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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

F1·iday, 16 August, lSSD. 

Question.-Ohurch of EnglaBd (Diocese of Brisbane) 
Property Bill.-CivU Service Bill-third reading.-
2\Iotion fur Adjournment-case of John Rackley
boring for 'vater at Croydon.-Eight Hours Bill
committee-re-committal.-Adjournment. 

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

QUESTION. 
Mr. P ALMER asked the Colonial Treasurer
In view of the prE:sent scarcity of surface water at 

Camoowea1, what assistance can be given to the local 
board to assist in discovering artesian water for that 
locality? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. W. 
Pattison) replied-

After inspect,ion and report, if a loan is a11plictl for by 
the local authority, the matter will receive considera
tion. 

CHURCH OF ENGLAND (DIOCESE OF 
BRISBANE) PROPERTY BILL. 

Mr. GROOM moved-
I. 'Jlhat the Church of England (Diocese of Brisbane) 

Property Bill be referred for the consideration and 
report of a select committee. 

2. That such committee have power to send for 
persons and papers, and leave to sit during any adjourn
ment of the House, and that it consist of the following 
members :-Mr. ~:Iurphy, Mr. Luya, ~ir. Tozer, :Mr. 
:Morgan, and the mover. 

Question put and passed. 

CIVIL SERVICE BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

On the motion of the PREMIER (Hon. B. D. 
Morehead), this Bill was read a third time, passed, 
and ordered to be transmitted to the Legislative 
Council for their concurrence, by message in the 
usual form. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
CASE OF JOHN RACKLEY.--BOIUNG l!'OR VVATER 

AT CnoYDON. 
Mr. MACFARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,

I wish to bring a matter before the House, and to 
put myself in order I will conclude with a 
motion. The matter I wish to bring forward is 
the case of John Rackley, a prisoner at St. 
Helena, who was sentenced by the Supreme 
Court Judge, Sir Charles Lilley, in the month of 
July, 1885, to twenty yean'! penal servitude for 
arson. Now, Sir, admitting that the prisoner was 
guilty of the crime laid to his charge, is twenty years 
a fair sentence for the crime committed? At the 
time this sentence was passed it was generally sup
posed by the pec,ple of Ipswich and of other places 
that it was of an outrageous nature. I do not 
blame the judge, or think that he would give an 
unrighteous judgment, but under the circum
stances these people thought that twenty years 
was too severe a sentence. If the man attempted 
to burn down a public building or a house or 
factory where a number of people were em
ployed, I do not think any sentence would be 
severe enough for such a wretch as that, but we 
must come to the particulars of the case and ask 
ourselves why the judge gave such a severe 
sentence. I shall try to answer that, and I 
think the House will agree with me that the 
sentence was one of a very severe nature. 
Now, in the first place, this house was 
isolated. It was almost in the bush, having a 
little cottage near it on the west side and the 
other three sides being open. Then, again, it was 
almost empty of furniture. The man had left 
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the district to come to Brisbane to commence 
work. He was removing the furniture, and part 
had been removed when the fire took place. 
Someone has said that his object in burning the 
premises was to get the iMurance, but I can in
form the House that he could have had no such 
object as the house was mortgaged to the build
ing society, and if it had been burned the build
ing society and not Rackley would have been 
entitled to the money. The man therefore hRd 
no object in burning the house further than 
that the furniture was insured for a small 
amount. I have taken some considerable interest 
in thi,, case, from the time the sentence was 
passed almost up' to the present time. I have 
brought the matter before members of the pre
sent and other Governments, bnt I ha>e got no 
redress, and that is why I bring it before the 
House this afternoon. :i:t has gone abroad that 
this person attempted to destroy his wife when 
the fire took place, but to shmv that this could 
not have taken place I will quote from the 
Queensland Times, published at that time. This 
is evidence given when the fire tuok place-

" Henry Bennctt, a labourer, re-:iding at ~ew York, 
deposed that in October last the accused 'vas living 
in a house next to bim; remembered a fire breaking 
out in his house about the first of that month, betwren 
9 and 10 o'clock at night ; witness \Va~ in bed at the 
time, and his wife called out that ltackley's house was 
on fire; got np, went outside a.nd heard the accusccl 
calling out, " Fire, fire!" 1vent to the hons,\ and saw 
the accused standing in the pa~wage; asked him where 
the fire was, and he said in the back skillion." 

I want to draw attention to the fact that Racklev 
was the very first man to call attention to this 
bogus fire that took place in the month of ::VIarch. 
Now, when the trial took place on the llth 
March, we find that-

H Bella Anderson, a single girl, deposed that she was 
in the employ of the aceused as domestic servant on 
the 1st October, and ha 1 been for four or fiyc months 
previous; went to her mother's house on the night of 
the lst October. about 8 o'clock. leaving the accused at 
home ; there \Vas no fire in the honse, and no lights 
excepting a kerosene lamp in the frout room, whieh 
accused was using ; returned in about an hour, and 
saw that there had been a fire at the hon~e ; the 
accused told her to tie up and carry into ~\lL. Roberts's 
the clothes that had been \YaslH"(l that day, and she did 
so. 0 0 • 2\frs. Rackley had them all a\Yay with her 
except those \Vhich were ill the wash." 

I read that to show thl1t Mrs. Racklev was not 
in the house l1t the time, but was a\vay from 
home ; and I read it to correct the report thl1t 
an attempt "as made by the man to burn hie·' 
wife. I will read from t'hc; evidence of \Villiam 
Edward Roberts, a coach builder, who stated-

" That on the morning of the 6th of February be was 
awakened shortly before 2 o'clock, and saw the 
prisoner's house on fire; the main building was then in 
flames; next noticed the fire coming thron.gb the roof; 
after the roof had fallen in noticed a bluish flame 
similar to that proclnc0<l by kerosene; the house had 
been empty since the previons 1\Ionduy; also saw a 
blnish flame near the kitchen chimney.'' 

It is stated here :-

"The prisoner then made a long statement He got 
in through the window for the simple reason th:1t he 
could not enter elsewhere, his wife having gone on a 
visit to a friend's place while he was working in 
Brisbane. She took the key with her, so llc was comvellect 
to get in the best way he could. lie could not see how 
he ,,hould benefit by the fire) as the polici£'1, were in 
possession of the Ipswl~h Building Society. and if the 
society had built him a new house, what would he have 
gained? He himselfhad admitted that he had been in the 
honsc on the morning of the second fire. It was a, 
Yolnntary admission. No one had seen him t.hert>, ·why 
should he admit such a thlng if he were guilty of the 
offence:; An atteru}lt had also been made to connect him 
criminally with the first fire; but the \vitneE'st·:; had 
S\VOrn that he 'vas the first to give the alarm, and he 
\Vonld searcely ha\,.e done so had he desired that the 
house should be burnt U.own." 

1889-4 B 

The reason, and I believe the sole reason, why 
John Rackley got such a severe sentence was 
because there had been a considerable number of 
fires both in Brisbane and Ipswich just previous 
to this particular time, and I believe the judge 
had said that if he got a clear case of the kind 
l1gainst anyone he would give him a very severe 
sentence. So that I am inclined to think the 
judge ml1de Rackley suffer, not so much for his 
own acts as for the acts of others against whom 
a clear case of arson could not be made out. \V e 
know that Rackley had no intere"t in the insur
ance on the house, and there must have been 
some reason other than that for his act, and if 
we look for any other we shnll only find that there 
was a very small amount of furniture in the 
house. The house we~s insured for £245, and the 
building 80Ciety to whom it was mortgaged 
valued it at £1SO, l1S they do not l1dvance more 
than two-thirds of the real value of a building. It 
seems, therefore, clear thl1t Hackley had no 
interest in setting the place on fire. I will not 
go fmther into that ; but I say that if it is 
granted thtct he did set it on fire, then he 
received an unrighteons judgment, from the 
feeling of the judge at that time to make an 
exan1ple of anyone against whom a clear case 
wns made out. I believe that the judges do the 
very best thov can to do justice to everyone, 
but in this particular case I think an injustice 
was done, and that twenty years was an out
rag-eous sentence for the crime committed. Any
one who has a house in the bush Cl1ll bmn it clown if 
he chooses, so long as no one is injured; and no 
damage is done to anyone in the neighbourhood, 
and it is not done to try to get the insurance 
money. I have shown that Hackley could not 
get the insurance money, thl1t no one was 
injured, and no damage done to anyone by his 
act ; and I therefore think his Cl1Se is one that 
should be taken into consideration by the Go" 
vernment, with a view uf mitigating the sentence 
passed upon him. He has already served four 
ye,1,rs, and has a wife and children. His wife 
has not been a burden to the State, but has 
worked with her own htmds, and done all she 
could to support her children. The man Rackley 
I know, from reports I have had about him, is 
thoroughly repentant-if that goes for anything 
in this House-and, besides that, I have pro
vided the Premier with testimonials as to his 
character from about twenty persons in the town 
in whi eh he was born in England. The young man 
was respectably connected, and this was his first 
offence. I want to refer now to the reply g-iven 
to my colleague yesterday in reference to other 
persons punished for arson. I find from that that 
there are eight cases given, and in the first case 
the sentence was seven years ; in the second, 
seven ye,rs; in the third and fourth, three years; 
in the fifth-that was Hackley's case-twenty 
years, or nearly equal to the accumulated sen
tences of the previous four; in the sixth, 
two years; and in the seventh and eighth, 
three years. T take it upon me to say that 
of all those persons punished for arson Rackley 
w:ts the least guilty, though I do not know 
the particular cases. I say so because of 
the isolation of the building burned, and because 
no one suffered or coul<l have suffered by its being 
burned. The severity of the sentence is due simply 
to the fact that Rackley aggravated the jnd&e· 
He was very impertinent to the judge, and he 
snffered for his impertinence, as the judge gave 
him "' severe sentence to uphold the dignity of 
the Bench, and not so much to do justic<) to the 
prif'Oner. I hop~ the mnt.ter will again be taken 
into consideration by the Ministry, and that 
Rackley may be let out. as a probntioner. Others 
have been let out as probtctioners after a few 
years' detention, and I do not see why this man 
should not be treated in the sl1me way. It will 
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be better for the State, as well as for the man 
himself, anrl if he has to serve twenty years he 
will be no good to himself or to the State. He 
is a young man yet, and if he is let out I have no 
doubt he may become a useful member of society; 
the State will have got rid of him, and he will be 
able to work for himself. I beg to move the 
adjournment of the House. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I dis
tinctly decline to discuss this question at the 
pr~sent stage upon a motion for the adjourn
ment of the House. The House is not seized 
of the facts of the case and circumstances 
surrounding it, and I do not see how we 
can give an expression of opinion upon it on the 
statement made by the hon. member for Ipswich. 
It appears to me that the late Government, hav
ing declined to let Rackley out, and the refusal 
of the present Government up to the pre<ent 
time to let him out, are proofs that there must 
be some good and sufficient reason~ for keeping 
him in. I belirve myself that even the 
members of the Ministry are not all cognisant 
of the circumstances of this case, and the House 
is certainly not in a position to give a proper 
decision or judgment upon it. It seems to me it 
is hardly fair for the hon. member to bring this 
forward as a motion of surprise, and expect it to 
be debated in the dark, unless, of course, he 
thinks it desirable to waste the time of the 
House. 

Mr. BARLO\V said: Mr. Speaker,-I feel so 
deeply in this matter that I am sure the House 
will excuse my offering a few remarks upon the 
subject. It is not my intention on the present 
occasion to make any attack upon the judges. I 
think nothing could be worse, from a constitu
tional point of view, than to constitute this 
House a court of appeal, as to the facts of any 
case and as to whether any man is found guilty 
justly or unjustly. If a man is found ~nilty 
by a jury of his countrymen after the proper 
formalities presented by law he must be held to 
be guilty, but the Constitution places in the 
hands of the Ministry of the day, who are 
really the Crown, the power of mitigating any 
sentence that may h .. ve been imposed by those 
persons-the judges-who represent the public. 
I believe I shall be able to show to the House 
that there was a great hardship involved in this 
case. I am very well aware that, as stated by 
the hon. gentleman at the head of the (;overri
ment, the preceding Ministry took no action in 
the case of this man, although they were re
quested to do so. But I would point out that at 
the time representations were made to the late 
Government Rackley had served only a very 
short period of the sentence imposed on him, 
and, therefore, the case was hardly ripe for clis
Cllssion. I myself took a strong interest in the 
matter, and endeavoured to induce the parlia
mentary representatives of the town, of whom 
I was not one then, to m~ke a represen
tation to the Government that this man's 
sentence should be commuted to a certain 
fixed term, so that the awful period of twent) 
years might not be before him, and that 
he might have some shorter day fixed when 
he could hope to be allowed again to become 
a member of society. I do not defend all the 
Liberal party did. I do not say that they did 
right in refusing this request; I think they 
did wrong ; but that is no reason why the present 
Government should do wrong also. The Premier 
and myself differ in political mtttters as far at it 
is possible for two persons to differ ; but I believe 
that wehavesome things incomm,m-that WA both 
have a sense of justice and a detestation of any
thing mean and contemptible. I think the 
unfortunate man whose case I am now discus
sing was the victim of circnm,tances, which 

brought down upon him an avalanche of punish
ment that was totally disproportionecl to the 
offence of which he was found g-nilty. I would 
point out, in the first place, that the' man was 
undefended at his trial, and that he was tried 
for one of the most serious felonies known to 
the law, short' of a capital felony. If he had 
been tried for a capital febny counsel would 
have been assigned to him for his defence. 

}Ir, TOZER: No. 

Mr. DARLO\V: The hon. memher for \Vide 
Day says "K o ;" but I believe that either by 
grace of the court, or by some other process, 
an undefended prisoner tried for his life is usually 
assigned counsel to as,ist him. Bnt this man 
was tried for an offence which was only second 
to a capital felony, and he had no assistance 
whatever-no one to advise him-no one to 
plead for him. I do not hnitate to say that 
if he heLd been defended by able counsel there 
is every probability thalc he would have been 
acquitted. I mn not going into the ques
tion of the supposed animus of the judge 
against him; that is altogether hearccty. But 
there can be no doubt that during his trial 
the prisoner behaved in a most unseemly manner. 
J<'inding himself in the meshes of the law, instead 
of submitting to the law as any reasonable man 
w8uld have done, he undoubtedly aswmed an 
impertinent attitude, which was wholly out of 
place in a court of justice. I am sure, however, 
that with myself and with the majority of the 
members of this Home, that would go for 
nothing. I do not believe that any member of 
this House, if placed in the position of the 
judge, would be influenced by that behavhmr or 
increase the sentence one clay in consequence of 
his impertinence. I should be extremely wrry if 
the judge who occupied so high a position w~mld 
do so. I may say that the man was no fnend 
of mine ; the only occasion on which I ever 
spoke to him was once when I went on business 
into the establishment were he was engaged as 
an assistant, and I must say that his behaviour to 
me was anything but courteous. Dnt that does 
not weigh with me. I merely mention the cir
cumstance to 'how hon. members that he was 
not a friend of mine. That was the only 
ocnsion on which I ever spoke to him, and I 
very rarely saw him. There C,1n be no doubt 
that he twice tried to burn down the house in 
which he lived at Kew York, near Ipswich. 
\Vith regard to the offence of setting fire to a 
building which is in contiguity to other 
buildings, I would remind hon. members that 
this house, as my hon. colleague has said, wa_s 
detached, and at a very considerable distance 
from any other house in the locality. What 
benefit would the man have derived from setting 
fire to the house? The policy of insurance was 
in the hands of the building society, and, as 
every hon. member knows, if >tn insurance 
society has any doubt about tlHl bona fides of a 
person whose house has been destroyed by fire, 
they have the power to reinstate the building, 
and are not obliged to pay cash. In this case, a 
reinstatement of the building would probably 
have been made in such a way that the prisoner 
would not have fingered 1s. of the cash which 
would have been payable on account of the insur
ance. The building was insured for £21?l, and the 
amount at which it was valued by the building 
society was £180. It was not likely then that any 
fire insurance company would pay £245 for the loss 
of a building which they knew was worth only 
£180. Kothing of the sort ; they would reinstate 
the property, and that could have been done for 
£180, and have been done well. Therefore, the 
only intereclt th3t Rackley could have in this fire 
was the very slender interest derived from the 
insurance on his furniture. I quite admit that 
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the man was both a rogue and a fool-a rogue for 
what he did, and a fool for the way in which he 
went about it. The whole proceedings were 
more those of a maniac than of a man in the 
full possession of his senses. I hold thr,t 
the principle of making examples of persons 
who commit offences is not justice. The 
principle of bringing down upon the head.of a 
prisoner the whole concentrated force of the evil 
deeds of others is not justice. My idea of 
justice is that every crime should, as far as 
possible, be punished in proportion to its 
particular turpitude ; that a particular sentence 
should be assigned to each crime; and if that 
principle had been ado]Jted in this case, possibly 
the sentence would have been different. But to 
come down on one offender with the whole force 
of the law is nothing more nor less than an 
admission that, under ordinary circumstances, 
the law is badly administered, or not suffi
cient for the purpose for which it was made. 
I would invite the attention of hon. members to 
t~e fact that, in Lhe United Kingdom, the ques
twn of sentences has been very freqnently before 
the British public. We know that ju.dges do 
give the most erratic and extmordinary >.entences. 
There is no fixed punishment for :wy crime. 
That is so well known that some prisoners, and 
some lawyers who have to defcmd prisoners, try 
to so arrange the trhl that the prisoner shall 
come before some particular judge, who is known to 
come down Iightlyu]Jon men convicted of offences. 
If it were decent or proper to do so, I could give 
instance,, The question has been raised in Eng
land whether some other method of apportioning 
sentences should not be adopted. Some distin
guished lawyers ha Ye proposed that the jury, in 
addition to finding the man guilty, should aloo 
apportion the sentence. It has also been sug
gested that sentenceg should be fixed by a com
mittee of judges, and it has further been pro
posed that the principle of French jurisprudence 
should be adopted, by which every offence 
against th~ law has its own particular degree, 
there being murder of the first degree, of the 
second degree, and so on for other crin1eK. 
I think I have said sufficient to show that this 
system of coming down upon a man with the 
full force of the law for something other people 
have done is certainly not justice. I question 
whether the judges or hon. members of this 
House have any irlea nf what a sentence of 
twenty years' imprisonment means. It is all 
very well for us to talk about a man having 
received a sentence of twenty years ; but does 
anyone really realise what it means? The 
average duration of a human life being sixty 
years, and, excepting childhoocl, which reduces 
the amount to forty-five years, a Hntence of 
twenty years means, in fact, nearly half of the 
average human life. Such was the sentence passed 
upon this unfortunate man, whose caoe I feel 
bound to bring: before this House. I find by the 
records of tins House, which are open to all, 
that the first four sentences which were pas,;ed 
total up twenty years. The firc.t sentence was 
seven yearR, the Recond was seven years, and the 
third and fourth were three years each, the four 
making twenty years; while this unfortunate 
man who stands fifth on the list, received the 
whole burden of the sentences which were con
sidered appropriate to the punishment of four 
crime,, Now, it would seem, if jndges had 
imposetl this fearful sentence in consequence 
of their desire to stop crimP, and they found 
that crime was not stopped, that the next 
sentence would he thirty ye.>rs, and if that 
did not stop crime, the one after it would be 
forty years. That is the only logical deduction 
that can be drawn from that very heavy sentence. 
·what do we find? The sixth on the list was 
sentenced to two years' imprisonment in Bris-

bane Gaol, and the sentence was suspended under 
the Offenders' Probation Act ; the seventh 
received three years' penal servitude, and the 
judge intimated that he would recommend that 
the Offenders' Probation Act be extended in that 
case. The.se are f•wts that appeal to the common 
s.mse and the humanity of the House. I feel sure 
the Premier is not the man who, bec,,usehe has said 
a thing, and has, perhaps, said it without a full 
consideration of the facts, will not go Lack and do 
substanth>l justice to this unfortunate man. I rlo 
not know what more can be said. The man can
not recei re the benefit of the Offenders' Probation 
Act, because the sentence exceeds three years, 
and therefore nothing can be done but to extend 
the mercy of the Crown towards him. It was 
stated the other clay-and I am not permitted to 
refer to a previous debate, but it is well known 
to hon. members-that this man had tried 
to burn his wife. Kothing more unfounded 
or cruel could be conceived. At the time 
of the first fire the wife was away, and as 
the evidenc0 will show, she had taken a con
siderable portion of the movable effects, such as 
bed linen and baby linen, away with her. There 
was evidence to 'show she had gone away to 
fl-iends in Brisbane, and no one was in the house 
but llackley himself. On the second occasion 
the house was entirely untenanted. and had been 
so since the previous l\londay. The prisoner 
was asked why he got in by the window, and the 
answer he gave was that the place was empty. 
His honour the judge, if he i' correctly re
ported, gave what, to my mind, appears a very 
singular decision. In the report of the trial that 
took place at Ipswich the prisoner stated he 
had g-ot into the house through the back window, 
for the simple reason that his wife having gone 
on a visit. to a friend's place while he was 
working in Brisbane, she took the key with 
her, so he was oblig-ed to get in the best w;ty he 
could. In regard to the first fire, as has been very 
"bly pointed out by my hon. cnlleague, Rackley 
was the first man to give the alarm, and his 
honour the judge in summing up told the jury, 
if he is correctly reported, that even suppo.~ing 
the building society had built him another house 
he would probably ha,·e received the balance of 
the in.,urance money. An insurance com]Jany 
must be extraordinarily sofb if it reinstated the 
property nnd handed over the balance of the 
face value of the policy to the man who 
was insured, and whom there was reason to 
believe had bnrnt the house down. I do not 
know of such an insurance company in Brisbane, 
and I do not think such insurance companies exist. 
If his honour was correctly reported, he must have 
given a curious direction to the jury. At the 
time that this unfortunate man was imprisoned 
I felt very keenly indeed on the subject, and 
I not only spoke to the member;; who were then 
supporting the Government, bat I \'ommunicated 
with a very influential and able member of the 
Opposition on the snbjec:t, and did all I possibly 
could to obtain a remission of whnt I considered to 
be a very uncallerl-for and very cruel sentence. 
Now, if I have spoken warmly upon the matter, I 
hope the House will excuse me; I spoke warmly be
cause I feel warmly, and I cannot stand by, even 
as a private member of society, and see what I 
believe to be a great injustice committed, and I 
cannot see such a thing perpetrated while I have 
the power of spe::t!dng in this House. I hope 
the Premier will reconsider the subjeBt, take 
it into his earnest consideration, and see if he 
cannot do wmething for the unfortunate man 
whose cause I have so feebly endeavoured to 
plead. 

