 
superior officers, hut from those who were con
sidered efficient by the department, and who 
were thoroughly satisfied with the treat
ment they received from their superior officers. 
The objections to the present system were also 
borne out in the departmental report by some of 
the inspectors. He knew teachers who expressed 
themselves fully satisfied so far as the treatment 
went, but who complail1ed that the moment a 
change of inspectors took place probably the good 
report of their schools would be changed for a 
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wo,rse report, because the inspectors had no 
umform value for results obtained in the schor.ls. 
That opinion was confirmed at page 51 of the 
report, where Mr. Inspector Kilham wrote:-

"It is nmv eight years since the inspectors met in 
confe~e!lCt) to compare notes, adopt uniform plans of 
exammmg for results, and to make suggestions for the 
more efficient wol'king of our schools. I am fully con
vinced that a few days so employed would not orilv be 
beneficial to the inspectors thenisrlves, but vmuld ~also 
be advantageous to the colony at large." 
There they had it on very good authoritv that 
their educational system was' not what it shoulcl 
be. Although he admittect that the department 
was perhaps as well conctucted as any other 
department of the Government, yet it 'was too 
much inclined to become exclusively autocratic. 
Almost every inspector offerect rerruirks as to the 
excellent tone which prevailed in certain schools, 
and as to its absence in others. \Vhere the latter 
was the case, it generally reculted from the 
teachers not being properly qualified. That 
was a difficulty which conlc1 not be overcome 
until they hacl a training school for teachers
a place where the utmost results coulcl he 
obtained from pupil-teachers before they were 
employecl in the higher branches of the service. 
It seemed as if their services were obtained now 
uncler false pretences, and instead of offering the 
pupil-teachen every meitns of perfecting them
selves, and RO ma,ldng their services nwre valu
able to the State, they were disregarded, snubbed, 
and insultecl, and properly qualified teachers 
were imported from Englanct. That difficulty 
would not he overcome until that spirit of the 
hide and leather merchant and importer was 
driven out of the Minister for Education. A 
teacher might be ever so learnect, but if he had 
not acquired the proper method of teaching he 
would not be so effective as he would other
wise he, and a training school was the place 
where that could he adequately taught to 
the pupil-teachers before they 'were perma
nently appointed as teachers in the department. 
He thought it would he an advantage if the 
suggestion of Inspector Kilham could be extended 
somehow. For instance, several of the inspectors 
made special remarks as to the excellent tone 
that prevailecl in some of the schools, and their 
educational system would cleri ve great benefit if 
not only the inspectors but also a certain number 
of the teachers of the schools in which such 
excellent tone and discipline prevailed were to 
meet annually in conference and ad visethe Minis
ter and superior officers of the department as to 
the best meaus of improving the general manage
ment of the schools. Moreover, he thought that 
inRtead of wasting so much money in higher 
education, a few hundreds might be taken from 
the vote for that purpose and be given as pre
miums to deserving teachers to enable them to 
travel. Let them give teachers who had attained 
the highest results in good management of their 
schools a holiday for six or eight months ancl a 
few hundred pounds to travel and report upon 
educational m>ttters in other countries. He was 
sure their eclucational system would derive more 
benefit from that than by sending a few small 
boys to the higher schools to be trained for 
doctors or lawyers, from whom the State seldom 
received any benefit. He was also informecl that 
the drill now taught in the schools, which was so 
essential for self-defence-if not immediately, in 
the future-was not of a sufficiently uniform or 
effective character. 

Mr. BLACK : Teach the-m boxing. 
Mr. ISAMBERT : That might be taught too. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : Teach them German. 
Mr. ISAMBERT said that might be taught 

also with great advantage. If the pupil-teachers 
were given thorough instruction in drill in train
ing schools, so as to be able to impart it to the 

children under them, it would be a great advan
tage. That might be done by taking a few 
hunclreds awav from the vote for the Defence 
Force without'interfering with its effectiveness, 
and the general effectiveness of the force avail
able for the defence of the colony would be greatly 
increased. He was sure that if Mr. Kilham's 
views were carried out, and a congress was held to 
advise as to improvement,, that coulct be effected 
in the system, it would be far better than any 
suggestions made by laymen in that Committee. 

Mr. CHUBB said the hon. gentleman objected 
to a few small boys being educated as doctors 
or lawyers, who, he said, were of very little 
use. The hon. gentleman would probably prefer 
to have them taught to make bad wine or bad 
soap-softsoap, perhaps. He (1\Ir. Chubb) was 
rather amused at some of the remarks made 
that evening. Accorctiug to some hon. members 
the accident of birth was to count for everything, 
and education of even the poorest character 
should not be given free at all. He was a 
great believer in teaching the "three R's" free, 
and in making it compulsory. He dicl not see 
why, if a law was on the Statute-book, and it was 
beneficial, it should not be enforced. If he were 
in the position of the hrm. gentleman in charge 
of the department he would certainly attempt to 
apply the compulsory clauses in preference to 
taking children off the street, having them 
brought before the police court as neglected 
children, and ,,ent to the reformatory. Of the 
two evils he thought enforcing the compulsory 
clauses would be the least. He would not rush 
in violently and make a general sweep all at 
once, but the principle might be applied in a 
few cases to see how it would work. Reference 
was macle to that in the report. Each teacher 
was required to send in the number of children, 
as far as he could ascertain approximately in 
his district, who dicl not attend school, and the 
report was not at all sa.tisfactory on that point. 
A large number of children were receiving no in
struction at all, so far as the teachers were able 
to say. Of course, they knew that there were 
a great many poor persons to whom the lab,>ur 
of their children was a consideratinn. They 
r'lquired the assistance of those children to 
enable them to get. a living, and in such cases, 
where boys of twelve or thirteen years of age 
were not able to attend school, something in the 
way of night-schools might be establishecl, where 
they might secure instruction for half-an-hour or 
an hour two or three times a week. \Vith regard 
to religious instruction being given in schools, he 
thought the school-hours were quite long enough. 
They were from 9 o'clock in the mornmg until 
4 in the afternoon, and it must be remembered 
that many children bad to get an early breakfast, 
walk some miles to school, and then walk back 
again. Then again, if they were going to bring 
the clergymen in during school-hours, and the 
Anglican gave instruction for half-an-hour, and 
the Baptist, and the \V esleyan, anct so on, did the 
same, the children would be kept there all day 
and the instruction disorganised. On the other 
hand, if the instruction was to be given before 
or after school-hours, there would be the objection 
that they were keeping children from play and 
there would be confusion amongst clergymen of 
different denominations. Then again, he would 
ask whether there were clergymen enough to give 
attendance every day? He did not think there 
were, and half-an-hour one day in the week 
would not be sufficient. Religious instruction 
to be any goocl at all must be given continuously. 
There must be a certain proportion given every 
day. He would not object to the Bible being 
read in their schoolB. He believed it would 
be a very good thing, but then it should be 
part of the curriculum of the school ; there 
should be a certain veriod of the day for 
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it, and the boys should be there. But, of 
course, there would be objection to tbat. There 
were differences of religious doctrine which 
could not he reconciled, perhaps. Another 
point referred to by the hon. member for Rose
wood was military drill. He did not know 
whether the hon. membPr was aware of it, but in 
both the primary and grammar schools the boys 
were drilled now. At the grammar school the 
drill instructor was a paid of:Pcer of the Volunteer 
Force, and at the prima,ry schools the teachers 
gave a certain aneount of drill and were very 
well up in it. If the hon. member's idea was 
carried out they w•mld require to have soldier 
schoolmasters, and that would involve probably 
more expense. If the teachers were to undergo a 
course of militarv drill in addition to their 
scholastic training 'and discipline, that, of course, 
was a question worthy of consideration. But he 
thought they must be satisfied with the amount 
of drill they had at present ; which he under
stood was that at the grammar schools, where 
the boys were much older as a rule than at 
the primary schools, there was compulsory drill. 
If they were allowed to go to a grammar school 
and he taught for a moderate payment it should 
be part of their contribution to the State that 
they should be drillPd. The Brir.bane Grammar 
School had a cadet corps of about sixty boys, but 
there must be three or four times that number 
of boys at the school who did not belong to the 
corps. He would compel every hoy at that 
and other grammar schools, who was not physic
ally unfit, to be a member of the corps, because 
by-and-by those boys would form a valuable 
accession to the Volunteer Force, and be able to 
take their places in the ranks like other young 
men. 

