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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Fl'idetp, 30 A·ugust, 1880. 

re~ition-exten~ion of the XorthPrn Rail\vay .-Qne:o;tion. 
- Rockhampton tins Company Bill-committce.
The Sugar Indus1r,r.-~\.djom·nment. 

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

PETITION. 
ExTENSION o~· THE Nort'l'HrmN RAILWAY. 

Mr. COit:FIRLD presented a petition from 
certain residents of vVinton an<l district, praying 
for the extension of the Nmthern Railway from 
Hughenden to \Vinton; and moved that the 
petition be reacl. 

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

On the motion of Mr. COitFIELD, the peti
tion was received. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. GLASS};y askeci the Chief Secretary-
1 Has he nbs:erved the paraKraph whieh apllear,,d in 

the ll1·isbane Teh:{Ji'apll, of dnte :28th 1n.stant, relnting 
to the London Dock strike, that a number of the emi
grants on bo:-trd tlle British India Company's steamer 
"'l'aroba,'' bound for Queensland ports, a-re employed 
loading cargo on that vessel~ 

2. If so, does he intend to take any action in the 
matter to prevent such emigrants from takillt7 shlE'"' in 
that very serious and unfortunate dispute~ 

The CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. B. D. 
Morehead) replied-

The Government do not intend to ake any action in 
the matter. 

ROCKHAMPTON GAS COMPANY BILL. 
CmnnTTim. 

On the motion of Mr. 1\IFREA Y, the 
Speaker left the chair, and the Hou"e went into 
Connnittee to consider this Bill in detail. 

The clauses of the Bill were agreed to without 
amendment. 

The House resumed, and the CHAIRMAN 
reported the Bill without amendment. 

On the motion of Mr. MURRA Y, the third 
reading of the Bill was made an Order of the 
Day for Monday. 

THE SUGAR INDUSTRY. 
On the Order of the Day being read for the 

resumption of adjourned debn,te on Mr. Cowley's 
motion-" That, in the opinion of this House, it 
s desirable, early next session, to adopt some 

means for encoura.ging the sugar ind1u;try ;'' 11pon 
which Sir Samuel Griffith had moved by way of 
amenchnent-that the following worcls be in
.serted after the word "1neans"-" not involving 
a re-opening of the coloured labour question." 

Mr. JORDA~ said: Mr. Speaker,-When 
thb subject was last under consideration the 
hon. H1ernber for Bundanba moved the adjourn
ment of the debate, and, therefore, might have 
been expected to re-open it this afternoon. 
He ha", however, out of pure kindness to my:. 2lf, 
asked me to take his place, as it is necessary 
that I should not take part in a late sitting. I 
will endeavour tv make my,elf heard as far as 
possible; but I am labouring 1mder an infirmity 
of the throat, and it is only with some little 
effort that I can, I fear, make myself audible. 
vVhen the leader of the Opposition was speaking, 
the Minister for Mines and Works interjected 

that this debate was purely academic, meaning, 
of course, that this question of hlack labour lwd 
been already de>tlt with and settled. But we 
bad a somewhat contrary opinion given us by 
thP Jliiinister for Lands, who said that the object 
of this motion wa:-:; to endeavour to put re':l.Rons 
before the Hon.,e why black labour should be 
continued, at all events for :mother period 
of five yeare. The 1\J.inister for Lands did 
not approve of the amendment propo,ed by the 
lca.der of the Opposition, and thought that the 
time had come when the discussion upon this 
grecot qm·"tion should be re-opened. It is hardly 
necessary for me to s~y t<' those who h'IVe been 
long in this House that the views I hold upon 
this q nestion are very different frmn those held 
by the Minister for Lands. It has appeared to 
me durin::( the debate that the sugar planters of 
the Korth are something like drowning· men 
catching at stmws. It is admitted tlmt, with 
some few exceptions, such as in district;; like 
Bnndaberg, the .sugar industry generally in 
this colony is in a state of bankruptcy. .Every
thing has been done to fo..:;ter and encourage 
the industry from the beginning. There has 
been cheap and reliable labour supplied, cheap 
land, and a protective duty of £5 a ton on 
sug-ar, of which the planters had the benefit 
until the wants ~£ the whole colony could he 
supplied. In spit·' of all this the 'industry is 
now in a state of b~mkruptcy, or at least border· 
ing upon it. If we may believe the majority 
an!l rninority report'" of the Royal CcnnrnlHRlOil 
that dealt with the subject, the patient is w 
sick that no remedy can reach his case, and 
unless Kotnething like a rnil'acle supervenes he 
must die a natural death, much as we may 
lament the fact. In suite of this the sugar 
n1anters, like drowning rrlen who C<:1.tch at straws, 
clesperately bope that the banks will come to 
their asisstnnce now if they can only persm1<le 
Parliament to continue the snpply of black 
labour for five years, If their positiou was not ~o 
desperate I do not think they would ente.rtmn 
any hopes so fallacions. Outsiders can see 
clearly enough the predicament the planters are 
in, and even the planter8 thPlnsel veR, or thoRe 
recently engaged in the industry, arirnit that that 
is the ]Josition of the indmtry. Tba.t has been 
plainly said by the hon. member for Ba:coo, 
who iH a gentle1nan engaged 111 large busnJess 
tnmsactions, and who certainly knows the 
difference between profit and loss. He told us 
he wm; connected as chairman or as one of the 
directors of a large sugar company in the North, 
and, his own interest>' being deeply involved, he 
arrived at the conclusi<m that the industry of 
sugar planting as carried on hitherto in Queens
land by bhck labour can no longer bec.<1.1ried on 
profitably. A great dc~tl has been said during 
this debate to prove the importance of the 
indu!':ltr:y by what to n1P. seen1s a curious 
process nf argumentation. Some 7,000 black men 
are employed on the plantations, a very con
siderable nnmher of white men are a],;o em
ployed, a large number of tradesmen in the Korth 
are more or leAs dependent npon the continua .. nce 
of the industry, and quite a little fleet of ship
ping is employ<-'d in carrying the islanders 
from and to their islands; and, further, the 
sugar planters have en1barked something like 
£:\,000,000 in the interest. Now all this may 
be true, and I have no doubt it is, hut it 
dtles not prove the Importance of the industry. 
The irnporhnce of any industry, I take it, 
entirely depends upon the question as to whether 
or not it is profitable. and if an industry c:rm 
onlv be carried on at a loss, the rrwre gigantic 
the- proportions it attains tlw more unfortunate 
are the l;erSOllS engaged in it. The garr1e is not 
worth the candle, and the sooner people coscer 
tain what capitai they have left, if they ha1 e any-
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thing left, and employ it in some other industry, 
the better. The-object of all business, I suppose, 
is profit, hut in the ca.,e of the sugar industry 
it now appeo,rs to be all loss. Is ther<' any way 
to alter it? Tlmt is the question we have to 
consider, I premme. \Ne luwe had black hlJOnr 
given for this indu!:-ltry for over t1venty years, in 
an abundo,nt supply, and yet we find thi,; state of 
bankruptcy, in spite of the supply of black 
bbour. Has it been in am· measure beco,u .. e of 
the supply of black labc;ur? I believe that it 
lms. I believe that if the industry hac! been 
eotablised in the beginning on different lineq, 
aud if the cane had been grown by small proprie
tary farmers, it might have been profitable, and 
capital might then have been invested in central 
mills with some degree of success. I believe 
that if .• ugar- planting had been established on 
thooe lines, a very different state of thing-s to 
that now existing would have been the result. 

The MINISTEWJ?OR LANDS (Hon. M. H. 
Bbck) : Did you not try it? 

Mr. ,TOHDAN: I was not a small proprietary 
farmer. 

The MINISTEH FOlt LANDS : I think 
you tried it on those line•. 

Mr. JOltDAN : I say that if the cane was 
r;rown by small proprietary farmers, men who 
would do their own work, then, I believe, the 
central mills might he a success. The history of 
sugar-planting on large plantations, l1y gangs of 
blo.ck labour, in Quem1sland, has been similar 
ant!. almost identical with the history of that kind 
of sugar-planting, by coloured labom, in all other 
parts of the world-sooner or later it comes to 
grief. In connection with thio plan of nrrying
on the industry by black labour, and especially 
by imported black labour, there has always been 
wastefulne"r:, extravagance, rni;;;managernent, and 
e1·ery clement of failure. The junior member 
f<>r JI.Iackay, in the l'er~· able speech he gave us, 
seen1ed to Le Jn,bouring under an imprer:;sion of 
this kind, that in the earl~· day·; of the colony an 
ingenionH trap \var-; f-et for catching capitali~ts. 
Black labour was legalised, che'tp land was 
offered, and every indnce1nent given to inn~st
ment of capital in sngar-planting. The conten
tion is thttt these unfortunate rnen were en 
trapped, as it were, in a kind of iron c~ge-to 
use the language of that hon. gentleman-and 
we were now about to shut the door upon those 
unfortunate victims of misplaced confidence. 
Under these circumstances, this Parliament is 
appe-;led to by the advocates of black labour, to 
say whet!wr it is fair, or common honeety, for 
ns to deal with the sugo,r planters in this way. 
Of oonr~e, that if:l one w~ty of putting it, and a, 
very ingenious one. It reminds me of a chapter 
I read smne year::; ago in one of the books 
written by Oliver J. K. Boyd. I think it was in 
his book entitled "Recreations of a Country 
:Pastor," and there vvas a very clever chapter ii1 
it on the wcoy of pntting thing... I have bad a 
way of putting- this question for a great many 
years. J<'or ol'er twenty years a kind of legalised 
shve tmde has been in existence in this colony, 
established for the exclusive benefit of the sugar 
planters, and at the expense, I think, of the best 
interests of the colony. The history of procuring 
the necessary labour for carrying on sug-ar plan
t:Lt.ionshas been one of fraud, deception, violence, 
kidnapping, murder, and outrages too horrible 
to de-,cribe. I am not accusing the sug-ar 
planters of fraud, dnception, murder, and kid
napping-. \Vhen the sugar planters came here 
they found a system in opero,tion that had been 
established by law. This irnport.1tion of !>lack 
iabour was und.er the irnmedia,te snpervi\;ion of 
the GovernmBnt, ~tnd the pla.nters argued-I 
suppose with a reasonable show of fairne.,s
that it was not their business as to how this 

black labour w'"" procured, as it was brought 
here with the sanction of the law, and as long as 
they treated the labourers humanely and kindly, 
tha·t was all they had to d,, with the question. 
If any hon. member should doubt the justice of 
the expressions I haYe used, I would _ask hiu~ to 
read, if he is curious and does not mmd havmg 
his ,;ensibilities too much shocked, some par
ticulars of the.oe outrages which are on rec(>rd. 
I beliel'e very few sugar planters have read 
them. It is to them a very uninteresting sub· 
ject, and they think they have nothing to do 
with it. I wonld ask hon. members to read, 
for instance, a letter addressed tu the Colonial 
Secret>try of the day, who, I think, was l'rir. 
(now Sir) Charles Lilley, by the ltev. l\lr. 
Dal'idson, who was for many years a Congre
gationalist minister, and had been, I believe, a 
misoiormry in the islands, and who w~s then 
living- in this colony, and took a great mterest 
in the islandero. I would ask them :,lso to 
read the •.tatemcnts the1t wer~ made by several 
Hrissionaries from the blands who formed part 
of a deputation which waited on th~ Premier 
of Victoria, Mr. Service, in 1883, on the sub
ject of the proposed annexation of the New 
Hebrides and the adjacent islands. I will read 
a very brief extract from a letter addressed to 
I\fr. SNvice on the same subject by the Hev. 
(John G. Paton, senior 1nissionary, New HPbriJes 
wission. The letter will be found in our "Votes 
and Proceeding-il " for the year 1883-4, page 227. 
Mr. Paton gives several re"asons why the British 
Government should annex the New Hebrides 
group, and the last reason is as follows :-

"" Becan~e ,,,c see uo other way of snppres.::ing the 
labonr tratnc in Polyneshms, ·with all its ma,n~r evils, as 
it rapidly depopulates tlF' i.slamls, heiug attended by 
umch bloodshell, misery, and lo~<s of life. It is an 
unmitig~:ted evil to the natives, and ruinous to all 
enga~ed in it., and to the \YOJ'k of civilising and 
cllristhmising the islanders. "\Vhile all experience 
lll'OVC 8 that all labour la"'S and regulations, with 
Government. agents and gunboats, cannot prevent ~uch 
evils, wlliell lla,ye always been the sad accompa..niments 
of all snch traflic in men and women in every land, 
and bceause this t1·allic and its evils are a sad stain on 
onr Rrirish glor)' and Australasian honour, seeing 
J~ritaiu has done so much to free the slave, and 
suppress sla\'ery in other lands." 
I '' ould ~specbllv ask hon. members, if they 
wish to acquaint them.selvei.. with this sub· 
ject, to rear! the life of John Coleridge Patte
son, for many yea.ro a missionary of the 
Church of England in the Polynesian Islands, 
anrl rtfterwarcls Bishop of Melanesia. That 
gentleman's name will g-o down to posterity 
alongside the names of such men as Livingstone 
in Africa, Colonel Gordon, and Father Damien, 
and a few other men wh(me self-denying heroism 
hae comnmnded the admiration of the whole 
world. Bishop l'atteson describe, the evil 
results of this traffic, and I will give the 
pages of the book where the references can be 
found. They are pages 42,1, 4G3, 473, 500, 517, 
518, fi53, and 569. I do not wish to detain the 
Houo;e be· reading the particubrs. I think it is 
sufficient to refer to the pages where they can be 
f•mnd. I do not wish to enter into detai!B, or to 
disfigure our Hansw·d in the present day, when 
we think the black labour question is disposed 
of, with the horrible details of these things. I 
simply refer to them, because the debate has 
rww being going on for a long tin1e, and scarcely 
any allusion has been made to the cruelties, 
wrongs, a.ud evils of the system. Bishop Patteson 
describes how the islands hal'e been depopulated, 
or half depopulated, by the tricks and ingenious 
del'iceii h.v which these people havP been decoyed 
on board labour vessels from year to year. Then 
I would refer hem. membem, especially those 
members who do not accept the evidence of 
missionaries, to another authority. There arc some 
people in the present day who either disbelieve, 
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or affect t0 disbelieve, the statements made by 
nnsswnaries. \Vhy th,tt should be so I do not 
know ; but we know that such is the fact. I 
would refer those persons to wh:>t w~s st:>ted by 
one of the j ndg-es of the Supreme Court of 
Victoria, at a meeting held in I\<Ielhonrne in 
• T ulv, 1883, in connection with the question of 
the proposed annexation of New Guinea, the 
New Hebrides, and other islands in the South 
Pacific. That gentlenw,n makes quotations froru 
the evidence of Commodore vVilson, who was, 
aR hon. ntemberR wjll rernen1ber, for rnany year~ 
Commodore of the Australian fleet. It was his 
business to look after these matters, and he knew 
probably more about them than :tny other man. 
Hon. members will, I feel sure, not distrust the 
evidence of Commodore \Vilson. The judge to 
whom I have referred said :-

"But it is not to Qubmslanfl that w~._ must look if we 
wish to find out the elements of dnnger in this la· our 
trafilc; it is in the isl:tucls from which the labourel's 
are imported. to which we must look. 'rhere ha Ye been 
several letters published in the :Jlelbournc jour.1als 
from correspondents, some of whose na.me·< arF~ known 
and are appamntly clPscrving' f entire credit, telling ns 
of evils conne(~ted with the labour traflic in the h:lnnds 
themsr-lves that do not differ Yerv much from the worst 
evil~ reported to have existed tn'the .African trct<le. If 
those accounts be true, and they arc conoboratcd by 
the evidence of Commodore lriison, the lahonL tr~tffic is 
not inconsistent \vith events such as thr.;;;c. 'Vomen 
are entrapped, ea.rried on board licensed vc~s·'l~, and 
are kept there for the vile$t purposes; men arc sold by 
their chiefs, or are en tic 'd to go on bo1,rd those licPnsed 
ships and are earried agninst their will to Qneen.:o;l:md, 
or in ca.srs in ·which they have :tttemptcd to escape they 
ha Ye been shot by those who wished to retain them. 
Commodore \Yilson "--
This passage is very important, and I would parti
cularly ask the attention of hon. members to it-

,, Commodore "Tilson des<.!ribes in a passap;e \Vlnch I 
will read to you the cir(mmst.ances under ·which those 
jmported labourers are returned to their mn1 conntry, 
and the'3e circumstances suggest a more horrible state 
of things than anywhere connected ·with the removal 
from the islnnds. According- to the Queensland law 
these imported labonrers cannot be detained in the 
colony for more than three yeA.r~. After that period 
tlwy have to be 1·etnrned to the island~, and to the 
villages from which they came. Commodore '\Yilson 
says:-

H' Rnt the real and most di::;trP"f'in~ harchh'tp IL sin 
the way these unfortunate ereat1u·£,-,, arc too oftfn 
returned to their home-.,. The 1slanrls of th"' \Ye;;tern 
Vacific are but little known, the bulk of thetn nre not 
surveyed; their coa'"ts are in some case'~ not even 
delineated on the charts, whilst other are not named 
or even marked on them. Snch bf'ing- the case, some 
estimate can he formed of t.be extrcmD di.filcnlty of 
findi.ng- the exaet islaml and villag-e from whence carh 
labourer was taken. But unles~ he 1:-; not ouly landefl 
on his own island., bnt at his ow:1 village, he is sure to 
be consigned to slavery, if not death, as well as the 
forfeitnre of his hartl-ea..rned storp, of tr:vle, in return 
for his three yPars of lab'nu and expatriation. 
1\~ot unfrC!{Hcntly, after a vain seareh for some tim(', 
the nnfortnnates are landed anywh~,re, and lmve 1)Ccn 
seen gesticulating and wild with dc~pair, a,s the boat 
pulls away leaving them to their fate.' 

".\.gain, I ~my I believe he i~ the highc~t authority on 
this subject "·hen he arrives at a very unfavourable 
opinion on t,he "\V hole system. That is what he ::-tys :-

"'I can hardly imagine a.n~·one not intcre-:tpd in 
ohta.ining rhcap labonr for a moment countenancing 
the labour trade, or the employment of natives b~r 
traders and others Onl.\' a few years ago !i11 IS60-55} 
mnch indignation \Yas felt in England b, t•anse the 
l''rmw.h Government :-and. ion eel '\V hat \Vas known as the 
e nga[le trade between thpir colonies nnd Africa. Snch 
was, I kno1v from per~onal ohservntion on the ~pot, 
nothing bnt the slave trnrle un{ler a new name: bnt I 
m;;k where is the great clHl'eronce between the engap;rd 
African and the native la hour re:•rnited from the Pacific 
Islands ? I certainly cnn ser none.'" 
That is what Commodore \Vil,on says. I am 
prepareil to admit it, twd I h'we always admitted, 
that I believe the sn~ar planters have treated 
the islanders well generally. As a rule, l think 
these poor islanders have been humanely treated 
on the plantations, and I am disposed to treat 

the planters with great consiC!eration, on the 
ground tllat the Parli>tment w hi eh allows these 
abusP'4 is to blmue. Some few yearR ago, how~ 
ever, as we kno\v, there was son1e evidence taken 
by Drs. Thomsen and \V ray, which showed that 
the islande1' were not always treated so well ; 
and we know that a report brought up by 11r . 
Sheridan, who wae, I think, the protector of 
islanders in the \Vide Bay District, contains 
seveml circumstantial statements, endorsing the 
report that the islanders were not always 
humanely treated. But I am quite prepared to 
belieYe that such cases were exceptional. 
During my term of office as Registrar-General for 
nearly eight Y'ars, I paid special attention to 
this matter. \V e know that the mortality amongst 
the Pacitic Islanders in this colony during the 
last twenty vears has be;m ver~· great indeed. 
There has been a frightful sacrifice of life, and I 
will just r< ad a fe~w words from one or two of my 
own reports. I did not content my~elf with giving 
to the Government, to Parliament, and the 
public the mere figures ; but l endeavoured in 
those reports to put the figures in such a shape 
that pPople generally might understand them. 
In this rmttter I endeavoured to show what 
the comparison was between the de:tths of the'e 
poor islam1ers, who are generally between fifteen 
and thirty-five years of age, and those of 
other persons between those ages, and it will 
be seen, J\Ir. Speaker, thct the morality per 
1,000 amongst the islanders was twelve times as 
great as the morality amongst young people who 
did not belong to that class. The following is 
taken from the Queensland Vital Statistics of 
the year 1881 :-

" 'l'o form a ('Qrrc:ct idea of the nwrlality among 
tllem, these deaths of l)olyncsians should be compared 
to tlte nmnher of c1eaths among the remainder of the 
pcrpnlation of thr"ie ages in Queensland during the year. 
The eemms reeently taken shows that the number of 
per~ons 1Jebveen 1lfteen and thirty-five, exr.lusive of 
Polyncsi.ans, \Yas 68,621 ; the deaths of persons bet\Yceu 
the~se agr·..;, not counting the islander~, nnmbercd 38":1<, 
and this giv• -. a ctt·lth-rate of only 5·60 vcr 1,000." 