The MIXIST.ER J<'OR LANDS (Hon. M. 
H. Black) said: Mr. Speaker,-I think it is 
rather unfair of the hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. :;'>,Iacfarlane, to spring _this matter upon us 
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so suddenly. I cannot possibly accuse the hon. 
member for Ipswich of having any sympathy 
with crime, and a crime certainly of a somewhat 
serious nature, all disclosed by the hon. gentle
man who has last spoken. The man who has 
been sentenced appears to have been guilty, 
according to him, of this offence ur,on two 
different occa,ions. 

Mr. BARLO\V: One occasion. 
The MINISTER :B'OR LANDS : On two 

separate occasions. On two occasions he at
tempted to burn down his house, and now this 
House is asked to express some sort of opinion 
upon the case, upon information which we have 
only obtained by hearsay. The hon. gentleman 
has intimated to this House what I think was a 
very likely re:cson why the sentence was so 
severe-namely, that he had tried to burn his 
wife. 

Mr. BARLO\V: She was away. 
The MINISTER :B'Oll LANDS : The pri· 

saner believed she vas there. The hon. mem
ber has brought a case before the House, of the 
facts of which we are not thoroughly seized. If he 
will move for a select committee to inquire into 
the whole thiug, the House will be able to 
obtain some sort of sound information on the 
subject. \Vhat do we nally know about it? I 
am sure it is not for this House to impugn the 
action of the judge upon that occasion, and in 
his discretion he thought fit to inflict a very 
severe penalty. It is undoubtedly a very severe 
penalty, and this House can only assume that the 
jndge must have had some sufficient reason for 
inflicting it. I think it is extremely injudicious 
of the hon. member to move the ndjournment of 
the House, as that notion ma.y prejudice the 
mmds of hon. members on n subject on 
which, if they had fuller and more nmple 
information, they might be inclined to con
sider from n different point of view. Hon. 
members all know perfectly well what the 
object of this adjournment is. The hon. member 
wishes to kill a little time until the leader of the 
Opposition ca.n get here to go on with hi.s Eight 
Hours Bill. It is jtht as well for the House to 
understand that; and knowing that, it would be far 
better for us to adjourn for an hour than to waste 
the time of the House by this unnecessnry and, 
I must s>ty, most frivolous discussion. I have no 
sympathy with crime, nor do I suppose the hon. 
members for Ipswich have; but it is extraordinary 
that they take the present occasion to show their 
sympathy with an Ipswich criminal, which I do 
not believe they would extend to a criminal from 
any other part of the colony. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-I must 
admit, to some extent, that I agree with the 
remarks of the Chief Secretary and the Minister 
for Lands. It is a very difficult matter for the 
Hou;e to diccuss any questions without being 
first thoroughly seized of the facts. Possibly the 
only way in which the facts of this case could bp 
brought before the House would be by means 
of a select committee. But the Chief Secretary 
and the Minister for Lands should remember 
that the first attempt m:tde to prejudice this 
question in the eyes of hon. members came 
from their side of the House. There was 
not the slightest necessity when the hon. 
member for Ipswich, JYlr. Barlow, mentioned 
this matter on a former occasion, for anv 
hon. member on that side to interpolate a remark 
about this man having made an attmnpt to 
burn the house with his wife in it, and that in 
itself is a sufficient justification for the hon. 
member for Ipswich to take the first opportunity 
to set the hon. members right to a certain extent. 
I believe the remark was made by the hon. 
member for Rockhampton North, but I speak 

subject to correction. An accusation of that kind 
having been made, even though R~ckley ":'a.s at 
the time a prisoner at St.. Helena, 1s a suff,ic1ent 
justification for the hon. member for IpswiCh to 
take the first opportunity to come to the House 
and show that the eddence pointed to no 
such conclusion. I am in the same position 
as other hon. members with regard to my 
ignorance of the facts. I do no~ remember 
the trial nor have I read the ev1dence; but 
I say that when a statement of ~hat kind 
is recklesslv made from the other side of the 
House, an 'hon. member on this side is justified 
in showing that the evidence points to no such 
conclusion. As to whether the facts of the case 
warranted the sentence, of course I do not know ; 
but this conclusion can be drawn from the facts 
given by the Chief Secretary in answer to the 
hon. member, Mr. Bm·low. Two or three times 
in the House I have taken occasion to point out 
that those very heavv penalties which are pro
vided for by Acts of ·Parliament, and the heavy 
sentences that are given hy judges, defeat the1r 
own object. I mentioned that in ronnection with 
the Rabbit Bill, and I say that these ve;ry _heavy 
sentences a,ct as a strong inducement to JUl'Jes not 
to find verdicts of guilty. They will not find 
verdicts of guilty if they are to be followed up 
by such extremely heavy sentences. These 
answers given by the Chief ~ecretary. wo~Ild be 
much more useful if we had mformatwn m our 
possession as to the respec.tive dates of these 
eight sentences, and some ev1dence al8o as to the 
facts of all the case' so that we could know 
whether the offenders' were all equally guilty. 
No. 5, hDn. members will notice, was sentence.d 
to twenty years' penal servitude, and that IS 

followed by the lighteflt Rentence that has been 
given-two years' hard labour. If the sentence 
of twenty years' penal servitude was given as a 
warniniT to others and to deter them from com
mitting that crime, I should imagine, unless 
there 'was a great lapse of time between 
the two cases, that the man who, after that 
warning, con1mitt~d a silni1ar crime,. would 
expect to be purnshed very Reverely mdeed. 
And yet we find that the sentence is the lightest 
that has been given; and since' then no sentence 
of anything like twenty years has been pr?
nonnced against anyone found guilty of this 
offence. If those who know the facts and have 
read the evidence in this particular case consider 
that it is too harsh a sentence, I hope they wif] 
move for a select committee, so that on their 
report being brought up it may be discussed with 
a full knowled?e of the details. 

BORING FOR \VATER AT CROYDON. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
am not acquainted with the merits of this c:1se, 
and, therefore, I shall keep silent upon it; but I 
will take advantage of the n,otion for adjourn
ment to bring before the Home the present 
position of the Government wit~ regard ~o r;ut
ting clown water bores in the cl1fferent d1stncts 
of the colony. The subject is one the discus.sion 
of which will ha1•e, at any rate, more frmtful 
results than the last one, for it is one of the very 
gTeatest importance to the Northern portion of 
the colony. As to the case brought forward by 
the hon. member for Ipswich, we know perfectly 
well that, as stated b} the hon. member for 
Enoggera, those extremely heavy ~entences 
simply divert sympathy from the court to t~e 
prisoner. \Ve have a lively instance of that m 
a very celebrated trial that h~s just occu.rred 
at home-that of Mrs. :JYiaybnck, for pmson
ing her husband. So strongly is public opinion 
ad verse to the verdict in that case that 
no fewer them a quarter of a million people have 
signed petitions for the reprieve of the prisoner, 
and it is said that she has had no less than seven 
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offers of marriage ; and she has got a certificate 
from a celebrated analyst-who may possibly be 
one of the seven-that the unfortunate husband 
died from gastritis, and not from arsenical 
poisoning. Returning now to the water ques
tion, I want tu know upon what basis the 
Government propose to expend the money they 
are devoting to the very useful purpose of 
developing the subterranean aqueoua reservoirs 
of the colony? I should like to know, for 
instance, why Croydon should not have a bore. 
Let us see what is being done elsewhere? I read 
in an evening paper of August lG-a paper to 
which I am disposed to attach gre;ot weight, 
because it has been a very warm supporter of the 
present Government-the following:-

"Our Laidley corre.,pondcnt writes under date 13th 
instant :-The bore keeps prgging away, and there is no 
sign of 'vatm· yet. I believe they will soon be down 
1000 feet. Opinions are freely cxprc~:-;ed here that it is a 
great waste of money to put dmvn a bore for water 
within a mile of one of the finest lagoons in the colony." 

I do not know anything more about Laidley than 
that it is one of the few really charming agricul
tural districts of the colony, and I am certain it 
is well supplied with water-far better than 
Croydon. Then, again, I find there is a bore in 
the North Rockhampton district, near to which 
there is a running creek. I find that there is a 
bore to be put down at Pialba. I am not going 
to depreciate Pialba ; I believe the people there 
are anxious for a railway, for a bore, for a 
.sanatoriun1, and for an aqnarinm, and, pro~ 
bably, competition with Southport. But I ask, 
in all sincerity, how is it that these places get 
these bores? No indication has been given to 
this House that they are going to give any 
guarantee to the Government; and yet when 
my colleague and I applied for a bore for 
Croydon, we could get nothing but answers that 
simply signified "hope deferred." I am sorry 
the Hon. the Colcmial Tre,osurer is not present, 
but his absence does not make any difference to 
me, because I arn not going to 8ay one word tn 
annoy or hurt his feelings. I have been treated 
by him in the most courteous manner posilible 
for the head of a department to treat a sup
pliant ; but them is an hon. gentleman sitting 
opposite to me who is interested in Croyd0n, and 
who knows that I do not attempt to exaggerate 
when I state that the cause of the present 
depr~ssion in Croydon-the sole cause of that 
depression, and the sole cause of the difficulties 
that have arisen b tween the employers of 
labour there and the miners-is the fact that the 
development of the resources of the field are 
retardecl by want of water. And yet there is 
no portion of the N urthern district~ where 
w;tter could be got at snch little expense 
and with such certainty. The level of the 
chief mineral district of Croydon is only about 
eighty fr,et above the sea level, a,nd the strata, 
I beg leave to state-and I submit that I do 
know something cchm1t the geological configura
tion of the district- the strata are extremely 
favourable for water. I confe"S to the Treasurer 
that it is impossible to use the mildest worrl of 
censure to him after reading the report which 
had been supplied to him by the permanent 
head of that department. It is a very able 
report, one of the most intelligent instances 
of what I may term circumlocution-of leav
ing a 1finister totally unfettered in his 
decision-that I ever read in my life, and I 
inttmd to have it placed on re,;ord in the 
journals of this House. In the first, place, I 
may explain that during the short period I had 
the honom of occupying the position of Minister 
for JY1ines and iN orb, knowing the requirements 
of the district, I instructed the hydraulic engi
neer to send a boring plant to Croydon.. He 
had not one here of the ,character I belteved 

would be adapted to the nature of the country, 
and was compelled to do the be'lt he could. 
However, a boring plant was sent up, but 
with it was sent a most imperfect assortment 
of implements- diamonds, borts, and so on; 
the man in charge of the machinery was utterly 
ignorant of his duties; and the consequence was 
the whole thing wccs a failure, a perfect waste of 
money. I then instructed the hydraulic engineer 
to call for tenders fpr putting a bore down in the 
Crovdon district. At that time, as the Hon. the 
Miri'ister for Lands and his colleagues know, 
there were two firms in Queensland in possession 
of boring plant, and they declined to take a cor; tract 
unless at least 4,000 feet was guaranteed at £4 per 
foot. That waR such an absurdly disproportionat<> 
ratio in cmnnarison '"ith bores put down in 
other parts of the colony that I did not feel 
myself justified in recommending the expenrlit~re 
of so much public money. I p1~oferred waitmg 
until the success of the bores m the pastoral 
districts had been sufficiently established to 
increa;.e the nun1ber of gnntlemen purchasing 
plants for boring purpose:-:;, so that we might get 
the work done at a more reasonable rate. JYiuch 
as I was attached to the Croydon district, I did 
not allow tbat attachment to induce me to 
expend public money rashly. But I was the':, as 
I am now, perfectly convinced that the goldfields 
of this colony, as one of our greatest factors in 
the production of wealth, are as much entitled 
to bores as any other districts. Of course we all 
know and admit that the great pastoral stock 
routes mud be provided with water in some way 
or another, either by the erection of dams
which ai'e a very ·expensive, and a very 
unsatisfactory means of conserving water in a 
country like this, where evaporation is so great 
and where they have to be almost re-excavated 
after a se tson or two -or by boring for artesian 
water. I think the Government struck the key· 
note in going in for the use of boring plant, and 
while I do not ask for the extension of greater 
favour to the Croydon district-although it has 
specinl claims, o'ving to its natural aridity and 
the importanre of its chief industry-than to 
any other district, still I do ask the Government 
to remember that by the expenditure of a couple 
of thousand pounds, which will be guaranteed 
by the local board, they will make a difference 
in the position of that goldfield which must be as 
gmtifying to them rc'l it will he to the residents 
of it. This report, which the gentleman in 
charge of the department has placed in the 
hands of the Minister, is such that if such a 
report were given to me I should, perhaps. adopt 
a ,similar course to that taken by the hon. 
gentleman. It is headed-

" :J.Icmot·andum fo1· the Hon. the Colonial Treasurer 
on the application of the Chairman of the Croydon 
Divisional Board f:Jr a bore." 

There have been repeated applic>ttions with regard 
to this bore. I had the honour of introducing 
the chairman of the board to the Minister in 
charge of the department, and, as I have already 
said, I was received with the greatest courtesy, 
and I thonght the matter was all settled until 
this unhappy correspondence was sent to me a 
few days ago. 

I( t;"ndoubtedly the drifts at Croydon are more or less 
water-b(','tring"--

That is a most valuable piece of information. 
I do not know what else they could be. At any
rate we are here told in definite official language, 
against which criticism is unavailing, that the 
driftR are or are not water-bearing. I think any 
intelligent person, any boy attending the Nor'!'al 
School. could mak0 use of the same expresswn 
with r8ference to any portion of the earth's sur
face. 
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H Bnt I am far from sanguine that a 'sath;factory' 
volume of deep-seated overfimving artesian water would 
be tapped there." 

He says be is not sanguine, hut it is we who :1re 
sanguine. We want the assistance of the Go
vernment to prove that onr sanguine hopes are 
not lessened by results. \Vho Wtis sanr:uine of 
obtaining water in the pastoral districts until 
the water itself sprang- up in answer to the 
bore? It \Vas an experiment-a b~)ld, \vi~e 
experiment-in the mterests of the country 
at large, and it has proved a great sncces~. 
It has added enormously to the value. of 
the pastoral pro]Jerties upon which these bores 
have been put rlown, and it has added still 
greater to the value of the country to the west 
of those properties, where the conditions are 
such that we may reawnahly e>:pect "'t least 
similar results. Is the fact tlmt it is an 
experiment any reason why Croydon should 
not have a bore, or benuse it is a 
minera1 field instead of a p:-tstoral field? 
I am nerfcctly certain that if Croydon was 
sitnated on the divide between the Dinrrmntin :•, 
and the north-t•.cstern ":<tershed, there would be 
more than one bore put down there. I am sure 
the hon. member for 13arcoo know~ that. so far 
from :-tttempting to impede bores bei~g put 
down in pastoral districts, if I had nq way 
there would be a very much larger amount 
spent in that direction than there is at present; 
because we know that whatever adds t<l the 
prosperity of the pastoral interest "dds to 
the resources of the colony, and encourages the 
development of other industries. Therefore, I say 
let us have some measure of jnstice mete::! ont to us. 
I am not accusing- the Government of partiality. 
I admit that there are dif!:culties in regard to 
Croydon; I fully recogni·.·e the fact that the 
demand for :-trtesian water is not confined to 
Croydon. There is an enormous extent of pastoral 
country between Croydon :-tnrl the Diamantina, 
some of the most valuable pastoral country th:-tt 
this country possesses, on that great tableland. 
If once we initiate boring, and give Croydun the 
first bore, :-ts the district most in want 0£ it, after 
we have once con1menced that thel'e is noth-ing to 
prevPnt the Governmm1t frorn nmking contracts 
at a fair pric•' b.v calling for tenders for" sufficient 
number of feet. Let the Government call for 
16,000 feet if they like. Thev need not put it all 
down in :-tny one loc.-clity. lf it is not found 
de;lirable to put down a bore at Croydon only, 
then the Minister can do as I did, :tnd say he 
cannot justify the expenditure of so much money 
in sendinr: " plant to that remote quarter of 
the world, in order to sink 4,000 feet at 
an exorbitant price. But there is no need 
to do that, because he can sink httlf-a-dozen 
bores in differm1t places, :-tnd surely that QU:wter 
of the colony has as n1nch right to :1 b(,ring plant 
as any other. :Everyone must admit that its 
claims are equal t•J those of Pialb:<, Laidley, or 
North Rockham]Jton. Thr ··e places are not 
suffering from want of w:-tter as the people of 
Croydon are suffering. If hon. members read 
the bills of mortality at Croydon for the last 
three ye;:\rs, they will see that a large percent
age of the deaths are owing to the impure 
w:-tter the people htwe b"'d to consume. l\othing 
is so essential to the preservation of life as a 
good supply of WtJ,ter; and in addition to that, 
if a c:-trefnl selection is made of a site for one 
bore-and there is every right to c;xpect that 
a bore there wculd give at least half the mnount 
of water thrtt is obtained from the Barc~lcline 
bore-instead of three-fifths of the machines at 
<Croydon being idle now, at least three-fifths uf 
!thern \Vould be working-, becau:-:;e a selection 
could be made that wonld enable the w:-tter to be 
caJTied by gradtation from the bore over a very 
llarge seeti.on of the field. In fact, it could be 

carried everywhere, with the exception, perhars 
of Tabletop. anti almost every machine on 
Croydon conld be supplied. Now, to come back 
to this document. It goes on to say:-

"A rl'fercnce to the gcologieal map of the colony, on 
whieh I havP lo<·n.tetl Crovrlon as aecnrately as I can, 
6h1YW:o; that the fielrl is near the junction of the non
w tter bearing nraniics, porpll.Yl'Y, and the slates and 
sehists. Ln<11he crchweons formation, under the latter 
of wllieh artes~an water hns lJcen tapped.; bnt, assuming 
that oYcrtlowing water is found in the locality, no 
f .timato ( mld be made of it.-: qna1it.\·, volurr..e, and 
Jn·cssnre, which arc extremely variable." 

There is a report. This gentleman states that he 
c mnot make an estimate as to the "quality, 
volume, and pressure" of w:-tter. \Vhy that 
cannot be done in any part of the world until the 
water rises. This is a docnment to furnish 
excuses for making delays. \Vhat man knows 
anything about the geological formations below 
the greatest. depths which have been sunk? This 
gentleman does not know as much as I do about 
the geolor:in.l forma1 ion-he has not h:-td one
tenth part of my experience-and I know nothing 
:-tbout it. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : Hear, 
bear! 