Mr. S. W. BROOKS saH he supposed he 
should count as one of the heretics in reg-ard to 
th: educational system of the colony. He had 
sard before, and he repeated now, that they were 
not on the right track in offering free education 
all round to everybody. He did not think it 
was any more the duty of the State to teach 
his child than to clothe or feed him. If they 
took upon themselves the duty of teaching 
him they might as well offer to take the 
other two duties upon themselves. There was 
no doubt that by having introduced the present 
system they had killed all chance of efficient 
private schools. As the system had been 
adopted, however, they must make the best of 
it and try to improve it. He was only going 
to talk on two points-religious education and 
life lessons. He believed in religious education. 
Perhaps he would be more correct in saying that 
he believed in teaching morality, not religion. He 
was pleased to hear from the hon. member for 
Port Curtis that the clergy were not so much 
to blame as some hon. members had thought. 
Some had thought that they made no attempt to 
take ad vantage of the provision in the Act for 
giving religio-us education, but it seemed that in 
some cases attempts had been made, and natu
rally enough they had hiled. The provision was 
one that could never be of any practical use ; 
still he thought the elergymen ought to have 
done the best they could under the circumstances; 
they ought to have made use of the provision as 
much as they could, and then they should have used 
whatever influence they had to secure some change. 
He could suggest one means by which a change 
could be effected. Instead of attempting to get 
the children together after 4 o'clock-none of 
them would stay after that time, and they would 
not care to come before 9 o'clock-instead of that, 
why not knock off some of the time wasted over 
grammatical analysis and devote it to the teaching 
of morality? Hethoug·ht they had better let religion 
alone; but surely the teachers could do something 
in the way of teaching morality. To show what he 

meant more fully, he would read a few words he 
had copied from a very interesting document pub
lished in New Zeahnd; and if hon. members 
had not seen it he would ad vi se them to ask for 
it in the Library. It was a digest of the systems 
of primary education all over the world, boiled 
down to the smallest possible compass. It was 
compiled by Mr. Laishley, who occupied an 
official po~ition in New Zealand, and it did not 
occupy more than sixty or seventy pages. Mr. 
Laishley urged-

" That morals and manners be obligatory in all 
~:"tandards, and that pupils be s.peciall:r imnres~ed with 
the importance of honour and truthfulness in word and 
act. jnstiee, cheerful obedience to parents and law, 
manliness and womanliness, benevolence, resolution, 
industry, perscvRrance, punctuality, good manners and 
language, clcnnlines:;:; anrl neatness; tbat di ... honourablc 
de~tling. falsehood, deceit, trickery, unfnirnes!:l, disobe
dience, baseness, vacillation, idleness, and faint-hearted
ness lead to disaster, and that sin is a logical sequence 
of false principlt>s." 
He (:\1r. Brooks) took the liberty of adding "as 
punishment is of sin." If such principles were 
l'<'sularly and systematically taught as part of the 
system, the coiony woe1ld be the better for it. 
Some reference had been made to Bible-reading. 
He was not one of those who believed that pro
miscuous Bible-reading in schools would he of 
the slightest value ; he did not believe the Bible 
was ever intended for anything of that sort. 
He thought that to begin at the 1st of Gene;;i.s 
and read right through to the 22nd of Revela
tions would be a very unwise procedure; but 
thet objection might be met by a judicious selec
tion of passages. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Who is to select them? 
Mr. S. W. BROOKS said he did not think 

that would be a very difficult matter. He would 
undertake to make a capital selection in a very 
short time. From the Book of Job, the Proverbs, 
parts of the Psalms, and a gond many sayings of 
,T esus, could be made a grand selection ; and by 
mixing them up with some sayings of those grand 
old pagans who knew nothing about religion, a 
hand-book of good, sound morality could be 
made up, containing sufficient to teach good, 
sound morality in all the s~hools of the colony. 
That might sound heretical to some hon. 
members, but he did not care for that. There 
was another matter to which he would refer 
-one to which some reference was made by 
the hon. member for Ipswich- something 
should be taught about the body in schools. A 
good deal more should be made of it. He 
believed that sort of teaching was spoken of as 
"life lessons." The children should be taught 
something about the bodies they carried 
about with them ; what was good for those 
bodies, and what was bad for them. They might 
be taught the evil effects of alcohol on the 
system ; that would, no doubt, please the hon. 
member for Ipswich. He (Mr. Brooks) was not 
a teetotaller; but that subject would be a very 
excellent one to_ introduce. The effect of 
tobacco on the system might also be taught. 
If those things were taught they would prove 
of great practic:1l use to the children, and 
of great value to the community, more so 
than a great deal of that nonsense called gram
matical analy6is, which was carried to such 
absurd lengths that he hoped some Minister 
would put his foot down heavily and sayitshonld 
not go on, and that there must be some modifica
tion, bringing the system more into accord with 
the daily needs of the daily life of the pupils. 
Those were the only points on which he desired 
to speak ; to urge that some provision should 
be made for the systematic teaching of morality, 
and for giving religious teachers a reasonable 
chance of teaching their religions opinions. He 
hoped they would not teach many of those mys
terious dogmas in the schools ; but if morality was 
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to be taught it must be done in school-hours. No 
boy who was worth the name of a boy would care 
to stop after -1 o'clock. Some of the· g-oody boys, 
not fit for anything in this world, might do it, but 
those were not the boys who were wanted in this 
world. They wanted straight up and down men to 
grow; men who would do their dutytotheirfellow
men, and, so far as their knowledge went, do 
their duty to their Maker. Those were the sort 
of men they wanted. There shonld be those 
"life lessons," which term he would use rather 
than "object le, sons," an<l as they grew up they 
would know what bodieo they had about them, 
and how they shotlld treat them, in order that 
they might treat them fairly and give them a 
chance of having the use of them as long as 
possible. 

The HoN . .T. ::VI. MACROSSAN said he had 
listened very patiently to the debate on the 
Education question. It was the annual discus
sion, and so far as he could see it was a useless 
and objectless one. The same things were said 
year after rear, and with the s"me result. He 
found there were two questions connected with 
the subject which seemed to occupv the attention 
of hon. members-namely, the non-enforcement of 
the compulsory clauses and the want of religions 
education. There was too much cry about com
pulsory education. If hon. members would take 
the trouble to inquire and to nnderstand some
thing about the attendance at school, they would 
not have so much to say about the compulsory 
clanses. By reading the report of the Minister 
for Public Instruction, they would find that the 
total number of children receiving no education 
in the whole colony was 1,100. He heard an 
hon. member say "Oh," but he could only 
take the statistics as they are given in the 
report. The hon. member who said, "Oh," 
might have some better means of ascertaining 
the truth ; but if so, those means were not open 
to other members of the Committee. The best 
means at his disposal was through the report of 
the Minister for l<Jducation, who said the number 
was 1,100, and that statement had to be believed. 
Surely hon. members could not throw discredit 
upon the reports of the Minister for Education. 
He whom they were expecting to teach religion 
and morality would not tell lies. That number 
w.as even still more reduced, because the report 
d1d not give the number of children not receiving 
education who lived within two miles of a State 
school, and that was the only distance to which 
the compulsory clauses could be applied. Most 
of the children who were not receiving education 
were living in the pastoral districts, or in the 
far North, in some of the small mining districts, 
or in some rather sparsely settled agricultural 
districts. So that really the number of children 
reciving no edncation, and who lived within 
the reach of education, was reduced to about 
500. 'Vere they to go and set the com
pulsory clauses of the Act into force for 
the sake of those 500 ? Th~re was no other 
means of arriving at those facts hut by 
making inquiries. There was also the census 
which was taken last year, 50 that he did not see 
wh:<' hon. members should not believe what the 
report said. At any rate, there was no other source 
of information. Each hon. member might have 
his own opinion as to the number of children not 
receiving education ; but what he had quoted 
was what the Government believe,i to be correct, 
and they had the best means of ascertaining the 
number. How many truant inspectors would 
they require to hunt up those 500 children all 
over the colony? If the 500 were all located 
in Brisbane it would be a very easy matter; 
but scattered all over the length and breadth 
of the colony as those 500 were, it would 
take 100 truant inspectors. If they were going 
to add to the expense of the Education Act by 