Now, the report of that year on the same page, 
shows that while the death-rate was only 5'60 
per 1,000, the death-rate of Polynesbns ranged 
over a series of Years from ii5'78 per 1,000 to 
R~·1:-: per 1,000, 'vhich it will be seen was quite 
twelve times as gt·eat as in the former case. 
\Vhile the pianters htwe lost their money, the 
ishnders have lost their lives by hundreds and 
by thousands. They have been stolen from 
their hon:es, from tneir friends, from their wives, 
from their brothers and sitJters-they have been 
bought from their chiefs for guns, and gewgaws, 
and gaudy pieces of calico, in order that the 
Rngar pl~tnters who were a,lready rich rnen nlight 
become much richer, for it was calculated that 
the planters would make large fortunes. Thus, 
what mi~·ht have been the fair name of Queens
hmd lms been besmirched with crime by this 
Polynesian lab•mr traffic ; and when at length 
the sugar planters, after twenty years of 
black labour, cannot 1nake sugar planting 
pay ; when the colony, its conscience fully 
aroused, has lnathed this odious thing, and 
has spewed it out of her mouth, we are called 
upon to go back, like a dog to his \'omit again ; 
and because we are unwilling t<l do so we are ac
cused of wrong-doing and unfairness and dis
honesty to the pl3nters. Now, we can sit very 
easily nnder charges of this kind; they need 
not give us much concern. \Ve do not want 
to do an.v injustice to the planters ; we wish to 
treat them fairly. It is contended that a large 
number of people in the North are dependent 
for their livelihood U]Jrm the maintenance of this 
industry, and that the industry ought to be 
mainbined at :<ny price. It is said that there 
from 20,000 to 2:),000people more or less directly 
interested in this sugar industry. I do not 
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atbch much importance to the view thus pre
sented, h<}cause not supported by bets that 
snJ,isfy me, and I am very much inclined to doubt 
those critics. It is contended that a large number 
of white men are employed on the sugar plan
tations, and that thev will be thrown ont of 
e.nployment. Well, Jet them come down here, 
aml th,,t will save us a very great expense in 
immigration. I have pointed ont to the House 
several times that the cost of immigration, 
mostly of the labouring class, during the years 
1882, 1883, and 1884, was something like 
£240,000 a year, and it is now costing ,£1W,OOO a 
year. If those men are tnrned out of ernplov
ment they can find employment here, and ,;,.e 
can save a great deal in the cost of immigration. 
Those are the old arguments used by slave 
catchers, slave traders, and sugar planters 
in the Britbh \Vest Indir«, in the Southern 
States of America, and in all the colonies of 
slave-holding European countries. And they 
are not worth a Rtraw. As to the ship-owners, 
I have very little pity for them. Let them go 
into sume honest trarl•·. There is plenty of 
room. ~rhe oeean is wide enough ; it rolls round 
the globe. I respond to the sentiment of the poet-

' Heaven speed the canYa~ gallantly unfurled 
To fnrnish and accommodate a world." 

But these men have been carrying on a nefarious 
trade for the mere purpose of getting gain 
-a nefarious trade such as that described by 
Commodore \Vilson. It may be s,tid that this is 
ancient history, that nothins- of the kind goes 
on now. A friend of mine said to me the 
other day that it had been put a stop to since the 
cast-iron regulation of Sir Samuel Griffith, and 
since the example made of those wicked men 
who murdered the people on board the "Hope
ful." I am very sorry to see that some persons 
seem to sympathise more with the men who 
perpetrated that diabolkal crime than with their 
victims. However, I will give a little modern 
history, very briefly. It is a letter which has 
been recently received by the !fader of the 
Opposition from one of the missionaries in the 
Polynesian Islands, in which the writer says 
that th~ same things are going on now. ]Yfany 
years ago, when we commenced this labour 
business. the slave catchers- shall I call them? 
I will n<;t use so harsh a term-the captains and 
owners of theRe recruiting vessels were tu get £8 
per head for every islander they landed in the 
colony. Now they obtain £20 or more. If their 
wits were sharpened by the profit they, could 
make when they got £8 a head, how much more 
are they sharpened now when they can get so 
much more? This letter is as follows:-

"Sir Samuel Grillith. 
.' rranna, lOth July, 1889. 

"Dear Sir, 
"rnw l\'ew Hr brides ::\Jission Syuod, which bas 

jn~1 closed its Rcssion here fo1· this year, requested me 
to forw~rd to you Hs enclosed minute on the 'Kanaka. 
La hour rrraffic,' and to write an accompnnyi11g letter, 
pleading with you to lay it before the present Govern
ment, etc. EleYen of our missionaries and the Rev 
VVilliam Banncrman, deputy to Synod from the Otago 
tRew Zealand} Church, 'Yerp pn:::;ent, and the resolution 
and it~ prayer were passed unanimon:"!y ju Synod. By 
the par1m·s, with deep regret, 'vA see that in the report 
of your late S11gar Commis~:.ion it plc<u~s for the con
tinuing of the l'olync-;ian labour trafric brynnd the 
time your humane Government had by law rcsolYed 
that it should terminate, and in presenting our resolu
tion we plead with you strongly to nrge its complete 
suppression in Queensland, as you have already by law 
decreed. I1:Yen yet, from w11at on this tour I have heard 
of the doings of the colltctors in this group, I believe 
all your law8 and safeguards to prevent evils are avoided 
and brokP.n co11stantly, and, no doubt, will he while the 
trade exists. 'itnd whereon it exists, as lJrOvecl by the 
report of your late RoJ al Commission on it, as conducted 
in Xcw Guinea under all your restrictions. On 
Sabbath, the 30th June, two boat~ of a vessel which the 
agent said \Vas the 'Roderick Dhu/ from Brisbane, 

c,~.ll( cl here about 2 p.m., on returning from svending 
the furcnoon trading farther round the island. \Vbcn 
th~ men in the boat ·were talking to the natives, the 
agent lan old man) came and informed tll€ Hcv. VYm. 
Watt, the rP8ident mi::::sionary H.t K\vamera, that 'The 
boats l\rerr- not come in to r0cruit labour, but to let ono 
of the crew to see his ~ister, a rrannn woman.' He 
returned to the boats. and we .:mw both boats leaving 
1rithont auy additional labourers. \Ye were then 
ahont to enter the ehurch to ob~erve the r~ord's 
suvper. The agent's voluntary statement that they 
-nerc not come for ref'ruits, threw the natives off their 
gnard, nnd after the counnunion, a~ we left the 
church, nll were in sorrow, as four lads had been got 
to go ronnd a point beyond the rocl(s, where they 
could not be seen by their friends, and to swim off 
to the boats in which that agent was, and took them 
away. The friends of the lads 'vere angry, and the 
m1 ,,;ionary 'vas indH'<l grieyed to have his scholars so 
taken away, and his work frustrated, as it has often 
been by the deceiving traffickers. One of the lads 'vas 
named :Xerna, who h an'') his young wife in grief and 
unprotected, wotse off than a widow among such 
a. people. The nanlf""5 of the other three were Yarn, 
J\Ianinga, and Yawegow, who had been regularly attend
ing school for some time. A nnmber of our missionaries 
have had their schools broken up in the same way, and 
their labour lost, as many of the lads so trained become 
tta.chers and helpers in the good work of our mission. 
Xo doubt, as is usual in this traffic, the interested 
parties will justify tearin12: away husbands from wives 
and children from pm·ents, or, indeed, almost. any crime, 
if they cnn only get them away to work on their fiUgar 
plantations. But, Sir Samuel, \Ye appeal to you and 
the Government and people of Queensland as to hmv you 
would I• el and act if the vessels of any count1y had 
taken away so many of your sons and daughters, the joy 
and hope of your homes and country, leaving mnny 
"'idows and homes in sorrow to weep for the ab:o;ent, 
knowing that .. as n~ual, many, aye, very many of them, 
will find their graves in Queenslai.:.d or in a foreign land. 
·were such boats from such ve'-'sels seen returning to 
Brisbane to try by hook and crook to get away your 
few remaining sons and daughters, surely Pvery nmn 
possessing paternal, fraternal, and human feelings 
'vonld unite and drive tbe destroyers of your children 
from your shores, and the world would praise you for 
it. AS a strong hatred to thP- traffic which has so largely 
de}Jopulated the islands exists hrre, and were it not for 
fear of tbc severe punishment men-of-war have inflicted, 
I fear f.:.:w boats would escape. But our poor islanders are 
severely punished and shot down for doing 'vhat the in
habitants of Brisbane would be praisetlfor. Hence they 
fret in anguish over their losses and bereavements, 
and our h0arts grirve for them. In onr self-denied, 
exh~tnsting, cUshearrening work among these saYage 
cannibals, after labouring for yPars, and having got a 
school arranged and a few under Christian instruction, 
and the work of civili1''1tion a.dvaneing, it is exceedingly 
grievous to us to have nll broken up, and the native~ 
maddened to revenge, by the recruiting parties in this 
shnmeful traffic, which snrc1y the Government of no 
British colonv should for a moment tolerate, bnt 
op]lose and sl1ppress by every means possible. I do 
pity our poor ir::landers, and may God bless you and 
help you so to expose the evils of this sad traffic as to 
secure its complete suppression for ever by the Govern
ment, as b~r law arranged, and we and our islanders 
shall feel for ever grateful. 

"I am, &c., 
"JouK G. PATOX. 

"P.S.-I return to Victoria in the end of September, 
after which my arldrcs..:; will be at the Assembly Hall, 
Collins ~treet East, ::\Ielbonrne ; t.lU then here on 
Anewa.-J. G. P." 
The resolution was as follows :-
"[Copy of minute of Xew Hebrides l!'liF:'idon Synod on 

t.he Labour Traffic for the Duily Teleg1·aph. e1 c.l 
"Mission Church, Kwamera, Tanna, 

"Xcw Hebrides, 6th July, 1889. 
"'Vhich day the New He 'brides 1\Ti~sion Synod met 

nnd was constituted, illfe1· ali:t, it was agreed:-··whereas 
the kanaka labour traffic has to a large extent depopu
lated the New Hebrides and adjoining islands, upset 
famny relations among the natives, and has been, and 
is, the cause of much sorrow. suffering, and bloodshed 
among them and the trafficlmrs there. and of very 
excessive mortality among them in queensland and 1he 
other colonif -., owing to their altered circumstancf'.s in 
llfe, food, long hours, and inre~sant labour on the sngar 
plautations, etc., which led the humane Government 
of Bir f'amuel GrifUth to resolve that the recruiting 
E~hall cease .A.JJ. 1890. And whereas in the recent 
report of the ' Sugar Commission' of Queensland, it is 
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saicl, (\Ye cl( nlare it our opinion that if all coloured 
labour be withdrnwn from ilL plnutalions, the extinc
tion of the sugar in<lnstry mn~t ~p...:e<lily follow, and \Ye 

therefore rr<·omuwwl tha,t the introtluetion of Polr
nesian labour be permitted to continue, at all events 
for some ye:trs longer tlmn the pcriorlnmv limited, for 
the purpose or developing trovieal a~'xicn!tttre and 
frui.t-f;l'O\ving in the J\~orthern di.strif'ts.' As this traffic 
has been an nnmitL·tted e'.il to the islanrlers, the Sew 
~le bride l :J1ission Syno(t reslJOctfull~" and lll'g-ently 
nnplorc" ihe QnvDnsla.n<l Government to Jet thi8 tr:Ltlic 
terminate, as re"'olvtd by the late Government and on 
uo con:-:idera tion to cOn tin ne n trame f;O ~t~epe(l in 
deception, immorality, btoorlshcd., :-mcl Hllffering;, and on 
which IIeaYcn':S hlc~~ing canuot re- t-.. Jir. P<Lton was 
a}Jpointrd to forward a copy of this minute to Sir 
Samuel Criffith, with an aeeo111panying letter. J~x
tracte<'l from the mimttcs of the Xcw Hebrides 31ission 
Synod. by me, ·w. 1YATT, ~. n. }Iission Synod Clerk." 

The PRE:\HER : We read that long ago. 

Mr. JOitDAK : It cannot he read too often, 
nntil it is thoroughly imrn·es,ed u],on the mind~ 
of the Government. The question has be m 
asked in the report of the Connnission submitted 
to this House. Can we afford to wipe out this 
industry? Well, Sir, if the wipin;; of it out 
follows as a necessary sequitur to th~ doin" 
uway with the procuring of this labonr by th~ 
means which we have heard described, upon 
evidence which we cannot donht, I sav we can 
afford to wipe out this traffic a thousand times 
<>ver. Queensbnd has said so four years ugo, 
and I am happ;' to think that Queensland baid 
eo when the industry was prospering and vel'y 
profitable to the planters, so that in making the 
sacrifice the public suffered as well as the 
phntero. If it could b'' maintained as a profit
able industry, such as this was snpnosed to be, it 
would be beneficial to the whole colony; so that 
although some sacrifice was required, the colony 
deter1nined as it '\lvere with one voice, to 
abandon it-to rlo away with it--they would 
have no more of it. But, ~Ir. Spe>tker, Provi
dence wets beforehand in this matter. The 
developrnent. nf beet~grown Rngar has proved, I 
think, that the prodnction n(cane :in~ tr grown 
by bl~tck hbonr all over the world will soon he 
at an end. \Ve can, I maintain, afford to wipe 
out this traffic, first, bec,wse we can atForcl to do 
wh::tt it> rirht, and, sr<~ondly, bec:tnP.e \Ye cn.nn0t 
afford to nrry it on, because it won't pay. Those 
are two very good reasonR. But is it necessary 
to wipe out the industry ; must it inevitabl,.
be done aw'w with? I do not think :-•l. Let 
the Northern planters and their advocr>.tes in 
this House answer the evidence of the hon. 
member for Oxley, which he ga\ e befm" the 
Royal Commi,,ion, and the otatements which he 
ha:-; 1nade over and over again in this House; 
not by quibbling, we have had a specimen of 
that. Let them reply to the f.'ct that the hon. 
gentlmnan has carried on sugar-grcn;-ing succe:,\H
fully on asuf£cientlv largescule-nboutsixtyacrPs 
-exclusively by white labour. 'rhe result of the 
inquirica by the Cm1mission on this very impor
tantque•tion-both the minority and the majority 
reports-1s that large plantations worked by gangs 
of black lahonr 0annot be carried on profitably tD 
the plnnters. Yet this hon. gentleman is going 
to extend the area of hie, sugar pla.nbtion which 
is carried on exclusively bv white labour. I 
maintain that the sugar-producing agTicnltnre is 
no exception to the rnle, which 1 have said in 
this Hou;:-;e over and over again iR of universal 
application -that in new countries where 
the land can be got for nothing almost, and 
labour is very costly, agriculture to be made pro
fitttble to the farmer must he carried on by his 
own labour chiefly, or l1y the labour of the 
members of his familv. It will not pay at the 
price .which labonr demands, anrl fair!;- denmnds, 
in thl' colony, where lahom· is dear. Of course 
the sugar growers know their own business best ; 

but as I am an old man who has taken gTeat 
interest in this subject, having been here ever 
since we have exi,ted as a coloHy, I will take 
the liberty of rnaking one or two suggestions to 
the sugar planters. Let them sell their lands. 
\V e learn from the report of the Royal Com
mission, and especially from that of the hon. 
member for Toowoomba, that the planters have 
large areas of land, and very rich land. It did 
not cost them much money; it cost them a good 
dealfnrirnprovements and machinery-too much ; 
but the land did not coBt them much. In this 
emergency I will take the liberty to ,;uggest this : 
Let them sell their buds to small farmers, real 
uonr( jirle farmers, on a system of deferred pay
ments, and contr:wt with those farmers according 
tu the ;dzeoftheir farms and the eapabilities o£ the 
1nill~ to grow a certain quantity of sugar-cane every 
year; and to supply ripe cane to the mills at not 
less than 10s. a ton. I was" sugar planter myself 
for six years, so I know something about it, and 
I know that 10s. a ton pays the farmer well. I 
am sorry the Minister for Lands ha•; gone away. 
I know he does not like this subject unless he is 
speaking himself. We all li-·tened with great 
attention to his speech on this motion the other 
day, and although we do not believe in his 
doctrines, still we like to listen to his speeches. 
I a1n sorryj n~ I said, the hon. gentleman has gone 
awn,y, as I intend rrJaking- referene,q to something 
he said the other day. 'rhe hon. gentleman said 
that the sugar ]lanters had accepted the situa
tion 'vhen it was determined four years ago 
to do away with bhck labour- when the 
Government of the rhty brought in a Bill 
modifying the syutem o£ introducing labour from 
the Continent of Europe. \Ve must remember 
that it was the previous Government which 
iuiLiatecl the scheme for the introduction of Con
tinentlt!labour in the Immigration Act of 1882, 
but that it was not favourable to the immigra
tion of families, owing to the rate of contribu
tions to be made by the persons who wanted 
the labour. Accordingly some modifications 
'."ere made hv the Act of 18S4, which made it 
rnore favourai)le for the irnmigration of farr1ilies. 
'The 1\Tiuister fnr Land., said the other day in 
this House that the late Government introduced 
tho Bill in 1884 for the purpose of introducing 
cheap Continental labour. That the leader of 
the Opposition denied, and I also deny it now. 
It wtts nevPr proposed that we should have cheap 
Continental labour, but we merely modified the 
Act of 1882 for the introduction of labour from 
}~nrope. Hon. gentlemen on the other side 
who were interested in sugar-planting sajd 
that it was tn introduce cheap Continental 
labour, and they called it " German cnolie 
labour," and all sorts of names. The leader 
of the Oppnoition did not propose to bring 
out cheap Continent;,] labour, and when I 
was speaking upon the occasion when the Bill 
was introduced in 1884, I referred to what I had 
eaicl some time before in public-that the planters 
should meet together periodically to ascertain 
the requirements of the labour market in the 
sugar-planting districts, and that they should 
communicate with the Agent-General and pay 
for indenting the necessary labour. I said that 
they should give :t bir price for the labour-not 
]e,s than 15s. a week, with the addition of 
rntion:-:;. No\\7