Mr. HODGKIKSOK: I know no more about 
it than does the hon. gentleman about how the 
J\1:onnt !\Inrg-an r :tse is goinr: to be decidr,d until 
the jnr_y have brought in their verdict. Then 
the report goes on to say :-

" .i. singl.J bore at Croydon lYOuld assuredly be 
costly, as the expense of builcling and providing a boring 
plant. togethr-r 1.vith removing it and ilw casing- to 
and from tlw ::;ite for the bore, would probably be n0t 
lr -.-;than £~.2()(). Yaluing the plant upon its return. at 
sa~- £1,000, the net amonnt to be flistribnted over the 
bore, in nrldition to tendered rates, would be not lcs.s 
than £1.20<1."' 

Here we see the same text throug-hout-he pre
sume' that the :\Iinister is going to send a borer 
to Croydon for the purpose of putting down one 
bore, ancl that the borer io then going to be 
bmnght back agttin at great expense to the 
colony. I am perfectly certain that there are not 
snf!icient hm·ers in the colony to supply all the 
demanrls made npon the J\1inister in this matter, 
but if one is sent to Cmydon it will find suffi
cient occnpation without inflicting a tax of ls. 
upon t.he country. Let the Colonial Treasurer 
send a borer to Crovdon and the loc:-tl bodies will 
gh ea. gua.rantee, \vhich has not been given in any 
other instance, that they will p:-ty the cost of the 
work. \Ye donot:-tskforonemomentto be treated 
better thrm :-tny other portion of the colony, but we 
do claim th"'t the mineml districts of the colony 
have a right to a share in any State development, 
consistent with true financial policy, to the same 
ext.ent as any other district. If the p:-tstoral 
di,tricts can g-et tlw'e boreo, put down, and if 
Blackall, Barcaldine, Pialba, Laidley, and North 
Hockhampton get bores, why should Croydon 
not get one abo? Is there any reaRon against 
it-any sound, practical, or cmnmercial reason? 
I have been trying for twelve months to get 
this great developing agency on the goldfield, 
and I have shown what is almost unnecessary 
in this House-that the district is suffering, 
both in its health and in its commercial 
interests and development, simply from the 
want of a proper supply of water. The willing
ness of the local body to pav for any advance 
made by the Colonial Treasurer in putting down 
this bore is bevond a doubt, because the posses
sion of a water suppl)· is a most remunerative 
thing. There would be no difficulty in collecting 
the ratt .,, because they can cut off the water at 
once if it is not pttid for. I would also point out 
tn the hnn. gentleman that in addition to the 
direct benefits there would be a great many 
additional benefits. There would be an accession 
to the population ; there would be a greater 
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production of gold, which means that the re\-cnue 
would be increased; and there woulcl be a still 
further development of the country. I trust 
I shall not have to refer to this subject ag;:,in. 
If there is one thing I do not like, it is to 
have to badger Ministers to get what I want. 
I do not like having to harass them in the c!is
charge of their duties, by asking them for any
thing I •-:hould not ask for; but if any hon. 
member can give me a sound reason why Croydon 
should not have the boon conferred upon it which 
has been conferred on many other parts of the 
colony, then I shall be prepared to maintain 
silence, but not t1ll then. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said: Mr. 
Speaker,-! think it was scarcely courteous on the 
part of the senior member for Burlw, :1lthough this 
is a priv:1te members' day, to bring up this ques
tion t~1-day, when he knew that I was engaged in a 
most 1mporbnt c:1se. If the hon. gentlem:1n had 
informed me th:1t. he intended to deal with this 
matter to-day I might have had time, perhaps, 
to have gone into it a little more fully than I can 
go now. The object of the hon. gentleman l:as 
doubtless been to occuj>y the time of the House 
till the :1rrival of his leader. The hon. gentle
nmn h:1s been talking ag:1inst time, and I may 
inform him that he has achieved his object, as 
the leader of the Opposition: has arrived. I 
shall refer to one or two remarks which fell from 
the hon. member for Burke. The hon. gentle
m:1n knows full well that I am willing to give 
the same consideration to granting an artesian 
water supply to Croydon that I would give to 
any other district. 'l'he hon. "entlem:1n has 
read from the report of the hydraulic engineer 
showing--

Mr, HODGKINSON: Showing nothing. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER: The hon. 

gentleman hB.s put his con>truction upon it, and 
he will allow me to put my construction upon it. 
At all events I shall give some re:1son why I 
should have :1cted RS I did, out~ide of the 
report of the hydraulic engineer. I think there 
are fair reasons set forth in the report of the 
hydmulic engineer. The senior member for 
Burke aJ>pears to throw doubt upon the com
petency of that gentlenmn. 

Mr. HODGKI:NSOX : No, no! I dispute 
any man's competency to st:1te what is below 
ground. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : If the 
hon. member will listen to me I will explain 
matters to him. The hydraulic engineer is a 
skilled officer, and I rely upon his report :1fter 
ex:1mination. Upon th:1t report I will now 
proceed further. I h:1ve alre:1dy informed the 
Croydon board that I am perfectly willing to 
:1llow :1 bore to be put down on :1ltered term'-. 
The hon. member knows there are certain concli
tions upon which municip>tl councils and divi
sional boards can get the Government to assist 
in the se:1rch for :1rtesian water, but there 
are speci"l circumstances why I must dep:1rt 
from the well-known rule in this case. If the 
hon. member for Burke will refer to the Auclitor
General's report on the working of the Croydon 
Divisional Board he will find that one-half of the 
rates received have been divided as salary 
between the chairman and clerk, and the 
rem:1ining portion-a very small balance-has 
been embezzled by the clerk. Th:1t is a very 
unpleasant stu.ternent to make, and I quote from 
memory from the Auditor-Geneml's report. 
Therefore, before I c:1n pledge the country to a 
loan to such a body I w:1nt some :1ssumnce 
that a better st:1te of matters preY aib. The 
chairman of the hoard draws £300 :1 ye:1r, 
if I remember rightly. I am not certain 
of the amount, but I think that is so. At 

:11l events the report of the Auditor-Geneml 
shows that the board are not competent to 
man:1ge the affairs of the district. Although I 
am willing to assist every district, and would 
like to assist Croydon as much :1s any other diS
trict in the matter of a w:1ter supply, still 
I want some assurance that I sh:1ll be able 
to s:1y to mv colleagues that divisional board 
matters :1re' on a better footing there, and 
that I can recomrnencl them to entrust the 
ho1.rd with the expenditure of :1 certain sum of 
money. I c:1n tell the senior member for Burke 
that lintil I have some such assumnce I will not 
entrust the Croydon Divisional Board with the 
expenditure of :1 single shilling, and I will take 
care to know how any endowment they are entitled 
to is expended, so br as the law allows me. 
The hon. member has said that there is no 
reason why the Croydon board should be treated 
differently to :1ny other di':'isional bo:1rd_. I 
think that the rc-1.sons whwh the Auditor
General has give-n will be sufficient to satisfy 
hon. membe1, that there are some reasons to 
justify me in pausing before I entrust them with 
the expenditure of imch a sum of money, and 
look to them for repayment in the future. 

Mr. HUNTER said: Mr. Speaker,-The latter 
part of the hon. member's speech seems to show 
that bec:1use a cert:1in clerk embezzled money in 
Croydon, and :1 cert:1in chairman of the divi
sion:1l board w:1s paid for his services, Northern 
Queenshtnd should not h'He the adv:1ntage 
of bores being ]>Ut down for the purpose of ob
taining artesian w:1ter. \Vhethor the work is done 
under the supervision and control of the divisional 
bo:1rdor not is a perfectly secondary consideration. 
l~vec 'ince Croydon has been discovered the 
great drawback' has been wa.nt of water. It is 
a place which has be'm craving for assistance 
from the Government in that matter for a longer 
time than any di,trict in the colony. But, in the 
face of tlw water there f:1iling, and of the Govern
ment seeing that the population had cl wind led 
down from 8,000 to 2,000, for want of water, they 
conld still see their way to put down at the 
racecourse, in Brisbane, n borG for the purpose 
of obtaining water, although Brisbane h:1s an 
ample supply, :1s well as the other places men
tioned by my hon. colleag-ue. I do not wish to 
t>tke U]J much time, but I nmst say that the 
Government cannot shut their eyes to the fact 
that :1bundance of w>tter can be obtained at 
Croydon by bJring. 

The POSTMASTER- GE:\ERAL (Hon. J. 
Donaldson): ·what proof have you of that? 

:iVIr. HU:NTl~R: It has been proved in every 
instance where deep sinking has taken place. 
At the pn-,ent time the Croydon Crushing 
Company's battery of fifteen head h:1s been 
snpplied with water obtained from the shaft, 
and the telegrams in last week's papers showed 
that in two days the water rose in the shaft 
four inches ; that clors not seem :1s if there 
was no watAr in the ground. Bores ha\ e been 
put down in the Southern and \V estern p:1rts 
of Queensland wherr min falls at le:1st more than 
once a year~ but here we have a district, where 
rain very rarely blls more than once a ye:1r, 
which is entirely ignored. Croydon is not the 
only part in the far X orth asking for a- water 
supply. The Ethoridge district has for years 
been asking for it, and the people have been 
o•upplied from the company's dam. The water is 
not very wholesome ; but still the whole popul~t.
tion depend upon it, and some time ago they wrote 
asking me whether something could not be done. 
fur them. As for the hydraulic engineer's Teport,, 
how long was he in the Croydon district, and hmv 
much of it did he see? It is not possible by taking a;. 
sharp run round the country on horseback for any 
man to judge whether a water supply can be 
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obtained or not. Besides, he c•isited the district 
at a very unfavoumble time of the year. \Vhen 
I first came to Brisbene, one of the first thing-s I 
did was to visit the Minister for lYiines and 
\Vorks and ask him if a water supplv could be 
obtained for Croydon, and the ans,ver I got 
was the same answer as that given now, "If the 
miners want water, let them r•ink for it, a·, I 
have had to do." But, beuns8 the hon. 
gentlemr1n hr1d to sink for water when he wns a 
miner, that is no reason whyadistrictlikeCroydon 
should suffer, and be made to dig for its own water. 
I maintain that if a bote harl been pnt down, 
and water obtained, instead of there being 2,000 
people on the field ot the pre'ent time, there 
would have been 8,000 or 10,000, because it is for 
want o£ water that tbe place is at a standstill. 
Before I sit down, I must sav that I do not 
think it would be dr.,irable for the Government 
to call for tenders for one bore at Croydon. It 
would cost too rr>uch to put down one 'bore, and 
if tenders for several bores were crtlled, the 
sinking would be very much che>tper, and as 
good results could be obtained as have been 
obtained in other districts. I am sorry the Hon. 
the Colonial Treasurer referred to the matter of 
the embezzlement of llJoney by the clerk of the 
Croydon board, becccnse he has heen tried, found 
not guilty, and it is hardly fair to refer to the 
matter when he has been acfjnitted by the conrt. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: I can only 
say--

The SPEAKER: The hon. member has 
spoken. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: B' way 
of explanation I wish to state that I made no 
statement against the accus1 tl. I simply referred 
to the Auditor-General's statement. 

Mr. MACF ARLAKE, in reply, said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I wish to say a few words in repiy to 
the statements made upon the question on which 
I moved the adjournment of the House. The 
lYiinister for L>tnds, in the few remarks he ma.cle, 
used words something like these: "The two 
members for Ipswich wnulcl not do on behalf nf 
any man fnnn any other part of the colony what 
they have done for Rackley." 

The MINIDTER FOR LANDS: I referred 
to your sympathy with crime. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE: The hon. gentleman 
cannr)t accuse 1ne of any syn1pathy witb crin1e. 
I stated that a sentence of three ye m s for arson 
might be a jw;;t scntencd, hnt that the Rentence 
given in Rackley's r1, 3 was an unjnst sentencr. 
One or two spe·1ker,, have recommend er! an 
inqnir~- into the matter, and it hlls been said that 
I have wasted the time of the House inbrin'[ing it 
forwarrl. ·when the hrm. memberfor Rilrcoo brings 
forward any of his frerp1ent motions for arljrmrn
ment., no one accnseB hi1n of wasti11g the timo of 
the House, He discusses all R'Jrts of subjects 
on tnotiong for the arlj nurnn1ent, hn~ of cnurKe, 
in his opinion, for the benefit of the country. 
If this man Hackley feels that he has been 
wronged by the sentence passed upon him, 
he has every right to appeal to the member 
representing the town in which he lived 
to bring his case forward for considemtion. 
\Vith reg><rd to nn inquiry I do not see 
any reason for it, as no other report could 
be made to this House from it than that that 
was not a righteous sentence. I still hope that 
the Colonial Secretary will take the matter into 
consideration, and I will go further, and say I am 
sure that if the jndge who gave the sentence is 
referrl)d to now, after what has passed, he will 
hold that the prisoner's detention so f:tr has 
serverl the pm·pos~ for which his punishment was 
.inflicted, and he will very likely be in favour of 

the man being let out. I have nothing further 
to add, but th11t I hope the matter will not be 
lost sight of on behalf of the prisoner. 

(,!uestion put and negatived. 

EIGHT HOURS BILL. 
CmmrTTEE. 

On the Order of the Day being read, the 
H,,nse went into committee to further consider 
this Bill in detail. 

On clause 3, as follows :-
"·whenever in any contract of hiring, whether Yer1ml 

or in \Yriting', referen('O is made to a day's labonr, or it 
is stipnlated that the rate of payment i()r labour shall 
1:: calcnhtecl Ht a fixed price for a day's labour, or 
calculated by rcfel'oncc to a day's labour, sueh day's 
labour shall be tnkeu to be labour for eight hours. and 
shall also. unlcs.-: othenvise 8"\:presf'-ed. be taken to be 
lalJonr bctwee 1l the hours of eight in the morning and 
six in t.hc evening." 

The J\IIKISTEE :FOR l\IIKES AND 
\VORKS (Hon. J. M. :ii!Iacrossan) said the hon. 
gentleman in charge of the Bill should, at least, 
hove hncl the courtee': to h;~ve had the amend, 
mcnts in the Bill printed, so that the:v might 
know what they were doing. The Bill now 
appeared jnst as it did before it had been con
sidererl in Committee at all. At least one ver:v 
important amendment had been made in clause 2 
by the imertion of the word clerical, but it did 
not appear in the Bill. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH sairl he 
had yet to learn that it was the practice for a 
private member in charge of a Bill, to provide 
fresh copies of it with the amendments made in 
it shown. He had never heard of such a 
thing being done before in all his experience. 
He knew that wh[lt he had had to do when he 
came into tbe House that afternoon, was to get 
a list of the amendments that had beer. made 
from the Chairman of Committees. They might 
have been printed, but he had never heard of 
such a thing being done. 

The MINISTER Ji'OR JVH~ES AND 
·woRKS: The hon gentleman knows that it can 
be done. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRU'IciTH said he 
llfl_d never hc>-J,rd of ·"nch a thing being done in all 
his experience, and he did not see why he should 
be charged \vith \vant of court£ "Y for not doing 
a thing which had never been done since he had 
been a member of the House. Clause 2 had been 
amendetl so as to read-

" In this Act-
'l'he term 'workmnn' mea-ns any person Clllllloycd 

·in m~mual or clerical labour; \vhich term 
indnrlr-- an.'' kind of work except as herein 
CXJH'C' ~:;Jy except~ d, bnt does not include the 
\YOJ'}<: of sailor~ when tbJ ship or ve&"'Jl is under 
way or on a. voyage. or the work of domv-tic 
serYnnts, or tlu~ work of p8r~ons employed in 
ships or vc~-.cls to do :-:imilar work to that of 
dOJllE'itic servant~." 

\Vith reference to the 3rd clause it ha.d been 
enggested, when the Bill was before the Com
mittee on a prm·ions occasion, that there might 
be some means of evading its provisions by 
entering into a contract by which the rate of 
poyment should not be calculated by reference to a 
dt~y'e labonr. There might be something in that, 
and in order to meet the objection he moved that 
nfter the word "labour," in the 4th line, there be 
inserted the words "or shall be calculated by 
the day, snch da:v shall he taken to be a day of 
eight hours and." Later on he proposed to omit 
the words "b 'tween the hours of eight in the 
morning nnd six in the evening." Objection had 
been taken to those words and he did not think 
they were of any importance. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS said the omi.-sion of the words "be
tween the hours of &ight in the morning and six 
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in the evening" was a very wi"e amendment. 
People should be allowed to work eight hours at 
whatever time might be best. Since the Bill 
was before the Committee on the previous occa
sion something had arisen in connection with the 
eight honrs' rruestion which the hon. gentleman 
should understand thoroughly. Of course he 
agre'd with the amendment which the hon. 
gentleman said he would move, because it would 
apply more especially to miners, who worked at 
all hours of the twenty-four when there were 
three shifts. The hon. gentleman would recol
lect that in the Mines Regulation Bill there v. as 
a clause which regulated the hours of labour in 
mines, and stated that eight hours should be a 
day's labour, and that anything beyond that 
should be paid for as overtime. \Vhen that 
clause went to the other Chamber a prominent 
member of that Committee connected with mining 
took exception to it, though he did not know that 
the hon. member took exception to the clause 
when it was in that Committee. The hon. 
member referred to addressed a letter to the 
Hon. P. Macpherson, in which he stated that-

" Conncct.crt with our conver,-;ation abont the usn<tl 
hours worked by gold miners. when on wag-es, I can 
inform you that I have never known men to work forty
eight hours a. week. 'rhe regular number of hours 
'vorked weekly is forty~five; on some goldfields forty
four. You will see the reao;;:.on for this custom. :Jiinors 
must ha Ye, at lca~t once every ~hift, what is kno\vn as 
'crib' time. 'Vhen working three shifts it is only, 
therefore, possible to labour seven and a-half hours a 
day, or forty-fiye hours a week, and this is the practice. 
1Vhen working t\vo shifts, the day shift sometimes 
goes on at 8 and le~wes at 5, that i ;, nine hours; out of 
which they cease for one honr, but they do not keep 
this up longer than fi vc days, as on Saturday they 
work only from 8 tilll2 or 1. 'fhis gives them forty
five hours, they working half an hour extra for five 
days to get half a day on :Satnrda.\·. 'J.1hc night shift of 
two shifts work or.ly ~cYen and a-half hours, ·working 
one shift only the men labour only forty. five hours, so 
that the custom, or 1n·escnt practice, really is eight 
hours per day inclusive of meal hotu",, and not ex
clusive." 
What he (the Minister for Mines and Vvorks) 
wished to draw attention to was that eight hours 
a day meant eight eight hours every Saturday as 
well as Friday, or ::Yionrlay, or any other day of 
the week. How was the hon. gentlen1an going 
to regulate the eiv,ht hours a, applied to miners? 
At present he (the Minister for Mines and 
\Vorks) knew that miner; on Charters Towers 
worked only forty-four hours a week, and they 
were told by the gentleman who wrote the 
letter he had just quoted, and who was as good 
an authority on mining matters as any member 
of that Committee, that on Gym pie they worked 
forty-five hours. On both those fields the 
miners worked three shifts, and did not therefore 
work eig-ht hours, as "crib," or 111e-.'1l thne, was 
taken out of the eight hours. The Bill s::tid that 
eight hours a day was to be a day's work, so that 
unless miners had the power to compel employers 
to pay them at the same rate as they had 
been paid for a week of forty-four hours, the 
Bill would actually make them work forty
eight hours for the Fctme wnge as they now 
received for forty ·four hours, which they 
would scarcely be content to do. As far as the 
miners were concerned, therefore, the Bill would 
crystallise the idea of an eight-hours' shift in the 
wrong direction. Would the hon. gentlemr111 
take that into consideration, and frame an 
:tmendment to meet the difficulty which had 
arisen since the Bill was last before the Com
mittee? The Legislative Council threw out the 
clause in the Mines Regulation Bill on that 
particular g·round~-namely, that by establishing 
eight hours as a day's labour in mines, they were 
actually increasing instead of decreasing the 
hours of labour. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
was 'much obliged to the hon. gentleman for 

calling his attention to the matter, which was 
one that ought to be corrected. The intention 
of the Bill wtts to make eight hours an ordinary 
m>tximum day's lahour, · not to make it the 
minimum. He would remedy that by modifying 
the clause. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-put and passed. 

The Box. SIR S. W. G RLB'PITH said he 
proposed the omission of all the words after the 
word "honrs" on the fifth line, with a view of 
inserting the following:-

Unless in any ('·1sc a shorter l1Cl'iorl than eight hours 
is. by the usage ot· practice of the trade or business ln 
connectior1 with which the labour is verforrned, the 
ordinary duration of adn.r's labour. 

Amondment agreed to. 
The ::VIIN'ISTER FOil LANDS said he wished 

the hon. gentleman would give them a little 
further information regarding· the clause. It 
seemed only to refer to contracts for day labour. 
Was labour enga:::ed by the week or by the 
month to be included. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
chuse did not refer to that at. all ; the next clause 
dealt with labour engaged otherwise than by the 
dav. 