100 truant inspectors at £300 a year each, they 
must make up their minds for more taxation. 
Hon. members tried to prove that the increase 
of larrikiuism was owing to the non-enforce
ment of the compulsory clauses; but he did not 
think that was so. Larrikinism existed quite in
depwdent of the educational system, and if hon. 
members would take the trouble to ascertain, he 
believed they would find that the majority of 
larrikins had gone through the State schools 
and had received an education up to the standard. 
That was so in other colonies, and he believed 
it was so in this colony. He thought when 
hon. members came to discuss that point they 
should he prepared with something more than 
their own individ<ml opinions. Those things 
did not depend upon opinions ; they depended 
upon facts, which were to be ascertained by those 
who chose to find them out. He certainly would 
agree to the enforcement of the compulsory 
clauses of the Act, if there was any con
siderable number of children receiving no 
education in Brisbane or in the large centres; 
it could be done then easily. Two truant 
inspectors would be sufficient for Brisbane and 
one for a town like Ipswich, but they must ascer· 
tain the number of children who were not 
receiving education. Again, complaints were 
made about children not attending school the 
whole time; but in many cases he thought it 
would be cruelty to enforce the attendance of 
children for the whole time, so that he did 
not at all look forward in the immediate 
future to having a Minister for Educa
tion who would take the trouble to en
force the compulsory clauses. No Minister 
had yet thoug-ht fit to do so, and he thought it 
would be some time before any Minister would do 
so ; the expense woul:l. be deterrent if there was 
no other reason. Then there was the religious 
question. He was very glad to see that the 
national conscience was beginning to be troubled. 
It was twelve years since they had altered the 
old Education Act, and the idea then was that 
they could do without religion altogether-in 
fact that they coulrl get on better without it. 
But he was glad to see that hon. members were 
beginning to come to their senses. The hon. 
member who last spoke did not believe in 
religious education at all : he believed in moral 
education. Perhaps he believed in the education 
of Confucius? 

Mr. S. W. BROOKS : Yes; where it is good. 
The HoN . • T. M. MACROSSAN: Or of 

Plato ?-any education, in fact, but that founded 
upon the teachings and sayings of Christ. 

Mr. S. W. BROOKS : No, no ! 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said he had no 

doubt there were many such people; hut never
theless he did not believe there were sufficient 
of them to influence public opinion in that 
colony or in any other English colony. If they 
were going to have religious education it must 
nrJt be given by fits and starts ; half-an-hour or 
an hour, or even two hours a week would not be 
sufficient. Religious instruction must per
meate all through the studies of the children 
during their school-hours to have a thorough 
effect. A child must not be led to believe that 
religious instruction was something apart from 
the other instruction he was receiving. It must 
be put before the child so that it would influence 
his actions from morning till night. If that was 
not done, any attempt to educate children reli
giously would be a failure. He believed with 
the hon. member who last spoke that Bible
reading \Vas not religious instruction ; it was 
simply substituting one text-book for another. 
Bible-reading would not he sufficient in itself, 
although it had been taken to be sufficient in 
some countries-the one from which the hon, 



Supply. [10 NovEMBER.] Supply. 1505 

member for Ipswich came, for instance, which 
he said he visited last year, and where he was 
surprised to find the Bible read in schools. It 
struck him with surprise that the hon. gentle
man should use such an expression, because, as 
he understood it, the Bible had always been read 
in the schools of Scotland, and that it had been 
the common practice since the Reformation. 
But he believed the hon. member made the 
remark simply to bring in a little lecture on 
temperance. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : And to show he has 
travelled. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said the 
hon. gentleman thought that temperance was the 
be-all and end-all of human existence. He did 
not seem to know that when he took hi-; drink of 
ginger beer he took a certain amonnt of alcohol. 
He blamed other men fur tnking alcoh0l, but it 
was only the quantity he objected to. The hon. 
member took alcohol regularly ; in homeopathic 
doses, perhaps. The hon. member took it so long 
as he ate and drank. Now, there were one or two 
other points spoken of by the hon. members for 
Balonne and Northern Downs. They referred to 
the distribution of the money, and he entirely 
agreed with them. They both said that the 
money was not distributed so as to make 
the system a national institution. He quite 
agreed with them. If hon. gentlemen would 
take the trouble to analyse the report they would 
find that if all the children in the colony were 
brought together, including those in denomina
tional schools and private schools, and taught 
under the State system, they would require to 
spend another £50,000 a year. Now, how could 
they call that a national school system, when 
others were contributing a fair share of the 
expenditure and not receiving one pennyworth 
of profit? 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : They can if they 
like. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : Hon. mem
bers had only to take the number of children 
who were being educated privately and in 
denominational schools and multiply that by the 
average cost per head of the daily attendance, and 
they would get the figures. The hon. member 
for Ipswich interjected "They can if they like." 
'Why, that hon. member could drink whisky 
if he liked, but his conscience would not allow 
him to drink it, and it would be a very strange 
law that would compel him to take it against his 
conscience. And so it was with education ; but, 
at the same time, although the hon. gentleman was 
not compelled to pay for his (Mr. :iYin,crossan's) 
whisky, he was compelled to pay for the educa
tion of the hon. member's children and received 
nothing in return for it himself. Now, he quite 
agreed with the hon. member for Toowoomba, 
Mr. Groom, when he spoke about technical 
education. He believed himself that technical 
education was one great want in the colony. It 
was of far more use than much of the instruction 
they were giving, although at the same time he 
did not think they were educating the boys too 
highly. He did not think the education they 
were giving boys in the State schools made them 
inclined for anything but hard work, and disin
clined to take off their coats, and made them 
look for Government billets; but he thought that 
that was the tendency of the age indepen
dent of whatever education was given. '!'hat 
would in time find a remedy for itself, but 
technical education would help to counteract 
that tendency. Somehon. gentlemen were inclined 
to think that technical education was not of 
much use, but if they looked at the experience of 
Belgium and Germany, which had risen to their 
present industrial position by technical educa
tion, they must see the error of their belief. The 
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people of those countries had been technically 
educated to such a degree that they were com
peting with the people of Great Britain in their 
own special work-ironworks, the making of 
machinery, and textile manufactures as well. If 
they in Queensland had any inclination other 
than to make their children wielders of pens, 
they must give their children a technical educa
tion, and the sooner they did that, and 
the more money they spent upon it, the better. 
He would be inclined to increase the vote by 
another £10,000 if they could give a good 
technical education, and he thoroughly agreed 
with the hon. member for Toowoomba, that they 
should teach their children the value of irriga
tion, and teach them to be engineers, for there 
was no doubt that the great public works of the 
future must be works for the conservation of 
water. He thought they had made nearly as many 
railways as they were likely to make for some time 
to come, and in the meantime they should con
serve water so as to cultivate the land alongside the 
railways, and in that way make them a profit 
to the State. He also thoroughly agreed with 
the hrm. member for Balonne, inasmuch as so 
long as a large pr<"lportion of the population 
received no benefit from the expenditure upon 
an educational system some means should be 
adopted by which those who received the benefit 
should pay something like a fair share of the 
expense. He believed there should be a local 
rate, and he did not think the system would be 
complete or satisfactory until the burden was 
borne locally. They all recollected the rough
and-tumble there used to be in that Committee 
when the "Works Department vote was before 
them, how every member was fighting for a 
bridge, or road, or waterhole. All that had been 
done away with. They had nothing of that now 
that the divisional board system had come into 
existence. The burden was borne locally by the 
people, and he felt satisfied that money was better 
spent and much less money spent for more work 
than under the old system. The same thing 
would happen with the educational vote. He 
did not mean to point out how it conld be done, 
but he believed it must be done shortly, and that 
the people would be more satisfied when it was 
rlone than they were at present, and there 
would be more satisfaction with the amount 
and quality of the education. He had just 
one more remark to make in answer to the hon. 
member for Fortitude Valley. He said some
thing about private schools and denominational 
schools not giving as good an education as the 
State schools. But the hon. member was entirely 
mistaken. If he examined the reports of the 
inspectors who inspected the denominational 
schools, and looked on the result of the examina
tion in Sydney, he would find that the denomi
national schools were on an equality with the State 
schools. He did not think the hr,n. member 
made the mistake intentionally, but he was 
entirely mistaken in imagining that the educa
tion atforded by the private schools, and the 
denominational Catholic schools, was in any 
way inferior to the education given in the 
State schools; and in one respect it was better, 
because they were taught religion. In the de
nominational schools the scholars were taught 
that which hon. members were beginning to feel 
should be taught in the State schools. They 
were taught religion in those schools, and he 
believed it did not in the slightest degree 
interfere with the amount or the quality of the 
secular education they received there also. 