} rationR ~uch ar:; are usually given 
an-, Sib. of flour, 8 lb. or 12lb. of meat, 4lb. of 
sugar, and lib. of tea per week, costingo I think, 
about 7s. 6d. per week, so that the total wages 
v.~ould be 22s. Gd. per week. I never proposed 
that n.nything less than that should be given, and 
I urged that both inside the House and outside 
of it. 'I'bat was ridiculed in the rmpers. \Vhen 
the papers reported me they made no mention of 
the rations, only speaking of the 15s. a week. 
One paper did report me correctly, and that 
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was the Teler;mph, but the others caricatured my 
speech. The Minister for Lands said that the 
planters accepted the situation when the Bill 
was passed in 1884, but I think that is a 
mistake, beca,use just ab,>ut that time, it will 
be remembered, a pamphlet was publi,hed. It 
was very 1.1icely written, describing the colony, 
and especHtlly the northern parts of it, birly 
and honestly, spc',tking of it as having a hot 
clin1atP:, and one which "\\as trying to Europeans, 
but still not unhealthy. The occupation of 
B?g~.r-planting was also fairly described, anrl I 
hked the pamphlet immensely, and thought it 
would be of use in leading people to come to the 
colony until near the end, then it went on to 
say that the wages would be 7s. Od. a week-I 
do not think rations were mentioned at all-and 
described the huts minutely, and, as descrilJed, 
they were not fit for pigs to live in. Now, that 
was the W<~y in which the planters accepted 
the situation-by publishing that pamphlet. I 
believe it was published by someone in the North, 
and was circulated in Germany and other parts 
of the Coatinent of Europe, and I have every 
reason to believe that it was owing to that 
pamphlet tha.t the scheme failed. I do nut 
believe in the assumption of the planters and of 
~heir advocates.in this House, that sugar-plant
mg w!ll be w1ped out unless we continue to 
introduce black bbot1r. I believe that is alto
gether a gratuitous assumption, as I think t.hat 
sugar~ planting can be carried on by farnh::rs on 
the central mill system, which has not yet had a 
fair trial. I believe the picture drawn so graphi
cally by some of the gentlemen who have spoken 
~pon this question, and who certdinly handled 
1t very well, when they described all the 
misery and ruin which was coming upon the 
North if we did not extend the system 
for another five years, was altogether a fancy 
sketr:h which will never be realised, or anything 
ltke 1t. It was well calculated to ala1·m unthink
ing persons ; but hon. gentlemen in this House 
are too familiar with the arguments used to be 
frightened. The Minister for Lands has made 
use of the same arguu.ent.s year after yeM. He 
has spoken by the hour, and very eloquently
qmte aR eloquently as other hon. members who 
have spoken in favour of the extension of the 
Act. Those hon. gentlemen have, no doubt, come 
here instructed by the planters, and they have 
done their best in a hopeleos case as advocates, 
J:ut they have been addressing an intelligent 
Jury, and the judge has already summed up. 
The Premier has stated that the Government 
have no intention of extending the introduction 
of coloured labour. The question has been 
settled, as the hon. gentleman said, bv the 
colony, and no Government has power to reverse 
the decision of the colony in such a matter. 
Seven or eight ye:trH ago I was in despair. I 
have always taken u deep interest in this question 
from the very beginning, and I thought we were 
committed to this intolerably cruel and dangerous 
system for ever. I have no feeling >lgainst sugar 
planters, and should like to see them succeed 
under a better system, without black labour; but 
I say the greed of the planters and the unfortunate 
sympathy of a certain class of politicians appeared 
hkely to perpetuate the system. Let me here 
remark that the Liberal party, as a party, have 
always been opposed to black labour. I know 
there have been individual exception,., but n.ost 
of the people of this colony, for the last twentv
five years, have been strongly opposed to black 
labour. The working men 'have alwu,ys been 
opposed to the system, and without a single 
exception the leaders of the Liberal party have 
been oppos< d to black labonr, and during all 
these years have done their utmost to J!l1t a 
stop to it. That was a difficult t:>sk to perform 
without ruining the planters. Need I mention 

the names of Arthur :Macalister, Ch2>rles Lilley, 
Thomas Blackett Stephens, John Douglas, Wil
liam J'viiles, and last, but not least, Samuel 
Wall< er Griflith? And here I should be unjust 
if I did not mention the name of a gentleman 
who for many years--ever since the colony came 
into exi~tence ,'~S a S8]Jarate colony-sometin1es 
alone, amidst ridicnle, obloquy, and persecution, 
hnf< never ceased tn d.enounce it as cruel and 
injnrinus to the best interests of the colony. 
1 a.1n speaking novv of the former junior n1en1M 
ber fur North Brisbanr, \Villiam Brookes. 
rrhere iti no 1nan, in n1y opinion, to whorn this 
colony is so dee1,ly indebted, with the exception 
of Sir Samuel \Valker Griffith, as \Villittm 
Brookcs. I aru speaking now, at the end of this 
miser,-,,b]e businec, ;, and I am glad to have an 
opportunity of recognising the great value of his 
noble and honest and incessant etlorts to point 
out in season and nnt of sco,sou the evils of this 
horrible system. Now, so far as this resolution 
is concerned, I am quite willing that anything 
in reason should Le done for the help of the 
sug;,,r planters. I know that they have Leen to 
a certain extent-I will not say deluded, but they 
kwe come here under the existence of a system 
for which tl1ey were not reNpOnNible. lYlost of 
them have treated their !abomers well. Ruiu has 
conw upon then1, and I think son1othiug slwnld 
be done for them, if it can be done in justice to 
the interests of other elasses in the colony. I 
do nut know exact! v what can be done. It would 
take a whH.:r 1nan tha,n I an1 to devise a schmne 
of relief. The central mills have not yet had 
a fair trial, and there have been great obstacles 
in the wa.y of carrying out that experiment. I 
think that further as,istancA should be granted 
to the central mills in tbe North ; and I think 
that another central mill miQ·ht very ad vantage
onsly be established in the bouth, wbere sugar
planting- can be carried on successfully, as 
evidenced by the effort·, of the hon. member for 
Oxlcy and the German fanners. I would Le 
willing to go further. I would advocate that the 
planters ,;hould communicate with the ,;',gent
General, and that his t,fficers should engage 
Iabonrers on twelve nwnths' agreernents to serve 
at 15s. a week, and no less, with full rations. 
I would go still furthPr, and giw a lanrl order of 
the value of £20 to every man wh0 fulfilled his 
agreement with the plant,r. vVe have plenty of 
land. The sugar planters have got so much they 
do not know what to do with it. They must pay 
very heavy rates to the divisional boards, and it 
would be an ad vantage to them to get rid of their 
land. They could almost atlord to give it away 
to bo111Z fide f11rn1ers who would supply them with 
cane. J\iy opposition v, as of very small conse
quence, a.s I am a very humble individual, but 
I rejoice that from the bes-inning I have 
been opr,osed to black labour. I was the 
first man who ventured during the eleGtions 
for our fin, t Pa.rliarnent to 1\l,ise his voice against 
it, when it was in favour by the Governor, 
thn Premier of the colony, and most of the fore
most men in Brisbane-wben it was favoured 
by nearly all, except the tradesn,en and 
labouring classes. They werP a! ways sound on 
the subject. I raised my voice against it as a 
syetem which meant ruin to the black man
kidnapping and murder inedtable, no matter 
how humane the planter was. Some of them we 
know trer,ted their labourer,; with humanity and 
kindnesc1, bnt I held the system would be in
juri<ms to the whit0 labourer, and an obstacle to 
settlement, and damaging to the best interests 
of the colony. I rejoice that I have lived long 
enough to help to ring the death-knell of black 
labour, and I would spend lllY la >t breath, if 
neces~ary, in helping to lay it in the gra.ve, from 
which, I believe, no power on earth will ever 
raise it again to life. 
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Mr. O'CONNELL said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
regret that someone who has had more experience 
in this House is not here to reply to the speech 
which the late :Minister for Lands has given us 
this afternoon. I have had considerable experi
ence amongst the islanders, and perhaps a gTeat 
deal more than that hon. gentleman has had. I 
was for five years an inspector of Pacific Islanders 
at Bundaberg, and had a very good opportunity 
of judging whether they were kirlnapped or 
brought here against their will. It may he 
interesting to the public to know what an 
inspector's duties are when a ship arrives with 
islanders on hoard. He has to go on board 
and see that each individual is asked whether 
he understands his agreement, and whether 
he has come to Queensland willingly or not : 
and, if he is not satisfied, then it is the 
duty of the Government to see that the man 
is returned to the islands. There is aho a 
heavy bond against the ship-owners of £500 
for bringing islanders against their will, and 
the ship may also be forfeiterl. During the five 
years I was in ch:,rge of this work, I may say 
that I was thoroughly satisfied, with one or two 
exceptions, that the islanders really did under
stand their agreements : perhaps one or two 
New Irelanders, or New Britain Islanders, did 
not. The men used, in fact, to laugh when they 
were asked the question, and said, ''Altogether 
man along island ~avee agree1nent." The agreeM 
ments are as well understood at the islands as 
they are in Queensland, and it is absurd to talk 
about kidnapping. Then, as regards the state
ment of Mr. Paton, quoted by the late Minister 
for Lands, this afternoon, about the boys who had 
run away during Divine service. "What does that 
prove? It proves that they are so very anxious 
to come to Queensland that they will swim off 
to the boats. Does that look like kidnapping or 
misrepresentation? If they did not want to come 
here, would they take that means of getting 
away? As for being taken away from their wives 
and children, are there not in England otiicers 
to induce people to leave their home,; to come 
to the colony, and might not employers of 
labour !n the old country object just as much 
to their labourers being taken away, as the 
missionaries object to their men being taken 
away? I really cannot see that the argument is 
applicable at all. If the labour is obtainable 
in England, and we want it out here, why should 
we not get it? and the same argument is applic
able to the :South Sea Islanders. I was at Bun
daberg five months ago, and went on board a 
vessel that had just arrived from the islands. 
There I met a chief of the Solomon Islands, 
who had come to Queensland four years be
fore, as a newchum. He recognised and 
spoke to me. I said, "Y on did not stay long 
in the islands." He said, "No; I wanted to 
come back to Queensland. I hurt my foot 
down there, and have comeuptoget it doctored." 
That is one case out of scores that have come 
under my notice. vVhy, Sir, men have gone 
back to the islands, stopped there a couple of 
months, and then returned to Queensland. If 
they had been brought here with such violence, 
or had been kidnapped, is it at all probable that 
they would cnre to return ? I think that the 
whole statement is absurd. Of course I do not 
doubt that in the earlier years of the labour 
traffic there were many thin.gs done which we all 
blush for and are ashamed of, and I do not think 
the planters, more than anyone else, would deny 
that such thing.,, were done ; but I say that if the 
thmg has been done in the past, it certainly 
io not done now. That is what lYir. Pat on 
tries to prove, and it is absolutely absurd. 
If it had been going on during the time the late 
Government were in power, and they thought 
the traffic so disgraceful, why did they not put 

an end to it then, as they were challenged to do 
by the then Opposition ? Of course there is a 
great deal of responsibility in all this tmtiic 
att.ached to those who were sent down by the 
QueenHland Governmentti as Governrnent agents, 
to see that the regulations made for controlling 
the tratiic were properly carried out. I am 
quite '"tisfied that the early abuses of the tratiic 
were attributable to the neg·lect of those men 
to attend to their duties. I know that when 
I was appointed Inspector of Pacific Ishnders 
at Bundaberg, there were no regulations at all 
supplied to guide those men in the discharge of 
their duties. They were simply given an ~\,et of 
Parliament, and told to utilise it to the best 
advantage, and to men who were not in the 
habit of administering Acts of Parliament, that 
was very little use to them as a guide to their 
conduct. In the early stages of the traffic very 
little care was paid to the proper administration 
of the laws we passed in this colony. In the 
case in which the greatest atrocities were alleged 
to have been committed-the "Hope.ful" case
it was undoubt<,dly proved that the Government 
agent was for the greater part of the time rendered 
incapable nf performing his duty by drunken
ne,;;. It was impossible tbat the Government 
should always know the character of the men 
sent down to the i:::.lands as Government agents, 
but I think it m1"t be admitted that sutiicient 
care was not exercised in the selection of those 
men. A Government agent holds a most re
sponsible and ditiicult position, as, while not 
interfering to prevent the recruiting of ishnders, 
he had to see that the laws and r!'gulations 
framed here for the proper carrying on of the 
tratiic were observed; and it is simply because a 
lot of men were sent to the islands as Govern
ment agents, who had absolutely no idea of the 
responsibility they incurred, that the things 
complained of went on. The other arguments 
the hon. gentleman used were somewhat to this 
effect : The sugar industry does not pay and 
con',equently it would be a good thing for the 
planters to stop it and prevent their losing any 
more money; and the hon. gentleman by that 
argument virtually says be virtuous, because it 
does not pay you to be otherwise. The hon. 
rnember for ·roowomnba in his speech gave UR a 
lot of figures and quotations to prm e what a 
formidable enemy the cane ;;ugar has in beet 
sugar. He gave comparisons of the prices paid 
for sugar, and compared the price of JY1anilla cane 
sugar with the price paid for beetroot sugar. 
The quotation I believe was from the " Encyclo
predia Britannica," and showed very badly for 
c,~ne sugar. It was calculated to make on~ 
believe that cane sugar was of less value in the 
open market than beetroot sugar. As a matter 
of fact, the values of cane sugars are rather ahead 
of beet sugars if anything. The relative yalue 
of .Manilla cane sugar at present, and that IS the 
lowest clas~ of sug-ar cane, is 13s. 6d., and the 
price of German 88 per cent. beetroot sug·ar is 
23s. I may state for the information of hon. 
members having no special knowledge of the 
subject, that SS per C'lllt. beet sugar is :t standard 
quality, and as the sngar polarizes more or 
less than that so the value of the sugar varies. 
So that the hon. member's comparison was not a 
fair one, as he compared the very lowest class 
of cane sugar with wh:tt is accepted as a 
standard cl.ccs of beet sugar. To make a true 
comparison the hon. member should have 
compared a fairly good cane sugar with the 
same class of beet sug;u·; and l find " Cuba 
centrifugals" are quoted in the same article 
at from 24s. 3d. to 34s. lid., as against the 
88 per cent. beet sugar at 23s. ; so that fairly 
goPd unrefined cane ~mgar is preferable in 
value to stan(hrd beet ~ugar. It is desiral,le 
that that should be understood, <1S from the 
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quotation made by the hon. member for Too
woomba, people might imagine that cane sugar 
was of less value in the open market than 
beet sugar. The hon. gentleman also quoted 
the proportion of beet Rugar yielded per acre, 
and, in doing so, quoted the returns as fol
lows :-The yield per acre of German beetroot 
was 6,925 lb. ; green-neck, 8,496 lb. ; rose-neck, 
8,562 lb. ; g-rey-neck, 8,333 lb. ; and Vilmorin's, 
6,103 lb. Those returns are absolutely correct, but 
they do not give the actual working yield of sugar, 
and the returns the hon. gentleman should have 
quoted are these :-German, 4,541 lb.; green-neck, 
4,775Ib.; rose-neck,4,83;)lb.; grey-neck,4,417lb.; 
and Vilmorin's, 4,144 lb. So that even in the 
matter of yield per acre the beet does not show so 
much better than the cane. Up here, I suppose the 
average from cane would be about 3,360 lb., equal 
to 30 cwt. per acre, and beet seems to give a rather 
better return than that. Nothing struck me 
more during this debate, to which I have listener! 
very carefully, than the attempts to prove that 
the industry cary:wt pay. It seems to me that in 
no country exdept Queensland is there an in
dustry like the sugar industry being run down, 
an industry capable of giving such a large 
amount of employment, and for which appar· 
ently there is no substitute-and that is a ·point 
that deserves a great deal of consideration, 
because up to the present time it has not been 
shown that there is anything which can be 
grown on the Northern lands to take the 
plnce of sugar. In the district I represent, of 
course, it is possible that other farming products 
may be grown to take the place of sugar, and 
those products would come into the Brisbane 
market to compete with similar products grown 
by the farmers on the Downs and other districts 
in the South. But in the case of the North, it 
has not been shown that there is anything we 
can plant or grow, without the aiel of tropical 
labour, which would take the place of sugar, and 
there is nothing which, even with the aid of 
kanaka labour, could take the place of sugar there 
at present; nobody has ever been able to make a 
success of anything else there, and I think 
I can show there has been a success made 
of sugar-growing in the district I represent. 
I know that hon. members are thoroughly 
sick of the whole subject, and want to get 
rid of it as quickly as possible ; but to those 
engaged in the sugar industry, the question 
of labour is a matter of life or death. As 
showing the importance of the sugar industry 
in the district which I represent, I may state 
that the total value of the products exported 
from that district, coastwise and otherwise, for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1889, amounted 
to £324,079, of which sug:u contributed £261, 93G, 
while all the other products put together only 
amounted to £G2, 143. To show the insignificance, 
comparatively speaking, of all the other products 
grown and manufactured in the district compared 
with sugar, I have in my hand a return of the 
produce of the Bundaberg district, removed coast
wise from the port of Bundaberg, during the 
year ending on the 30th of June, 1889. The 
particulars are as follow :-Sugar-7,192 tons, 
value £145,717; maize-41,845 bushels, value 
£7,325; soap-132 tons 10 cwt., value £2,400 ; 
tallow-12 tons 6 cwt., value £237; hides-178, 
value £81; wool, greasy--2,952 lb., value £G4; 
pumpkins-17 tons, value £33; butter-1,79llh., 
value £92 ; molasses-134 tons, value £187; 
sweet potatoes-iS tons, vnlue £9 ; chaff-29 tons 
10 cwt., vnlue £151; tobacco-1,500 lb., value 
£75; skins, 3 bage-value £5; lucerne h;;,y-
3 cwt., value £1; fresh fruit-17 cases, value 
£5; horns-2 bags, value £2; kangaroo skins-1 
bale, value £2; copper matte-101 tons 12 cwt., 
value £5,506; mouldings-76 bales, value £19 ; 
sawn timber-pine, 1,331,013 feet, value £9,314; 

sawn timber-pine, dressed, 115,549 feet, value 
£896; sawn timber-hardw,JOd, 771,664 feet, 
value £5,969 ; total value, £178,0\Jl. The exports 
otherwise than by sea were :-Bones-99 cwt. 
2 qrs., value £20; butter-158 lb., value £16; 
gold-3 356 oz. 7 dwt. 18 gr., value £13,053; 
hides-9,02G, value £4,751; horns and hoofs-
77 cwt., value £84; miscellaneous packages-GO, 
value £40 ; potatnes-13 tons 18 cwt., value 
£79; salt beef-14,884 lb., value £120; salt 
pork-97G lb., value £9 ; sheep skins-247 pack
ages, value £855 ; marsupial skins-G5 packages, 
value £574; soap-1 cwt. 2 qr., value £2; 
tallow-53 tons 19 cwt. 2 qr., value £905; raw 
sugar-SO£ tons, value £13,023; refined sugM-
4,855- tons, value £103,000 ; greasy wool-
19,207 lb., vnlue £423; hair-491lb., value £15; 
oil-25 gallons, value £5; molasses-18 cwt., 
value £9; copl'er matte-2,513 cwt., value 
£G,E9; copper, conrse pig-1,224 cwt., value 
£2,834; run1-lO gal., value £1; \Vine--2 gal., 
value £1 ; total value, £145,H88. Those figures 
show that out of a total of £324,029 for 
exports frnm the Bundaberg district, sugar 
contributes £261,936. I c<tnnnt conceive what 
will be the result to the district I repre
sent if the extension of the period during 
which coloured labour may be introduced is 
refused. The contention that sugar-growing does 
not pay certainly does not hold a" far as the 
Bundaberg district is concerned. I do not mean 
to say that all the plantatiom there, or even half 
of them, have lately been giving any return on 
the capital invested. They have not, and th11t 
has not been for the want of coloured labour. 
It is simply due to the bad seasons which we 
have experienced. Any man who has lived 
in a sugar district must know that if we are 
going to have continual droughts, as we have 
had lately, it is perfectly impossible to grow 
sugar or anything elFe profitably. But sugar 
planters are not fools, and they would not 
go into the industry if they saw no chance of 
profit, and every good business man knows that 
if we have fair seasons and pla.nters have the 
labour they rquire they can make a very good 
thing out of sugar-growing at present prices, or 
even at the lowest average price of £16 a ton. 
Soon after the hon. member for Toowoomba, :i\fr. 
Groom, addressPd the House on this question, I 
wrote to several planters in my district, pointing 
out th<1t the whole gist of the hon. m em her's 
argument 'vas that sugar.growing in Queensland 
did not pay, and that consequently no harm 
"ould ensue from giving it its death blow. Mr. 
Young, in anS'Ner to 1ny letter, says:-

<1 Groom's contention requires refutation, the chief 
cause, so far, of the depression, is drought, particularly 
~low prices, of course, with the had crops, also helping. 
"\Ye ourselves lutve scarcely wanted for more black or 
white labour beeause we have been allowed by the 
Act to get it-'-but another and fatal cause of failure 
will be added if the labour i,;;, 'vithdrn;wn. I contend 
that but for 'the reliable labour we ha-ve had during 
the past few years of bad scason5~ and prices, we sh<?nld 
now not exist at all; the whole of the plantvtwns 
must ha.v? closed before no\v. The idea that well 
manaO'ed plantations won't pay, even with black 
labou~. is, I nm convinced, a complete 1nistake. If 
we C'lll only get our labour, \. e can take our \Vh!lck 
of the bad seasons:. whicll we all hnve to put np w1th. 
The cause of the failure of the larg-e Northern mills is 
chjcfiy mving to a want of raw mUtrL'ial to work up, 
not to the size of the mills. Large mills are far the 
most protltable, but then 1.hey must be kept going for 
at least six months in each year, full swing. \re 
reckon here we can make a profit Ht the lowest priCE''i 
yet touched, providing we have reliable labom·, and a 
fair share of good :;.emwns. ?\ o one crmld make any
thing in such year:,, ho,vever, a~ 18~3. labonr or no 
labour; but, t.ben, ht,,t year "\vas certainly exceptionally 
bad." 