The :MINISTER FOR LANDS said it 
appeared to him that the clause would materially 
affect the Oi vi! servttnts. At present their hours 
were from 9 till 4 o'clock-seven hour''' per clay. 
It appeared that the Bill would not have the 
effect the hon. gentleman inw.gined it would. 
The Civil servants at present worketl thirty-five 
hours per week for five days of the week, ttnd 
three hours on Saturdays, altogether thirty
eight hours. Now they were pas3ing a Bill 
which decbred forty-eight hours per week to be 
a legal day's work-ten hours more than Civil 
sen ants worked at present. Ono would natnrally 
suppose, in passing a measure like that, that it 
devoh·ed upon the Government to carry it into 
effect. The Government wonld have to take 
steps to see that at all ev,mts their own officers 
should conform to the principles enunciated in 
th<e Bill and at once se~ that Ci vi] servants 
worked ten hours per week longer than they did 
at present. \Vas it int,ended that that was to be 
the effect of the Bill? The clause stated that 
the term "workman" should mean any person 
employed in manna! or clerical work, and that 
would at once include the whole of the Civil 
servants of the colony engaged in the offices. 
He would like some information upon the point. 

Th·e HoN. Sm S. W. GRIPFITHsaid the 
clause only dealt with hiring hy the day. \Vhen 
a man was engaged by the day, it was to be 
understood that eight hours wa' to be the dura· 
tion of a day's labour, unless according to the 
usage or practice of the trade or business, the 
men worked for a shorter period. The 4th 
clause dealt with the cases of persons engaged 
otherwise than by the day. If a person wanted 
a man to work more tlian eight hours per day, 
special arrangements would have to be made, 
bnt there was nothing in the clause relating to 
persons who worked less than eight hours per 
day. :Mechanics, artisans, and ordinary labourers 
were employed at so much a day. To those who 
were not, the clause would not apply. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

On clause 4, as follows :-
" \VheneYcr in any contract of hiring provision is 

intended t.o be marle for the work of any workman 
being- continued for more tlmn eig-ht honrs in any- one 
day, it shall be neceq,sary that a specinl stipulation be 
made with regard thereto, and that a, speci::tl rate of pay
ment for all time beyond the first eight hours be 
fixed by the contract." 
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The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said that 
if it was intended to include dome~tic servants, 
as he understood st•me hon. members desired to 
do, it w.mld be nece<sary to amend the cbuse. 

The MINISTER :FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : I think there is a aeneral desire to 
include them. " 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I do not; 
except by those who do not believe in the Bill 
and want to prevent its becoming law. 

The }UNISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: \Ve are accustomed to that kind of 
language. 

The Hm;. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said there 
had been a good deal of that kind of language 
used in all parts of the colony during the last 
month. In any case lw should have no otjection 
to add a proviso to the effect that any claim in 
respect to wag·es beyond the time of eight hours, 
n;nst be made within three day< n,fter the expira
twn of the we ~kin which they were earned. If 
there was any overtime the claim for it ought to 
be made promptly, and not n,llowed to stand over 
for a month or six months. If domestic servants 
were to be included, it would be necessary to 
insert the proYiso to make the clause work at all. 

The PRE}IIER saicl the clause should cer
tn,inly go further than it did with regard to con
tractingoutside the Bill. \Vith regard to domes
tic servant,, it would be nechs<Lry to have a 
timekeeper to put down the number of hours 
they were at work. Special contract., would have 
to be made for them. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AX: You will destroy the 
Bill if you include domestic servants. 

The PHEMIEH said everyone must see that, 
although domestic servants might be included, it 
would be impossible, without a timekeeper, to 
know how long they worked ; to see whether 
they were lying down on their beds sleeping, or 
going ont for half-an-hour with their young man, 
and many other things. A contract would have 
to be made with that special class of employcs 
-he would not call them serv:mts, because the 
term might offend the hon. member for 
BundanLa. 

Mr. COWLEY said it would be advisable to 
amend the clause by omitting all the words after 
"thereto." In the country all1nen were engaged 
by the month, at so much per month, and it Wrtil 

customary to pay them for wet days. They had 
afterwards to make np for the loss of time occa
sioned by wet days, which were of very frequent 
occurrence in the North. He moved as an 
amendment thn,t all the word.s after the \Vord 
"thereto" be omitted from the clause. 

The HoN. Sm S. vV. GRIFFITH sn,id that 
of course the amendment meant that there 
should be no overtime. If it was intended that 
a man should work more than eight hours a day, 
let a stipulation be made providing for a special 
rate of w.tges. 

The I'RE:YIIER: Or a stipulation that eight 
hours be turned into ten. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GHIF:b'ITH sn,id he 
thought the clause as it stood was much better, 
especially with the JH'oviso he had mentioned 
that the charge for overtime must he made 
within three days after the expiration of the week 
in which such overtin1e was made. 

The PRK\IIEit ,,,aid a deputation w~ited upon 
him the other day in reference to the subject, 
and amongst them was the repre .entative of the 
\Vharf Labourer,' Union, i\Ir. ?\Iabbott, a very 
intelligent person, who stated that he had n'o 
intention of working only eight hours a day. He 
said he would work ten hours or twelve hours if 
it suited him, and he was paid for it. Those 

men were pn,id so much an hour, and their repre
sentative said that he did not mean to stop at 
eight hours a day. He (the Premier) thought it 
would be better if the amendment of the hon. 
member for Herbert was agreed to. 

Mr. SALKELD said if the clans~ passed as it 
st,JOd he would like to know bow it would affect 
agricultural labourero'J. If an employer who 
employed two or three men h".d to keep a time
keeper to see how many hours they worked en,ch 
day, the scheme would be impracticable. It 
might do in works where a large number of men 
were employed, but it would never work in cases 
such as he had mentioned, and would lead to 
continual disputes. If the amendment of the 
hon. member for Herbert was carried he under
stood that men working for a certain time should 
have a certain wage. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. G RIFFITH said all 
that difficulty had arisen from a majority of 
the Committee insisting upon including ser
vants in husbandry. He had objected to that 
inclusion, bec-:wse he saw that it would be im
practicable to apply the provisions of the Bill to 
them ; but a majority of the Committ<-e per
sisted in including them, and now that was 
urged as a reason for contending that the Bill 
was bad. 

Mr. COWLEY said the hon. member wn,s 
hardly right, became the provision n,pplied to 
others. l?or instance, in working sugar mills, 
the engineer, sugar boilers, and all hands were 
engaged for the season ; they had to work while 
the mill was going, and they thoroughly under
stood thn,t. Their employers could not say they 
would engage them for four or five months at 
10~. a day of eight hours, and therefore it would 
be much better to strike out the words he had 
mentioned. The employer now simply stipulated 
that men should work for the season at so much 
per month ; the men did not care whether they 
cornn1enced work at 6 o'clock in the n1ornin::;-, 
or at dinner time, and kept on until late 1n 
the evening. They must go on as long as the 
mill worked ; they knew that, and at the end of 
their time. in consideration of working that 
way, they got a holidac· of a fortnight or so. 
There was always a consideration of tlmt kind 
allowed. 

Mr. HUNTER said he held in his hand a Bill 
introduced into that House in 187'1 lw Mr. 
Buzacott, one of the proprietors of the C'inl1'icr, 
to regulate the hours of labour. That Bill was 
strongly supported by the present Minister of 
Mines and \Vorks, who, in doing so, said he did not 
see how farm labourers could be included in it. But 
what he (i'llr. Hunter) wanted to point out was 
that the 3rd clause of that Bill distinctly pro
vided that eight homs should he a day's bbour, 
and that every hour worked over eight should be 
paid at the mte of one-eighth of the day's pay. 

;\Ir. DALRY.MPLE said he could not agree 
with hon. members generally in discussing the 
Bill seriously. Objections had been made by 
various members thrrt it would operate n,s a restric
tion upon the employment of labour in certain 
respects; hut they must not forget that if the Bill 
passed, the result, so far as labour in the country 
was concerned, would be that it would be in 
precisely the same condition as if the Bill had 
not been passed at all; because the only way by 
which the Bill would ever alter the relations at 
present existing between em players n,nd employed 
was by making it compulsory. As long as it w;1s 
not made compulsory the only result of pn,ssing 
it would be that one more Act would he added 
to the statute book. Everybody at present 
made euch agreements as they were able to 
make, as much as possiLle in their own favour, 
whether it was the master or the man whom 
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he employed. The Bill did not give the 
labourer any advantage whatever, and nothing 
hacl astonished him more than to find that 
the rewcsentatives of the working classes 
had treatecl the Bill as if it were a really serious 
matter. The hon. the leader of the Opposition, 
in introdncing the Bill, said he did not expect 
any immediate results from it, bnt that it was 
paving the way for som,·· different stak of things 
in future. The hon. gentleman said he intro
duced it in order to crystallise public opinion, 
and he did not appear to expect that it would 
make any practiral difference whatever in the 
existing condition of things. So long as the Bill 
was merely permissi ;·e, so long would the re41Its be 
the same as they had been in the United States 
of America, which, so far as he knew, wets the only 
country in which such a measure had been intro
duced, and where it was genemlly admitted that 
it had been a failure. That being the case, he 
did not anticipate any other result from the pass
ing of the Bill. It did not matter, so far as 
he could see, what regulations were made
whether they included domestic servants, who 
he certainly thonght should be included, and 
butchers and chemists, doctors and every
body else, it would be practically inopera
tive so long as it was permissive. If the 
leader of the Oppo~ition ·.vas desirous of crystal
lising public opinion and of establishing eight 
hours as a daJ 's labour, the more per~ons he 
included in the Bill the more strongly would 
it tend to crystallise public opinion. But since 
the Bill was not compulsorr, it seemed to 
him that it was not worth while to point out 
diffculties, as the hon. member for Herbert had 
done, for the simple reason that those difficulties 
would not exist, because every person who em
ployed labour would nmke it a sine qw1 non that 
an agreement was drawn up; and the only 
result that he could see from the passing of the 
Bill would be that perhaps a hundred thousand 
agreements would be printed by somebody 
and circulated in the country, and that those 
agreements would always be used in future. 
He did not object to the clause or to the Bill 
either, because it would have no practical effect. 
If the Bill became law it would be simply a 
declaration that in the opinion of Parliament the 
eight hours' limitation should exist where prac
ticable, and that being so it should inclnde every 
living soul in the community. 

The Ho:-~. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
arguments used in reference to the utility of the 
Bill by a person who did not believe in the 
attainment of the de .. ired object were not entitled 
to as much weight as the arguments of persons 
who desired to attain that object, and thought 
the Bill was a step towards its attainment. The 
hon. member for 11ackay evidently had no 
sympathy with the object sought to be attained, 
and no appreciation for any effort made to attain 
it ; but the working people of Queensland, and 
throu,hout the world, believed the objed was 
worthy of the best efforts that could be made to 
attain it, and that the measure under considera
tion was an important step towards its attain
ment. If the prophecies of the hon. member fur 
i\fackay did not come true, and the measure 
proved to be a benefit to those for whose benefit 
it was intended, not only would his prophecies 
be wrong but his wishes would be defeo,ted. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE said he objected to the 
statement that he had a want of sympathy with 
any class of the community, and he thought it 
would have become the hon. gentleman better, 
instead of imputing to him a wo,nt of sympathy, 
to have answered his arguments. He said that 
if it was possible to limit the hours of labunr and 
make people better off in any way, it was their 
bound en duty to do so; but he did not see 

how the Bill was going to attain that object. 
That was vitally different from saying that he 
did not believe the object was a desirable one. 

Mr. GANNON said the proof of the pudding 
was in the eating of it, and there was no doubt 
that the worker~ generally were iu favour of the 
measure. The thousands of workmen who 
turned out the other day to show their apprecia
tion of the Bill certainly considered th,•t it was 
guing to assist them very much i_ndeed ; and he 
hoped it would pass through wrthout the pro
posed alteration. 

Mr. BUOKLAND said he wished to bring 
under the notice of the Committee a class of 
men working from thirteen to se,·enteen hours 
a day-namelv, the butchers. He noticed in that 
day's Obse1·ver a letter signed "Butcher, and 
an' Eighty-four Hours per \Veek Man." The 
writer said :-

HI should like to put before the public a few· facts 
connected with the men w110. I am sorry to say, do nnt 
seem to have been invited to attend, or in any way 
recog'nisecl hy the shop assistants, or the eight-honrs 
agitationi~ts at all. I refer, sir, to the butchers. ~Tow 
the shortPst hours that anyone in the trade 'vorks are 
not fewer than seventef'n hours on Saturday and 
thirteen every other day in the week. The que.:;;.t.ion is, 
who is responsible for th1s? It is not the employer:-::, 
be~ause thev vmnld not be under the amount of 
expense that they are now, through not having to 
liooht their shops with ~as or kerosene so mnch as 
tl~ev have at present; neither is it the upper class 
of 'peoplf', because thev get their meat delivcr~d, 
and do nnt trouble the shopkeepers at all, No, 
-:;ir I srLY withOut hesitation that those responsible are 
th~ meTI who enjoy the eight-hours' system themselves 
whom the bntrhers have to worli: for as eHrly as ,_i 
o'clock in the morning. They are helping the shop 
assistants and why <lo they leave out the butchers. If 
they gave their wives instructions to buy their meat 
between certain hour', tl1en the hut(' her's sh?P would 
not wish to keep open after, say, 5 o'clock at mght, and 
say, 7 o'clork on Saturday nights. I may also Ktat.e that 
the meat which the hnn.-;Dwife gets has to be deliYered 
to the shops the <lay before, so that they could all get 
the1r meat to-day for to-morrow morning just as 
easily." 

He wished to know from the hon. member m 
charge of the Bill what position the butchers 
would occupy under the clause, berause he did 
not think they were provided for at all. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GlUFFITH said the 
butchers were provided for in the same way as 
anybody else. If a butcher wanted a man to 
work more than eight hours a day he must make 
a bargain to that effect, and specify the rate of pay
ment for all the time worked after the first eight 
hours which might be at the same rate as the first 
eight hours, or otherwise. The Bill did not profess 
tornakeitcompulwry to work only e1ght hom·s, b_ut 
it provided thrtt there must be some special 
arrangement in regard to the time worked 
beyond eight hours. ·with regard to the words 
now under consideration, it was important that 
they should be retained, because no matter what 
bargain was made with respect to overtime, the 
very fact of having to make a bargain for over
time when men were wanted to work more than 
eiuht hones would very soon produce a very 
in7portant change in public opinion, and tl;e 
necessity for having to make ·a special bargam 
about extra pay would further accentuate the 
matter. 

Mr. OOWLEY said that even admitting all 
that the hort. gentleman had said, the desired 
object would he attained just as well by striking 
out thr. words. If an employer offered a man 
£10 or £12 per month on condition that he 
worked the number of hours he was wanted to 
work, and both parties were agreeable, why 
should anyone object? It would simplify matters 
very much to strike out the words, and he should 
press the amendment. 
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Mr. SA YERS said it seemed pecul'iar that all 
the arguments against the Bill came from the 
other side. 

Mr. CO\VLEY: ·what a;hout the hon. mem
ber for li'assifern ? 

Mr. SA YEHS said that hon. member only 
objected to amendments that had lxen put in by 
members on the other side. The hon. member for 
Her bert and others corn plained a bout the inclusion 
of the servants of hu~handry, but they were the 
individuals who had, according to the division list, 
voted against leaving them out of the Bill. A 
great many hon. members who were thoroughly 
in favour of the Bill had seen the difficulty that 
would arise, but on division it had been carried 
that that class of labourer.s should be allowed to 
remain in. Arguments had been brought fonmrd 
to prove that if the Bill would give shorter hours 
it would also give shorter pay. but that he dis· 
pnted. They found that in Brisbane the shops 
which had the shortest hours paid their employos 
the best, and the same woulcl be found to be 
the case in all the towns in the colonv. It 
had been stated that the Bill would dP no good 
with regard to bntchers, but he believed it 
would. In the town he nrne from the butchers 
kept open at one time till 8 o'clock at night, anrl 
as long as one butcher would not close: earlier a 11 
the rest had been compelled to keep open till 
that hour. Since then they ho-1 come to terms, 
and the butchers' employes were now allowed two 
hours off every dcty excert Saturday, and it had 
proved a great. boon. If the Bill passed they 
would find that by-and-by the butchers would 
only work eight hours, the same as any other 
class of labour. It mig-ht be hard to adopt 
that principle, hecanse cu.;tom went ,,long way; 
but in time all the trades and professions would 
adopt the principle of the Bill, and people would 
gradually get used to it. Instead of shops keep
ing open tillll o'clock at night-·md those who 
did that were generally the poorest-paying ;;hops 
to the employ{ .-they would onl3· keep open 
till :1 nr 1.\ o'clock. The same amount of bu,ine" 
would be done as fnrmerly; but the emploves 
woultl not be kept hanging about all do y when 
they could do the work in a shorter time. The 
3rd clause w.mld do a gre.tt d8al to assist that. 
It had l1een said that the Bill would do no good, 
but within the last fortnightorthrcnveeksall over 
the colony, wherever there were larg·e numbers of 
men employed, they had held meetings in sup
port of the Bill, ~end that should in itself convince 
any person that those men knew what they wanted. 
He thought there were as eensihle men among them 
as there were in that Committee, and thev had a 
right to speak out, and let the Committe'e know 
whether the Bill was good ''r bad. If they 
conclemned the Bill, th>et would be quite rig-ht. 
Thev knew as well as hon. members of the 
Conln1itte"; what \Y..ts g-ood for then1selves and 
thmr fellow-workmen. He thought the Committee 
should listen to them, and not try and thro1v 
obstacles in the way of making- the measure 
workable. J!'or years and years it had been the 
endeavour of people to pass a Bill dealing with 
the matter, but it was mo't difficult. If they 
were to include every form of labour, from 
domestic servants upwards, they would never 
get along with the Bill. The step proposed 
was one in the right direction, and in a few 
yea!", when people were educated to see the 
benefits derived they would be able to bring 
other clas-;es of the community in, and even
tually thev would get the whole. He hoped 
there would be no oppo,ition to the Bill. Some 
hon. member., seemerl to think that it wonld do 
no good at all, but they should take the words of 
those most interested. It had been said also 
by the Minister for Lands that the Civil servants 
who now worked seven hours would be compelled 

to work eight, but that was not so, as the Bill only 
interfered with people who worked more than 
eight hours a day. He hoped hon. members 
would let the Bili go through without trying to 
insert amenrlments that woulrl not effect the good 
purpose intended to be gz ined. 

Mr. TOZJ<~R said he could not quite consistently 
suppor-t the words "special rate of payment for 
all time beyond the first eight hours." He had 
been endeavouring for the last fortnight to try 
and get some light on the question, and ~ad 
made some inquiries as to what was bemg 
done. He had his own ideas on the Bill at first. 
They were based on practical results. He saw that 
all the trctde unions had banded together, that 
on the goldfields men never worked more than 
eight hours, and that they did quite as n;u?h w_ork 
in seven and a-half hours as ever they dtd m nme. 
He went to J\faryborough anrl saw them working 
eiiTht homs an'd then he thought "this is a 
sy';,tem abn;e all others that we should legalise." 
The Committee shonlcl go in for the eight hours' 
system thoroughly, and in the 11ines Hegulation 
Bill he tried to get that principle recognised, and 
that the men should not be allowed tu work more 
than eiuht hours. Since then he had tried to 
find out from the labouring men what they 
thought of the question. One hon. member had 
said that persons had been asked to support the 
measure. The hon. member for Tonmlml stated 
that, but the reasons for supporting the Bill as 
given in the newspaper reports were very 
different. 