The PREMIER said he agreed that that 
rlebate, which recurred annually, did not lead to 
much result. 

An HoNOURABLE ME~IBER: That is the fault 
of Ministers, 
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The PREMIER said it was not the bult of 
Ministers. It was an opportunity taken by hon. 
members to air their views on certain f)nes
tions. Several hon. members had aired their 
views that evening and had assumed that their 
views were generally accepted by the Committee, 
because no one took the trouble to combat them 
at any length. Some hon. members seemed to 
think that the time had plainly arrived for 
enforcing the compnlsory clauses. He agreed 
with much that had fallen from the hon. member 
for Townsviile on that subject. He thought in 
the towns they might perhaps be enforced, but 
in the country it would be impossible to enforce 
them, and it would in rrmny cases be very 
cruel even if it were pos.lible. As to technical 
education he entirely concurred in what had 
fallen from the hon. member. But it must 
be taken into account that children could 
not be taught everything at once, and only 
a certain amount of knowledg<' could be 
imparted to them dnring the few school
hours of the day. Many people who talked 
of te,hnical education for children forgot 
the small capacity of young children for such 
instruction. Children must re:1ch a certain age 
before any technical instruction could be im
parted to thorn, except snch as could be 
given by object le"Sons, and the difficulty was 
that nearly all their children left school when 
they had arrived at tlHct age when they 
could be taught those things. He rose par
ticularly to refer to the question of religious 
education in the State schools. Some hon. mem
bers seemed to think that that Committee had 
changed its mind on the subject of education, and 
thought now that religious instruction should be 
given in the State schools. He knew he had not 
changed his mind, and he had not heard any 
arguments that evening to lead him to do so. 
The position seemed to him to be jmt the same 
as it was twelve years a~o, when the decision was 
come to. The first difficulty in giving religious 
instruction was to have instrurtors competent 
to give it. That was the great problem-to ~et 
those competent religions instructors. "Vho 
was to select them? The Minister for Public 
Instruction could not do so or he would be
come Minister for Religion. That was a function 
that could not be performed by the State. 
The dbcussion that night could have no prac
tical result in that respect, and when that 
matter came on for discm.sion in detail it 
would have to be discussed from many points 
of view. He believed the people of the colony 
had not changed their minds in the least from 
the views to which they had given very plain 
and distinct expression twelve years ago. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said he was glad to hear 
the opinion of the Premier with reference to reli
gious education, but he also was a little out in refe
rence to that matter. He thought the people were 
making progress towards, at least, the reading of 
the Bible in the State schools. He did not see 
that religious teachers were ref]uired in their 
State schools, Lecause it did not require a 
religious teacher to read the Bible. He had 
never approved of the reading of the whole of 
the Bible, from Genesis to Revelations, in the 
schools, but selected passages might be read. 
The hon. member for Townsville, he thought, 
had tried to misrepresent what he had said 
some time ago. The hon. member said, and was 
supported by the leader of the OrJposition in 
saying that he (Mr. JI.Iacfarlane) was disappointed 
at finding that the Bible was read in the State 
schools in Scotland. That was not so ; he "as 
quite aware that at one time and up to the time 
he left Scotland, the Bible was read in every 
school in Scotland, hut now with the board 
schools the majority of the school boards decided 
whether it should be re~d in~ particular school or 

not. .He believed that in a very short time the 
Bible would again be read in all the schools in 
Scotland. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. H· 
Jordan) said he could not help adding a word or 
two to the debate. There was no more important 
question with which they could deal than that 
which they had been discussing for the last hour. 
The question was whether they were to have a 
denominational cdueation-a reli~ious educa
tion-imparted by ministers of different deno
minations to all the children belonging to 
their particular sects, or whether they were 
t0 have the purely secnlar education. ~hey 
had now, which was exclnsrve of all rehgrous 
teaching. That he believed to be a mistake, and 
he did not think they had ever made a greater 
miJtake than when they established the system 
now in existence, and which was crclled secular, 
free, and compulsory. It was not compulsory, 
because the cnmpulsoryclames were not enforced. 
He thouaht it wrts desirable to have free educa
tion ancthe thou«ht they should have a national 
syst~rn of education. He did not think exclud
ing the Bible entirely from their national schools 
had had the intended effect. The different 
churches, and the Catholic Church in particular, 
had not fallen in with their system of education, 
because they insisted, and very properly too, upon 
the absolute nece,,sity of teaching reli~ion. He 
was of opinion that the system established some 
years ago in In~land anO HOlne years ago in New 
South \Vales and which was at first established 
in Queenslm;,d-that was, the national system 
under which selected parts of the Bible were read 
eYery day by the master-was the right system 
for a new ·country. In an old and densely 
populated country· like Great Britain, where 
there was a great number of denominations, 
denominational schools might be carried on 
succe,sfully, but in a new and sparsely populated 
country, what they required was a national 
syst~m of ecluc:t.tion. Talk abont morality, the 
f~lundation of all rnornlitv \Vas religion, as \Vas 
well pointed out by the rnember for Townsville, 
and nothing had given him greater pleasure than 
to listen to that hon. gentleman that night. 
There was no morality without religion. 

Mr. S. W. BROOKS: Oh, yes, there is ! 
Mr. JORDAN said they could not teach 

morality without religion, and hence they had a 
revelation-from Heaven; they could not afford 
to dispense with that in any system. Th~y must 
teach the children to read the Bible; it must be 
made part and parcel of their daily education. 
Their religion should enter into everything they 
did throughout their lives-the great principles of 
revealed truth, the inspired \Vord of God. He was 
not ashamed of saying that in that Assembly. The 
Irish National School system, iftried in this colony, 
would be a great success. He had had the honour 
of being a member of the first educational board 
in this colony un<ler that system. It was pro
vided in the New South \Vales Act that, in every 
school paid by the State, distinct provision 
should be made in that school for the convenience 
of ministers of religion, who might come to the 
school at any hour of the clay and take the 
children belonging to their denomination into the 
private class-room to give them religious instruc
tion-that was, dogmatic teaching. Besides that 
it was provided that selected parts of the Word 
of Gnd should be read every clay by the master. 
What difficulty could there be in selecting 
portions of Scripture? They were not left to the 
master's choice ; they were provided by regula
tion under the Act and they were very wisely 
selected. He believed that any intelligent 
conscientious Roman Catholic, who took the 
trouble to read through those selected portions, 
would not take any exception to them. He h~d 
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had the honour of taking part in the discus
sion upon the subject in the first session of 
the Queensland Parliament, and there were 
members of the Homan Catholic Church there 
who agreed that the system as then estab
lished was a suitable one, and he believed it 
might have been made perfectly successful. He 
tho11ght they ought to return to the reading of 
those selected portions of the \Vord of God. The 
hon. member for Townsville had said that the 
larrildn classes were not those who had not been 
obliged to go to school; they had been trainBcl 
in ~h: primary schools; and why were they 
larr1kms? To a great extent it wn because 
they had never been taucYht reli"ion · it 
had been utterly ignored. If child;en ~rew 
up to the age of thirteen or fourteen without 
hearing the name of religion, with;mt bein" 
~aught the foundation of morality, they hecam~ 
Immoral and careless, and joined the larrikin 
class ; and the consecrnence was the gaols were 
filled as they were now. He did not believe 
with the hon. the Premier thathon. members had 
not altered their opinion ; he believed that they 
had arrived at the conclusion that they must giv'e 
religious teaching; and he believed tl1ey coulcl clo 
it by having selected portions of the \Vorcl of God 
re.ad by the schoolmasters every day. He dicl not 
w1sh to take up the time of the Committee, hut 
he could not conscientiously sit still without 
saying a word on that import'ant crne~tion. 

The HoN . • T. M. MACROSSAN said the 
9uestion about the travelling expenses of the 
mspectors had not yet been answered. There 
were ten inspectors, and surely their travelling 
would average more than 180 days in the year. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said, of course they were not always 
travelling. During the first months of the year 
they :ver~ nearly all in Brisbane, ex11mining the 
exammatwn-papers. In re1'ly to the hon. mem
ber's crnestion about the Rail way Department, 
he would endeavour to persuade the :Minister for 
\Vorks to give free passes ; and he would make 
some arrangement so that inspectors in the 
Northem districts wonld have more allowance 
than the others. 

Question put and passed. 