That is a letter from l\1r. Arthnr Young, of 
:Fairymead, a man well known n,mongst sugar 
planters, and an exceptionally good business 
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man, one who would not say a thing like 
that unless he was fully convinced that what 
he said was correct. In his evidence before 
the Commission he puts down the return 
made on Fairymead last season at 2 per 
cent. upon the capital, and the capital in
vested in Fairymead is £75,000, so that even 
2 per cent. is a very great consideration. Of 
course I am well aware of what was the cause 
of their not being able to make a better return 
on their capital; it was simply this, ths,t they 
had cut their crops the year before, and had been 
crushing late. The weather had been excep
tionally dry ; in fact from February in last year 
to something like December we had no rain 
worth talking about, and had it not been that 
there was a large crop standing over, and the 
company were able to buy it to keep the mill 
going, no doubt Fairymead would have shown a 
large loss last season. Bnt the owners are men 
of great enterprise. 'rhey laid down tramways, 
and carted the cane no less than five or six miles 
to the mill from different place". They made a 
ferry for themselves over the river, and 
there is no doubt that if they had not shown 
all that enterprise they would have had the 
same record that a great many other planters 
had, and worked at a loss. Owing to the 
fact that the mill-power in the district had been 
insufficient to take off the crops, they were able 
to crush cane for others and show a profit. How
ever, they were not the only planters in the dis
trict who did show a profit. The evidence given 
before the Commission showed that these planta
tions made a profit out of last season: ]l'arquhar 
and others, with a capital of £18,000 invested, 
showed a return of 8 per cent. ; John Gay lord, 
of Windsor, with a capital of £8,980 invested, 
showed a return of 5 per cent. ; John Clark, of 
Ashgrove, with a capit.tl of £G,OOO, showed a re
turn of 11 per cent,; Noakes Brothers, of Spring
hill, with a capital of £25,000 invested, showed 
a return of 10 per cent. ; E. Turner, of Sunny
side, with a capital of £11,150 invested, showed 
a return of 6!J per cent. ; Angus Gibson, of 
Bingera, with a capital of £73,000 invested, 
showed a return of 8~ per cent., besides 
allowing 5 per cent. for depreciation of ma
chinery; and Jas. Cran, of Duncraggan, with 
£50,000 invested, showed a return of 9 per cent.; 
so that I contend it has been proved that in 
that district sugar can be grown at a profit; 
and I do not see why in the rich Northern 
scrub lands an equally good return and equally 
good results cannot be obtained. In fact I believe 
that it was only because they were further away 
and had more difficulty in getting labour for 
their machinery, and because they started rather 
sooner than we did in Bundaberg, and had 
not the experience, that is the reason why 
better results have not been shown upon the 
Northern plantations. It is absurd to say 
that because a great deal of money has been 
wasted through bad management and extrava
gance in putting up the mills, the industry 
should he condemned. If it is poFgible for 
sugar plantations to pay well in the Bunda
berg district, it is not unreasonable to suppose 
that they will pay well on the equally rich, if not 
more rich, land" of the North. I have seen 
canes brought down from the Mossman River 
the like of which we cannot grow at Bundaberg 
in the time-ten months-and the canes wer; 
nine or ten feet long. We have never in our best 
seasons been able to get cane like that in the 
same time at Bundaberg. To hear the sugar in
dustry run down as it has been run down here, one 
would imagine that the beet sugar industry had 
never at any time any difficulty in carrying 
on. Nearly all the large manufacturing mills on 
the continent during the great depression of 
prices of sugar, showed very heavy losses, and it 

is only lately since the rise has taken place that 
they have ever begun to do any better. I have 
here a quotation from the Deutsche Zuckerindus
trie, a paper quoted from by the sugar-cane 
journal, and it gives some particulars in regard 
to the results of the manufacture of sugar in 
Germany during the bad times there-

" The Friedensau Sugar Manufactory closed its 
balance-sheet up to the 31st July, with a loss on its 
year's transactions, in spite of all the efforts of the 
directors, amounting to ::.\120:3,658, ot' which about 
1\170,000 is attributable to the fall in prices, and about 
l\1100,000 to the slight difforenec between raw and 
refined sugars, so that the cost of manufncture could 
not be covered, the remainder being loss on farming 
operations. 

"The Mi.'msterberg Factory shows a loss of }fll9,006, 
which, added to the loss brought forward from last year, 
1nakes the amount to the bad to be carried forward to 
new account, ::.\1339,711. 

wrhe Mannheim Refinery, which gained in the campaign 
188±-5 Thll47,555, has lost in 1885-6 )1108,844 owing to 
the eonstant depreciation of refined sugars. 

"The Starch Sugar (glucose) ~Ianufacturing Company, 
at Frank!ort-on-the-Oder, will pay a dividend o! 
10 per cont. 

" The lladen Sugar :J.Ianufacturing Company, which 
brought forward from 1884-85 a credit balance of 
JY112,630, has lost in 1885-85 )1228,335. 'l'hey have three 
establishments -\Yaglansel, Alislmusen, and ZU.ttlingen. 
At the close of the rcpol't they say :~l~inally we will 
take a short glance at the new campaign. Unfortu
nately this presents no delightful picture. It is true 
tllat the beets which are being worked up are 
of a satisfactory quality, and will exceed last 
year's quantity by about 50 per cent., and hence, 
in spite of the greater burden inflicted by the 
advance of 10 pfennings in the beet tax, there is 
a \vell-founded hope that the cost price of our own raw 
sugar will be lower, but it must be regarded as ques
tionable whether at the extreme low value (about )139~· 
on the basis of 96 per cent.) this will still leave a profit. 
How far the refining 'vill produce sntisfactory results is 
in the nature of things also uncertain. However, in 
consideration of the universal scarcity in stocks of 
refined goods, and also in the expectation of steadily 
increasing exports, the hope of better trade during the 
prr>;ent campaign does not seem unjustifiable. 

"l'he Bahnhof of ::narienbnrg Sugar l\Ia.nufactory lost 
!\113,304 on last year's working, and :::U51,7Y4 on stoek, 
which, added to the deficit of 1<l84-85, makes 11144,912 
to the bad for two year's operations. 

"The Immendorf Sugar ~Ianufacturing Company pays 
a dividend of 9 per cent. 

•' The First ~ilesian Pile Refine1·y shows a loss of 
JYI92,893. 

"rrhe J:I.Iewe Sngar ::.\..fannfacturing Company, and the 
Klejsc:hkan fa,ctory (Silesian), ha,\'C called their creditors 
together." 

That is a very cheerful lot of reports to read. 
The argument used in this House by some 
members was that, because the sugar-cane in
dustry is depressed, we should destroy that 
industry. That argument has not been used 
to the German manufacturers, as to whether 
they would he satisfied to wipe out all the capital 
they have invested to prevent their being bothered 
any more, by carrying on an industry at a loss. 
I really think it is the people who are carrying 
on the industry who are the best judges as to 
whether they can make a profit out of it or not. 
No one, whether sugar planters or not, carries 
on work continuously at a loss; and if these 
men did not see some hope of getting a fair 
return for the money they had invested, they 
would not care to continue struggling at what has 
been described by several hon. members as such 
an uphill game. I hold in my hand a telegram 
which, to a certain extent, exemplifies what 
might be the result of doing away with this 
labour. Owing to some complications with the 
Pacific Island labour office in Bundaberg, a 
planter, Mr. Samuel Rome, was debarred 
from getting any kanaka labour, and he 
telegraphed to me to see if I could not 
get that decision altered. I was unable to do 
anything for him, though I believe to a certain 
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extent he was rather hardly dealt with. The 
result of his being refused to employ kanaka 
labour has been that he has abandoned his 
plantn,tion n,nd let it to somebody else. I know he 
was very anxious to carry on his plantation with 
white labour, but he was so thoroughly satisfied 
that he could not do so without the help of 
coloured labour that he has given up the idea of 
carrying on the plantation himself, and has let it 
to somebody else who can get the necessary 
labour. That, I think, will be the case all over 
the colony if this labour is refused. We have 
been told over and over again this session that 
the colony has declared against coloured labour, 
and that it is useless talking. As to the useless
ness of talking, I believe it is the same with this 
as with other subjects, that if a man cannot get 
the ear of the Ministry or of the leader of the 
Opposition he may as well sit down and let 
them run the show. It is very little good talk
ing or suggesting anything unless you can get it 
taken up by somebody who has some influence 
in the House. I am quite satisfied to be told 
that what we do here in the shape of talking on 
thi• subject is very harmless indeed. At the 
same time we have a certain duty to perform to 
our constituents, and that is what I am doing 
this evening. With regard to the question of the 
country having decided against this labour, I 
maintn,in that they have never decided against 
it-that they have never had the question fairly 
put before them. What has been put before 
them is the sort of stuff that the hon. member for 
Ipswich, Mr. Barlow, gave us the other day:-

(/And from my place in this House. as a representa
tive of working men, I warn the working men of this 
colony not to be led away by the sophistries dissemi
nated among them on the subject of coloured labour. 
I call tlleir attention to the consistency and persistency 
with which the Liberal party has endtavoured to pre
serve Queensland for the white man; and I tell the 
working men that if they listen to the sophiRtries of 
those who favour the introduction of coloured labour 
they wHl be like Esau, who sold bjs birthright for a mess 
of pottage, and when he sought a. place for repentance 
found it not, though he sought it with tears." 

Mr. BARLOW: Hear, hear ! And I say so 
still. 

Mr. O'CONNELL: I am very glad to hear the 
hon. member say "Hear, hear." It is an 
acknowledgment of what we have always said, 
that our views have been misrepresented in every 
shape and form, and that the working men are 
told deliberately what is known not to be the 
case. If the matter was put before them in a 
fair way. if, for instance, a person said, "Look 
here, boys, these kanakas can't come here and 
interfere with you, and they are helping Dick, 
Tom, and Harry to get a living in these sugar 
districts, what do you say if we let them h,we 
them?" Then you might getadifferent answer, but 
not whilst the matter is misrepresented as it is at 
present. If it were really the case that the colony 
had deliberately marle up its mind that there 
shall be no more coloured labour, it seems a most 
extraordinary thing that all the sugH districts 
have returned members who are pledged to get 
an extension of the Act if they possibly can. 

The HoN. SIRS. W, GRIFFITH: We know 
exactly how it happened. \V e know what in
fluence the employer exercised over the em]Jloy~. 

Mr. O'CONNELL : How about the town of 
Bundaberg, where there are very few persons 
employed in sugar inside the township? 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Why, it 
is a well known fact that at Bundaberg the man 
who is not in favonr of black labour is boycotted. 
The storekeepers are afraid to say a word against 
it. 

Mr. O'CONNELL : One always has to go 
away from home to hear news. I have lived at 
Bundaberg for seventeen years, and I have never 

heard anything of the sort. There are men 
carrying on business there who are known to be 
avowed opponentPof black labour. 

Mr. BARLOW: I was told the same thing 
at Bundaberg. 

Mr. O'CONNELL : Y on are told a great many 
funny things. It is a statement made to damage 
the planter in the eyes of the public. When the 
Cingalese came to Bundaberg, was it not the 
white inhabitants who turned out and prevented 
them going to work? And I am very glad they 
did, because the Cingalese are a must obje~tion
able clacs of men. I am as much opposed tn the 
introduction of Cingalese, or .T a vane se, or Indian 
coolies as any body ; but I maintain that the 
kanakas in the colony are a real benefit to the 
working classes. At Bnndaberg the working 
men, who ought to be the best judges as to the 
fact, say they are perfectly content with them 
as long as they are kept on the plantations ; 
and after my election several men, whom I 
knew to have been avowed opponents of 
kanaka bbour two years ago, told me that 
as lcng as the kanakas were kept on the 
plantations they were quite satisfied to have 
them in the colony. And it is only those who 
want to make political capite! out of this busi
ness who will not see this, and stand up before 
audiences of working men and tell them they 
are selling their birthright for a mess of pottage. 
The planters are only asking for this extension 
of the Act for five years. 

The HoN. Sm S. W GRIFFITH : Does 
anybody really believe that? 

Mr. O'COI\NELL: If it is such a difficult 
thing to get-this five ye;trs-why try and make 
out that we are putting in the thin end of the 
wedge before aqkingfor it for ever? 

'fhe HoN. Sm S. W. GRIPFITH: All the 
arguments have been for a continuous extension 
of the Act. 

Mr. O'CONNELI, : The hon. gentleman is 
taking up a different position now from what he 
did when he brought in the Amending Act in 
1884. He recognised then the responsibility of 
hi• position. He said, "Before I do away with 
this labour with which the industry is now carried 
on, I will try to find them some other labour to 
carry on the industry, for if I ruin a big industry 
like the sugarindustry, the export value of whose 
produce is nearly one-fifth of that of the total 
produce of the country, I shall bring on a financial 
crisis." The hon. gentleman knew that if he 
killed the sugar industry at that time, which was 
producing an enormous amount of wealth, that 
instead of the exports of the colony being 
between £5,000,000 and £6,000,000, there would 
be £1.000,000 less with which to meet the respon
sibilities of the colony. No business man would 
like to pass through such an ordeal, knowing 
that he would have to go back, or else to tax the 
colony much more heavily to meet those liabili
ties. So that when the hon. gentleman had the 
responsibility of working the Government of the 
colony, he looked at the matter with very different 
eyH to those with which he looks at it now; 
and nothing struck me more than the fact that 
after the hon. member for Herbert had finished 
his able address to this House, the question, "Is 
the sugar industry doomed to die?" did not seem 
to oceupy the attention of the leaders of the 
House for one solitary moment. Their only idea 
seemed to be: This is very dangerous ground
ground upon which political capital can be made, 
and if we make a false step our opponents will 
try and oust us from office. That was the idea, 
not "How can we contrive to continue the 
industry;" but, ''\Vhat is the Government going 
to do; can we find a hole in their coat, and 
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turn them out?" That was re:tlly the conten
tion that was put before the House the moment 
the hon. member for Herbert 'closed his address. 

Mr. BARLOW: They were pledged. 

Mr: O'OONNELL: They were pledged against 
allowmg any class of labour to come into the 
country that was going to take labour out of the 
hands of the white man, or was likely to become 
a permanent evil in the country by settling in it 
and making a mixed population. They were not 
pledged to do away with kanaka labour at any par
ticular time without thought or care that a large 
portion of the colony would suffer from doing 
away with it. You might as well say the colony 
was pledged to reciprocity. Nearly all public 
men have pledged themselves more or less to 
reciprocity and federation. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: No, no! 

Mr. O'OONNELL : A very large number 
have. Intercolonial freetrade and protection 
against the world has been a sort of platform 
with omtors for some time, and thn,t princi pie 
has been more or less generally accepted all over 
the colonies. And if because that idea has got 
some general credence it was held that the 
Government were bound at once to put it into 
force, what would be the rewlt? 'Would .not 
everybody cry out against it? Do we not hear 
some hon. members talk about reciprocity as the 
greatest danger possible. The hon. member for 
Ipswich, Mr. Bar low, said:-

"I should like to ask what would be the condition of 
affairs if the sugar industry, gaining strength as it went 
on, found that its market in Victoria was not sufficient, 
and demanded a reciprocity treaty with South Australia 
and New Zealand? What would be the effect on the 
farming industry in '"\:Vest Jtioreton? I would engage to 
say that it would be most disastrous that we should be 
asked to sacrifice almost our only agricultural interest 
in order that a certain form of agriculture might be 
carried on in North Queensland:~ 

\V ell, Sir, what constitutes the agricultural 
industry of the colony, and where is there agri
cultural industry like sugar-growing ? I con
tend they have not got one. Hon. members 
do not seem to know what is under cultiva
tion in the colony. I have got here last year's 
statistics-I have not been able to get this 
year's-from which I find that 188,845 acres were 
under crop, out of which sugar occupied 51,815 
acres. The only other crop that showed up at 
all-that exceeds sugar-was maize, with 73,139 
acres. The other crops consist of lucerne, oats, 
wheat-and while on this subject I should 
like to call attention to the way our wheat 
farmers are getting on. They ought to be 
making their fortunes, as far as I can see. 
Here is a return for ten years, showing the area 
of land under crops : In 1878 there were 12,511 
acres under wheat, out of which the total area 
affected by rust was 6,482 acres. Then we come 
down to 1884, which is the year of the largest 
acreage, 15,942; and next to that 1888 when 
the acreage was 15,665, and out of that area 8,734 
acres were affected by rust. \Vhat is the use 
of growing a crop like that? Talk about 
people being strung on to grow crops that are 
unprofitable, I think the wheat-growers are 
very much in that condition, and I say, without 
hesitation, that there is no agricultural industry 
in the colony that can be compared in the 
slightest degree with the sugar industry. It 
employs more men, circulates more money, and 
has done more good to the colony than any 
other industry that can be named, and the only 
thing I cannot understand, is how a body 
of intelligent men like we have in opposition 
can sit quietly here and see such an indus
try go to the wall without trying in some way 
or other to help it. We have had any amount 
of expressions of sympathy from hon. members 

who disagree with this extension. They say, 
"\Ve will give you >1nything we can, but we 
cannot give you black labour." Shortly after 
the opening of the debate I happened to go and 
hear the Fisk minstrels, of whom Mr. Loudin 
is the leader. Of courc,e, you are aware that 
they are coloured people, but I certainly could 
not see that any deterioration was likely to 
occur to anyone from contact with them. Very 
likely a good many white people would have 
their manners and tone raised by mixing with 
them. They are very intelligent and pleagant 
people to meet. Mr. Loudin gave us a sort 
of harangue on the subject of sympathy, as 
illustrated by an incident that occurred some 
years ago in the town of Johnstown, where the 
recent disaster occurred. He said a man who made 
his living by the use of a horse and draY had the 
misfortune to lose both in the river. As soon as 
the accident was known a great deal of sympathy 
was expressed for the man in the loss he had 
sustained, until at last one of the bysbnders 
said, "\Veil sir, what is your sympathy worth ; 
mine is worth 10 dollars?" He put his hand 
in his pocket and pulled out the money, and before 
long they had raised enough to buy the man 
another horse and dray to enable him to earn his 
living. That was bo1u~ fide sympathy. I should 
like some of those hon. gentlemen who express 
sympathy with the sugar industry to tell us what 
form the sympathy is going to take that they 
are always talking about. They will not give us 
the labour we require, and what are they going 
to do to enable the industry to be carried on. 

Mr. GRIMES: Eat more sugar. 