"The working men themselves were much to blame 
through theh· selfishness. They would work ten honrs 
or more rather tlutn that other men should come in 
::-tnd share the work. It was against such as these that 
they must legislate Unionism had obtained e.ight 
hours for skilled men, but could not help the nnsk1lled 
labourer, and they must, by public action, secure this 
legislation for themselves." 
It was clear that what w·ts wanted wa" the 
same thing that he endeavonred to legiKlate on 
in connection with a compulsory eight hours' day 
Then he came to another thing which puzzled 
him more than ever. In the Nation(l.l Review 
Mr. Broadhurst, M.P., was cn'dited with these 
words:-

,, rl'hey never had a subject before .them_ franp;ht 
·with a areater amount of good anc1 evil to tne trade 
of the ~ountry than the ej1ht hours' question. He 
jmplorcd them to discuss it calmly, and apart f_rmn 
a.ll lJH'-'sion and prejudice; for 1vhat they d8m~ied 
in Congress would have grp·tt effeet for a long tnne 
to come, on themselves and those who p·1me after 
them, in the labour org-anisation of the country. 
Should they ask the Government to do what they conld 
do for themselves? 'rhey 1vcre told that an E1ght 
Jionrs Bill \Yonlrl r"Jlicve flepression, but the great evil 
to-daY \VfLS overtime. Jjet tllCID :tlJOliE:h that. rrhere 
were "men present who clared not snppor~ ~t rcs?lntion 
condemning overtime for lear of 0ffendmg theu con
stituents Who worl.;:cd overtime. It was a mockery, a 
delusion, n wretched hypocrisy, to asl< for the eight 
honrs at the hands of Parliament when they defeated 
the short hours' ::;ystem dail.Y, merely to obtain 
n few extra shillingR on a Satul'clay nip;ht. He 
appealed to the Congress to hrsitate l)efore it com
mitted itself to a svstem whieh sapved the very 
foundations of inclel)cndence, and sent labour to 
Parliament like a pH-uper for his weeldy dole. 
-:\Ir. Drummond (I~ondon) snpport.ed the view expressed 
by -:\Ir. Broadhnrst. :Jir. \V. Pickarfl (Wigan) believed 
that if they asked the miners to support ~n }~ight 
IIonrs Bill thev would not do so. Such a B1ll would 
mean the harldicapping of capital in t~1e face of t:t:e 
hours worked by artisans upon the Contment. He dtd 
not helim·c in handica.p]Jing capital unfairly, any more 
than he belie'lmd in htbonr being tvrannised over. 'rhey 
should extend trades nnions a. brOad before asking the 
Briti~h Parliament to pass an 1~ight Hours Bill." 
He read that to show that outside men should 
not blame memlJers of Parlianwnt for trying to get 
at the truth when the men who advocated eight 
hom·s labour, tnemselve' differed so much. He ha cl 
endeavoured to try and solve the question, and 
what he had read was worthy of the consirleration 
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of members. Why he had r<"ad that extract 
was because the time was coming when an Eight 
Hours Bill in its entirety would bP passed. 
From his knowledge of mining, he had tried to 
get the House to consent to the proposition 
in connection with one skilled class of labour. 
The House did not see its way to that yet ; but 
the Bill before them would have the practical 
effect of "extending trade unions abroad." 
He believed that the Bill before them would 
have the effect merely of extending- trade unions 
in Queensland beyond those skilled classes who 
hacl been able hitherto to protect themselves. 
That was all the effect it would have. If then 
it was found to be an advance on all grounds, it 
would pave the way for the consideration of an 
Eight Hours Bill in its true sen,~. Under those 
circumstances he wished to ask the leaner of the 
Opposition whether he did not think the words 
"that a special rate of payment be fixed for all 
time beyond the first eight honrs be fixed by 
contract," would be productive of harm, be
cause there were so many persons included in 
the Bill now that the hon. member originally 
contemplated would not he included in it. In his 
(Mr. Tozer's) electorate there were a great many 
Germans engaged in farming and they would have 
no opportunity of seeing the Act, and would work 
on as they had done before. There were 300 or 
400 there engaged in agricultural pursuits, and 
many engaged in the timber industry, and they 
woulcl go on as they had clone before on verbal 
agreements. Probably many new~hums would 
come in and be engaged with them and they 
woulcl work eight and ~weh·e hours a day 
and there would be no wntten contract. The 
clause said that whenever it was intended 
that men should work for more than eight 
hours there should be a special contract, and 
further, that a special rate of payment for 
all time beyond the first eight hours should be 
fixed by the contract. ·what chance would those 
men to whom he referred have of fixing a special 
rate of payment? The effect of the clause in his 
district would be that those industrious men 
engaged in those industries which were difficult 
to carry on now, would be at the mercy of men 
who, when they left, and left discontented, 
would go to a lawyer ,and he told that they were 
entitled to a special rate of payment for all time 
beyond the first eight hours, and that as it \\as 
not fixed by contract they would be entitled to 
make a further charge. The result would be 
that employers would be unnecessarily brought to 
court, unless they were sufficiently wise to have 
a written contract. What would be the effPct 
of a written contract? He remembered the 
time here when the owners of stations had 
written contracts made out for their shepherds, 
and had a clause in them by which the shepherd 
made himself responsible for all the sheep placed 
in his charge. 1\IIen who were looking for 
work readily signed those contracts. The effect 
of the clause would be that there would be 
thousands of agreement forms printed with 
a blank space in them, and if there was a 
special rate of payment to be made, the em
ployer would fix it against the labourer. If 
they were to work overtime, it might be speci
fied that they would get a 'pecial rate of 
time and a-half. So far they had gone right ; 
but w ben that contract of hiring was included, it 
should be made so plain and clear that persons 
might enter into it verbally. The last part of 
the clause would prevent men making verbal 
contracts, because it would place one man 
at the mercy of another. A man might go 
to his employer and say, "Y on agreed 
to give 5s. an hour if I worked morA than 
eight hours," and another might come up 
and say, "Yes, you did; I heard you say 
so," The result would be that employers would 

1 be at the mercv of men who nrged the special 
rate of payment. He woulcl ask the leader of 
the Oppos'ition whether, in view of all the ci;
cumstances, he conld not see his way to ormt 
those worrls providing for a special rate of 
payment? · 

Mr. GLASSEY s.cid he did not agree with the 
hon. member for \Vide Bay with respect to 
the words fixing a special rate of payment to 
persons who worked more tlmn eight hours per 
day. The hon. member must he aware that 
wherever con1binations of working 1nen existed 
and wherever they were in a po;sition to 
enforce it, that was now the recogmsed rule, 
at le".st in most cases. But where men were 
not organised they were obliged to accept almost 
any conditions proposed by the employer for 
the sake of ubtctining work and the means of 
earning a livelihood. In the case of most 
of the or"anised trades where they worked 
beyond a Urnited time, ge!'erally fixe_d at eil)"ht 
hours per day, thev obtamed by theJr standmg 
rule-; more than the usual mte of wages for 
workino- beyond th"t, time. Therefore if the 
clause ~as carried cts it was it would bR simply 
le{)'alisino- to son1e extent what \YaR now a recog
ni~ed ru~ of most organised bodies. \Nhen the 
Mines Regulation Bill was going through com
mittee he hat! endeavoured to carry a clause 
limitino- the hours of labour to eight per day, 
and m~ldng it compulsory for miners to w01:k 
no more except in cn,ses of mnergency; and 1n 
such cases he proposed that the miners 
should be paid an extra rate of 23 per cent. 
beyond what they were paid for workii;g 
the eight hour.-; only. He had clone ~hat m 
order to bring the miner on a level w1th the 
oro-anised skilled labour of the country, and he 
th~ug-ht that was .mly right. He had said in 
support of his clause that if the labourer had to 
sacrifice the time he ouu·ht to have for recre<etion, 
imprm ement, and theb cultivati:m of his mind, 
and that too for the benefit of h1s employer to a 
considerable extent, then the person who bene
fited most by that should pay an extm rate. He 
went further now, and said that if the amend
ment propo,ed by the hon. 'member for Herbert 
was carried it would take "'way one of the 
strongest w:apons they had for the prc:tection ,?f 
labour. They did not want overt1me. :No 
doubt it was practised, ctnd there were som_e men 
who liked it, jw;t as 1\Ir. Broadhurst had sa1d, for 
the sake of a few extra shillings on the Saturday 
night; but it was not a general rule in ~iR exp~ri
ence of workmen. They genera-lly cons!d8l:ed 1t a 
pernicious practice, and they did not want 1t. If 
the workers of the colony were polled to-morrow 
on that question he made bold to say an oyer
whelming majoritv of them would go dead agamst 
overtiine. 

::Wr .. \.GNEW: Not if they voted by ballot. 
Mr. GLASSEY: Yes; if they voted by ballot. 
Mr. AGNE"W: Nonsense! 
Mr. GLASSEY said that he was sure that if 

a vote of the workers of the colony could be 
taken upon the subject-and he was ready to 
hear his share of the expense of such a poll, 
whatever it might be-an overwhelming majority 
would be strongly and sternly opposed to over
time. Reference had been made to Mr. Broad
burst, who was undoubtedly a man of very great 
ability, and he (Mr. GlasRey) had on two or three 
occasions attended pu hlic meetings and conferences 
with him. He knew his ability and value, hut they 
must bc'~r in mind that Mr. Broaclhurst had had a 
few years ago a littl~ taste of office, ~nd that he 
spoke now with considerable reservatwn, expect
ing that the time would come when he would 
again perhaps enjoy the sweets of office. , 

The PREMIER : Is that what you are 
seeking? 
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Mr. GLASSEY said he wanted neither place 
nor office under the party at present in power, 
or the p:uty which might succeed them. He had 
a] ways been able to earn his livelihood without 
any office of that kind, and he would continue to 
do what little he could; though that might not be 
much, in the interests of his fellow labourers, 
whether his efforts were appreciated or not. 
lYir. Broadhnrst wa.s not at the present time 
in touch with the great labour movement of 
the old country, and to many things advo
cated by the labouring classe:s he was opposed. 
J<'or manv vears that gentleman had been opposed 
to the opening of museums and picture galleries 
on Sundays, for the r~creation and enjoyment 
of those persons who had to work every other 
day in the week except on that day, and had 
spoken and voted against it in the House 
of Commons. Mr. Broadhurst hob-nobbed too 
nmch with royalty to be in close touch with 
the masses. He (Mr. Glassey) did not wish to 
say a single disparaging word of the yresent 
monarch, or of the monarch who was likely to 
be · but he knew that :Mr. Broadhurst had been 
hob-nobbing for a considerable time with .the 
heir-apparent. Mr. Broadhurst was a cttpital 
man in many respects ; but those were weak
nesses which could not be overlooked. But to 
return to the question under discussion: The 
Premier had referred to the remarks made by Mr. 
Mabbott, who formed one of the deputation tlH1t 
waited upon the hon. gentleman. He (Mr. Glassey) 
wished that some members of that Committee 
would show the same steadiness and reliability 
on all occasions as 11r. ::VIabbott had shown. He 
thought the hon. gentleman must be mistaken in 
his view, or must have misapprehended what ::\fr. 
Mabbott said with respect to the body he repre
sented being desirous to work more than eight 
hours a day, except in cases of emergency. That 
man wouid be extremely foolish who would 
not work under such circumstances because he 
had already worked his eight hours. Wharf 
labourers had to load and discharge veseels when 
they came to port, and it would be neither wise, 
prudent, proper, nor just that when the eight hours 
were up they should stop work, which might 
detain the vessel to a very inconvenient tune. 
They would do nothing of the sort ; hence the 
necessity for making so;ne stipulat-ion that in the 
e1'ent of their being asked to work overtime they 
should get extra pay. Those men did very hard 
work, as he knew, having done a little of it 
himself, and eight hom·s was a fair day's work for 
them. There were nearly 2,000 wharf htbourers 
in Queensland, and he said that if they refused 
to work longer than eight hours, supposi':g thttt 
ei~ht hours were legalised as a day's work, m order 
to" despatch a vessel in case of need they would be 
doing a wrong thing. But eight hours was 
sufficiently long for a wharf labourer or anybody 
else to work, and if they worked longer they 
should be paid for thP extra time at a higher 
rate. He could speak with special knowledge 
with respect to wharf labourers, because coal
lninar'3, seamen, and wharf labourers ·were more 
closely allied in organisation than any other class 
of workers in the colony, as they formed what 
was termed the maritime council, and he was in 
constant communication with them ; and he 
affirmed without fear of contradiction---although 
there mi~ht be a difference of opinion in isolated 
instance~, as there was in all associated bodies of 
men-that there was no subject that had so clo,dy 
engaged the attention of the labouring classes 
generally, not only in Queensland, but in Austral
asia, than that of legalising eight hours as a day's 
labour. That had been demonstrated by the 
various trade congresses which had been held in 
the colonies from time to time. He by no means 
aareed with the Bill as it at present stood, but it 
,;as a step in the right direction. It had been 

demonstrated again and again that wharf 
labourers, seamen, and maritime workers gen~r· 
ally, and other trades throut[hout :<\.ustr~lasia, 
were practically unanimous Ill their desire to 
have eight hours legalised. as a, day's labour, and 
the same feeling existerl m Europe: The very 
day after the Bill_ now under dis_cusswn was last 
before the Committee the followmg cablegr~m on 
the subject they were discussing appeared m the 
Couricr:-

H London, Jnly 19. 
" The International Trades Congress at Paris has 

appro,, bd of the principle that eigllt hour~, shall be the 
maximum duration of a. Jay's labour. Ihc congress 
demands international legislation in this respect." 

There they were informed that the International 
Trades Oon"ress at Paris, representing the com
bined worke~-s of everycc,untry in. Euror~e, wa!'ted 
the duration of a day's labour legalised m a 
reasonable way. He knew what a reasonable 
day was, ftnd he knew what a very n_nreasonable 
day was, as he had had some very bitter expen
ence in his early life on that subJect. On no 
question in connection with labour at th_e present 
titne \Vas there such a unan1n1ous opiniOn as on 
the legislation of eight honr;s as a clay's lah~ur. 
Overtime had always been an mJuryto the worJ_,er, 
and would continue to ~Je, and he certamly 
would vote against it, an_d so would the !)'reat 
mass of workers, where It could be. avoided. 
Of course there were circumstances wlnch would 
crop up when overtime would be necessar-y, and 
in those cases the men would have a right. to 
demand uvertime pay. There was a lette~ whwh 
he wished to refer to, which appeared m that 
evening's Ql,sercer, and he would ve:Iture to say 
it was never written by a butcher, as It purported 
to be, or by a man working for a butcher. The 
facts as regarded butchers were these : They ha_d 
invariably been invited tc; attend any pubhc 
meetings to shorten the hours of labour for s~op 
assistants. On th e5th August a very large meetmg 
was held in the Town Hall upon t_ha~ very q:nes· 
tion and it was decided that the prmCip!e of eight 
hou;s labour per dttY should be legalised. The 
butcher>< had called "a meeting of their own on 
that evening, and they adjourned it so that the_y 
mio-ht attend that demonstratwn, and their 
sec~·etary sat on the platform upon th.at occasion. 
Therefore he did not think the wnter of that 
letter in the Obsener had been very well inform~d. 
Doubtless he merely wished to say somethmg 
which would retard the passage of the measure 
before them if possible. In regard to some 
miners in the old country being opposed to an 
Eight Hours Labour Bill, ~e would give the 
reason, as stated by lYir: Pwkard,, why some 
miners were opposed to 81ght hour,; work, a_nd 
he (Mr. Glas>ey) would quote an auth~rtty 
which would be accepted b~ the O.mnmittee 
as one much higher than hnnself m regard 
to labour matters-although he had nut, perhaps, 
had so much practical experience-~m~, tha,~ 
was Lord Brassey, who was only a plam Mr. 
at the time he made these remarks. Lord 
Brassey was dealing with the question of .short~r 
hours, and was quoting tts an. authonty Sir 
Gem·ge Elliott, ~1.P., who won his way fro'!l the 
position of a coal miner to that of an emment 
mining engineer. He said :-

"::\liners work on the average twelve hours a day in 
South VVales, and only seven hours in the north of 
England; and ,vet .Mr. G. Elliott, :JI.P., l~as found that 
the cost of get tin~ coals in Abcrdare IS 25 per cent. 
more than it is in 1\'"orthnmberland." 

The mneure that cftme before the British 
Parliament proposed eight hours pure and simple, 
or inot.her words it put one hour a day more 
upon the Northern miners. In th_e county ?f 
Durham there were nearly 100,000 m mer", and m 
Northumberland there were nearly 20,000, and 



Eight Hours Bill. [16 AUGUST.] Eight Hours Bill. 1167 

of course those men did not favour a Bill of that 
kind, inasmuch as it would lengthen their hours 
of labour. But the great bulk of miners in Great 
Britain worked more than eight hours, and if 
the measure had been put to the vote amongst 
miners an overwhelming majority of them, from 
his own knowledge, would have unquestion
ably voted for the eight hours' principle. In 
regard to the amendment of the hon. mem
ber for Herbert, as the hon. member for 
Charters Towers, Mr. Sayers, had said, if that 
hon. member could see the danger that was likely 
to arise by including in the Bill agricultural 
labourers, why did he not vote on a previous ~cca
sion for their exclusion? He thought agncul
turallabourers should be included in the Bill, as 
they were the persons most requiring protection, 
and it would be a great mistake to exclude them. 
The amendment, if carried, would take away one 
of the strongest weapons of the workmen. A great 
deal had been said as to whether any man would 
support a motion compelling eight hours' labour 
per day. He had his opinions on the subject, 
and would stand responsible to his constituents 
for those opinions. Nothing would be a greater 
boon or ble.,sing to the workers of the colony 
than to have a compulsory measure of that 
kind carried, and he believed a large majority 
of the working people of the colony would be in 
favour of it. As had been wisely said, it was, 
perhaps, as well to take one step at a time, and 
he contended that the Bill before them was 
only one step-an instalment of future benefits to 
come. 

Mr. POWEHS said he had supported the Bill 
when it was at its second reading, and he had 
supported it in committee. As to the amend
ment of the leader of the Opposition, he hoped 
he would not go on with it-or if he did, 
that he would accept the one proposed by the 
hon. member for Herbert. The clause was 
as good as it could possibly be when it was 
first introduced, as it was intended to apply, 
not to agricultural labourers, but to others 
who in his opinion ought to be included. Every
body who was then working uncler the Bill 
would have to pay a special rate of payment for 
labour over the eight hours. He would like to 
hear the hon. le".der of the Opposition say wlw 
agricultural lal1ourers should be excluded. If 
they were excluded, in every agreement there 
would have to be a special stipulation that the 
work was to be outside the provi,ions of the 
Bill. He wished to make the Bill as practical as 
possible, and was not one of those who believed 
any good would be done by simply declaring 
eight hours to be the duration of a day's labour. 
How could they get over the difficulty of special 
rates of payment for all time beyond the eight 
hours? There were many cases where men were 
engaged for three months at so much per week. 
If a man were employed as a caretaker, his hours 
of labour would be twenty-four hours; or he 
might be a caretaker from daylight till dark, or 
an agricultural labourer, who worked early in 
the morning and during most of the day. Say 
such a n1an was engage:i for a month at 4s, per 
day. How would the extra rate be fixed if 
he worked over eight hours ? The time worked 
could not be allotted unless the 4s. per day were 
spread over the twenty-four hours, and with
out some amendment of the kind proposed, 
that portion of the Bill would be really imprac
ticable as applied to persons engagedin agricultural 
pursuits. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
certainly thought the proper way to deal with the 
question would be to omit servants in husbandry 
and domestic servants, and with that view he 
intended to ask the House to re-commit the Bill 
for the purpose of reconsidering the 2nd clause, 

and that clause also. If the Committee still 
determined to include those two classes he 
admitted that the cl:tuse must be alt~red. 

l\Ir COWLEY said that would not meet the 
object of his amendment, which was directed not 
to agricultural labourers

1 
but to all monthly 

servants. In a sug·w null there were fifty or 
sixty monthly servants enQ'aued, and when wet 
weather came on the wot:k 

0 

of the mill had to 
cease. But those men were paid their monthly 
waues whet her they worked or not. It was to 
tho';;e men that his amendment would apply. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Would 
they not be included amongst persons engaged in 
agricultural pursuits? . 

::\fr. CO\VLEY: No; they are engaged m 
n1anufacturing p11rsuits. 