SPECIAL I:NSTRL'CTIOX. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTHUC
TION moved that there he granted £200 for 
Drawing Instructors. 

Mr. CHUBB said that on looking at the 
report of the technical classes at the School of 
Arts he saw that the classes for drawing were 
very largely attended-the attendance for free
hand drawing for the four quarters was twenty
five, twenty-two, nineteen, and seventeen, and 
for mechanical drawing twenty-eight, twenty
one, fourteen, and twenty. He thought the 
vote might he increased, and drawing taught 
even in the primary schools. The teacher of 
freehand drawing btd referred to that matter 
particularly in his report. He said:-

('But a more serious difficulty interfr,res with the 
rapid expansion of the freehand drawing classes-that 
is the fact that elemcntn.ry drawing is practically a for
bidden subject in our primary schools. A youth join
ing the class should have con(pwrcd the mere elemen
tary drudgery at school, and be qnali!ied to begin 
working from the east at once. I, of course, do my 
best to make this part of the work as pleasant as 
possible, bnt some get disheartened and give up after a 
quarter's expe1·ience. 

<I This matter is considered of such vital importance 
in England that the late Royal Commission on rrechnical 
Edncrttion recommended that elementary drawing 
shonld be bracketed with writing and taught ns one 
subject throughout all the rstandards' from the lowest 
to the highest; nnd the suggestion has been adopted. 
Our school inspectors freqnentl>r call att~nticp. to this 

grave defe<lt in our educational system, and the present 
Unrler Secretary for Public Instruction has stated in 
one of his repo,.ts that in this respect' Queensland is in 
rer1r of all English-speaking communities.'" 
He read those remarks simply for the purpose 
of drawing attention to the subject. \Vhen they 
saw that those particular sub.iects were so largely 
attended by the scholars of Brisbane, it showed 
the wide field there was in the colony for encou
raging that branch of technical education. He 
hoped that next year the vote would he increased, 
and th<tt more instructors would be paid for 
teaching element11ry drawing in the primary 
schools. There were now only two officers 
apparently. 

The l\H~ISTEU :b'OU PUBLIC INSTRUC
TIO~: Four--one in Brisbane, one in Ipswich, 
one in ::\Iaryhorough, and one in Hockhampton. 

Mr. CHUBB said they might he stationed 
in other places-Townsville, Charters Towers, 
Toowoomba. It wonlcl not cost more than £100 
or £200 more per annnm, and it would he money 
spent in the right direction. 

The MINISTEn FOR PUBLIC IKSTRUC
TION said the duty of the drawing instructors 
was to teach the pupil-teachers. They held 
classes on Saturday for pupil-teachers only. He 
qmte agreed with the hon. member that drawing 
ought to be taught in the schools. The matter 
had been mentioned last year, he thought, by the 
hon. member for l\Iaryborough :Mr. Annear, and 
by one or two other hon. members. Dnring the 
prbent year he had had the matter very much 
under his attention, and he believed it would entail 
very little expense indeed -that was, up to a 
certain standard. He was very nearly starting 
the thing himself, but he wanted to get further 
information as to the copy-books and other 
things. He had had a memorandum from the 
chief inspector, and he was satisfied that it would 
c03t very little indeed to bring it into the school 
system. He believed it would he very beneficial 
to the rising young of the schools, especially if 
they got on into technical education, to which it 
was one of the stepping-stones. 

Question put and passed. 
SCHOOLS. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTHUC
TION moved that there he granted for the 
service of the year 1887-8 the sum of £129,450 for 
salaries to teachers, allowances for capitation, 
and in lieu of rent, and also for instruction of 
pupil-teacherR, and travelling and incidental 
expenses. There was an increase in that vote 
of £9, lOO over the amount voted last year. 
There was of course a very much larger number 
of schools now than they had last year, and that 
estimate was framed at the lowest possible rate 
to meet the future requirements of the depart
ment as far as they could be foreseen. The 
greater proportion of the increase was in the 
salaries of teachers. 

Mr. MACFARLANE asked how was the 
sum of £1,100 set dc>wn for travelling expenses 
expended? 

The l\1INISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION: ·That is for shifting teachers from one 
school to another. 

Mr. BLACK said the travelling expenses in 
that department seemed to be wrapped in mys
tery. There was £1,800 for inspectors, £1,100 for 
teachers, £700 for the buildings branch of the 
rlepartment, £150 for grammar schools, and £200 
for orphanage·>; the total amount for travelling 
expenses on that vote was £3,950. But it was 
spread over so many votes that it was apt to 
escape the attention of hon. members. It was a 
very considerable item when they were all added 
together, and was something like the vote for 
contingencies in that department, 
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The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said that 
when the hon. member for Mackay became 
Minister for Public Instruction he would find 
those votes very convenient. 

Mr. SALKELD 8aid he wished to call atten
tion to a matter that was not at all a pleasant one 
to refer to. He had brought it before the Committee 
last year when the same vote was under discus
si~n, and would now like to know whether any
thmg further had been done in connection with 
the matter. ·what he referred to was the obliga
tion . of persons in the Education Department 
and m all departments of the Public Service to 
pay their just debts. The case he particularly 
alluded to was that of a teacher whose salary 
was, he supposed, included in that vote, but 
he did not mention the name of the teacher on 
the previous occasion. The man obtained credit 
an~ when he got i?to debt was treated very 
lemently. He prom1sed to pay, but never carried 
out his promise. A verdict was obtained against 
him, but when it was attempted to enforce 
an execution it was found that he had given a 
bill of sale over his furniture. In fact up to the 
present time he had set the verdict of the court 
at defiance. He (Mr. Salkeld) had seen a 
peculiar letter written by the teacher, in which 
there was an attempt to induce his creditor to 
prevent any further notice being taken of the 
matter in that Committee. The man stated that 
he would commence to pay by-and-by so mnch a 
month, but only on condition that the creditor 
abandoned all attempts to call attention to the case 
in Parliament. It was really a sort of threat. 

Mr. P A TTISON said he would like to know 
whether the matter to which he was referring 
was one .of puJ;>lic interest. It really appeared 
to be a httle b1t of spleen. \Vhy should the time 
of the Committee be wasted indiscu~sing whether 
a man should pay his just debts? That was a 
matter which should be reported to the lVIinister. 

The CHAIRJ\IA::'-J said : I think it is not a 
matter for the hon. member to bring before the 
Committee. 

The PREMIER said he did not wish to pro
tract the discussion, but he thought it would be 
unfortunate if the Chairman should rule that in 
Committee of Supply it was out of order to 
discuss any grievance against Civil servants or 
the control exercised over them by the :Ministers. 

The CHAIRMAN: It will be in order to 
hear the hon. member. 

Mr. SALKELD said the matter was a very 
iJ?portant one, and it was quite within the pro
vmce of any hon. member to call attention to a 
case of that kind. They voted money to teachers 
in order that they should teach certain matters 
of morality, truthfulness, and that sort of thing 
to their children, and surely the persons em~ 
played ought to teach them to pay their just 
debts. A teacher could not do that if he did 
not ]Jay his own. As for there beino- any petty 
spleen in the matter, he had never sp';,ken to the 
gentleman to whom he was referring, and had 
only seen him on one or two occasions. But 
one of his constituents brought the matter before 
him, and he deemed it his duty to call attention 
to it in that Committee. The gentleman he 
alluded to was the teacher at vV alloon, Mr. 
Sturgess, and the creditor wn,s :Mr. Francis a 
storekeeper in Ipswich. It was not n, case' of 
hardship, as Mr. Sturgess, in 1885, was receiving 
£185 per annum. Whether he was getting any 
more now he (Mr. Salkeld) could not say. Mr. 
Sturgess had since offered to pay £1 a month · 
he seemed determined to set the law at defiance: 
He (Mr. Salkeld) believed that, in all other de
partments of thf:' public service, persons ao-ainst 
whom verdicts. were given had to pay the 
amounts of the JUdgments or leave the service, 

\Vhy there should be any difference between 
one department and another he did not know. 
If it was necessary for any Government official 
to respect that rule, it should be those engaged in 
the education of the young. It was a matter 
that ought to be put upon a proper basis, and he 
should not feel satisfied if it was not carried out 
in all departments of the public service. They 
should all be made to pay their just debts, or 
leave the service. The case to which he called 
attention was one where the creditor had taken 
every legal remedy, had obtained a verdict, had 
waited year after year for the money, and when 
he attempted to enforce the verdict he was met 
with defiance from the debtor who was getting 
£185 a vear and a free residence. He would also 
remind. hon. members that when a Civil servant 
became insolvent he was compelled to leave the 
service. 