Mr. O'OONNELL : The hon. gentleman may 
eat more if he likes ; it is only a question of 
going to a grocer's and buying some. I main
tain that the sugar planters do not wish to do 
any wrong whatever to the country; and if those 
towns and districts which are directly interested 
in this industry are satisfied that kanak as are 
necessary, and a direct gain to them, I do not 
see why the rest of the colony-who do not come 
into contact with them, and who do not under
stand the circumstances under which we are 
labouring-should dictate the policy of those 
districts. If we, in Brisbane, or people in 
the rest of the colony, wanted to dictate 
to the miners as to what they should do 
and what they should not, do you think they 
would object to it? I am sure they would object 
to it as strongly as the sugar planters object. to 
their business being interfered with, and to bemg 
dictated to in the management of their affairs. 
Take, for instance, the \Volseleyshearingmachine, 
which has lately been imported into the shearing 
sheds out \Vest, and which must to a certain 
extent curtail the number of shearers wanted. 
Suppose the shearers petitioned this House, and 
the House said to th2 srtuatters, "You are 
taking the bread out of these men's mouths; you 
shall not use those machines." Do you think the 
squn,tters would like that? And it is exactly 
the same with the sugar planters. 'rhey say 
that in carrying on the industry it is necessary 
to have this class of labour, that the employ
ment of this class of labour does not to any 
material extent interfere with any white man in 
the country, that through its agency a large 
number of white people are benefited directly 
and indirectly, and that if it is taken away 
the industry will be destroyed. I do not 
think it ever before happened that men n?t 
directly interested in an industry, and who drd 
not understand that industry, were to be made 
the judges of how it should be carried on. If 
you wanted an opinion about pleuro-pneumonia 
you would not ask a townFman to go out and see 
a sick bullock, unless he was a veterinary surgeon. 
The other day we took the trouble to send to Sydney 
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for certain French savants to see what could be 
done to remedy the dreadful scourge of pleura ; 
and if it is necessary to get the opinions of ex
pe;t~ on such a question as pleura, surely the 
opmwns of the men who have been carrying- on 
the sug-:u industry under all sorts of difficultiu 
oughttohavesome weight when the sugar question 
is under consideration. If the House is prepared 
to give any substantial alternative, I am snre 
the planters will be only too glad to accept it; 
but, up to the present time, not a single alterna
tive has been offered. This barren expres,,ion 
of sympathy has been heard from one speaker 
after another, and the planters are simply told, 
when they see the keystonu of their indu,,trT 
going t0 be taken away, that if they cann<Jt 
carry on without it they co,n go to the wall. 
. Mr. SMITH said: J\Ir. Speakor,-·The qncs

twn has been ,,o ably debated on both Hide-; 
that it is scarcely pos,,ible to hay anything new 
on the subject. However, I will endeavour 
not to weary the House by repeating any 
arguments that have already been used, or by 
making use of any quotations already made. 'r 
wish first to correct a statement made by the 
hon. member for Bnrrnm in reC'ard to the 
district I represent. That hon. "n1ember, in 
speaking of the sugar indnRtry, in:-.:tancecl Bow en 
and Gladstone as two places that were dving 
because the sugar industry was not connnei1ced 
there; but I think is is a very fortunate thing 
that the industry was not 8<>lllrnenced there, and 
I totally dbagree with the inference he '\ ould 
lead the House to draw from the statement. I 
perhaps would not have referred to this so 
pointedly, were it not that one of the (;vening 
journals of the city repeated the assertion that 
Bowen had no good land in its vicinity. It is 
true that the land in the vicinity of Bowen 
is. limited i1_1 al'Oa; but there 'is a pretty 
fa1r proportwn of land of good quality. 
Unfortunately, however, that in the vicinitv of 
the town, is in the hands of a bsentec prOJ;rie
tors, who aer Riinply ·waiting for the increase 
in the \ ,tlue of the nnearned increment, am! 
consequently that lanrl is not utilised. I ch,sent 
frmn the a:sBertion that there is no good land 
in the vicinity of Bowen ; and I know some 
hon. membero can bear me out in bayim; that 
there is a l~trge proportion of good land in the 
district of Bowen, and that selections of great 
extent were troken up for the purpose of sug,ar
growing on the Proserpine River. One com
pany started there- the Crystal Brook Sngar 
Company. They took up a large area of land, 
fenced it in, planted a proportion of it with 
cane, and ordered a 2000-ton milL Then 
the Act limiting the importation of killlc,k, s 
was passed, and that caused the corn pany 
to hesitate before proceeding fnrther ; and the 
consequence was that the mill which hacl 
been ordered from Scotland was That 
mill is now at J~ton, noor l\Iackay. is called 
the Korth Eton sng-ar mill and is worked by a 
company formed for ca~rying on the industry 
under the central mill svstem. There were 
~evcral o~h8l: selections takerl up forsugar~growi:ng 
m the drstnct, and large sums of money would 
have been spent there in carrying on the industry 
but for the passing of the Act in 188\ limit
ing the importation of kannkas. 'Whether the 
passing of that Act was a good thing for the colcmy 
or not is a que,,tion on which opinions differ; 
but I believe it was a good thing for those who 
intended to carry on the industry in the Howen 
district. Exception has been t>iken to the con
stitution of the Commission appointed to inquire 
into the industry; but considering· that tw'l 
reports were brought up--the majority report 
and the minority report -and that those reports 
agree .to a very great extent-in fact, they are 
essentmlly the same-I do not see that possible 
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exception can be taken to the constitution of 
the Commission. Indeed, hon. members who 
have spoken in favour of the motion have 
taken the minority report, and argued from 
the standpoint taken np by the chairman who 
was the author of that report. Therefore, I 
think it may he considered that the members of 
the Commission were fair and reasonable in their 
deductions. Tl1e planter, I think, is to be con
gratulated on the way the question has been 
received by the House. Hon. members have 
expressed great sympathy with them, and I have 
no doubt that their intentions are to give the 
plm1ters every facility for carrying on the 
industry outs1de of black labour. 

::\Ir. HA::'IULTO~ said : Mr. Speaker,--I 
beg to c~ll your attention to the state of the 
House. 

Quorum formed. 
:i\Ir. SJI.IITH said: Mr. Spe"ker,-Hon. mem

berc' on both sides are unanimous in their ex
pressions of sympqthy, and their wish to .Lssist 
the sugar planter in every wac' they can, with 
the exc~ption of giving thern coloured labour. 
I think that when thi.~ question of how \Ve are 
to as·;ist the sugar planteJ~ js beinP," discussed we 
shonld take the planters into onr confi<lence, and 
fihd out in what W>1Y they think they can be 
best benefited. H we do not, it will be just like 
deciding- upon smne intr·ic:tte piece of rnuchinery 
without consulting an expert. The sugar planter 
is the man who is bCJt able to jud~e what 
is for his benefit, and for the benefit of the 
inc1u,try in which he i, engaged. Hon. members 
are quite at one as to the importance of the 
indtutry, and reCJg-nise that it is one of the few 
we haw which has enabled onr c"lony to 
take u, very Llgh pc.:·dtion in the Australian 
gronp. I arn sure they will be inulined to give 
it every consideration. \Vhen the colony was 
youn~ the irnport.l)nc"'. c1£ ~F'.'iisti11g-theindustry was 
rccogni· ed~or rather of initiating the industry 
-for we tind that in 18G8 every inducement was 
hchl ont to the sngar pbnter to come and pursue 
hls avocation in the colony, and n, great a1nount of 
capit:tl-:ts much ~' £5,000,000-was invested, 

-giving a gre::Lt in1petus in other direction::; as well 
a,s to su.;.:,:tr-gTo\ving. Eonndries \vere t:.:Stab~ 
lished. \Vhat h~s the r, ~ult of the preoent state 
of the sng_tr industry bcf n to the foundries? 
At prc,<ent fonndric ;, which formerly employed 
300 or 4G'J men, have been r ;dncu1 to thirty or 
forty; and tlmt is a very im]JOrtant point to 
con,irler. There can be no question as to the 
importance of foo-;t-?ring the indn.-,try, the only 
question' Leing to the way in '\ hich that 
as~isLance shall given. j'\ ext to the mining 
indnc try, it g-in'J employment to thA greatest 
nmnber of white ruen of any oc:upation. 

Mr. HODGKIKSO::\': What about the pas
toral and shipJjing industlies? 

1\Ir. SMITH: I do not thinkth>ttthe shipping 
industry employs any thing like aH 1nany white 
men as the sugar industry. Then, is it not a fact 
tktt the sugar indmtry gives employment to 
tho:-E· en;;aged in shipping? If t.hiH industry is 
lost to the colony the re:mll, will be disastrous, · 
and thP effect 'on th<c sale of la-nd will be 
dreildful. Sngar planters have expended large 
SUlllR of upon their 1Jlanta.tionH, and 
now the" scll their estates for one-fifth of 
the rnml'e.v ... pent upo,n tfh 1n. If sugar-growing 
peri,,hes tlte C<>lony will lose a great security 
when it \\.ri,-::;hes tn borrow 1rwney. There is no 
d<Jllht that whl'ln capitalists lend money they 
look at the pr<'spc.rity of the colony as the 
security for the money Lnt, and if this security 
is taken away I fear that our borrowing powers 
will be proportionately decrettscd. The sugar 
industry was established without any cost what
ever to the country, and the Government ha>e 
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never been called upon to spend a farthing in 
carrying it on. There is no Government de
partment to look after its interests, as is the 
case with mining and other interests; it has 
always been self-supporting. ·whatever the 
causes of the deprmsion may have been, onr 
duty is plain-that is, t0 do our utmost to 
keep it going, and keep this very impor
tant factor in the colony's welfare afloat. 
Now the calmes of the depression are said, in the 
first place, to be the low 1 >ricf' cf sugar, caused by 
the large amount of sugar that is being produced 
from beetroot on the Continent of Europe. 
That is being produced owing to the bounty 
which the Continental governments give to foster 
the industry. As much as £9,000,000, I believe, 
has been annnally spent by the countries ofFmnce, 
Germ:my, and Austria in fostering the beet
root industry. That has been spent principally 
with the object of giving employment to the 
labourers of those countries, but also with the 
hope of wiping out the cane sugar industry in 
the British colonies throughout the world, and 
I think we should be on the defensive, and en
deavour to keep this industry in our colony and 
make it a success. The drought, of course, has 
had a great effect in causing the industry to 
lang-uish, and then there is the want of 
confidence of financial institutions, caused by 
the existence of the Act prohibiting- kanakas 
from being- imported after the year 1890. 
There is no doubt that the passing of that 
Act has deterred a great many capitalists 
from investinp; money in the industry. In my 
own district, I know of one company that was 
prepared to spend £200,000 on their estate; but 
owing to the passing of the Act the money wns 
not spent. To the people who were going to in
vest that money the Act was a mercy. It was a 
providential thing that the Act was passed, 
because whether it w:ts passed or not the_v could 
not have made the estate a success under the cir
cumstances that arose afterwards. Still that money 
would have been spent. in clearing and cultivating 
the land, and the colony would have benefited. 
I know the effect of passing that Act was to 
prevent people from spending a large amount of 
money in the industry. The remedies proposed. 
are, first, reciprocity treaties with the other 
colonie~. I think something could be done in that 
direction, although from the long- list of articles 
supplied by the Melbourne Chamber of Commerce, 
which the hon. member for Toowoomha read the 
other night, it would appear that there would be 
great trouble before we could come to any friendly 
arrangement with the other colonies. If we could 
come to such an arrangement it would be a great 
benefit to the sugar planters. Another remedy 
proposed is by giving a bounty on the sug:ir 
exported. I think that is a very reasonable 
suggestion for this Rouse to adopt. \Vhether 
it would be advantageous for all time I do 
not know. I do not like the idea at all; but 
it is worthy of consideration whether we ought 
not to give a bounty on sugar exported for a 
limited time, to allow the planter.s to recover 
their position Irrigation is another remedy that 
has been proposed, and I think it is a very im
portant question. It is a question which I trust 
the Government will take up in earnest, and 
endeavour by m·ery means in their power to 
bring to a suecessful issue. It has often been said 
that we copy a great deal from Victoria. \V ell, I 
think if we look to that colony and see what she is 
doing in the direction of irrigation, we may 
learn a lesson that is well worth being learned. 
Victoria has water and irrigation trusts, and 
they seem to be a great success. If we can only 
establish some such system here, it will relieve 
the Government of a very great amount of 
responsibility and lead to a great deal of good. 
I said at the outset that I would not trouble the 

Ronse with extracts, but I cannot refrain from 
reading an extract from a speech delivered by 
;\fr. Deakin, the Chief Secretary of Victoria, on 
this question of water and irrigation trusts. Tn 
a speech delivered at Bacchns Marsh, he said :-

" \Vhen the first coalition Government took oftlce in 
1888 there existed fourteen water trusts whose expen.di
ture amounted to £6~.000. Xmv we have thirty-one 
trusts, representing an expenditure of ,-£700.000. Seven 
more lutYc heen initiated, who arc asking for £5(},000, 
and in a, short time \VC \Yill have thirtv-eig-ht trnst~, 
·with £850,00(} invc~ted, to supply the co't1ntry districts 
vdth water. In 1S'j3 tllCre \vas no irrigation trusts; but 
no\vfourteenarc formed, covering900,()00acros, on which 
£700,0110 has and is being expended. rrhere arc twenty~ 
two trus;ts in various stages of growth, covering 2,900,000 
:tf'l'PS of country, nnd requiring loans np to £1,500,000. 
\Ve shall shortly be able to shmv a total of thirty-six 
irrigation trnst.s, covering 3.800,000 acres, and repre
senting an investment of £2,20 ',000. The department 
is rendering all the assistance vossihle to farmeH and. 
others to irrigate their lands; ar1d in helping the formn
tinn of trusts, jn expendlng large snms of money for 
f->nrveys, river gauging. boring, etr-., generous pecuniary 
assistance is al~o being given. For im;;tancc, there is 
the original grant of £1J10,000 for ht,ad works. Since 
thnt we have, under the -powers of the Act, remitted 
and are remitting· interest on loans, \vhich represents 
a free gift to the trnsts of £150.000 more. \Vc arc 
also spending f'ome £50,000 for boring nnd on tsidc 
engineering works. \Vc have also initiated national 
work~ which will cost £150,000. I anticipate 
that the remissions of interest will amount to 
anothEil' £:l5,000, so that in connection with, irri.gation 
and ,vn,ter supply we hnvc a total sum of £E,50,000. Tn 
connection with the Coli ban, which has been the life
blood of a great district, we have remitted interest 
amounting to oYer £500,000, so tlmt for the country 
scheme of water supply we have a sum of £1,250,000 of 
the national money. 'Th{·' total expenditure on irrigation 
works alreadY commenced will be nt least £"1,000,000t 
nnrl there wili be invested in water supply generally six 
millions of money." 
I think the Government would do well to con
sider this subject of irrigation and water trusts, 
and endeavour to l11ing them into operation in 
this colony. The next remedv suggested is the 
extension of the Pacific Island Labourers Act of 
1R80 Amendment Act of 1885. This is· the only 
suggestion worth speaking of made by the
phtnters themselves, and why should we not con
sult the planter '1S to what i" the best way to 
assiot him? Is it because we know better than 
he does what is hest for him? Re does not ask 
for pecuniary assistance; he does not ask to put 
his hand in the public purse; he simply asks us 
to allow him cheap reliable labour for a further 
term of five yc.trs. It is no nse in saying that 
that iH re-opening the black hbour question. It 
is nothing of the kind. The black labour ques
tion, in my estimation, is quite a different 
thing ; it means allowing blacks, Chinamen, 
coolies, and other coloured races to flood the 
colony, and I preccume that no hon. member 
will say that there is any chance whatever of the 
kanaka flooding the country. There is no pos
sible chance of that, because it is admitted on all 
sides that the supply of kanakas is limited. They 
cannot poscibly do this colony any harm, but 
they can do it a great deal of good. If I thought 
they would do it the slightest injury, I would be 
the last to advocate their admission into the 
colony. But we have positive proof to the con
trary, and it is vain to shut our eyes to things 
which are as palpable as the noonday sun. The 
kanaka has heen a.nwngst us for some ti1ne now. 
Is he beneficial to the country, or is he not? He 
is sin1ply a harn1less working hun1an machine ; 
and I hold, notwithstanding all the sentiment 
that has been expre'Sed with regard to black 
labour, that the employment of kanakas on 
sugar plantations has a humanising effect upon 
them, and is a benefit to the colony ; and 
if for every three kanakas employt'd in the 
colony one white man is employed, I contend 
that it would be erne! to the white men 
in this colony not to allow that labour to 



The Sugar Industry. [30 AUGUST.] The Sugar IndustPy. 1331 

be introduced. It is no use to try to throw dust 
in the eyes of the Working men on this ques
tion, because the working men most interested 
-;-namely, those employed on sugar plant;t
t!ons-are not hostile to the kanaka. On the 
contrary, if they were polled to-morrow they 
would, to a man, poll in favour of allowing 
kanakas to be employed on sugar plantations. 
Much will, no doubt, be said of the evil that 
exists in those parts of the colony where these 
blacks are allowed; but I think that, looking at 
the matter from the kanaka's point of view, the 
employment of kanakas on sugar plantations has 
a very humanising effect upon them. Before they 
were introduced on the sugar plantations they were 
cannibals of the lowest type, but now there is no 
such thing as cannibalism among them, even in 
their own islands. Of course the mis,;ionaries 
have had a great deal to do with that, but I say 
~ha~ the influence of the religious traching that 
IS gtven to kanakas on plantations, and the kindly 
way in which they are treated, have a humanising 
effect upon them. The sugar planter is not wedded 
to the kanaka; he does not care if the kanaka :;oes 
to-morrow. All he asks is that, nntil he can get 
cheap reliable labour, the provisions of the 
Polynesian Labourers Act should be. extended, 
so that he may have time to replace the kanaka 
either by white labour of a reliable character, 
or by machinery. Doubtless in the futur•', 
machinery will solve this difficult qufstion of 
black labour. Every day there is some ne\> 
invention in machinery, and that will have the 
effect of reducing the number of hands reqnired 
on a plantation, and do away with the necessity 
for the black man. Some hon. members, who 
have spoken on this question, regard it en
tirely from a Southern point of view. Now, 
there is a totally different state of affairs 
in the North from that which prevails in the 
South. Here, in the South, it is pm,3ible that 
sugar may be grown without black labour ; I do 
not deny that. I believe it is done because the 
plantations here are near the centre·< of large 
population, and planters can obtain extra lnbour 
when they require it. But, on the Northern 
plantations, the sugar planter has to keep his 
labour all the year round ; if he does not he 
cannot obtain an extra supply of labour when 
it is required. '\Ve know that in the sugar 
season it is absolutely necessary that the pJar{ter 
should have double or treble the number 
of hands he requires in the ordinary course 
of his industry. Therefore, I cannot admit 
the premises in the comparison which is 
sought to be made between the 2-J orth and the 
South with respect to growing sugar with white 
labour. The condition' are not the same; there 
is a difference of climate, and, in the South, 
an extra supply of labour is av:,ilable when 
required. Another thing- in favour of kanaka 
labour is that it is completely under the control 
of the Government, and they can order the 
kanakas away to-morrow if they wish. They can 
regul:ttethetrade in this labour just as they please. 
They may pass any regulations they like to keep 
the kanakas from interfering with white labour. 
I would not advocate the introduction of kanakas 
except under restrictions, and I should restrict 
them to sugar plantations, as, if they are so 
restricted, thev cannot do any harm to any 
individt:al. On the contrary, they will assist 
the white men, and be the means of getting 
them employment. It has been contended that 
because this Act does not expire until the end of 
1890, therefore the sugar planters can obtain 
a supply for the next three years ; but that 
is impossible. The sugar planters cannot ob
tain more than one year's supply. The kanaka 
supply is not sufficient, and if a planter 
did get three years' supply at once, what would 
he do with them? What would he do with three 