The JYIINISTRR :FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said he quite disagreed w_ith the leader 
of the Opposition that seryants m husbandry 
should be exclmlec1. He d1d not care what the 
hon. gentleman might say or insinuate ag_airmt 
hon. members on that ;;ide of the Cmmmttee. 
He believed in the eight hours' system long 
before the hem. gentleman b~lieved. i:1 it-as_ he 
believed in many other rachc(ll opmwns w hwh 
the hon. gentleman did not belieYe in formerly, 
but believed in now. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. (}RIF:FITH: \Ve are 
moving in reverse directions. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS said the people who were the weakest 
were entitled to their protection, not the 
strongest. That was the example that had been 
set them by :England-the nuntry wh~ch had 
leuislated in the direction o£ shortenmg the 
h;urs of labour. All the legislation there had 
been in the interfsts of women and children, who 
could not protect themselves. And as they were 
protected the men followed, because. the men 
working in factories could not work w1thout the 
women and children. Outside the trades where 
women and children were employed, the men 
had always been able to protect themselves. 
There was a time in Great Britain when people 
worked in factories fourteen or fifteen hours a 
day and that time was within the lifetime of 
souie hon. members of the Honse. Then legisla
tion had to step in to protect women and 
children, and gradually the hours _of labour w~re 
reduced by statute to ten, and ultimately to nme 
hours. But the men outside those _factories 
had well protected themselves by the1r. trades 
unions. He would cite one instance, wlnch was 
no doubt well known to the hon. member for 
Bundan ba. The engineers inN ewcastle, in 187?, 
demanded a nine hours' system from the_Ir 
employers. The employers resiste~. ':l'hey sa1d 
the very same thing that was now sa1d w1th r~gard 
to servants in husbandry by those who w1shed 
to exclude them. They said, "\V e _could not 
pay you your wages if you work only mne hours ; 
you would stop the industry ; we could not com
pete with the f<>reigner," and so on. The men 
struck and they remained out for nearly four 
month~; but they gained t~eir point, a'!d the 
result was that all the enumeers and kmdred 
trades in England had to" follow suit. Those 
were the men whom Mr. John Morley addressed 
tlw other day and told them to depend upon 
themselves r"o;, an eight hours' system, and 
not upon le••islation. The hon. member for 
Bundanba rclerred to the International Con
gress in Paris; but that only proved what 
he had Eaid before that the Contmental workmen 
had a! ways been in f:wour of State interventi~n, 
while the English workmen had been qmte 
opposed to it ; bnt at all the congresses held on 
the Continent they had been outvoted. The 
National Congress in England did not vote for 
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the intervention of the State.. Nearly the whole 
of the argument of the hon. member for Bun
danba went to ehow tha.t the State should 
regulate the rate of wao-es · that was really 
the logical result of wh~at 'the hon. member 
said. The State could not reo-u]ate the rate of 
wage,, It might shorten the 

0

hours of labour, 
bnt to regulate the rate of wages w:.s what the 
State could never do. Did the leader of the 
Opposition know how many servants in hus
bn.nclry there were in the coiony ? There were 
far. more tha_n the h~m. gentleman wished to 
legislate for m the Bill. At the last census 
there were 45,000, which was probably increased 
now to 50,000, and 11,000 undefined labourers 
making between 60,000 and 70,000 servants ii; 
husbandry and undefined labourers who would 
be excluded from the benefits, if there were to 
be any benefits, of the legislation proposed by 
the leader of the Oppnsition. As he had said 
before, he harl believed in the ei"ht hours' svstem 
lon~ befo_re the !wn. gentlem~n did, m1cl he 
believed m shuttmg out the Chinese at a time 
when the hon. gentleman did not, although he 
now professed to be more anti-Chinese th><n 
even he (the :\Iinister for Mineg and "Works) 
was. The eight hours' question was not 
popular then ; it was popular now ; and it 
paid to follow public opinion. But a man 
who profeesed to legislate for men should lead 
public opinion, inste~otd of following 1t. His 
?elief was . that th.e Bill, to have any effect 
m crystalhsmg mght hours ag a statute 
day's labour, should not only include ser
vants in husbandry but also domestic servants, 
of whom there were a still greater number. 
Those two combined actually numbered one
third of the whole population of the colony, and 
they were the weakest class in the colony. They 
were now legislating for metl who, accordino to 
the hon. gentleman's own admission, had gotthe 
eight hours' system. As to the remarks that had 
be,'n made about public m2etings that had been 
held on the subject, what had they to be afre,id 
of so far as public meetings were concerned? 
Public meetings did not always represent 
public opinion. The hon. member' for 'l'oombul 
hac! spoken as if they were to be guided in their 
actw!l by the utterances of a few men at a public 
meetmg; but the men who attended that meetinoo 
were nearly all in possession of the eight hour;' 
S)_'stem already. But mark the selfishness. They 
d1d not care whether clerks or domestic servants 
were included; they had got the benefits of the 
system themilel ves and wished to exclude others 
from the same benefits. He said that was not 
the public opinion they should follow. They 
should lead public opinion instead of followin" 
~t; and if the Bill was to be of any sen-ice it should 
mclude every person who laboured with hi" 
hands. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
apprehended that the question before the 
Committee was not whether the hon. gentleman 
was actuated by a strong feeling of personal 
animosity towards himself but whether the 
Eight Hours Bill was to be passed into law. 
What was it to the public of the colony 
whether the hon. gentleman differed from him, 
or whether he did not. "What did it matter 
to the public whether at one time the 
hon. gentleman was more advanced in his 
views than he was, if in the meantime he had 
unfortunately retrogarcled in those views. ·what 
was it to the public if the hon. gentleman was 
actuated by a spirit of feud, of personal animo
sity to himself, a spirit which, however was 
entirely on one side? Anyone listening to the 
speech the hon. member had just made, would 
nclge apparently that he was actuated more by 

strong personal animosity to the introducer of 
the Bill, than by any objection to the subject 

matter of it. He (Sir S. W. Griffith) hoped 
the Bill would be dealt with on its merits. 
What did it matter to the public what he thought 
fifteen years 3!5"? He did not know what he 
thought then on the eight hours' system. 

The 1\11::\'ISTER FOR MIXES AND 
·woRKS: I don't believe you do. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH said he did 
not know everything all at once. He did not 
come, like JYiinerva, in full pOi•session of all know
ledge from thP bmins of J ove, as the hon. 
member would appear to have done when 
he first dawned on the astonished people of 
Queensland, po"essing all liberal views-views 
which he, unfortunately, seemed to have thrown 
overboard one by one. He (SirS. W. GrHfith) had 
been gradually learning, and was still learning; he 
was travelling sterLdily in one direction, but he re
gretted to say that the hon. gentleman seemed to be 
travelling in the reverceclirection; the place where 
they had met was long since pabsed, and while 
the hon. member was going backward he had 
been going for\\ arcl. He regretted to have to 
say so, because at one time he regarded the hon. 
member as one of the most genuine Liberals in 
the colony. But they were concerned now with 
the Eight Hours Bill. The hon. gentleman had 
s10id that there were a great number of persons 
engaged in agricultural and pastoral pursuits. 
On the second re10ding of the Bill he (Sir S. vV. 
Griffith) stated that he would like to see the 
provisions of the Bill extended to them ; but for 
reasons that were urged by the representatives 
of the agricultural districts it was not considered 
practicable at the present time, because their work 
was not continuous, ur such as that of the persons 
to whom the Bill was intended to apply. It was 
intern1ittent, beginning in the morning, having 
long intermissions, and running into the evening. 
Again, it was not daily work, there being n0thing 
clone sometimes for clays together. For these 
rensons he had yielded reluctantly to the argu
ments used, which showed that, at any rate at 
present, it would not be practicable to apply 
the Bill to those persons. The hon. gentleman 
professed to be a strong advocate of the eight 
hours' movement, but still he was doing his 
level best to prevent a law being passed on 
the subject. That was not the sympathy 
they wanted. If they could not make the 
Bill perfect, let them make it as good as 
they could. As for the hon. gentleman's remarks 
about popularity, they were not worth answer
ing. He did not think he need trouble himself 
to refute motives of that kind. He thought the 
proposal he had made just now wccs a fair one
to reconsider clause 2, and if they determined to 
still include agricultural servants, he was afraid 
the words proposed to be omitted must be omitted; 
otherwise they need not be omitted. In reference 
to the remarks of the hon. member for Herbert as 
to the Bill applying to others besides those who 
were actually engaged in agricultural pursuits
tlmt was to persons w.ho were not actually 
employed in the field, but in the work following 
nec,'ssarily upon· the field work-he thought that 
could be remedied by keeping the time. At any 
rate it was a question of detail which need not 
affect the general application of the Bill. 

The 1\IINISTJ:i;R FOR MINES AND 
vVORKS ,,aid the hon, gentleman could not get 
up without using the same insinuations that he 
alw;tyo used. · He quite admitted thttt it did not 
matter one bit to the people of t.he colony whether 
any feud existed between the hon. gentleman 
and himself ; and as to the personal animosity the 
hon. gentleman said he entertained towards him, 
and of which he said he had none himself, if he 
had hit the hon. gentleman so hard as to make 
him think so, he could not help it. But he 
could tell the hon. gentleman that he had no 
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more personal animosity against him than 
he had a.gain.~t a man he had never seen. 
Whatever the hon. gentleman proposed that 
he could see his way to support he should 
support, and when he introduced anythin,; he 
could not support he would oppose it ::ts strong·ly 
as ever he had opposed anything in his life. The 
hon. gentleman said he had been going Lack· 
wards while he himself had been going forwards. 
.That was the anS\\ er the hem. gentleman made to 
the arguments he had used; but he had a long\\ .ty 
to go yet before he reached the place on the Lack
ward track which he (the Minister for Mines and 
Works) now occupied. He could tell the hon. 
gentleman that he was not going b:wkwards 
because he disagreed with him. There was not a 
single thing the hon. gentlem::tn brought forward, 
if it was not carried exactly as he wanted 
it, but he got up and accused hon. members 
who did not agree with him of being actuated 
by personal animosity towards him.>e.!f, and told 
them, as he did the other night, that they were 
gaining their ends by fraud and mic;representa· 
tion. There \Vas no 1nan in the House, even 
the rudest and most uncivil, who used such nu
parliamentary language as the bon. 1nernber 
always used when he could not get his own way. 
That was not the way for gentlemen di~cus,ing 
any question, no matter what it was, to act. He 
s:;id again ~hat he believed thoroughly in the 
mght hours' system, as he tclwaYs had believed 
in it ; but he contended that, to make the Bill of 
any practical use, it must be made compulsory. 
He admitted that it conic! not be made cam· 
pulsory at present, and for that reason all classes 
ought to he admitted within the scope of the 13ill 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said h~ 
did not rise to prolong the nersonal discussion 
which the hon. gentleman seemed desirous of 
creating. He did not regard the matter as a 
personal one at all, and the personal arguments 
the hon. gentleman had used-that he alwte;."< got 
angry when he did not have his own way
were getting stale. extremely monotonous itnd 
wearisome. He should like to hear some fresh 
arguments. The hon. gentleman had qnite 
forgotten the kind of speech he had just made. 
Anybody listening to it would tihink he was 
induced by some desire to oppose the measure 
becanse it was introduced by him (Sir S. \V. 
Griffith.) The hon. gentleman had evidently 
forgotten what he had said. 

The MI::'-JISTER FOR MINES AND 
'WORKS: I have not forgotten it. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRH'FITH said that 
anybody listening to the tone and manner of the 
hon. member, and the per·onality of his attack. 
must have thought there was something behind 
the C[Uestion of eight hours in his mind. He rlid 
not wish, however, to pursue that mn,tter. If 
the hon. gentleman would deLate the Dill on its 
merits, he Wo)lld meet him ; but so long as he 
chose to make personal attacks, he might expect 
to have those attacks met. He had never 
flinched from meeting the hon. gentleman when 
he chose to make a personal attack upon him, 
and the hon. gentleman might always expect 
what he had always received-an answer. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said he was never afraid to meet the 
hon. member; and he could meet him just as 
well outside as inside that Chamber. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he hoped the heads on 
both sides of the Committee at lec.st wvuld keep 
cool, whatever the tails might do. He must take 
exception to one or two remn,rks that fell from 
the Minister for Mines and 'vVorks. He agreed 
with the hon. member that agricultural labourers 
and servants in husbandry should be included; 
but the hon. gentleman argued that inasmuch as 
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they were excluded they were the weaker party, 
and followed that up by saying that they formed 
two-thirds of the working people. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VOEKS : They are not organised. 

Mr. GLASSEY said the hon. member took 
his figures from the census of 1886. He had also 
taken some figures from the same source, and he 
would read them. LabJurers, branch undefined, 
total 8,83:5; farm servants, indoor, 4,Ul6 males 
itnd lOO females ; grazing farm servants, 4, 695 
males and 41 females; agricultural labourers, 
ontdoor, 1,503 males and 32 females; station 
or grazing farm labourers, outdoor, 1,519 
males and 4 females. He did not include 
Chinese or kanakas. One thing- that struck 
him very forcibly during the debate was the 
wonderful amonnt of commendation that had 
been g·i ven to trades unions and such organisations. 
His experience in the past was that persons who 
took pltrt in those matters were generally con
sidered positive firebrands •>nd per"ons dangerous 
to society ; but he was pleas.,d to see that the 
time had come when they were recognised as 
beneficial not only to the workers, but to the 
community ~;"enerally. He trusted that they 
would always be appreciated in that spirit. If 
there was one thing desired more than another 
by persons favourable to the development of 
industrial reoources it was the prevention of 
strikes and lock-outs. Strikes had ah,-.tys been 
deprecated by trades unionists, but they had 
often been their only weapons, and they had 
sometimes been reluctantly compelled to use 
those weapons. The Minister for Mines and 
\Vorlcs recently used an argument with respect 
to the enormous industrial struggle which brought 
so much misery and poverty to a vast number of 
people-he referred to the strike of the Tyneside 
engineers in 1872. He (J\Tr. Glassey) was there at 
the time, and subscribed towards the maintenance 
of those men in their efforts to obtain shorter 
hours. Strikes were certainly very much to be 
deprccaterl, and the vcrv thing the supporters 
of the Bill were contending for was the preven
tion, as far as possible, of industrial disputes, 
which created so much strife, bitterness, sorrow, 
and sufferins-. But when they were asking that 
the matter should be df·.1lt with in an equitable 
rnanner, they were 1net by arguments in favour 
of perpetuating the very thing they wished to 
prevent. That was the effect of the arguments 
of the Minister for Mines and \Vorks. 

The PREJI,HER: No. 
Mr. GLASSEY said the Minister for Mines 

and YVorks told hon. mvmhers to look at what 
the English labourer had got by his own efforts. 
How had he got it? By those very struggles 
which he (;\Ir. Glassey) and others in favour of the 
Dill wished to prevent. There was a strike among 
the fy.kersof Brisbancforshorterhoursashorttime 
ago, but the claims of their stomachs and those 
depending on them soon forced them to give in. 
The miners at BunJanba had time after time en
duwoured to get the eight hours; and the last 
strike that occurred in that district was partly 
to obtain the eight-hour day. He did his level 
hest to prevent it. He heard an hon. member 
interject that he was there to encourage it. He 
ne1·er was there to encourage anything that was 
unreasonable or unjust; but when men stuck up 
for what was reaconable and just, he was not the 
man to desert them. He would spend his last 
dollar to obtain rosonable hours for the workers 
of the colony, knowing the value of short hours, 
and the degradation and misery he had endured 
in the past when he was young through working 
long hours; and he said it was not fair that persons 
high in authority should deal with the question 
otherwise than on its merits, If the Bill was not 
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all that could be desired, it woulrl do some good, 
at any rate ; and he trusted the time would come 
when a compulsory measure would be in force, 
so that the workers might enjoy as far as possible 
the sweets of life and have some little time to 
improve their intellects and better equip them
selve:l to fight the battle of life. 

The PREMIER said it would be better if 
the hon. member would talk a little common 
sense. He harl in a sort of semi-infuriated 
way given expression to some of his opinions 
and had told the Committee what had hap
pened to him in the old country. Of course 
that was very interesting; and no doubt the 
hon. memhr had suffered all those privations. 
He had been ground down to the e::trth, no doubt, 
fighting all th.e time-and he appeared to be of a 
bellicose nature. The hon. member had pointed 
out the struggles and troubles he had in the old 
country, but he did not know whether the hon. 
member had had so much trouble in Queensland. 
When the Committee weighed the opinion of the 
hon. member with that of the Minister for Mines 
anrl ·works, the balance would be entirely in 
favour of the Minister for Mines and \Vorks. 
He believed every member of that Committee who 
thought upon the question at all knew that the 
Minister for l\fines and \Vorks had not always 
lived in velvet, but that he had been the most 
hard-working and practical man who harl ever 
come into the Queensland legislature. When 
the hon. member for Bundanba had earned the 
reputation as a hard-working man which had been 
achieved by the Minister for Mines and Works, 
he might come forward and talk about the 
griev::tnces of the working classes. He would 
like to know what the hon. member for Bun
danba knew about the grievances of the working 
man in the colony. Had he ever done anything 
since he had come to the colony but live in 
clover? Had he ever done a day's.hard work? 

Mr. GLASSEY : I have done more hard 
work than you have. 

The PREMIER said that he would admit 
the hon. member might have done much more 
hard work than he (the Premier) had done, but 
then he did not hold himself up as the advocate of 
the working man. He was not one of those who 
advocated the w::tnts of the working man on the 
lines that the hon. member did ; but although 
not a working man himself he knew perhaps as 
much about the working man as the hon. 
member who laid clown the law. Possibly 
he had seen the working man in more varied 
circumstances than the hon. member, and 
when the hou. member came down to that 
Committee claiming to be the exponent of the 
grievances of the working" man he was adopting 
a. r6le that he was not entitled to. One word 
from the lips of the .Minister for Mines and 
\Vorks was worth fifty from the hon. member. 
There were several hon~ members on both sides 
of the Committee who were more entitled to be 
considered as friends of the working man than 
the hon. member for Bundanba. The hon. 
member was taking a position which he had no 
right to occupy or assume. He was not the only 
champion of the working man in the Committee. 
He seemed to think that because be attended 
every meeting of working men, n,nd because he was 
an agitator, that on that account he was the 
friend of the working man. The greatest enemy 
of the working man was the man who agitated, 
and did not work. That was the clasd of men 
whom the working man should avoid, and he was 
afraid the hon. member for Bundanba came 
under that category. There were hon. members 
sitting on the other side who knew a great deal 
more about the working man than the hon. mem
ber for Bundanba, and who had had far more 
practical experience than that hon. member. 

It ill became him-a new member-to attempt 
to lecture a man like the Minister for lYiines and 
\Vorks, whose shoe laces he was not fit to undo. 
He (the Premier) did not for one moment 
pretend to compare the intellect of the hon, 
member with that of the Minister for Mines 
and Works-that was not the question they had 
to discuss ; but so br as practical hard work in 
the colony was concerned, the h<m. member for 
Bundanba was not fit to be seBn in the same 
paddock with the Minister for Mines and Works. 

Mr. GLASSEY said that he had not, he 
hoped, said a single word to cause the anger of 
the Minister for Mines anrl Works. There were 
few hon. members in that Committee for whom 
he had greater admiration for ability and for a 
knowledge of the working man than he held for 
the Minister for Mines and ·works. If he (Mr. 
Glassey) said anything which was distaste.ful 
to the Premier he was accused of lecturmg 
the bon. gentleman ; but so long ::ts he occu
pied the position he now held as a member 
of th::tt Committee he would take the course 
which he thought was reasonable, and follow 
it with dignity. It did not f.ollow ~bat ?e
cause his utterances did not g1ve sat1sfactwn 
to the Premier, that he was to be sat upon, 
and accused of lecturing hon. members. ~e 
would be sorry to say a single word t~ create Ill
feeling in the mind of the Minister for Mines 
and \Vorks, but the idea was preposterous. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
·woRKS 'aid there was a great deal of private 
business on the paper. There were five. items, 
all of more or Jes~ importance, and 1f that 
discussion went on much longer it would leave no 
time for the other business. He was pleased to 
hear a man stand up and rlefend his opinions 
in as bold, m::tnly, and eloquent a manner as 
possible. He did it himself, and alw::tys would 
do so while he was able; but he thought it was 
time to get on and consider other business. Let 
them consider the Eight Hours Bill and not be 
lecturing each other. He was perfectly prepared 
to do so. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH saifl that 
he had suggested that that clause should be 
allowed to stand as it was at present, and they 
could re-commit the Bill for the purpose of 
reconsidering clause 2. If clause 2 were altered 
there would be no need for the amendment of the 
hon. member for Herbert in that clause. 

::VIr. COWLEY said he was quite prepared to 
withdraw his amendment, on the distinct under
st::tnding that he could bring it forward again. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
On clause 5, as follows :-
"Except in the case of a contract made as preo;;cribed 

by the last preceding section, and then onlv in accord
ance with its provisions. it shall not be lawful for any 
employer to require· any 1vorkman to work, without his 
own cOnsent, for more than eight hours in any one day. 
And except as aforesaid no employer shall dismiss a 
workman by reason of his refusal to work for a longer 
period than eight hours in any one day. 