Mr. CHUBB said he had no hesitation in 
snying that the creditor who had induced the hon. 
member to bring that matter before the Com
mittee was a m~·;•.n man. He ("Mr. Chubb) knew 
the circumstances of the case very well. The 
debt was contracted before the officer referred 
to became a public servant of the colony. It 
amounted to some £60. The unfortunate fellow 
got into trouble in some way-nothing degrading 
-and he could not pay all his creditors. But 
he went to that particular gentleman, that Mr. 
Francis, an ex-member of Parliament, and a 
man well off, and paid him £50 out of the £GO 
odd, leaving a balance of some £10 owing, which 
he was unablA to pay. He served all his other 
creditors in the same way, paying them as far as 
he was able. That teacher had been in the 
service for some years, receiving the magnificent 
salary of £185 a year, with some small capita
tion allowance, upon which he had to sup
port a wife and a family of nine or ten 
children. The unfortunate man had to give 
a bill of sale over his property, in order to get 
some advance, particularly, he believed, to pay 
Mr. Francis. Mr. Francis wanted his £10 or 
his "pound of flesh," and sent a bailiff into 
the house. There was a piano which the bailiff 
attempted to levy upon, which was found to 
belong to the teacher's daughter, who had bought 
it on the time-payment system for the purpose of 
augmenting her father's income by giving music 
lessons. :Ever since then the teacher had been 
persecuted by that Mr. Francis writing letters to 
the department, drawing attention to the fact 
that there was n,n officer in the service who had 
not paid his de1Jts. He (Mr. Chubb) was sur
prised that the hon. member should have been 
prevailed upon to take up the case of such a mean 
man as Mr. Francis showed himself to be. 

:Mr. SALKELD said the hon. member for 
Bowen ought to be more certain of his facts 
before making a statement of that kind. He 
was informed that the teacher in question had 
never owed Mr. Francis £GO, and that the most 
he ever owed him was what he owed him now, 
and that was between £13 and £14. As to 
persecuting the man, that was idle talk, and it 
cn,me with a very bad grace from the hon, 
member to call a man me:tn because he was 
trying to recover a just debt. If everybody 
were willing to let all their debts go there would 
be very little for the hon. member for Bowen to 
do; his occupation would be gone. :Mr. Francis 
had exhausted all the legal remedies ; if he had 
not done so he (Mr. Salkeld) would never have 
said a word about the matter. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC IKSTRUC
TION said that when the case came forward on 
the previous occasion he caused a letter to be 
sent to Mr. Sturgess advising him to try to pay 
off the debt, as he could. 

Mr. NORTON; Out of his savings? 
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The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said that was the com·se that had always 
been pursued in similar cases, both in the Colonial 
Secretary's office and in the J£ducation Depart
ment, because the law was sufficient for any 
creditor to get his debts paid. That particular case 
seemed rather a hard one, and he thought the 
hon. member for Bowen had put it very clearly 
before the Committee. It tallied perfectly with 
the statement Mr. Sturgess had made to him. 

Mr. CHUBB: Mr. Sturgess was my authority. 
The MINISTEH FOH PUBLIC INSTRUC

TION said Mr. Sturges' informed him, in reply 
to his official letter, that among his liabilities 
was a balance of £13 18s. 1d., since increased by 
legal charges due to Mr. Francis on a total sum 
of £60, which was the original amount owing. 

Mr. DONALDSON said that did not bear out 
the statement of the hon. member, Mr. Salkeld, 
that the amount owing was never more than £14 
or £16. 

Mr. SALKELD said he could affirm that the 
amount was never more than £14 odd, and he 
had the very best authority for doing so. Mr. 
Sturgess never at any time owed lYlr. Francis 
£60, although he might have had dealings with him 
from time to time amounting altogether to £GO, 
but those sums were paid ut the time they were 
incurred, and were not owing to Mr. :B'rancis in 
the sense in which the word was usually meant. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said he was rather 
astonished at the morality shown by hon. mem
bers on the other side of the Committee. Mr. 
Francis paid for his goods, which he would not 
have done had he been a mean man ; and having 
done so, why should he not be paid in return? 
If it was right that men shc>uld be paid their just 
debts, was it wrong to bring a matter of that kind 
before the Committee? 

HoNOL'RABLE MEiiiBERS : Yes. 
Mr. MACF ARLANE said he conld under

stand that from the hon. member for Blackall, Mr. 
Pattison, who had a gold-mine at his back, but the 
question presented a different aspect t:J a trades
man doing his best to get a living, and who wets 
incurring bad debts very frequently, which he 
(Mr. Macfarlane) could inform hon. members 
from experience were neither few nor small. 
To hear hon. members talk of a man who tried 
to get what was due to him as a mean ma.n, and 
of an hon. member who had introduced the 
matter to the notice of that Committee as a 
mean man-he thought it was mean of them to 
talk in that way. It was really not honest to 
talk in that fashion. He would also say that it 
was not in that department only tl1at men 
refused to pay their just debts, and defied 
the law. He knew a gentleman in Bris
bane who had written to the 'l'reasury 
Department-he did not know whether the 
Premier knew anything abont it-complain
ing that a man there defied hi'> creditor. He had 
got a judgment against him, and it turned out 
that he was in the same position as the man in 
the case already referred to-he had given a 
bill of sale over all his property, and his credi. 
tors had no redress. He (Mr. l\Iacfarlane) 
thought hon. members opposite were as earnest 
and as honest as those on the Government side, 
but in that particula.r case they seemed to think 
there was a meanne.s in a man demanding his 
own. He (Mr. Macfarlane) did nc,t think so. 

Mr. P ATTISON said whatever doubt there 
might be about his using the word " meannes8" 
there was no question at all that it was a misuse 
of power for a parliamentary representative to 
get up in that Chamber and abuse his position as 
the hon. member for Ipswich, 1\fr. Salkeld, had 
done that night by bringing such a paltry matter 

before that Committee. '\Vas it a crime for a man 
not to pay his debts when he was using his 
ntmost endeavours to do so? As the hon. mem
ber for Bowen had stated, that poor man had a 
wife and ten children to support on the 
magnificent salary of £180 a year. and if he 
could pay his way ont of that, he deserved 
to be applauded for the good management 
of his household affairs, without having to make 
provision for old debts. It did not appear to 
him (Mr. Pattison) that he could save even 
half-a-crown a week; and whatever might be 
said about the meanness of the actioll, he repeated 
that a great misuse of power had been made by 
the hon. member for Ipswich that evening in his 
parliamentary capacity. Possibly the gentleman 
in question was not the only Civil servant 
in the same position, and if parliamentary 
representatives were to be at the beck and 
call of any one of their constituents, why, 
he should have lots of similar cases from the 
electorate he represented and the surrounding 
country, to bring before that Assembly. He 
contended that it was a misuse of power for a 
representative to do anything of the kind. It 
was descending from the lofty pedeetal he should 
occupy, and lending himself as an agent in a me>m 
transaction. He repe11ted that it was mean to 
bring such a P"ltry little mean thing as that before 
that Committee as had been done bythehon. mem
ber for Ipswich. That was his (Mr. Pattison's) 
•econd session in that House; that was almost his 
last night there, but he trusted that he should 
never be guilty of such an act as that hon. mem
ber-that he should never become a collector 
of accounts in that Assembly. That was the 
position the hon. member for Ipswich occu
pied that night. He (Mr. Pattison) was a good 
collector for other people, but a very bad one 
for himself, and he should never occupy the 
position of a collector such as the hon. member 
for Ipswich did on that occasion. The matter 
was one that might have been represented to 
the Minister, and pressure might have been 
brought to bear upon him to endeavour to get it 
settled. That would be going to the full extent 
of the hon. member's power, and he was certainly 
not justified in intruding such a ]Jaltry matter 
upon the attention of that Chamber. 

1\Ir. L UMLEY HILL : I think we had better 
transform this Committee into a petty debts 
court. 

1\Ir. NORTON said if they discussed the other 
items of the estimate as long as they had dis
cussed that particular item they should be there 
until morning. It did beem a little inconsistent 
to discuss a small item for two hours and a-half, 
and then let an item of £129,000 go in a few 
minntes. The first portion of the proposed vote 
could scarcely be discussed, because it was more of a 
technical character than otherwise, but he would 
like to know from the :i\Iinister for Public 
Instruction how it was that the number of female 
pupil-teachers, who were paid a munificent salary 
of from £20 to £50, had decreased from 300 last 
year to 285 in the present year ? 

The MliUSTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said the numbers put down on the Esti
mates were the numbers actually in the service 
of the department at the time the Estimates 
were made up. 

Mr. NORTON: How have they decreased? 
The MINISTBR FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC

TION said he could not say exactly. Some of 
the young girls had left the department; why 
they had done so he could not say. Of course 
there had been some promotions. 

Mr. NORTON said he thought the matter 
was quite susceptible of a clear explanation. 
They had an increase in all the different classes 
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mentioned in the vote with the exception of female 
pupil-teachers, which, as he had stated, had 
decreased from 300 to 285. Of course some 
might have been promoted, but one would 
naturally suppose that that class of teachers 
would be kept up, and that instead of decreasing 
the l1Utnber \VOUld increase, as \VaS the Ca~e in aJl 
the other classes. He thought there should be 
some explanation of it ; ft could not be an 
accident. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said, if the hon. gentleman would look at 
the number of classified teachers he would see 
that there was a considerable increase, to the 
extent of forty-seven teachers. Having so many 
classified teachers, of course they did not require 
so many pupil-teachers. The number of pupil
teachers put down was the number employed in 
the department at the time the estimate was 
made up. Of course they might have increased 
ince. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said there was an increase 
of seventy-one teachers, at an average of about 
£100 a year, according to the increase in the total 
amount, and that appeared to be much higher 
than the general average. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said that part of the increase was in the 
item for contingencies. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said there was an increase 
of £77 in that item, which would make a diffe
rence of about .£1 on each of those seventy-one 
teachers ; but that did not in any way affect the 
statement he had n:ade. 

Mr. NOltTO~ asked whether the whole of the 
£22,500 voted last year for capitation allowance 
had been expended? 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRl'C
TION said that the sum of £21,925 was expended 
last year. 

Mr. NORTON asked whether the teachers 
and pupil-teachers, for whose instruction provi
sion was made, were taught principally at one 
school? 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRGC
TION said they were taught at schools all over 
the colony, wherever there was a pupil-te~chers' 
class. 

The Ho:-~. J. M. MACROSSAN asked who 
were paid for teaching the teachers? 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC I::fSTRUC
TION said the item was for teaching pupil
teachers only. It was an old form that had 
been followed; and the word "teacher"" should be 
struck out. 

Question put and passed. 
BUILDIXGS ANIJ SUPERVISION. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTilUC
TION moved that there be gmnted for the 
service of the year 1887-8 the sum of £27,G~5 for 
Buildings and Supervision. The vote was the 
same as last year ; but last year only £21),500 
was spent. 

Mr. NOR'l'ON said he thought the amount 
voted would be exceeded, during the preeent year, 
because the expenditure would not decrease. 

The PREMIER : They keep about the same. 
Jliir. NORTON said, if that was so it was 

because necessary works were not carried out. 
Mr. BLACK said he a'''umed there were some 

exceptional circumstances connected with the 
fencing at Woollongabba, for which the 
Government had paid the sum of £27 4 3s. ·Id. 
He noticed that all the other schools through
out the colony requiring fencing contributed, 
according to the usual system, one-fifth of the 

cost. Fencing had been done at Bundaberg, 
Cttirns, Gympie, Hendon, Ingham, Lytton, 
J\Ierritt's Creek, Newtown, Plainview, Rocklea, 
and '\Voollongabba; ami in all of those cases, 
with the exception of '\Vonllongabba, the dif
ferent districts had contributed one-fifth of the 
cost. In the case of '\Vool!ongabhll the local sub
scriptions appcm'ed to have been nil, and he 
would like to know whether there were any 
exceptional circumst>mces accounting for that. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said it was necessary that the fencing at 
'\Voollongttbba should be done, and the com
mittee were written to for their local subscri)J
tions. They stated that they would collect the 
money, and the case being urgent, the depart
ment went on with the work on the tacit 
understanding that the local subscription would 
be paid by the committee as won as possible. 
Since then the committee had been requested to 
pay, but up to the present time they had not 
done so. The department still hoped, 'however, 
to get the money. 

Mr. NOR TON said that if a fence was put up 
in a place like '\Voollongttbba, and the hon. mem
ber only lived in hope of getting the local sub
scription, he ought to refund the subscriptions 
that had been paid in other cases. 

The J\liXISTERJ<'OR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TIOC\ said that guarantees had been taken 
in plenty of other cases-in the country districts, 
too. 

Mr. NORTOX said it was not fair that a 
guarantee should be taken, except from respon
sible people, who could be made to pay. People 
in poor districts were made to pay to the utter
most farthing, but in a place like '\Voollongabba 
the work was done, and the committee were 
allowed to pay their subscription when they 
liked. 

Mr. NELSON said the present vote was 
.£27,0,)5. In the Auditor-General's Report, 
page xxvi., they would find that up to the 
30th .J uue last, the end of the financial year, 
there was spent £28, G70. Then, taking the state
ment which was laid upon the table of the House 
of the expenditure between the 1st July and the 
30th September, they would find that there was 
£4,875 spent in that direction, which would make 
a total of £33,545, and which was a considerable 
increase. 

Mr. ~IOREHEAD said there were several 
questions which had not been answered. There 
was the one raised and ""ked by the hon. mem
ber for Mackay in regard to the '\Voollungabba 
business, and there was the point raised by the 
hon. member for Northern Downs, in regard to 
the amount expended last year in buildings. 
which was considerably above the amount stated 
by the hon. gentleman in charge of the vote. 

The MINISTER I<' OR PUBLIC INSTJ:W C
TION said he had nothing more to say. He 
had explained exactly what occurred so far as 
the '\Voollongabba school was concerned-that 
there was a tacit understanding that the money 
was to be collected, and so the matter went on. 
When he firr;t took the office there were a large 
number of guarantees out in country phtces for 
erecting schools, some amounts not having been 
collected to that day. Since then he had never 
accepted a guarantee. But that of W oollon
gabba was a case of necessity. There were roads 
surrounding the school, and it was necessary that 
it should be fenced in, and the work was carried 
out on the understanding that the money should 
be collected. 

Mr. ::YIOREHEAD said he would like the hon, 
gentleman to tell them what was the meaning 
of the phrase "tacit understanding." 
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The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC H\STRUC
TION sttid he httd not a dictwnttry in his pocket. 
There was a letter written stating that they 
would do their best to collect the money. 

'l'he HoK. ;r. 1\I. 1\IACIWSSAN said he was 
under the impression that that system of expendi
ture had been done away with. That was the 
system when he first was a member of the 
House. People in the outside districts were 
compelled to contribute to the uttermost fm·th
ing for the erection of schools, while the people 
in and around Brisbane had them erected for 
nothinp·. 

The MINISTER J!'OR PUBLIC I~STRUC
TION : This is the only case. 

The HoK. J. M. MACROSSAN said there 
should be no such tacit understandings. The 
same system should be applied all over the 
country without exception. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said, as he had stated, that was the only 
case. He thought, from the letter he had 
received, the money would be collected by the 
time the fence was erected, and he was sorry he 
had misjudged the people. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
had said there had been many precedents; hut 
that was the only case in which he had done so. 

The MINISTER JWR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION: Yes. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
ought to put the Committee in lJOssession of 
those precedents, because that would go a long 
way to justify the action he had taken. 

Mr. KORTO~ said he knew there was no 
tacit understanding in the case of his constitu
ency. He had often had to apply to have a 
school erected or altered or something·, and from 
the present Government and from the last 
Government it w~s always "pay up your money," 
and they did pay up to the hst shilling. 
There was no tacit understanding of the nature 
mentioned by the hon. gentleman. The only 
tacit understanding there was, was one that 
made them pay before they received any retum. 
Under that old S) >Jtem, before the· present 
Government came into office, the people had to 
pay for additions to buildings as well as for 
new building·s. But under the new system 
small schools were put up at some particnbr 
localities, and if it was found that theY wonld 
not be large enough for the requirements of the 
district, the Government had to enlarge them 
at once. That was done the other day. There 
was a school put up in his district for, he 
thought, sixty children; but by the time it was 
finished it was fcnmd that it would be necessary 
to accommodate 200 children, and the Govern
ment increased the building so as to make it 
capable of contc,ining that number. That showed 
that the present system wa" not fair. 