times the number of kanakas he requires? I 
think that is an absurd proposition to make, 
and I do not think the planter should be placed 
in such a position, that he should be re<plired to 
keep a lot of kanakas when he does not require 
them. But he cannot get them. So the point is 
not worthy of consideration. I hope the question 
will be v~ry carPfully considered, because it is 
one of very great importance to the colony. I 
do not think the black bogey should have 
been mised again. It is holding a red rag to a 
bull, and should not have been brought up. 
'\V e do not consider that an extension of 
this sort will reopen the question of black labour 
in this colony. If there is no supply of kanaka 
labour, there will be very little demand for white 
labourers on the sugar plantations. The colony 
is certainly in a very bad state, and it can ill 
afford to lose this industry at the present time. 
The revenue from land is decrertsing, and in 
two years more we shall find out the extent 
of that decrea.se. The taxes, on the contrary, 
are increttRing, and we ha.ve a very large 
deficit to contend against, and, therefore, we 
should study well what we are going to do 
in regard to this question. Unfortunately, the 
leaders on hoth sides of the House are against this 
demand of the planters, and, '"a Queensland er, I 
ver~- much regret it, because the only feasible 
v·ay in which the sugar planter can be benefited 
is by allowing kanaka labour for some time 
longer. I know there is " majority in the 
House against giving the sugar planter a chance 
of competing with thP outside world by allowing 
this labour. '\Ve have been told by the hon. 
memher for Toowoomba that ,Javanese work for 
6cl. per day and find themselves in their own 
country, and how are our sugar planters to 
compete upon those conditions? The sugar 
planter has everything against him, and nothing 
in his favour, and he is deserving of great sym
pathy. Hon. members have recognised the 
great issu<C' at stake, when they have spoken 
kindly of the sugar planter in his present 
state of distre,.;s. '\Ve have tried to help the 
sugar planter, but we have none it in a direction 
which he did not wish. \Ve have tried the 
central mill system, and we have found out that 
it ifi a mL<take; we have tried to do a thing 
we do not understand; we have gone about it 
in our own way, and we have failed. As 
snre as we t>tke it into our own hands to help 
the sugar planter without consulting him, and 
taking· him into our confidence, so surely will 
we make .:cnothor mistake. The central mills 
have been a failure so far; but I hope they 
will ultimately prove a snccess : but there has 
been £iJO,OOO devotr<1 to the purpose of erect
ing sm,ar mills, which the planter never asked 
for. \Ve have bec~n trying an experiment 
for the benefit of the sugar planter; the 
motive has been " good one ; but a great deal 
of that mmwy is lobt. \V e must in future ask 
the advice of the sugar planter if we intend 
to benefit him, and the small concession he 
asks is not much. Hon. members must get 
rid of this matter of sentiment, in regard to 
kanaka labour, because it is only sentiment. 
There is no fear of overflooding the country 
with kanakas. The leader of the Opposition 
himself knows that the supply of kanakas is 
limited; and that is the only supply the 
planter asks. As for Chinese, or Javanese, 
or coolies, they are out ot the question alto
gether. I r!o not think there is a member of 
this House who is not firmly and steadfastly 
opposed to the introduction of Chinese or any 
other kind of labour except kamckas, and there
fore it would be wise to put aside any sentiment 
that may arise, because it is fully proved in 
the report of the Royal Commission ~hat the 
kanaka is well tret>ted, and does hls work 
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well, and is perfectly happy. Any hon. gentle
man can go on to a sugar plantation and 
find the kanaka in the evening when his work 
is done full of mirth and contentment and 
happineccs. It is a pleitsure to listen to 
lmnakas in their camps itt night, they seem so 
happy. It would be quite a disaster to these 
islanders if they were not allowed to work on the 
sugar plantations, as I do not think they are so 
well situateJ now for obtaining their living on 
their own islands as before tlwy came to the 
colony. The kanaka is a very important person 
to the sngar planter, and without him the sugar 
planter says he cannot exist as a sugar planter. 
\Vith the kanalm, he says he can exist. Is any 
one a better judge of the cccse than the sugar 
planter himself? He knows it better than any
one else, either inside this House or out of it, 
and it is only bir that any concession w hi eh he 
demands of us should receive our most carefnl 
consideration. 

Mr. CO\VLEY said: :\Ir. Speaker,-I wish 
to say a few words on the amendment proposed 
by the leader of the Opprmition. Before doing 
so I would like to answer the complaint nmde 
that we have been taking up a great cleal too 
much time in deb:tting this qnestion. I fail to 
see that we have done so, because I consider this 
queRtion is one of gres.,t in1portance to every 
section of the community, and, therefore, we 
should have been failing in our duty if we did 
not thoroughly ventilate and discuss it. There 
is no doubt that it "ill affect every interest most 
seriously, and I feel assured that hon. members 
who represent other industries of any importance 
would be the very first to cry out and agit:.te 
to the utmost if those industrie:", were in any way 
endangered or jeopardised. Therefore, I think I 
shall be pardoned if I exercise the privilege 
which I beheve is ar,cnrderl to me in speaking to 
the amendment. One great objection I have to 
the amendment is that I consider it very unfair, 
in a question like this, to restrict the hands of the 
Ministry. The proposition moved by myself 
\Vas an open one. It was ~irnply an expre~, ..;ion 
of opinion that the Government should take 
some action to encourag-e the su<;ar induHtry. It 
is unfair to rutrict or bind them to any course of 
action. · 

Mr. DRAKE: The Ministry have bound 
themscl ves. 

Mr. COWLEY: It is a peculiar thing that 
men should bind themselves; they are generally 
bound, n_ot by themselves, but by somebody else. 
The motwn proposed by myself simply asks this 
House to expreos an opinion that something 
should be done to benefit the sugar imlustry, 
and I feel assured that it would have been much 
better to have left it entirely in the hands of the 
Ministry, who are responsible to the country for 
their action, to decide what that something should 
be. I am convinced that the House-at any rate, 
this side of the House-are of opinion that what
ever theMinistrydo will be done with a full regard 
to the best inter~~ts of the country generally, and 
not to any section of the community. On those 
groundsithinkitunfairand unjust to trammel the 
J\finistry in any shape or form,"and for that reason 
I strongly oppose the amendment of the leader of 
the Opposition. Another reason why I object to 
it is that the term used, "coloured labour,. is too 
vag·ne an expression. Coloured lahour includes 
Indian coolies, Chinese, J\lalays, ,J a vanec"e, 
aboriginals, and all other des0ription of coloured 
races. Therefore I strongly obje"t to the term 
as being too vague. If the hon. member had 
added to his amendment, not involving '" re
opening of the coloured labour question other
wise than by an extension of the Polynesian 
Labourers Act for five years, I would ha'e 
supported him gladly, for I wish it to be dis-

tinctly understood what we mean by coloured 
labour. The hon. gentleman in moving his 
amendment, did so, I have no doubt, with the 
idea of 1n:.Lldng it vague. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. G UIFJ<'ITH: It is vague, 
but comprehensive. 

l\Ir. COIYLEY : \Vhat we object to is the term 
"coloured htbonr," because it includes races 
which I, along with every other memher on this 
side, am utterly oppoced to, and would do my 
hest to prevent their introduction into this 
country. 

The HoK. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: In that 
case there can be no objection to the amend
ment. 

J\Ir. CO\VLEY : Another reason why I oppose 
the amendment i""> that there has bee":l no valid 
or substantinl reaRon given against the ernploy
ment of kanakas. A great deal has been said, 
but nothing really ~ubstantial has l1een given to 
the House to induce hon. members to vote for 
the amendment. It includes kanakas, of course ; 
and I maintain that it has been proved from this 
side, and also Ly the "Xpericnce of twenty years, 
that those men, instead of doing :my injury 
to anyone in the cnnntry, do a vast m11nunt 
of good; ·and there is no doubt that if they 
c::lntinue to ren1ain among us the good \Vill 
increase, anrl that ultimately, as an hon. member 
said this evening, we may be able to do without 
them. Had there been any argnment given 
against the en1ployment of those rnen, \Ve are 
open to rnson. nut as no argument has been 
adduced to show that those men are :m undesir
able class, or interfere with the whites of the 
country, how can it be expected that we should 
give up the ground on vvhieh \VB have taken our 
stand, and consent to the utter 0,11d entire 
abolition of the sug 1r inrlustry which is dependent 
upon them? 'l'he hon. gentleman, when speaking 
in reply to myself after I had moved the motion, 
sairl I had not convinced him, and he did not 
suppose I expected to be o.ble to do so. I do not 
know why the hon. gentleman should enterta,in 
that opinion. \Vby should I not convince him? 
Is he so blinded by prejudice as not to l,e open 
to conviction or an1enable to reason? 

The HoN. Sm S. \Y. GlUFJ!'I'rH: I hope 
not. 

Mr. CO\VI~EY : I thoroughly believe he is 
not. I believe he is capable of taking a common
sense view of this question, and to decide it on 
its merits. Therefore, I say I had every right 
to expect to be able to convince him,. and the 
arguments I used would have been sufficient to 
convince him if he woulrl only give the motter 
his cctreful consideration. I believe that he will 
yet grant this extension, and in saying sn I judge 
him by his past acti.ms. In 1877, when the hon. 
gentleman was Attorney-General in, I think, the 
Thorn Administration, Mr }files, who was then 
Colonial Secretary, introcluced a Bill regulating 
the employment of Pacific Islanders. One of the 
chief features of that Bill was to limit their em
ployment to within thirty miles of the" coast. 
\V ell, the hon. gentlem:.n did not oppose that ; 
he stronglY supported it, and was prepared to lj"O 
further. In order to meet those who were m 
opposition, he was prepared to extend the dis
tance to fifty or sixty miles from the coast. 
Therefore, if he was of that opinion then, I think 
I was fairly entitled to believe thr:t the argu
ments which I was prepaed to brmg forward 
would induce hi111 to take the srune view now, 
anrl vote for the extension of the Polynesian Act 
if required. But there was another reason, 
and a stronger one still, which induced n1e 
to believe that the hon. wember wits open to 
reason, and tlmt was this : In the following year 
there w:cs a change of :Ministry, and a Bill 
was introduced by the then Colonial Secretary, 
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Mr. Palm er, dealing with the c,nbject. The hon. 
gentlernan, in speaking on that Bill, nxpresserl 
very decided opinion~ indeed, ltnd for the benefit 
of the House I will read them. 'J'hey are to be 
found in volume xxxii., page 330, of IIan"w·d. 
The hon. gentleman said:-

"lie 1.vas not one of tL Jsc who wm1t to c drcmcs in 
the matter of PolYncsian labour. He did not think it 
desirable to aboliSh the law on the snbjPct altogether. 
or to exclu<lc rolrnesian."l altogetlwr; nor, on the other 
}land, did he thirik it de:'iirable to allrnv their nnlin1itctl 
introduction anti their nnlitnitecl employment in tllc 
colony. As to t.hcir unlimited cmphl~'mont, he n:od 
say no more. \nth rcRpect to prohibitmg their intro
duction altogether, lw wrts not vrcpa.rcd to go to that 
extromc-thoup;h he believe l many hon. lllP,mbers, and 
cArta,inly manJ people in tbe colony, were prepared to 
do so-because at the prc-.onttimc it 1vas not snfficieut1y 
proved tllat their scrYices ·were not more Yttlnrtble for 
the interests of the colony tllan tho.:R of auy other 
people, in ct~rtnin tlistrictM." 

Tho"e were the opinions of the hon. g·entleman 
in 1880, and I think, taking coil things. into con
sideration, I Wlts fully entitled to believe that, 
if the mcttter was laid before him clearly ltnd 
explicitly, he wonld again entertltin t.hose 
opinions. I look l1t it from this point of vww : 
At that time there is no doubt certain social 
evils existed· there was a different stntP. of 
thinO's existin;, in connection with the intrl)(luc
tion h of islanders to what there is now. The 
hon. gentlemt1n has, I believe, rnorified the 
tmde, lts it is Clt!Jed, of the introduction of 
kan::tkas, and those evils lmn> been abo]i,hed. 
In spite of the laughter of the hon. member for 
South Brisbane, Mr. J orcbn, who thinks they 
have not, I Sl1Y tho.,e evils have been abolished, 
ltnd therefore the hon. the leader of the Opposi
tion would be fully justified in supporting an 
extension of the Polynesian Act, if the Ministry 
in their wisdom thonl!ht it nece·,sary to intro
duce such l1 measure. "[f he could do it before, 
I say there are additional reasom, why he shouid 
do so now. Another reason why he should 
support it, is the state of things he· alllldcs to
"becauseat the present time it Wl1S not sufficiently 
proved that their services were not more valnt1ble 
for the interests of the colony than tho,,e of any 
other people, in certain districts" is intensified 
now. If their services were Vltluable then, thev 
are more valuable now; · therefore that is a 
strong reason why I should believe that I could 
convince the hon. gentleman o£ the necessity of 
retaining this bbour. Another reason why I 
thou"M I should convince him was this: The 
hon." gentleman was desirous to put an end 
to kanaka labour, and he devised a sche!lle 
of central factories. Ho now admits that 
that scheme has not had a fair tril11, anrl I say 
let it ht1ve l1 bir trial before we abolish the 
kanaka system. A still further reason, as I 
ste~ted previously, wac; that he prepe~red ond 
passed a bw by which Continente~llabour should 
be introduced, ltncl, lts th:1t hl1s not prove<l l1 
success, I Slty t1IIow kanakas to remain until we 
cnn induce tho><e people to come here. There iH 
no doubt thl1t the planters ltre desirous, and will 
be only too happy to employ any claH ?f bbonr 
which they can get from the Contment of 
Europe if they will do the work. There is no 
question of that. They ht1ve offered every facility 
for Cltrrying that scheme into effect. The hon. 
member for South l>risbane, ::VIr. J orcll1n, said 
to-night, why did not the planters cut up their 
land and do everything to induce small farmers 
to settle upon it? If the hon. member had read 
the evidence taken before the Royl11 Commission 
he would find that the pbntPrS h<we done their 
utmost to induce smoJI settlers to go on their 
lands. They have offere<l the most fa,oUFltl.>le 
terrns. They are prepltred to give the land on 
long leases, with the right of purchase. 

Mr. JORDAN: At whltt price? 

Mr. 00\YLEY: At any price, from 2s. 6d. ltn 
acre npwltrds. They are prepared to let them 
have first-class agricultumlland under the plough 
at 10s. an acre-lltnd which cost about £5 ltn acre 
to clear, and then £3 an acre to stump. They 
ltre prepared to let them have tlmt bnd .at 10s. 
an <tcre ltllnnal rental ; or they can tt1ke It at a 
fair price with deferred payment~. The];' are 
prepared to go fnrther. 1 know l1 firm ownmg a 
pla.ntl1tion and machinery who are prepared not 
onlv to do this, but to give the farmers eve~y 
fac!lity to get their cane t.o th'.' mill, or they Will 
tltke it in the field at a farr pnce. 

Mr. BUCKLAND : First-clt1ss bnd? 
Mr. 00\VLEY : First-class land and first· 

class nmchinery. They me prepared to work on 
the co-operative principle: give a bir price for 
the cane, and at the end of every ymu l1 bltb',lcc 
will be btruck, and the profits, after pay.mg 
working expenses and interest on the capital 
invested, shall be divided pro rat(i amongst the 
growers of the cane ltltd the owners of the 
machinery. 

An HoxounABLE M:nrmm: That has not been 
mltde known to the small farmers. 

l\Ir. COWLJ~Y : It Iras; at any rate, if it hl1s 
not I will make it known through .Hcmsard. If 
an;/ snmll farmers are prepared to go in for. it 9;nd 
coine auclseeme, I will put them in commumcatwn 
with the gentlemen who are prepared to treltt 
with them. 

Mr. ,TORDAN: You h:we not told us the 
price of the land ; only the rental. 

Mr. COWLl~Y: The price of the land vltries 
from £3 to £5 or .£ti 'm acre. 

Mr. JOitDAN: That is too much. 
J\fr. 00\YLEY : Too much for lanrl upon 

which about £10 an acre has been spent in clear
ing and improving? This land is not in a wild 
state ; it is act1mlly under crop at the present 
time. 

Mr. JORDAN: What price will they g·ivefor 
the Cltne? 

}fr. 00\VLJ~Y: From.Ss. to 10s. ato11. 
Mr. JORDAN': Eight shilling.e is\ ery small. 
Mr. COWIJEY : It is a good price. The ~<;n. 

o-entleman mnst consider that he is not farmhar 
~vith the conditions of the K orth ; Ss. per ton 
when yon can grow a crop in twelve months !s 
better than 10s. l1 ton when you lmve to w:ut 
two years for a crop. If he >Vere brniliar with 
the climt1te of the North he would understand 
thltt Ss a ton was reallv ~' good price. I say 
that th~ planters have d~ne, and are still willing 
to do all they Cltn to induce the small fltrmers 
to come mnongot them and settle on the land 
mrd make their homes there, and develop the 
resources of the country. ~o it" ful_lest exte_nt. 
The. leader of the Upposrtwn lt!so, 111 speakmg 
to the ~unondrnent, recapitnlated my arguments, 
especially those ltbout the importance of .the 
indu>try, and said that they proved nothmg, 
"nd he would mltke me a present of them-t~at 
is, tht1t they pro·,·ed nothing towards. solvmg 
the question. Admitting all thl1t, I say It proves 
the desirability and necessity of domg some
thin~ to solve the rtnestion. We have proved 
that" this vast industry gives employme':t, to 
thocr'<onds, and circulates over hl1lf a rmllwn 
of money every year in the colony, and that 
it is capltble of being considerably expanded; 
and having proved the importance of the 
industry it devohes on the conntry to take 
some ste{JR to prevent its total extinction. \Yhat
ever those means are, they should be brought 
forwmd by the Government and submitted to 
the House for full and fair discussion, with
out being trammelled in any W:ty. If the 
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extinction of other industries was thr0atened, 
the country would ri,;e in arms at once. If 
the mining- industry was threatened, we >hould 
have the minerr; of every description rising; 
there would be strikes throughout the length and 
breadth of the land; there would be demonstra
tions, banners waving, l~>cnds playing, and I 
know not what. 'The planters ha,·e not agitated 
as they ought to have done. If they were 
only alive to their own interests they would 
not rest as they have done, but would 
take a lesson from the books of the work
ing classes and make such a demonstration 
that the country and the Government would be 
compelled to do something. If the pnstoral 
industry were threatened, what a hue and cry 
there would be-and quite right, too-and I would 
join with them to get what was fair and just. If 
this colony is to go ahead, we must do our 
utmost to develop all our inctustrics to the 
fullest extent, and not hamper them with re
strictions. \Vhat have we not done for the 
pastoral industry? H><ve we not built railways 
that do not pay, and will not pay for c·ears to 
come? And is not the country taxed to a great 
extent to m><intain those railwav,;? There are 
hundreds of miles of railwav in the colony that 
do no good to anyone but the pastoral tenants. 
They do no good to anyone else directly ; but 
indirectly the whole colony benefits. Have we 
not assisted the pastoral tenant by giving um
pensation for improvements and extended leases? 
This was done to snpport an industry that was, 
if not failing, in a very precarious position. 
And it was only fair ancl right that it should 
be done, because the industry is such a lorge 
one that we cannot afford to lose it. 

Mr. JORDAJ'\: They gave up half of their 
runs. 