"Any employer who offends against the provisions of 
this section shall be liable to a )Jenalty of five pounds/' 

The MINISTER FOR RAIL\VAYS (Hon. 
H. M. Nelson) said that he had not spoken 
on the Bill before. He agreed with the pre
amble of the Bill, in the object for which 
the Bill was brought in, but it seemed to 
him that there was a very 'erious difficulty. 
The Bill w::ts intended to benefit the working 
man by providing th::tt a reasonable time for re· 
creation, mental culture, and for the purpose of 
performing the social and civil duties of life was 
necessary. That clause stated that no man need 
work for more than eight hours unless he 
wished; but there was no provision in the Bill 
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to prevent a man from working for seven days in 
the week. There was not a word about the very 
day in the whole week which was really the 
workman's day of recreation. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIJ!'FITH: This is not 
a Sunday Observance Bill. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said 
that if a man had to work upon Sunday, even if 
he were engaged in an occupation where his work 
required him to do so, then he had sacrificed the 
one day out of the seven which was most calcu
lated to afford him the greatest amount of what 
the Bill was broug·ht forward to provide for. A 
man might voluntarily work on Sunday, but 
the Bill did not provide that he was to get 
any more wagRs on that day than on any 
other. He thought it should provide that a 
workman should work so many hours a week. 
Putting aside the religious aspect of the question, 
physiologists had proved conclusively that a 
man who did not get one day's rest in seven 
would soon break down. Thev had tried in 
France the experiment of having every tenth 
day as a day of rest, but it had proved a 
failure. They should not allow a man to work 
fifty-six hours a week; but forty-four, or at the 
outside forty-eight hours should be the limit; 
but there was nothing which could show that 
that was the intention of the Bill. He did not 
intend moving any amendment, because he 
looked upon the Bill to a great extent as bunkum, 
and it might do harm. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Why, 
you began by saying that you approved of it. 

The MINISTJm FOR RAILWAYS said 
that he approved of the preamble, but the Bill 
did not carry out what was proposed in the 
preamble. He had read the part of the preamble 
which he approved of, but the Bill did not carry 
out what was stated in the preamble. He 
thought he had shown one very serious defect in it. 
The harm that it would do was this: It had 
been industriously circulated amongst working 
men that the Bill would enable those who now 
worked nine hours to work only eight and get 
the same wages. \V ell, everyone knew that there 
was nothing of that sort in the Bill-nothing 
whatever. So far as he had listened to the 
discussion, all through it seemer1. to him to be a 
Bill brought in principally for the glorification 
of the leader of the Opposition and his friend 
the hon. member for Bundanba. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. G RIFJ<'ITH : Is that the 
reason the Government are opposing it? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he really 
thought, to make the clause a little intelligible 
and sensible, the leader of the Opposition should 
consider the latter part of it, "And, excevt as 
aforesaid, no employer shall dismiss a workman 
by reason of his refusal to work for a longer period 
than eight hours in any one day." Now, could 
anyone of common sense advance anything in 
favour of that? \Vas it likely that any employer 
would assign that as his reason for dismissing a 
workman-his refusal to work more than eight 
hours. There were so many ways of disposing of 
the services of a working man without assigning 
any reason. \Vould any employer be idiot 
enough to assign such a reason as would render 
him liable to a penalty of £5? He really thought 
that was making the Bill a greater farce than it 
otherwise would be. He would like the hon. 
gentleman, at all events, to be a little bit 
rational, if he could be on the subject, and 
excise that ridiculous part of the clause. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said there 
might be a difficulty on his part in trying to 
appear rational, but he did struggle to the best 
of his poor ability to be as rational as he could. 

The clause seemed to be a very rational pro
posal. Did the hon. gentleman ~ver h.ear.of a 
contract of hirino--of a man bemg dismissed 
and bringing an ~ction for wrongful dismissal? 
The master then had to say why he dis
missed the man, and refusal to work for 
more than eight hours would not be a re.aso:' for 
dismissing him, and if the man was dismissed 
for that reason, then the employer would be 
liable to damages. If a man dismissed another 
who was under contract, he must have some 
reason for dismissing him. The clause was a 
very substantial provision indeed. No doubt 
the last three lines of the clause might be 
omitted without •ltering the legal effect, but the 
advantao-e of them was that the employer would 
know hi~ position instead of having to find it out 
by a lawsuit. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said he did not think the latter part of 
the clause would have any effect, although the 
hon. gentleman thought it would. 

The Ho:-~. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: It will 
prevent the thing being done. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
·woRKS said it would ]Jrevent the employer 
assigning a~ a reason for dismissing a man that 
he refused to work more than eight hours, but 
no em player would ever be fined for having done so. 

'l'he HoN. Sm S. Vv. GRIFFITH: There are 
a great many offences that are never committed 
by reason of their being offences. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said the clause would not stand in that 
category. The objection raised by the Minister 
for Raiiways had something in it which the hon, 
o-entleman should reply to. There were a pretty 
laro-e number of people in the colony who 
wo~ked on Sunday. There were some public 
servants who worked on Sunday. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIF:FITH: The 
Minister for Railways is the worst sinner. 

The MINISTEH FOR MINES AND 
WOHKS said the Minister for Railways was 
the worst employer of all; hut he did not do 
very much himself on Sunday. There was a 
tim'e when railways did not work on Sundays, 
and when the museum was not opened. When 
the practice of running tr'!i~s on Snnda:l_' came 
into operation he was Mm1ster for Ra1l ways, 
and found it would not be fair to a man who 
was earning 5s. or 6s. a day to work on Sunday
although it was not compulsory-for the same 
money. Therefore, there was a rule established 
that railway senants who worked on Sunday 
should not have less than 10s. He thought 
something of that sort might be put in ~he Bill. 
Of course railway servants were mcluded 
whether they were mentioned or not, and if they 
had to work on Sundays, provision should be 
made for them. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the clause was ob
jectionable from another point of view. Say 
that an employer engaged a man under contract 
to perform certain work at a fixed rate of wages 
for one year and after the first month he chose 
to break the contract and clismiss the man. 
Under ordinary circumstances the man employed, 
if able to show wrongful dismiss::t!, could get 
damages amounting to perhaps £50 or £60 1 but 
according to the clause the amount was spec1fied, 
and although he might have suffered a large loss 
by being wrongfully dismissed, the grf~;<test 
amount of penalty that conlcl be inflicted on the 
employer was£:). The employer could theref<;re 
dismiss a man, knowing that by .Act of Parha
ment the amount which he would be fined would 

, be only £5, 
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Mr. WATSON said one would think they were 
legislating for a lot of wild animals. He had 
been an employer of labour in Queensland for 
the last twenty-five years, and he had never 
yet met one working man who refused to work 
half-an-hour, an hour, or an hour and a-half 
beyond the eight. hours ; and for that reason he 
had always paid his men time and a-half for 
extra work, and on Sundays double time. That 
w_as only reasonable. Let an employer treat 
h1s men as men ought to be treated, and there 
was no fear but that the men would do the 
employer justice. 

Clause put and passed. 
Preamble agreed to. 
The House resumed ; and the CHAITI;\!AN 

reported the Bill with amendments. 
RE-COMMITTAL. 

On the motion of the HoN. Sm S. \V. 
G RIFFITH, the Speaker left. the chair, and the 
Bill was re-committed for the consideration of 
clauses 2 and 4. 

On clause 2, as follows:
"In this Act~ 

f!'he term 'workman' means any person employed 
in manual or clerical labour; which term in.! 
eludes any kind of work except as herein 
expressly exce1)ted, but does not include the 
work of sailors when the ship or vessd is llnder 
wn.y or on a voyage, or the "'\York of dOll'estic 
servants, or the work of pe1·sons emplO)"cd. in 
ships or vessels to do similar work to that of 
dome:stic servants.'' 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said with 
respect to that clause he did not want to occup'c 
much ~ime, us hon. members had probably made 
up the1r minds on the subject. He did not think 
the Bill ought to deal with clerical labour, and 
he wished to give the Committee an opportunity 
of reconsidering the vote given a few e venin o-s 
ago. He therefore proposed the omiHion ~f 
the words "or clerical" after "manual" on the 
1st line. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS asked if the hon. gentleman would give 
any reason why clerical labour should not be 
included? 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRH'FITH said the 
Bill was not intended to deal with that subject. 
He did not entertain any very strong feeling on 
the matter. He did not think there were a great 
many of those persons who worked more than 
eight hours. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AXD 
W.ORKS: A very great many of them do. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GlUFFITH said he 
would not presG the amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The HoN. SIR S. Vi. GHIFFITH moved the 

re-insertion of the words, "the work done by 
mechanics, handicraftsmen, artisans, artificers, 
journey1nen, miners, engineers, firen1en, railwav 
servants, servants in husbandry, sailors, and 
other persons emvloyed in ships or vessels when 
in port, and all other per.,ons working with their 
hands at," after the word "includes." 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
'WORKS said that the hon. gentleman by that 
amendment proposed to include all those who 
at present really had the benefit of the eight 
hours' system, except some railway servants, and 
he excluded servants in husbandry, for what 
reason? Because their employers said that they 
could not be worked on the eight hours' syotem. 
He said that a man working out in the sun on a 
farm should not be asked to work more than 
eight hours. It required more physical strength 
to work for six hours in the sun than to work for 
eight hours out of it, at similar work. There 

was no reason why farm servants should not be 
included, except that they were weaker and 
unorganised, and it might put their employers 
to some. trouble. There was no reason why an 
agreement made applic<eble to other workmen 
should not be made applicable to them. He 
sh';'uld certainly vote rgainst the amendment. 

Mr. TOZER said that from one of the resolu
tions sent to him from a large meeting held at 
M:aryborough, he found that one of the speakers 
there said he belonged to the largest eight hours' 
association in r\.ustrnJasia, and he n1ight take hin1 
as an authority upon the subject. 

The l\IINIS'rER FOR Jl.liNES AND 
\VORKS: He might not be an exponent of the 
feelings of thostJ who are not in the association. 

Mr. TOZER said the eight hours' associa
tions extended their branches, and they had 
members of all ehtsses in the community attend
ing their meetings. He noticed from the paper 
sent him that they had thoroughly considered 
the question of domestic servants and persons 
engaged in farm labour, and the meeting w ~s 
unanimously of the opinion that they could not 
apply the same rule to farm labourers as was 
applied to skilled scn ants. 

HoxouHADLE MmllDEns : 'Why ? 
:Mr. TOZER: Bectusc they do not work con

tinuously. 
HoNOUHADLE MElllllEHS : They do. 
Mr. TOZER said they did not necessarily 

work continuously, and no man could carry on 
farming- operations in this colony if his servants 
would work only eight hours a day. It was diffi
cult enough for ·them to carry on under present 
conditions; but it would stop the industry to 
include farm servants in the Bill unless they 
had an opportunity of contracting themselves out 
of it. 

An Ho:>OVIlcUlLE JI.IE)IBER : It is not com
pulsory. 

Mr. 'l'OZER said it was not, but it was 
contemplated by the Bill that the Committee 
should express · the opinion that eight hours 
should be a day's labour, and hon. members 
asked that that should apply to farm labour
ers. \Vas there any place in the world where 
they were included in the eight hours' system? 
They were attempting to go ahead of those 
who were themselves legislating in those 
matters. The tr;cdes unions were legislating in 
those matters, and what they were now trying 
to do was to give effect to their legislation, and to 
extend it to other classes which those societies 
by organisation had not been able to extend it 
to. He could not see why farm la hourers should 
be put in a different category from domestic 
servants. At the pre"ent time in the colony a 
farm labourer had to get up at 5 o'clock and 
milk the cows, and he took a spell in the middle 
of the day for rest. 

HoNOURABJ.E ME}IBERS: No. 
Mr. TOZER said he admitted that ploughmen 

and some farm labourers who might be classed 
as skilled labourers, under the term artisans, might 
work a fixed time, but he spoke of the ordinary 
farm labourer when he said their work was not 
nece"~arily continuous between certain hours. 
They knew that in wet weather farm labourers 
were not necessarily at work out on the farm. 
Let them ask any practical farmer in the Com
mittPcJ at the present moment if it wa;, possible for 
them to carry on their work under the eight hours' 
sy;,tem. If the system was to be applied to them 
it would only have the effect of reducing- their 
wages, and that was not the object the Committee 
were going for. The Minister for Mines and Works 
had spoken as if he was expressing the opinion 
of the working classes of the colony, but that was 
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not so. He {Mr. Tozer) admitted that the kind of 
meetings that l:ad b~er; hold did not always give 
a reflex of pubhc opnnon, but he unhe,;itatin"lY 
said that public opinion lmd not yet reached 
the stage of including farm servants under that 
system. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
had moved the amendment in a moment of 
forgetfulness, a.s the words "clerical itl1d 
manual" included all classes of labour, and the 
amenrlment was unnecesoary. He would there
fore, withdraw it with a view of propo~in~ n,n 
amendment specially excluding agricultural" and 
pastoral servants. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The HoN. SIR S. W. G IUFFITH moved the 

insertion <;f the. words "the work of persons 
employed m agncultural or pastoral pursuits" 
after " voya.g·e. '' 

Mr. CROMBIE said he did not think the hon. 
member for \Vide Bay had ever been a farm la
bourer, as the hon. member did not appea.r to know 
much about the subject. He {:\fr. Crombie) had 
been a farm labourer, and had alRO been an em
ployer of brm labourers, and he could tell the hon. 
member that there was no harder worked class 
of people in the country than farm labourers. 
?-'hey worked continuously almost from daylight 
m the morning nntil a,; long as they could see 
except in harvest time. ' 

Mr. HUNTER: When it rains? 
Mr: CROMBIE said the hon. member for Burke 

did not know much about the matter either. 
'When it rained there was always plenty of work 
for the farm labourer under a roof-in the barn. 
l\!Iany men who had been his servants and who 
had worked on a farm had told him that they 
would rather work three days on a station than 
one day on a farm-that they had never worked 
so hard in their life as they bad done on a farm. 
As he had said, the work was continuous from 
daylight to dark except in harve,;t time. They 
could not touch the crop in the middle of the day 
in harvest time, because the beat of the sun made 
the_gmin so ripe that if the crop wa' touched the 
gram would fall out on to the ground. Dut in 
the n1orning and evening there wa~ a certa,in 
dampness in the air which toughened the grain 
and caused it to stick to the stalk. The men 
were therefore idle for three or four hou"" in the 
middle of the d,y, and did their work in the 
morning and evening. He ret>eated that the 
work of farm labourers was hard and continuous 
!'nd he conter;ded that they should be includecl 
m the lWOVISIOns of the Bill. The Bill was 
bro;1ght in with a very good intention and had 
his approval in every sense, but it did not go far 
enough. He would go further than was proposed 
and thought that if they inserted it clans~ 
compellin~ shopkeepers to shut their shops at a 
reasonable hour in the evenin~ they would arrive 
at ast~ge at which they 'yonld not arrive for n, very 
bn~ tnne unless somethmg of the kind was done. 
There were people in shops workin'" from 8 
o'clock in the morning until10 or 12 ~'clock at 
night, b~cause of the g!'eed of shopkeepers who 
kept therr shops open trll those late hours, and if 
they could insert such a provision as he had 
suggested they would relieve a ~reat many very 
worthy people in this country. ~ 

Mr. MU RPHY s<tid he should also like to say 
a few words on behalf of the agricultumllabourer, 
to whom he thought the provisions of the l3ill 
should be extended. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRI:B'FITH: What 
about shepherds? 

l\!Ir. M'GRPHY said he had no objection to 
shepherds being included in the Bill. The object 
the hon. gentleman had in introducing that 

measure was to crystallise public opinion in 
regard to the hours of labour. The Bill did not 
make it compulwry that a man should not work 
longer than eight hours a day. It did not make 
it a penal offence for a nmn to work more than 
eig·ht hours. 'fhen why not extend the pro
visions of the Bill to all clasBes in the colony, 
as that might crystallise public opinion as a 
whole, and not simply the opinion of those in 
towns. He had listened to the speeches made 
at the ei,;ht hours' meeting the other clay, 
and he never listened to more selfish speeches 
in his life. The very men who had the 
privilege of working under the eight hours' 
system, who by their trade unions were able to 
band together and compel their employers to 
grant the eight hours' principle left unprotected 
the most helpless class of labourers in the 
community, and threatened Parliament with 
all sorts of penalties if they did not accept that 
Bill in the form in which it was introduced 
by the leader of the Opposition. H.e just let 
those threitts go hy like the idle wind. He 
thought the agricultural labourer should be con
sidered, and he was now standing up for a 
very much more mumerous class than was repre
sented by those people who were agitating in 
Brisbane against the 1tction which had been 
taken by several members of that Committee. 
He would quote a few statistics to put right 
the figures quoted by the hon. member for Bun
danba. According to the census returns pub
lished in " Votes and Proceedings" for 188G, 
volume iii., there were 7,005 persons belonging 
to the professional classe.s in the colony; 171,106 
belonging to the domestic classe.s ; 19,787 be
longing to the commercial class; 55,897 belonging 
to t.he agricultural claos ; 51,-104 belonging to the 
industrial cl:tsscs; and 17,-104 who did not sub
scribe their occupations so as to permit of their 
being included in one of the foregoing classes, or 
who were so situated that their employment was 
non-productive. That showe·:l that the Eight 
Hours Bill, if passed in the form in which it was 
submitted to the Committee, would include 
51,404 persons, and lettve out 271,3ii!J. If they 
wanted to crystallise public opinion, why should 
they not crystallise the opinion of the greater 
number-those 271,359 persons? 

Mr. TOZER: 'Nomen and children? 
Mr. MUllPHY said of course he included 

women and children. \Vomen had as much 
right to be considered as men ; there were 
many women working in factories, and stand
ing behind bars and counters, but they had 
no votes, though he did not suppose that 
had much to do with the object of the le:tder 
of the Opposition in bringing in that Bill. 
He never looked at the question from that point 
of view. There were other classes in the com
nmnity whose opinions should be crystallised. 
They wanted to crystallise the opinion of the 
whole community, and not that nf only 51,000 
people in the whole population. That was the 
reaoon why he was standing up for the agricul
tural chtsses. If the Bill were one that made it 
compulsory not to work more than eight hours, 
then he would not say he would vote for it, 
because it might be very awkward for the 
agricultural labourers, or for men working on 
stations. lJut the Bill was merely to crystallise 
public opinion, and looking at it from that stand
point, he did not see why they should not 
include those classes for the purpose of educating 
them up to eight hours' \Vork. 

Mr. POWEHS said the Bill had already been 
pa53ed, and now the f[Uestion was whether they 
should except persons engnged in agricultural 
rmrsuits. Every person in the colony engaged 
in clerical or manual work was now included in 
the Bill; all were included; but he thought 
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persons engaged in agricultural and pastoral 
pursuits should be excluded. Those who knew 
most about it, with the exception of the hon. 
member who han just spoken, were against those 
people being included. Some who had spoken 
to the leader of the Opposition, :>sldng him to 
except those people, knew it was not practicable 
to include them. They knew that at present 
farming did not pay, or if it did, it paid very 
badly indeed. Everybody was not engaged in 
the wheat culture referred to by the hon. member 
for the Mitchell. If agricultural lauonrers were 
included, it would only hamper the industry until 
they obtained the benefits of protection, when 
higher wages could be paid for shorter hours of 
labour. He would vote in favour of the amend
ment. Every hon. member kl1ew that the clau;;e 
could not apply to those who looked after 
bullocks. Persons driving cattle along the 
roads could not leave them, but must con
tinue driving them, and a person must con
tinue looking after sheep. Every hon. member 
knew that the clause could not apply to 
those people as things were worked at present. 
The hon. member for Barcoo said that the 
people at the meeting he referred to did not want 
the advantages of the Bill extended to those 
outside the Bill. But they were in favour of shop 
assistants coming within its provisions, and all 
others, so that it was not fair to make those re
marks. Those who were in favour of the Bill 
were in favour of giving everyuody the benefits 
of the eight hour system. They believed, as he 
believed, that the Bill, with the amendment pro
posed, would do a great deal towards obtaining 
general recognition of the principle of eight hours' 
labour. 

The MTNISTER FOH MINES AND 
WORKS said the hon. member for Burrum had 
used one of the greatest arguments that had been 
used against the introduction of any reform. The 
masters of shop assistants said the change would 
not pay, and theassistantsthemselvessaiditwoulcl 
pay if the eight hours' system were adopted. He 
quite admitted that the meeting referred to was 
in favour of the shop assistants ueing allowed the 
nenefits of the eight hours' system, and probably 
if agricultural servants had not been included 
in the Bill at the time, the meeting would 
have been in favour of their being included also. 
Certainly some selfishness was ~hown in regard 
to clerical assistants and domestic servants. 'rhe 
hon. member had used the argument that it 
would not pay, and that was the argument used 
by every employer of labour in Great Britain 
who wanted to re<luce the wages of working men 
and make them work fourteen or fifteen hours a 
day. 