The PRElVIIEH : It is perfectly fair. 
Mr. NORTO~ said it struck him that the 

parents of the 200 children contributed their 
share as well as the parents of the sixty; but he 
was not complaining of that particular ca,e 
because he knew what the system was. 

Mr. BULCOCK said that \Voollongabba was 
not the only placB where there had been a diffi
culty in getting the subscriptions. There w&re 
nineteen other places. There were Tambn, Char
ters Towers, lVlaryborough, Townsville, Y enlba, 
and other places. 

Mr. BLACK said those amounts were for 
additions, which was quite anothel' thing. 

(~uestion put and passed, 

PROVISIONAL SCHOOLS. 

The lVIIKISTER lt'OR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION moved that J;;liJ,ti50 be voted for Provi
sional Schook 'l'lutt was a little over the last 
year',.:; e-..:tilnate. 

t~uestion put and passed. 

GRAi\DIAH SCHOOLS. 

The MI:'fiSTER FOR PUBLIC IKSTitUC
TION moved that £3,033 be voted for Grammar 
Schools-scholarships, exhibitions to universities, 
etc. -

Mr. NORTON asked if the hon. gentleman 
was quite sure that that would be all that would 
be required for the vote? 

The PREMIER said the amount spent last 
year was £2,061. 

Mr. NORTON: Will £3,033 be all that will 
be required for this year? 

The PREMIER: Yes. 
:'\Ir. NORTON said there was an error in 

adding up the figures uf £150. \Vhich item would 
the hon. gentleman strike out? It was just as 
well to have the amount correct. 

The MINISTER :FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TIUK said the £130 Yotcd for 1884 ought not to 
appear in the column. 'l'hat had been expended. 

Mr. CH"Gl3B said he did not know how the 
difficulty could be remedied, bnt one of the con
ditions of competing for the university exhibi
tions was that the candidates should not be over 
nineteen years of age on the 31st December of 
the year of examination, and he would put 
two extreme cases. A was nineteen on the 1st 
Janu:.try next year, and he could compete in 
this year's examination. B was nineteen on the 
31st December, and was disC[ualified. Of course 
there must be some hardship, but it might be 
possible to fix two dates so as to get nearer the 
standard required. 

1\Ir. J\IOREHEAD said it was a matter for 
regret that, although the E"timates had been 
prepared by a department that was supposed to 
be the most highly educated, yet they now 
fonnd that departnient was incompetent to add 
up a .,imple column of fig·ures. 

The PREMIER : The 'rreasury does that. 
Mr. MOHEHEAD : Then the Premier did 

the addition? He thought it was the permanent 
official head of the department who was respon
sible for the correctncH of the Estimates, and 
possibly he was incapable of adding up a column 
of figures. The Premier had stttted that his bte 
colleague, the ex-TreC~surer, was incapable of acld
ingup a column offigures,an<l possibly the Under 
Secretary for Education might be so imbued with 
the higher system of education that addition and 
subtraction was quite outside of his ken. At 
any rate there was the fact that through the 
gross ignorance or neglect of the lJ nrler Secre
tarv for Education a most lamentable blun
der" hall crept into the Estimates. He was 
glrtd to find the education system had failed ; 
he always thought they were over- educa
ting the people, but now he found the. 
were under-educating their under secretaries. 
A mistake in simple addition had been discovered 
which would be discreditable to a schoolboy, and 
he thought the gentleman who occupied the 
position of Under Secretary for J:;;dncation 
ought to be severely censured. Straws showed 
the way the tide ran, am] small things like that 
showed how improperly the Education Depart
ment was supervised. 

The PREMIER said it was not understood to 
be the duty of the Under Secretary to add up the 
different items. 

Mr. MOltEHEAD; Perhaps he cannot do it. 
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The PREMIER: Possibly not ; and he would 
not undertake to do it himself, but there was an 
officer in the Treasury whose duty it was sup
posed to be. 

Mr. NOR TON said he thought the difficulty 
ought to be remedied in some way, and the 
easiest method was to move the reduction of the 
sum by £150. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said they must have it 
indicated on the Estimates what particular item 
was excised. There were four different items of 
£150, and it was possible they might strike 
out any one of them, or diminish some other item 
by £150. If the mistake had been made let it 
be corrected. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said the total sum of £3,033 did not in
clude the £150. If the sum had been added 
up properly it would have been more than that. 
It was the first item of £150 that should not be 
there, 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Move that it be omitted, 
then. 

The MINISTER ]'OR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said the total was the oame. 

Mr. NOR TON said he would simplify mfltters 
by moving that the sum of £450 be reduced by 
£150. 

The PREMIER: That is not right. 
Mr. NORTON said perhaps the Minister 

for Public Instruction would move what was 
right then ; if so, he would be happy to with
draw his amendment. 

The PREMIER said there was no necessity to 
move the omission of the item, because the vote 
was correct. The usual method adopted in cases 
of that kind was to move that the total amount 
be reduced by the amount that was not wanted. 
It did not make any difference if the addition 
was correct. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The addition is incorrect. 
Mr. P ATTISON: It is perfectly correct. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said he was glad to find 

the hon. member for Blackall found it correct. 
Possibly he was so enormously wealthy that the 
sum of £150 was a matter of indifference to him ; 
but they were dealing, not with the hon. mem
ber's funds, but with the funds of the State. 
That sum must be excised. If the figures had 
been correctly added up the Premier's argument 
would have been correct, but if the lesser sum in 
that case was voted it would be £2,883. One of 
those sums of £150 must be omitted, and the 
Minister for Public Instruction should indicate 
which, or otherwise they might find it would be 
taken from the vote for travelling expenses and 
contingencies. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said if it would please and soothe the hon. 
member he would move that the first item of £150 
be omitted. 

Question put and passed. 
Original question put and passed. 

BRISBANE SCHOOL OF ARTS. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION moved that the sum of £600 be granted 
for the Brisbane School of Arts in aid of 
technical education. It would be seen that the 
vote was the same as last year. 

Mr. NOR TON said he did not want to discuss 
that item, but he did wish to discuss the next 
item, and the hon. gentleman might adjourn 
after the passing of that vote. He wished to 
get certain information on the subject of the 
orphanages, and in connection with the :Museum. 
He had no desire to delay the Estimates, but 
thought they might adjourn after passing that 
vote. 

Mr. P AL1TJ~R said he would like to know i 
there was any probability of an extension of the 
vote to other parts of the colony. The benefits 
of technical education were generally admitted; 
all the colonies were encouraging the system, and 
from the report it seemed to have been attended 
with some benefit here. He could.not see, how
ever, why Brisbane alone should receive the 
benefit. 

The MINISTER FOR PUBLIC INSTRUC
TION said there was not at the present time any 
intention of putting on a sum of money for the 
purpose in other towns. He might add that 
there had been no application from other towns 
for the purpose. 

Mr. NOR TON said there would be plenty of 
applications if there was any chance of getting a 
vote. 

The PREMIER : It would be necessary to 
show thn,t they would be of some use if estab
lished. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said that petitions 
had been sent in from Charters Towers and 
other mining centres for some money to be de
voted to the teaching of mineralogy. He did not 
see why Brisbane should get the sole benefit 
of that vote. There were much greater facilities 
in Brisban@ for general and even technical educa
tion than in the North or the far \V est or in the 
principal mining centres-Charters Towers, the 
Bm·rum, Gympie, and 11aytown-and there 
were people in those places willing and anxious 
to learn if they could get an opportunity. 'They 
could get no assistance from the State in pur
suing their business, which was material to the 
prosperity of the colony. 

Mr. NELSON said the hon. member was 
wrong in that matter, as if he would look a little 
further on in the Estimates he would find about 
£2,500 to provide for a school of mines at 
Charters Towers, and there was about £2,000 
more voted for lecturers. Those items were 
included in the Mines Department Estimates, 
but might be more properly included in the 
Education Estimates. He thought perhaps too 
much was being made ofthe mining interest, and 
possibly if more money was devoted to the agri
cultural interest it would benefit the colony 
quite as much. 

Question put and passed. 
On the motion of the PRE1HER, the House 

resumed ; the CHAIR}!A:-1 reported progress, and 
obtained lettve to sit again to-morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-! move 

that the House do now adjourn. If there should 
be time for Government business to-morrow we 
propose to go on with Supply. 

Question put and pas,ecl, and the House 
adjourned at 11 o'clock. 