Mr. COWLEY: They gave up half of their 
rnns, bnt they have gut them still on occupation 
licenses and they got a bett,~r lease for the other 
half with C<lmpensation for improvements. And 
surely they are grPatly the gainers. That is 
proved by the fnct that to a man they voted for 
the change. I do not condemn the country for 
benefiting this industry, becnuse it would be 
suicidal to trent the mining industry, the timber 
industry, or the pastoral industry the same as the 
agricultural industry has been tl~e:1tcd. Then the 
miners have been aRSisted by giving them facilities 
for going on Crown land~, suplJlving then1 with 
diamond drills, voting money for d<>ep sinking, 
schools of mines, and lectnrers. I say tlmt is 
only fair and right ; and I only ask th>et the 
same consideration should be e'<tendrd to the 
planters in their rlifficnlti• '· \V" are not '"king 
the Government to contribute one penny townrds 
supporting the in<llii:~try; we are sin1ply ni:-iking· 
the country to giYeus faiq,lay and allow its to en~
ploy a class of labour, not inimical to the best in
!er~sts of the country, but whichgivesemployment 
mdtrectly to thousands of white men. I clo not 
admit that these men, bring atnongot ns, injnre 
us in any way; but supposing there wasscnnething 
that die! not exactly suit us, and that thev 
were robbing a few men of their work, are w'e 
not to consider the greater benefit that is con
ferred? \Vhat is all legislation but a matter of 
compromise? \Vhat are our actions all through 
life but a matter of compromise t~ a large (•xtent, 
so long as no great principle is viola,ted. Legis
lators, merchants, mechanics, and all other 
classes have to give and take. Therefore, 
supposing there were existing evils, so long as the 
greater good is derived, it is a fair matter for 
compromise. \Vhat have we done towarrls 
supporting our nmnufacturing interests? \Ye 
have imposed a tariff for their protection to a 
considemble extent. There is no one bnt must 
admit that theoretically freetrade is far better 

than protection. But we tax the bulk of the 
consumet·s and place them to a certain extent at 
a disadvantagA for the protection of certain 
i])(lustries. That is a matter of compromise. 
There is no doubt in my mind, and in the minds of 
mo ,t other hnn. members, that if we could have 
n, freetrade policy and c.trry on our indust~i~s as 
well, we should be in a much better posrtton ; 
but as we cannot do that, we put up with 
n. cerbin amount of evil that good may be 
derived. Therefore, they are making a com
promise, and I claim that we should treat the 
sugar industry in the san1e \vay, even supposing 
there was a certain amount of injury done 
by the employment and retention of this 
class of labour amongst us. The hon. gentle
man has also told ns that it is idle to say 
that black labour does not compete with white, 
and he said that he had received a letter 
from the Burdekin district, stating that some 
hundreds of acres of maize had been grown 
by black labour on the Burdekin. That is the 
only argnment he brings to prove that black 
fabour competes ,,·ith white labour. I do not 
know who his informant may have been, but 
I fully understand the nature of the case 
alluded to, and I shall explain it. The planta
tion on which this corn was grown belongs to 
the firm of Messrs. Drysdale Brothers, and 
the corn was grown on old land which had 
formerly been occupied with sugar. It was put 
under maize so that the land should not become 
exhausted-in fact, it was merely a rotation of 
crops. The whole of that land was ploughed 
by white men, nnd the cultivation was all 
done by that class of labour. I saw this corn 
growing when I was on the Burclekin a few 
months ago, and I drew the attention of the 
manager of the plantation to it, and asked him 
\vhy he was growing corn instead of (\'1ne. He 
said, "\V ell, the fact is, the cane was ploughed 
out, and I thought it better to change the crop 
than go on planting cane the year after." I 
concurred with his opinion, but at the same time 
I pointed out that I thought it would not pay ; 
bnt he said that the benefit he would derive from 
the land having a rest from cane would more than 
compensate fo~- any labour spent upon it. Since 
that time, and since the hon. member drew atten
tion to the matter, I have received information 
from the owners of the plantation to the effect 
that this corn was planted and cultivated by 
white labour only, and that the corn was sent to 
Townsville. I was told thrtt they purchased all 
the corn grown by the settlers on the Burdekin, so 
that no one was injnred, and all their surplns 
corn was sent to Townsville. Hon. members may 
pro\mbly scty that that was competing with corn 
grown by white men in the South of the colony ; 
hut it was not, becJ,nse, >es the hon. member for 
'l'oowoomba said, they are impm'ting corn in the 
North from America, and selling it in 'rowns· 
ville. :Fnrthet· than that, a vessel arrived 
there either this or last month from Noumea 
with com grown by black labour. If Messrs. 
Drysdale Brothers, had not grown this corn they 
would have had to purchase corn grown by black 
labour elsewhere. I think that disposes of the 
hon. gentleman's argument that the coloured 
labour enters into competition with white labour, 
as that was the only instance he bruught forward 
in support of his statement. But there is 
another thing to look at, and that is this. Had 
it not been for the sugar industry, '1\fessrs. Drys
dale Brothers, and all the other agriculturists on 
the Burdekin, would not have been there at 
all, because prior to the growth of sugar on 
that river, there was not a sit,gle agriculturist 
there. Any hlm. member who knows anything 
about the 'district will bear me out in that. 
It was entirely confined to grazing stock, and, 
therefore, had it not been for the growth of 
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sugar, lYiedrs. Dry.;dale Brothers, who have 
invested some £RO,OOO on the Burdeldn Hiver, 
would never have been there at ttll. Then again, 
the hon. member sail!, in speaking to his amend
ment, that the rc.;ult of black labour has bAen 
to lower the dignity and reputation of labour
that working in the field is considered degrad
ing and dishonouring·, and only fit for a man 
with a black skin. That I utterly deny. Any 
one who i.'l conversant with the North, and 
with Northern planta-tions, knows that the 
blacks and the whites work side by side, 
and that the whites consider it no dishonour 
at all to work with the blacks. The only 
thing they object to is to a certttin class of 
labour, and that labour they have a right to 
object to if they like. Are wA to compel men to 
degrade themselves, if they feel certain labour 
degrading? Are we to compel men to enter into 
a class of labour which is objectionable to them? 
Certainly not. \Ve allow them to enjoy their 
freedom in this respect. The white nwn simply 
object to labour which they cannot perform 
without injury to themselves in some shape or 
form, such as working in the cane fields in the 
hot sun trashing the cane. It is that which 
they object to, but they do not obiect to other 
classes of labour. They do the draining, they lay 
the trams, they form the roads, and do the 
ploughing, and do not consider any of that de
grading at all. \V e must certainly allow men to 
exercise their own judgment in this respect. \V e 
do not expect the mechanics in the cities to 
become scavengers, nor do we expect the htwyer 
with his wig and gown, nor the portly m~rchant 
with his white waistcoat, to soil his hands with 
manual labour. The fact of working men doing 
this work does not degrade them in their own 
eyes. They .simply confine themselves to their 
own sphere of labour, which they find most con
genial. It is only fair to the working men in the 
North to allow them to choose their own em
ployment. As for its being degrading, I never 
heard a single man in the North refuse to do 
n.nything but trashing cane and going to work 
in the cane fields. The emplovment of the 
islanders is not degrading to the whites in any 
shape or form, and they do not consider it RD. 

The hon. gentleman has another objection, and 
this he calls the gn·.atest objection. To be cor
rect, I shall quote his own words. He says :-

"But the grea.test objection is t.hat, according to the 
spirit of our Con~titntion, every man in this colony is 
eqnal, and is entitled to a ::;;bare in the government of the 
country, and we cannot afford to ha Ye among::::t us men 
of a servile raec \Vho cannot be admitted to a share in the 
govcrmnent of the colony. 'rhat is a fundamental ob
jcetion. If \VC intend in ~\us;tralia to gm-ern on ihe 
principle that we shall 1)0 a free com1mmity, awl an 
Engli~l1-speaking race, "·c cannot afTord to arlmit men of 
an alien race amon,st nE~ ·whom we cannot allow to 
enjoy the privilege of having a share in the go\rerning of 
the country." 

I should like t0 ask the hon. gentleman who has 
propounded this theory what injmy our 
Constitution has recei,-ed from the employment 
of the'e men during the last twenty years? 
I fail to see that they have injured the Constitu
tion in any shape or form. They have been 
amongst us for twenty years. \V e all know how 
they conduct themselves, and if they had injured 
0ur Constitution, or were likely to do so, the hon. 
gentleman would have adduced arguments to 
show how and in- what way it had been 
injured. That argument would also apply 
to all aliens. Supposing the planters send 
home for .),000 or 10,000 Continental aliens, 
that argumdlt will apply to them, unless 
they choose to become naturalised, and what 
grounds have we for believing thaL they will 
become naturalised and give up their native 
country. Some of them may. So that I say 
that no alien, whether black or white, can share 

in the Government of this cnnntry. He must be 
naturalised, and unless he is the argument of the 
hon. gentleman applies with equal force to him 
as it does to the islander. 

Mr. BARLO\V: One is fit for naturalisation 
and the other is not. 

Mr. CO\VLEY: Now, it has been said by the 
leader of the Opposition that the planters pre
vented the introduction of aliens, and it has also 
been asserted by others that it was not tl:e 
planters who did so, but the Government. This 
may have been the reason thttt the hon. gentle
man prevented their introdncti0n: that he was 
afmid of those aliens. I do not know whether 
it was so ; but the probability is that that may 
have been the reason. He found out after 
passin~ the Bill that he had made a mistake, 
and I ~an only conceive that that was the reason 
why they never came amongst us. 

::\Ir. JORDAN: The low wages. 
:Mr. COWLEY: The hon. member has told 

us thev were offered only 7s. Gel. a week, but I 
can tell him theY were offered more. Supposing 
they were offered 7s. Gel. a week, rations, and 
pai:.i'sa(Tt::, rnoney, that i.s about 5s. a '\"\.reek n1ore 
than they were getting in the old country, and 
whether it is little or not, if the men were willing 
to accept it, and 7s. Gel. a week was more t~an 
they were getting in the old country, it IS a 
fair offer. The hon. gentleman also says that he 
does not see how anything can be done in !he 
matter of a reciprocity treaty without sacrificmg 
some other industry as important as the plant
ing. I would very much like to know what that 
industry is, a11!l I wish the hon. gentleman 
could tell ns, because I have taken considerable 
trouble in this matter, and there is no industry 
that I know of approJ,ching in magnitude 
the sugar industry, and which would be 
injured by a reciprocity treaty. The only 
industries which surpass the sugar industry 
are the rnining and grazing industries, and 
I maintain that a reciprocal treaty with the 
other colonies would immensely benefit both the 
1nining and g-razing indnstries. The n1iners 
would be able to get everything they require at 
a cheaper rate than now ; and the same argu
ment holds good as applied to the grazing in
dustry. All consumers in the country would 
be benefited by a reciprocal treaty. Therefore, 
what is the indmtry, I would like to know from 
the hon. member, equal in importance to the 
planting industry that would suffer? 

Mr. GRIMES: What about the farmers? 
Mr. CO\VLEY: "\Vhat about the farmers," 

says the hon. member? \Vhat is the value of 
the farm produce ? Does the hon. gentleman 
know? I believe he calls himself a farmer, and 
prides himself upon the fact, and therefore he 
will know what the '· alue of the produce of the 
btrming industry is. If it is anything like the 
magnitude of the sus:rar industry which has 
exported in one season £700,000 or £800,000 
worth of sugar in times gone by, I should like 
bim to tell me of it. I have never heard of it yet. 
There is no doubt that the two great benefits to 
be conferred on the sugar industry, at the pre
sent time, are those of reciprocity and an exten
sion of the Polynesian Labourers Act. If the 
hon. gentleman's argum~nt holds go?d, an~ a 
reciprocity treaty would !11JUre other mdnstl'!es, 
then I say that that is the very reason why he 
should consent to the extension of the Polynesian 
Labourers Act. There is no doubt about that, 
because he himself, and c,veryone, I believe, in 
this House, recognises the very great importance 
of the sugar industry, and the desirability of 
keeping it amongst us. Therefore, if they 
are serious in this, if they are in ear:1est, 
if they believe what they say, and are des1rous 
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of benefiting the sugar indnstry, there being 
only two ways of benefiting· it-leavil1g out of 
consideration the bonus, which I do not believe 
the country wonld entertc,in-then, I the only 
thing is an extension of the Polyne ian s 
Act, be~ause that will give permanent relief, and 
will not injure any other industr:: in the country. 
Then there is another thing. I believe that the 
only objection taken to theee lmnakas at present 
is that we dn not want the1n mnong~t n:::, becm:rHe 
they will injure our Cnnstitntion. IV ell, as they 
have not injnred it in the past, anrl as the hem. 
member has stated tlmttheyarea decreasingqu<en· 
tity, I fail to see how they can injure our Constitu
tion in the future. Therefore. I take it that the 
hon. gentleman might give up any sentimental 
objection \vhich he f~ntcrtain~, ancl see hi:3 way 
to vote as he did in 1880. X ow, ha dn;;· disposed 
of the arguments, I think, fairly ttnd fully, which 
the hon. n1ernber has brought forwrtrd, and ha.ving 
proved that the islanders are not prejudicial in 
any way to the hest interests of the country, and 
that they do not compete with white men in any 
shape or forrr1, but, on the contral'?, give ern~ 
ployment to a Lug.· number who,., ould otherwise 
be unemployed; having proved conclusively that 
the sugar industry is entirelY dependent either 
on a reciprocity treaty or im extension of the 
Polynesian Labourers Act, and that thonbi1n<is 
would be ruined without it, I think that we may 
fairly conclude that the hem. member will again 
entertain those opinions which h0 cnte:tained 
some years ago, and which h" so ablv and stoutly 
maintained. Kow, the hon. meml1er seemed to 
feel very much indeed the fact, and it appeared 
to irritate him very consi<lembly, that some 
planters in the J\Iaclmy district bad drunk his 
health the wrong ,., ay, as the hon. member 
for :f\.Iackay put it. I nn1 snre, speaking for 
the planters in the Nmther<~ pmtion of the 
colony, that we not onl;· deprecated ::my snch 
thing as that, and always did deprer.lte it, 
but that we felt Yery much annoyed ·,_hen "0 
heard tha.t such things had been done; and I crcn 
easly understaml that the hon. member felt L ~n
siderahly annoye<l, anel that, to the present day, 
it still rankles in his mind. But, at the snme 
time, I would ask him not to vi .it the sins of a few 
deluded J\faclmy planters, who, in their con vi Yial 
moments, drunk his health the wrong w>ty, and 
request him not to visit their sins upon the he tc!s 
of thousands Y.'ho are dependent npon the sugar 
industry for their daily bread, and who are quit'' 
innocent of the action of the ~Iackay planter,;. 
If the hon. gentleman feels so keenly the }Tackay 
toast, whett will he feel if there arc 10,000 or 
1;),000 men thrown out of employment, and 
they do as the 1\hckay planters cliel? That will 
rankle with him far more then eYer th c J\J:ackay 
toast has done, and I feel c.urt that he wonl<l be 
the last man to do anything which would be the 
means of bringing upon l1iln the imprecations of 
thousands of unemployed men with their wiYos 
and families. Therefore I siucorc! ,. trust that ho 
will not press his amendment, or if he. does that he 
will allow it ~o be amen<lod by ad< ling to it the 
words I previOusly quoted, namely ''otherwise 
than the extension of the Pacific Island Labourers 
Act for a further term of five years." 13efore I sit 
down, I should just like to say a few words re· 
garding the statements made liy the hon. mem
?er for Oxley, Mr. Grimes. HE; spoke strongly 
m favour of the amendment, and tried to prove 
that ;mgar could be grown with white labour 
and that islanders were unnecessary. In speak
ing on this question he severely censumd me 
for the way in which I cross·ex>tmined him 
when he gavoJ evidence before the Sugar In
dustry Commission. I felt when I was per
forming my duty as a commissioner, that I 
had ~ very onerous duty to perform, not only 
to th1s House, but also to the country at 

large, and my object wrts to elicit the fullest 
information upon every j<Oint which I thought 
would benefit the sugar industry ; and the 
sbttements made by the hon. member before the 
cornn1ission \Vere so different frmn any which 
h.Lcl been macle to the commis.;ion previously, that 
I wished to ascertain the why and the wherefore 
of this great differencP, and see whether he 
could give nny information that wonld benefit 
the pbnters in the Northern districts of the 
colony. That is the reason why I was so per
sistent in trying to elicit information from 
the hon. member for Oxloy, who was then 
givinc.· evidence. I think the hon. "1ember 
for Burrum has so completely annihilated 
all the hon. member said that it is scarcely 
necessary for me to say much more. about 
it. But I wish to draw the attentiOn of 
the House to the manner in which the hon. 
rneml>er qnotecl evidence, and I think I am fully 
.instified in doing so, because the manner in whi~h 
he Cjuoted it. wac;, to oay the least, very unfmr 
to the House and to th.e witnesses who gave the 
eddence. The hon. me m her, in referring to the 
evidence of JYir. J. O'Halleran, quoted it as 
follow,,:-

" • And :r~nropcnns c1.n rwrform it (that is labour on 
sugar plantations)? Yes, they eau. 

"' Aur1 the heat a11d t.lw climate is no obstacle to their 
doing· it? Ko, not a biL I have not heard them com~ 
plain much about the heat. 

"'Then what is the \YOrk that you would put the 
kanaka to? I ·would }_JUt hjm to hoeing, planting, and 
cutting cane. 

"' Is the ·I:nropr :·m capablL of doing that? Yes.' 
"3Ir. 0R01IBIE: rrhrrt iS Only an Opinion. 
"}fr. Gnnms: It is the opinion of a gentleman \vho 

is uana~~r of the Innisfail est,at'l, \V here kanaku labour 
is in sugar eultivatiou, anrl he ii" of opinion 
that is 110 di!licnltY -whntcvrr in the way of 
l~nropcans aoing thr same 1York as is clone by lunal<as." 
l'\ ow, I would ask hon. members to direct their 
attention to the evidenc3 as it was really given 
by J\lr. O'Hal!eran. In answer to a c1nes~ion by 
the chairman that gentleman gave th1s evi
dence-

" Is the F.nropc:-tn capable of doing- that? Yes; but 
he won't do H. I have seen it and expericnecd it." 

I submit that the man who would suppress evi
dence like that, who would only give half the 
answer to a question, is a man who required to 
be very :;everely cro.,s·examined indcnd when he 
\\·::ts giving his o,-vn evidence, and that I was 
thoroughly jnstified in probing the hon. member 
to the quick. 

?.Ir. GHIMES: I was only arguing that 
Enroptans "'""nre capnble of doing the work. 

}Jr. OOWLI~'l: The argument of the hon. 
member was that it wa:". the opinion of the 
manager of Innicofail that there wa,; no difficulty 
whateYer in Enropeaus doing the smne work as 
\\·a~ done lr, ... kanakas. lion. ll18lnbers can now 
see the ne"ccssity of cross~exnn1ining the hon. 
member. JYir. (l'Hitlleran Who asked-" Is the 
European capable of doing that?" and he replied 
"Yes; but he won't do it ; I have seen it and 
experienced it." Yet, in the fctce of that, the 
hon. member says there is no difficulty whatever 
in getting them· to clo it. That is the evidence 
on which he grounded his assertion that there is 
no difficulty whatever in getting white men to 
do the work. 

Mr. GRUIES: That is a misquotation. I 
spoke of the ability of J<:uropeans to do the work, 
anrl the witness proved that. Their willingness 
to do it i,; another thing altogether. 

Mr. 00\VLEY: I must simply repeat once 
more to the House the deductions which the hon. 
mcmlJer for Oxley drew from the answer which 
the witness gave, because I do not intend that 
there should be any misconception upon this 
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point. The hon. gentlemn-n said : "That is the 
opinion of a gentleman who is manager of the 
Innishi!Ji;state, where Imnaka labour is employed 
in sugar cultivation, and he is of opinion that 
there is no dif!icultywhatevcrin the way of Euro
peans doing the :-;mne work as is done br k;t,n::tkas." 
The hon. member then said that there is no 
difficulty whatever in the way of getting men 
to do the same thing as kanakas do. \Yhat the 
witness relllly said was, " Yes; the Enropeans 
are capable of doing the work, but they won't 
do it ; I cannot get them to do it." After that 
I think it is unncces·.arv tlu1t I should further 
refer to the arguments 'of the hon. member for 
Oxley. Every right-thinking member of the 
House will, I am ·,ure, agree with me that 
they are very worthless. Now, Sir, it is un
necessary for me to speak further on this 
amendment. I would simpl~- ask the leader of the 
Opposition, who has proposed it, if he is willing to 
include the words which I have already men
tioned, and make the amendment read, "not 
involving a re-opening of the coloured labour 
question, otherwise than the extension of the 
Polynesian Act." If he will do that, I am sure 
hem. membrer" on this side will sincerely join in 
supporting the amendment; but it would be even 
better if he would withdraw it altogether, and 
not trammel the Gm ernrnent, but leave it to 
their discretion to bring in anything which thev, 
in their wisdom, think best calculated to benefit 
the sugar industry. I think that would be only 
fair and just. 