The HoN. A. RUTLEDGE said he did not 
rise to discuss the clause ; but he spoke in the 
name of those who had been keeping silent in 
order that they might have an opportunity, 
if a division was called for, of giving e;v 
pression to their views, and facilitate the 
passage of the Bill or its expuloion. They 
might ask that they should be considered 
in the matter. The talking had all been done by 
a few hon. members who had made three or four 
speeches each. He should like to express his 
views, as he felt just as much interest in the 
subject as they did, but he wanted the matter to 
be decided. The sh'Jrtest Bill that had come 
before the House that session had taken the 
longest time, to the exclusion of all other busi
ness on the paper. He should have liked to have 
stated his views, and given reasons which would 
reach the outside public for any expression of 
opinion he might give on a division, and he 
would ask hon. members to have some con
sideration for those who were not taking up the 
time. 

Mr. McMASTER said it was refreBhing to 
hear hon. members on the other side coming to 
the assistance of the agricultural labourers. He 
had ueen a hrm labourer, and had employed farm 
labourers, and he knew that if farm labourers 
were included in the Bill it would do a great deal 
to prevent settlement. The men intended to be 
included in the Bill were those who were working 
in the hot HUn on the wharves, n,nd in the cities, 
but farm labourers worked in the open field, 
ann had fresh air, and it was the most healthy 
employment a ma.n could be engaged in. He 
was satisfied that the inclusion of farm labourers 
in the Bill would effectually prevent settlement 
upon the lan<ls ofthe colony. Farmers said they 
could scarcely afford to send crops to market 
because the market was so limited, and they 
asked for protection against the other colonies. 
Yet the Committee were asked to prevent the 
farmers from having the advrmtage of obtain
ing men who were willing to work more than 
eight hours per day. As a matter of fact, 
for many weeks, arid sometimes for months, 
out of the year the farm labourers had very 
little to do except light work. If there was 
a week's rain the labourers could not go to work 
until some time after it had ceased, and they 
were employed at odds and ends of work, 
straightening up little things about the farm
house or the farm-yard, and that sort of thing. 
They were in a manner killing the time. In his 
time there was much more indoor work for the 
farm labourer than there was now. \V hen wheat 
had to he thrashed out with a flail there was 
always work to be done in the barns on wet days, 
but that was now all done by machinery. He 
would repeat that to include farm labourers in 
the Bill would be to effectually stop settlement 
on the lands of the colony. 

Mr. ADAMS said that to include farm 
labourers in the Bill would be to include a class 
that would never be able to work under it. With 
regard to mechanics, a mechanic or artisan who 
could not do a clay's work in eight hours could 
not do a day's work at all. It was different with 
the agricultural labourer ; he had the elements 
to contend with, and it would be impossible to 
carry on farming if the farmer was compelled to 
engage hands to do only eight honrs' labour a 
clrrv. Sometimes thP agricultural labourer had 
to work very hard, and at other times his work 
was very light indeed. But, taking it all round, 
he defied any man on a farm to do a day's work 
in eight hours unless he wanted to kill himself. 
Agricultural labourers should certainly be with
drawn from the Bill, as if they were included, it 
would never work. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said he did not see how 
they could possibly keep out of an Eight Hours 
Bill those people whose position in life prevented 
them from organising. Many sneers had been 
thrown out at trades unions, but those bodies 
possessed the powers they had, simply because 
they were the most intelligent classes of me
chanics and artisans. They were concentrated 
in towns and acted in unison. By-and-by the 
system would no doubt be extended to agricul
tural labourers, and labourers of every kind, 
and shop assistants, and all the other unpro
tected classes, until labour was formed on one 
great basis of as8ociation. They should not 
confine the benefits of the eig-ht hours' system 
to the best paid classes of artisans. Why should 
they refuse the same boon to the agricultural 
labourers simply because they represented a 
poorly paid form of industry. The present 
political position of the artisans was owing to 
the progress of education and the lowering of the 
suffrage. Not long ago women were driven like 
beasts in the coal mines of Great Britain, until 
at length the progress of kindly thought and of 
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religion brought about a change, and prevented 
employers of that kind of labour from degrading 
the sex in the manner they had done. That was 
not done on the recommendation of the em
ployers. It was owing to the moral force brought 
to bear upon social and political affairs in Great 
Bntain. In Queensland they were living under 
happier auspices. He was thoroug-hly in favour 
of an eight hours' day, but he would not confine 
it to one class, because that class could make 
itself heard at election time. He would commence 
at the bottom of the list. The true value of the 
Bill was not to extend any privileges to the 
town artisans, but to give a legal and moral 
sanction to the principle of eight hours. It 
would be a point of reference on any question 
that might arise as to the proper duration of a 
day's labour. They had their units of time 
and capacity decided by law, in order that when 
they were roferred to there could be no possible 
question of difference. The passing of the Bill 
would not prevent men from working over-hours 
or carrying on those occupations where they 
had to concentrate a great deal of work into a 
very short time. It would simply determine 
what was the legal gauge of a day's work. \Vhy 
should it not be extended to all classes? If any 
classes were to be eliminated it should not be 
those who were unable to come to the House in 
their numbers, and, with the weight of their 
intelligence, almost compel the legislature to do 
justice tu them. 

Mr. PLUNKETT said he intended to vote 
against the amendment. He had been a farmer 
and an employer of farm labour, and he did not 
see why the Committee should be so utterly 
selfish as to put farm labourers on a different 
footing from any other class of the community. 
They had to work harder than any other class of 
labourers in the colony, and ought certainly to 
be allowed to come in under the Bill. There 
would be no difficulty in the way. 

The Ho)!. SIRS. W. GlUFFITH said it was 
with great reluctance that he agreed to exclude 
farm labourers from the Bill, but he had done so 
in deference to the arguments of hon. members 
who said it would not be practicable. The hon. 
member who had just sat down said it would be 
practicable. He should certainly like to see 
farm labourers included, and thi' case would 
perhaps be met by the omission from the 4th 
clause of the last sentence. 

The lVIINISTEit FOR MINES AND 
vVORKS: Leave those words out, and make no 
exception. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRII<'FITH: Then we 
lose a good deal. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES Ai\D 
vVORKS : But you say your object is to 
crystallise public opinion. 

The Hox. SIR S. W. GHIFFITH said that 
would be doing it to some extent, and he wanted 
to do it to a greater extent. That was the 
important part of it. It wasclause4 that he had in 
his mind, and if hon. members who were connected 
with agricultural or pastoral pursuits thought 
that portion of the Bill would be workable, if 
applied to that class of labour, he would be glad 
to accept their opinion. That was the direction 
in which his own inclinations went, as he had 
said all along, but when he heard hon. members 
supporting it say it would not work, that it 
would be a farce, of course it created a doubt as 
to their sincerity on the suuject. If the hon. 
members to whom he had referred thought the 
scheme would not be unworkable, he should be 
delighted to ~tccept the Bill in that form. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS said if the hon. gentleman would only 
take a few words of advice, in order to make 

the Bill workable, and to crystallise public 
opinion, he should leave the latter part of clause 
4 out. The hon. gentleman appeared to think that 
people employing the class who would be excluded 
if the amendment was carried, would make agree
ments, but they would not ; they would work for 
the same wages they were getting now, n.nd it 
would make no difference whether they worked 
overtime or not. The hon. gentleman would 
carry out his own intention by including in the 
Bill every class he possibly could, leaving public 
opinion to crystallise gradually up to the extent 
to which they all wished to see it. 

Mr. SALKELD said as one of those who 
objer;ted to the inclusion of agricultural 
labourers he wished to explain-because it 
might be thought thn.t he had altered his 
mind-that his reason for objecting to their 
inclusion was because in forty-nine cases 
out of fifty the provision would be inoperative, 
and he could not see the wisdom of compelling 
forty-nine persons to make special agreements 
for the benefit of one case. He could see the dis
advantage of leaving out the latter part of clause 
4, which, as affecting employers of labour, was 
a very important provision. It would be very 
awkward in connection withagriculturallabourers 
to have to em ploy timekeepers ; it would introduce 
an element of uncertainty, and was likely to pro
duce bad feeling between masters and employes. 

Mr. PAUL said if the leader of the Opposi 
tion would accept the amendment of the hon. 
member for Herbert, it appeared to him imma
terial whether ae,ricultural and pastoral labourers 
were inserted or not. Anyone who kn<?w any
thing about pastoral pursuits would support him 
in asserting that to apply the eight-hours' 
system to that industry would be perfectly 
unworkable; because at the very time men were 
most required to work, they might knock off, 
and serious losses might result. 

Mr. DRAKE said before the question went 
to a division, he only wished to fiay that he should 
vote for the B.mendment simply in order to save, 
if possible, the latter part of clause 4, because 
he regarded the special rate provision as very 
important indeed. If the effect of the amend
ment being lost was that they would lose the 
special rate provision, he should prefer that it 
should be carried. At the same time it was a 
very awkward position to be placed in, because 
he wished to see the provisions of the Bill ex
tended as widely as possible. 

The MINISTER FOH MINES AND 
\VORKS said if the latter part of clause 4 was 
retained it would destroy the eight hours' system, 
because-every man would work overtime for the 
purpose of getting the extra pay. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-put and negatived. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIF:B'ITH moved 
that the following paragraph be inserted after 
line 24 :-

The term "domestic servant" means any person 
employed in or about a house in doing the necessary 
dai.ly work of the housellold, or in attending to horses, 
cows, or other animals, kept for the purposes of the 
household, or in driving carriages or other vehicles 
kept for such purposes, or in other similar avoc:.~.tions. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said when the matter was previously 
before the Committee he raised the question 
about domestic servants ; but as they had been 
discussing the Bill so long, and as the discussion 
respecting domestic servants would probably last 
all night, he should not raise it. He should like 
to see them included. 

Question put and passed. 
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On clause 4, as follows :-
" "\Vhenever in any contract of hiring 1H'0Vi~ion is 

intended to be made for the work of any '\Vorkman 
bein~ continued for more thnn eight hom·s in any one 
day, 1t shall be neces::,a.ry th:.tt a special stipulation be 
ma,1e 'vith regard thereto, and ihnt a special rate or 
payment for all time beyond the tirst mgllt hours be 
fixed by the contract." 

Mr. 00\VLEY moved that all the words after 
"thereto," in the lDth line, be omitted. 

The Ho~. Sm S. W. GHH'FITH said he 
would not discuss the propoced amendment, but 
would suggest that the hon. member's objection 
might be met just as well by a limitation that the 
wo~ds should not apply to persons employed in 
agnc_ultural and pastoral pursuits. He thought 
that rf a man wo1·ked more than eight hours there 
should be some pr<wision for extra pa'.'· The 
Minister for Mines and \Vorks had poir:ted out 
that the provision rebting to extra pay miuht 
tempt people to work longer in order to get the 
extra pay ; but without such a provision they 
would very likely work overtime without extr~> 
pay. 

The l\IIXISTER l<'OR IIIIXES A'.\!D 
\VORKS said he h"d read a, good deo,l o,bont the 
labour f!!lestion in England for the la 't three or 
four yea_rs, and he knew that the greatest diffi
culty wrth regard to the eight hours' que"tion 
there was the matter of overtime. Large numbers 
?f men wh<; worked o_vertime and benefited lJy 
It were against the e1ght hours' systen1 beinO' 
made compulsory. · " 

Mr. HUNTER said he thought it would be 
wise to make the rate higher for overtime, 
because then the difficulty would remedy its@lf. 
The feeling among workmen was that instead of 
letting men work overtime the work should be 
given to other men ; and that would he done if 
the rate for overtime were made higher. 

Mr. 00\VLEY said the Clau-e was simply 
permissive, and he failed to see why it should be 
hampered with restrictions. He was prepared 
to go to a division on his amendment. 

Mr. SALKELD said he thought it would 
meet the views of the hem. member for Herbert 
if agricultural and pastoral labourers were ex
cluded ; and he wonld suggest the insertion o£ 
the words " except in the case of per ·,ons 
employed in agricultural and pastoral pursuits" 
after the words ''and that." 

Mr. SA YERS said that if the hon. member 
for Herbert would not accept the suggestion of 
the leader of the Opposition the best thing hon. 
members could do would be to go to a <livision, 
and let the onus of destroying the Bill rest on 
that hon. member. 

Mr. OOWLEY: The amendment does not 
destroy the Bill. 

Mr. PO\VERS said that when the clause went 
through before, it was understood that the words 
relating to agricultural and pastoral htbourers 
should be taken out. He believed the leader of 
the Opposition did not wish to go b . .tek on that, 
but thought he saw a way out of the difficulty in 
the manner he had suggested. He (Mr. Powers) 
thought the words should be struck out. 

Mr. OROMBIE said he wished to say a few 
w'?rds abont labourers employed in pastoral pnr
smts. There was a union of those men in the 
district he represented, which was purely a 
pastoral district. 'Ihat union consisted of about 
2,000 men, and included people working on the 
Barcoo and on the W arrego ; and he knew that 
if he voted against those men being included he 
need not show his face in the district again. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : What hours do 
they work? 

Mr. CROMBIE: They have had eight hours 
for the last twelve years. Sometimes they 
work fourteen hours and spell all the next day. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Don't 
they work by contract ? 

l\Ir. CRO:\IBIE cctid they did not. Some days 
they worked from daylight till dark, marking 
lanibs and so on. They thoroughly understood 
what they had to do, and there was no difficulty. 
'L'he union had been a blessing to the district, 
because there was no trouble with regard to 
wages or hours of labour; and the men knew 
exactly what they had to do. 

Mr. HUNTER said as there was no trouble 
now with the pastoral labourer, the only difficulty 
re1naining was ·with regard to the agricultural 
labourer ; and the overtime of the rest of the 
community was to be dropped because it would 
not suit the n.griculturallabourer. The most vital 
part of the Bill was whether men should work 
overtime. If they did they on:sht to be paid for 
it, and, if he he.d his way, they should be paid a 
hig·her rate for overtime, b8cau'e it was a further 
strain on their physical strength, and kept work 
from other men. All the arguments he had read 
and heard showPd that the man who worked eight 
hours objected to oc:ertime, because it injured 
other people, and the employers could get the same 
work done inside the eight hours by employing 
extra men. It was evident that the majority of 
those who spoke at the mPeting which had been 
referred to, sympathised with the farm labourers, 
and would be willing to help them to obtain that 
which others had obtained. At the same time 
thr,y thought they could not be included in the 
Bill, because it contained certain restrictions 
which would not apply to them. It was not 
from any selfish motive that the meuting asked 
that agricultural labourers should not be 
included. 

Mr. SALKELD said he would ask the hon. 
member for Herbert to withdraw his amendment 
in order that he (:C.1r. Salkeld) might propose the 
amendment he suggested a .few minutes ago. 

Mr. TOZER said he was like the hon. member 
for Bnrrum, he understood that the concluding 
portion of the 4th clause was to he omitted when 
they had included agricultural labourers in the 
Bill. The hon. member for Herbert had ex
pressed his willingness to accept that proposal, 
and he thought that.. as the matter stood, those 
words might well be omitted. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said that 
he should vote for the retention of the words, but 
only with the intention of adding a proviso, if 
they were retained, that they should not apply 
to pers<:>ns engaged in pastoral or agricultural 
pursuits. 

Question--That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand p:1rt of the clause-put, n.nd the 
Committee divided:-

AYES, 17. 
SirS. \V. Griffith, ::\Icssrs. Hodgldnson, Drake, W:ottson, 

Hunter, :J1c:.\1aster, Glassey, Isambcrt, :J\Iellor, Stephens, 
!llaefarlane, Gannon, Sayers, l~oxton, Bm·Iow, Buckland, 
and Salkelcl. 

Nm:.':?, 27. 
)fcssrs. 1\elson, ~Iorehcacl, Pattison, Black, ll!acrossan, 

Donaldson, 1\Inrphy, Dnns.mure, Crombie, I>hilp, 1.'ozer, 
Umnack, '\Yimblf\ Agnew, Callan, Cowley, Plunkett, 
Dalr_:mple, Powers, Cortield, G. II. Jones, A dams, Allan, 
1furray, Paul, :North, and Hamilton. 

PAIRS. 
For-:\Jr. Luya. 
Against-:Ur. O'Connell. 
Question resolved in the negative. 

Question-That the clause, as amended, stand 
part of the Bill-put. 
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Mr. POWERS said that before the clause was 
put he would like to set himself right with the 
Committee. 'l'he leader of the Opposition had 
told him and other hon. members, as supporters 
of that Bill, that if they would support the 
exclusion of pastoral and agricultural labourers, 
he would agree to the omission of those words. 
After that pledge from the leader of the Opposi
tion, heh~d agreed to vote for the omission of those 
words. That pledge was given without any 
qualification at all. The hon. gentleman said 
that he would accept the amendment of the hon. 
member for Herbert. 

The HoN. SIRS. \V. GRIFFITH: You were 
not listening just now. I explained that just 
before the division. 

Mr. POWERS said that, as a new member of 
the Committee, he had thought that any state
ment made by a leading member of the Com
mittee might be depended upon ; and believing 
that the amendment of the hon. member for 
Herbert would be accepted, he had voted accord
ingly; but he had found the leader of the Opposi
tion on the other side in the division. He was 
moved to make those remarks, because he had 
consistently supported the hon. gentleman in 
that Bill throughout, and he had now risen to 
explain his position in the matter. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRH'FITH said he 
did not understand the hon. gentleman. He had 
said that if agricultural labourers were included, 
those words were certainly not applicable. 
Before the division took place he repeated that, 
and said he had made the statement, and that 
he would not depart from it; but if a division 
was called for, he intended to vote for the 
retention of the words, with the object of 
adding a proviso, so as to exclude the persons 
to whom they were not applicable from the pro
visions of the clause. Nothing could be fairer. 
A new proposition was made, which would give 
effect to his wishes and those of the member for 
Herbert, and he had said that having been done 
he would vote to give effect to it, but that as it 
was apparently contrary to what he had previ
ously said, he had thought it necessary to explain 
why he adopted that course. 

Mr. TOZER said the Opposition members 
were placed in a very awkward position. They 
had consistently supported the Bill, but he was 
not quite satisfied to have agricultnrallabourers 
in it. He had a large number of men in his 
district engaged in the timber indnstry, and he 
was looking after their interests. 'l'he reason he 
voted on the side he did was because the same 
principle should apply to them as to agricultural 
labourers. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS Baid the hon. member need not be 
as_hamed of having voted as he did. He voted 
Wlth a very good party, and on a very good side. 

Mr. HUNTER said it was clearly shown that 
they had not done exactly as they wished to do 
when hon .. members fol:!nd it neces;'aty to get up 
and explam that they nad voted for somethino
they would not have voted for, if something els~ 
had happened. Many hon. members who voted 
were in the smoking room when the leader of th~ 
Opposition gave his explano,tion. The action of 
hon. members showed that they had passed some
thing which they did not intend to pass, and if 
there was any way of undoing it, it was not too late. 
The whole Bill was destroved by takino- away 
the last two lines of the clause, because the great 
object of the eight hours' movement was to give 
work _to tho~e who were out of employment by 
stoppmg overtime. If Parliament did not 
recognise that object, then they should not legis
late on the subject at all. 

Mr. GLASSEY said there was not the 
slightest doubt that the remarks of the hon. 
member for Burke were perfectly correct. The 
Bill was weakened to a great extent, and the 
very weapon that the workers wished to protect 
themselves with-namely, the necessity for a 
higher rate if they worked for a longer time, was 
now taken away. That they should not work 
longer than eight hours per day ought to be 
a recognised rule; but now they could work as long 
as they liked without getting extra pay. He 
regretted exceedingly that the Bill had been so 
weo,kened, and he hoped the day was not far 
distant when they would ho,ve a very much 
stronger measure than the one they were now 
dealing with, under which each person would 
only be entitled to work a limited number of 
hours. 

:Mr. HODGKINSON said the hon. member's 
argument was very extraordinary. The object 
of the clause had been to limit the duration of a 
day's work to eight hours, and having completed 
his eight honrs a man was a perfectly free 
agent. If he chos<> to work a sreater number of 
hours, thus depriving others of empluyment, the 
man was false to the cause, and a recreant to 
the principles of the Eight Hours Bill. If he 
wanted to get extra pay he could make a special 
contract with his employers. There was nothing 
in the Bill to prevent that. The argument of 
the hon. member for Bundanba was a violent 
attack on the whole principle of the Bill. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH moved 
that the Chairman leave the chair and report 
the Bill with further amendments, and said 
that he thought the Bill, though not perfect, 
was a very good one all the same. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed; and the CHAIR1fAN re

ported the Bill with further amendments. 
On the motion of the HoN. SIR S. W. 

GRIF:B'ITH, the third reading of the Bill was 
made an Order of the Day for Tuesday next. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I beg t
1

o 
move that this House do now adjourn. The 
Government businev~ to be taken on Tuesdo,y 
next will be the Companies Act Amentlment 
Bill in committee, and then the Crown Lands 
Act of 1884 Amendment Bill, o,lso in committee. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned "'t 10 o'clock. 