1\fr. PAUL said: Mr. Speaker,-After the 
remarks of the leader of the Opposition and the 
Uhief Secretary and the Minister for Lands in 
regard to this question, I feel somewhat diffident 
in speaking ; but I assure you that the import· 
ance of the subject impels me to rc.rry out what 
I consider to be a public duty. I must, first of 
all, ask the indulgence of the House to gi;·e me 
a patient Iwaring in the few remarks I am about 
to make. I feel that the subject has been so 
well thrashed out that there is but little left for 
me to sily, but I will endeavour to avoicl repeti· 
tion, and bring fonvard rny O\Vl1 E' \~perience in 
regard to the development of the sugar in
dustry during n1y five years' experienc,3 in the 
manrtgcn1ent of the busine )~ of a firn1 which j., 
largely interested in th ,t industry. I believe 
that the principal object of the hon. member 
for Herbert in bringing forward this motion has 
not been so much to obtain a vote of this House 
as to ventilate the subject, and, if I may nse a 
term made use of bv the lnder of the Opposi
tion, to" crystallise,, )mblic opiuion mu! educate 
the working nHtn up t.o 1vhat I consider his 
clutie<. I as"ur" hon. mom!Jers th.,t there is no 
man who has more sympathy with the bbonring 
das~es-I ·will not cnll thmn working men, 
because we are all \Vorker-:;.-or anvone who has 
had greater experience of the lab;)nring classes 
than I have h,r], During my twenty-seven years' 
residence in this colony I h"ve been with them 
the greater part of my time, and the position 
which I occupy as member for Leichharclt is 
simply owing to the sympathy I have always 
shown towards them. I do not wish to glorify 
myself in regard to what I hav9 done; but I 
hilve a! ways maintained this: that the true 
friend of the working mnn is the man who 
will boldly point out what he cnnsiders to be 
detrimental to their interests. I have always 
done this, and I look upon this agitation 
against kanaka labour as I look at the agi
tation that arose in the old country ag·ainst 
the introduction of machinery. :;\;Iachinery 
has elevated the working man to a much higher 
position than he ever held lJcfore, and I am 
<>ertain that theemploymentof kanakas-men who 
are moral and kindly and gentle-will never 
demoralise white workmen; but will, in a great 

measure, assist in employing skilled labour. I wish 
to point out a few facts in support of what I am 
saying. \Vben I was milnaging for JYiessrs. Sloane 
and Co., my notice wa~ directed to the fact that 
the Bnrdekin Delta at one time was simply a 
cattle ranch, employing three or four stock
men and an overseer; but before I left 
that firm's employ, there were oYer 400 'vork
rnen-white men- employed in that district, 
and during the greater part of my time I 
was engaged in securing labour for that porti~m 
of the Northern vart of the country-all clescnp· 
tions of lilbour varying in wages from 10s. per 
day with rations to £1 ls. per day for engine
fittm·s and highly skilled mechanics. :B'rom the 
year 1881 to the year 1887 the sugar exports of 
the colony-I am not speaking' of the total pro· 
cluction-rose from 7,5GO tons to 34,756 tons, an 
increase at the rate of 451 per cent., ami my 
argument is this, that if the same condi· 
tions exist during . the next seven years, 
and the amount mcreases at the same 
ratio, the amount of exports will reacl1 
l?iG, GH tons. £15 per ton for that would be 
a very low valuation, because if you look at 
the Hec;istrar-General's report you will find that 
he states the declared value of sugar in Brisbane 
w,<s £18 2s. per ton. Therefore, I hilve taken 
£15 per ton, in order not to exaggerate, and 
1:'5G,G14 tons of sugar ilt that price represents a 
money value of £2,3-!(),210. Kow, I have also 
gone into calculations to show what an in
creasing indnstry this is. The returns for 
the year 1887 show that the production of 
sugar in that ywr was 57,DGO tons, and the 
amount exported was 34,756 tons, leaving 23,2Qc! 
tons for home consumption. Now, the popula
tion in the same vear, according to those returns, 
was 36G,B40, and the amount of sugar I ha1e 
stilted as being left for home consumption 
represents an annual consumption of 140 lh of 
sugar for every individual in the colony. Un
fortunately, I only obtained these figures this 
afternoon, and as I am not an actuary, I can
not give a correct estimate of what the popu
lation will be in seven years hence. But I take 
the population of the colony from the year J 878 
to the year 1887, and during that period it in
creased from 210,.'510 to 366,940, and there is il 
centesimal ratio of increase given for each year. 
The last year there was an increase of 24,000. 
I hilve taken this simply as a basis of calculation, 
which, I believe, is considerably under what it 
will be, and I make out that the population in 
seven years' time will amount to ii37,222; and if 
you put down 140 lb. to each indiviclunl, yon at 
once see the great importance of the sugar 
industry. It is an industry which everyone who 
has the interests of Queensland at heart shonld 
fo· ter. l\fy ilttention was drawn in the papers 
a few days ago to a deputation from the iron
workers of the city which waited upon the 9hief 
Secretarv. It was there stated that whrle at 
one time in one establishment 400 men were 
engaged, at that time there were not more than 
thirty or forty. The great impetus given to the 
iron trade was due entirely to the sugar industry, 
and in support of thilt statement I will qnote 
from the evidence of lYir. Knox, manager of 
the Colonial Sugar Compan,·, Mr. Knox is 
asked-

" ·what is the cost of the annna1 overhanl and repairs 
on the three plnntations? Machinery, t,ram\vay~ 
rolling stock, steam plonghs, &~,, from £9,000 to 
£10,000." 

vVith regard to the depres>ion in the suga.r 
industry, I am perfectly prepared to admit that 
the principal cause has been the low price of 
sugar. But have not other interests suffered 
in exactly the nme '>'·ay. Look at the \Vestern 
squattages, and at the enormous prices paid for 
some of them. There had been a succession 
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of good seasons, and high prices were ruling, 
and money was very cheap; and the conse
quence was that ridiculous prices were given 
for stations out \Vest. I know of one instance 
where £110,000 was given simply for a graz
ing right and a lease of six months. The 
same thing occurred in the sugar industry. 
The Mackn:1de Plantation, on the Herbert 
River, cost the original owners something like 
£li50,000, and it Wl1S bought back by the mort
gagees for .£:35,000. These are things that occur 
in a country like Australia, where everything 
fluctuates so extraordinarily. There is not the 
slightest doubt that if this industry is to be 
maintained, it can only be maintained by the use 
of reliable labour. Supposing white men could 
do the work--which I maintain they c-mnot, 
after my experience in the North-what would 
be the effect if a goldfield were discovered? 
They would all clear out. The sugar planter 
is at l1 greater disadvantage than the squatter in 
that respect. If the squatter's hands go a\' ay to 
a goldfield, he can let the wool grow on the sheep's 
backs for three or four months without any great 
detriment ; but on a sugar plantation, if the cane 
is not cut when it is f.t it will be destroyed. 
That is the reason why sugar planters want 
reliable labour. The leader of the Opposition, 
when he was Premier, introduced thG Act, 
extending Polynesian labour to a certain period. 
I believe his principal reason for doing so was 
to give some chance of proving that the central mill 
system would be l1 success, and that Enropean 
labour would be employed in it. Since that time 
low prices and droughts have been the order of the 
day, and the hon. gentleman will, I think, admit 
that the central mill system has not proved a 
success. \V e ask him to rxtend this period so as 
to prove, under good seasons and better prices, 
whether the central mill system will be a success 
or not. I think it is a fair thing to ask. There 
is another point I should like to draw attention to. 
If the industry ceases altogether we shall have to 
~end out of the country brge sums of money to 
Import sugar. 

Mr. DRAKE : You will get protective duties 
on sug·ar long before things get as far as that. 

Mr. PAUL: In the industry with which I 
am more particularly interested, after a long 
series of years, the export of wool has never 
reached more than £1,500,000, and here is a 
comparatively young industry, which in about 
ten Years has reached close upon £1,000,000, and, 
as l previonsly pointed out, if it progresses in 
the same ratio, by the end of seven yt ars the 
value of the export will be nearly £3,000,000. 
That involves an immense remount of skilled 
labour, not only skilled labour employed on the 
plantations and in the mills, but in many other 
directions. It gives emplovment, for instance, 
to a great many sailors; the Am-tralasirm United 
Stean1 N avigntion Con1pany alone carried over 
22,000 tons of sugar in one year. It is of great 
benefit to the coal industry, because they must 
have coal to drive the engine•;. In fact, the 
sugar industry gives employment to every 
industry in the colony, even to n1ining, because 
when the planters were prosperous they no doubt 
invested their surplus capital in mines. During 
the five years I was connected with these planta
tion_, I waR constantly sending up lnrge nun1bers 
of horses and Yast f!Uantities of m:1terial of all 
kinds. I will not detain the House any longer. 
I am well aware that the majority of hon. mem
bers are pledged :1gainst black labour, and I 
should be very sorry to try to persuade any hon. 
member to violate a pledge. Dut after the fllll 
discussion that has taken place--a discussion 
that must have convinced any unprejudiced 
mind that the sugar industry is a benefit to the 
working men throughout the colony-I can only 

hope that during the recess they will have 
the pluck to go before their constituents and 
get an expression of opinion as to what they 
consider the result of the debate. If it is 
hom· 'tly put before the people that we are 
advocating this in the interests of the work
ing man, they will be only too glad to support it. 
I know that I fearlessly supported it. I am 
Rpeaking now of six or seven years ago when 
there were three candidates in the field, and one 
who was supposed to be in my favour ratted and 
went against me. I refer to 1\'Ir. Dutton. Mr. 
Dutton and Mr. John Scott were both against 
black labour, but I fearlessly ad vocatecl it, 
and I had the almost unanimous support of the 
working men. But, unfortunately, I lost the 
election by twenty votes, because the new 
Electoral Act had come into force. Under the 
old Act the police collected the names of the 
electors, but under the new one personal appli
cation had to be made, and, although the roll 
represented 2,000 people, only 232 voted, and 
I lost the election, as I have said, by twenty 
votes, through my colleague ratting and getting 
his friends to plump for him, while I Wl1S 
splitti:Jg votes with him. Eleven years ago 
I was returned unopposed, and everybody knows 
the manner in which I was returned at the 
last election, and I can assure you that it 
was simply because during the whole of my 
career in the Leichhardt district I have worked 
actively in the interests of the working man, and 
fearlessly announced what I would advocate. I 
may mention that at the la;ct election I even 
expressed myself i1a favour of coolie labour, but 
told the electors that I would not vote for it 
without having an expression of opinion from 
them. I wish to conclude by moving an amend
ment. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GIUJ<'J!'ITH : At the 
instigation of the Government. 

Mr. PAUL: :t\ot a single member of the 
Government has spoken to me on the matter. I 
hope the hon. gentleman will accept my dis
claimer. I am acting f!uite independently in 
supporting the sugar planters. I have nothing 
whatever to do with the Government, but I for
got to move the amendment, which is to add after 
the words "coloured labour f!Ucstion," the words 
"otherwise than an extension of the Polynesian 
Labourers Act for five years." 

Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-! pr8· 
sume the tongues of hon. gentlemen on this side 
are unloosed by the amendment, and I shall take 
advantage of it for about two minutes to call 
the attention of the working- men of this colony 
to the conduct of the "whip" of the Govern
ment, who is supposed to represent the Govern
ment in the active management of the mnend
ment which hl1s been proposed. Here is a 
Government who are pledged against bbck 
labour, and yet their official representative in 
this House evidently has the active management 
of this rtmendment, which is intended to manipu
late this f!Uestion and to prevent the voices of 
the representatives of the people from being 
given upon it. 

i\fr. IL\.J'diLTON oaid : Mr. Speaker,- The 
statement made by the hon. member is utterly 
untrue. I have never seen the amendment 
which the hon. member for Leichhardt proposes 
to mak€'. He informed me that he intended to 
move an an1Pnd1nent~ and I, knowing he is an 
excitable individual, and seeing that he was 
about to sit down without moving it, courteously 
reminded him of it. I may state that five 
minutes previously the Premier asked me, as we 
were sitting at the table, what the amendment 
was, and I told him I did not know. 

The PRE:\IIER: Hear, hear! 
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Mr. PAUL said: Mr. Speaker,-May I ask 
the House to permit me to make a personal 
explanation. After the remark of the hon. the 
leader of the Opposition, and the charge made by 
the hon. member for Ipswich, J\Ir. Barlow, I 
wish to state that I h<tve not been in communica
tion with any member of the Government, m· the 
" whip" of the Government, in reference to the 
amendment. I have only been in communi
cation with the hon. member for Herbert, Mr. 
Cowley, and the hon. member for Mackay, Mr. 
Dalrymple. They are the gentlemen who asked 
me to move the amendment. I had delayed 
speaking until the leaders of the House, and 
those immediately interested in the sugar in
dustry had spoken, and it was only because I had 
been recently in the North that the hon. member 
for Herbert did me the honour to ask me to 
move the amendment. 

Mr. BARLOW : Which has the support of 
the Government, but they have not the pluck to 
say so. 

The PREMIER: They have more pluck than 
you have. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: A great 
deal more. 

The Ho:\1. Srn S. W. GRIFFITH said: 
Jliir. Speaker,-'l'he seCt·et of this amendment 
has been very badly kept. I heard of it 
before 6 o'clock. However, that is not the 
matter I rise now to discuss. I think I should 
make some reference to this proposal, because 
the hon. member for Herbert himself suggcJted 
that an amendment of this kind would be desir
able. In fact, he appealed to me to consent to 
the amendment I had move:i being amended by 
the addition of some such words as those now 
proposed, and it is due to him that I should say 
a word or two on the subject. I proposed an 
amendment to gi vc effPct to the pledges given by 
both parties in this House at the last general 
election, that the black labour question should 
be considered settled. I for a long time doubted 
whether it was settled, and I still have my 
doubts ; but I think it a desirable thing to affirm 
in this House th<tt it is settled. 

The 1'IINISTE1l FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: I doubt it, too. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRH'FITH: I object 
to the question being continually kept open, and 
I therefvre moved my amendment in general terms 
affirming that this House does not want tu reopen 
the coloured labour question. The amendment 
suggested by the hon. member for Herbert, and 
moved by the hon. member for Loichhardt, 
invites the House affirm to that the Polynesian 
question is to be considered still open for revision. 
I think that is a rather embarrassing amendment 
for many hon. ;nembers-n, great deal more w 
than mine-because every man who votes for it 
votes distinctly for extending the present Poly
nesian system for five years. I am not at all 
sorry the amendment has been moved, because 
it raises the question in a very concrete form, 
and we may just as well come to a division at 
once. I have no desire to discuss the matter 
further, nor would it be fair now that the hon. 
member for Herbert has spoken in reply. 

Jlilr. CO\VLEY: I only spoke to your amend
ment. 

Jlilr. GANNON said: Mr. Speaker,-I rise to 
sny t.hat I intend to support the amendment of 
the leader of the Opposition. I believe it should 
be supported, and I feel sure that not only I, but 
a good many other hem, members, would not be 
here if they had not been entirely against black 
labour. I make it a rule not to go behind any
thing I have said, and as I have expressed 
myself strongly agaimt the introduction of 
black labour, and against helping to bring 

the matter on again, I should not have taken 
part in the debate at all after the declara
tion moetde on the part of the Government, bnt for 
the endeavour to make it appeo,r that everyone 
on the Government side is in favour of black 
labour. I distinctly say that I for one am 
opposed to black labour, and I intend to support 
the amendment of the leader of the Opposition. 

Jlilr. DALRYMPLE said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
am glad the leader of the Opposition took the 
opportunity of contradicting the implication 
made by the hon. member for Ipswich, Mr. 
Barlow. 

Mr. BARLO\V: It was only an inference. 
Mr. DALRYMPLE : A great many people 

prefer to proceed by inference and innuendo 
rather than by making an honest and straight
forward charge. 

Jlilr. BARLO\V: That was a straightforward 
charge. 

Mr. HAMILTON: But not an honest one. 
Mr. BARLO\V: I saw it with my own 

eyes. 
Mr. DALRYMPLE : There is nothing more 

certain than that the Government of the country, 
as a Government, and the great majority of the 
House, as a House, are against coloured labour in 
all forms, and nothing could be more ungenerous 
and nothing could be more natural than that the 
hon. member for Ipswich should endeavour to 
drag into the subject a party charge and try to 
make political capital of it. \Ve have he.ard a 
good deal about dummies lately. \Vhenever 
the land question is considered we have the 
squatter who is a kind of oppressive baron, the 
man settled on the soil who turns up everywhere 
as a sort of indispensable political property, and 
then there is the dummy who is another kind 
of political nroperty. I am sorry to say that 
there is an enormous number of dummies in this 
House; and they all sit on the other side. ]!'or 
some reason or another they are determined not 
to take any part in this debate; but on this 
side we are not afraid to speak on the question. 
\Ve believe we are advocating a cause which 
closelv affects the working man, and we believe 
we are working for his good; and we believe 
further that thP question has been made a party 
question. It is considered easy to gain votes and 
come into office by trading on this question; but 
sooner or later it will be found that the effect of 
stopping Polynesian labour will be exceedingly 
detrimental to the well-being of the colony, 
because we cannot do away with that labour at 
present without inflicting serious injury on the 
sugar industry. From various causet-3, 1nainly, 
perhaps, from financial embarrassment, there is 
some slackn~s, in trade and a great many people 
are out of work. \V e nre trying to prevent more 
people being thrown out of work, and we are not 
ashamed to make our opinions public. \V e believe 
it would be a fatal mistake to shut out absolutely 
all hope that the planters may possibly obtain 
what they have obtained by the consent of the 
parties on both sides of the House for some years
namely, Polynesian labour. The leader of the 
Opposition said this evening that every member 
of the House who votes for the amendment of 
the hon. member for Leichhardt will thereby 
pronounce in favour of Polynesian labour; out 
I do not agree with him. At the present 
time, when the fate of the sugar industry 
is trembling in th9 balance, and we a.re 
asked to affirm that something should be 
done to assist it, we say by means of the 
resolution, not that the colony must grant an 
extension of the Polynesian Labourers Act, but 
that it shall not at the present moment say that 
it shall not be done, leaving that question 
open till the time when the question will be 



1340 The Sugar Industry. [ASSEMBLY.] The Sugar rnausir;y. 

practically decided as to what is the best way 
to asf'ist the sugar industry. There is a dif
ferel?ce betwe.on leaving the r1uestion open, and 
conunl? speCifically to a decision on the subject. 
That IS the difference. Believing that it is for 
the good of the colony, I hope that hon. 
members will see their way to vote for the 
amendment of the hon. member for Leichhardt. 
If they do not see their way clear it is at any 
rate our duty, who believe that the <emend merit 
:vill be useful to the colony, anrl that ]J0~ pae.,ing 
rt we sba.~l encourage a grea.t n1rmy p001)le to 
persevere rn an ente-rprise which is very arduous 
and which pr~ssibly may be given up, and which 
we b.eheve w1ll benefit the colony generally, and 
particularly a large number of the work
ing claBse,'·, to do so. It is rny intention to 
refer to what fell from the lips of the la'e 
J\Iinister for Lands, for whom I must say 
I, in common with all other hrm. memberH of tbis 
H~u;;-e) ba.ve a grent reRpect. In~tea,d of trlC3ting 
fmdy wh11t we baYe brong'ht for\\ ard he has 
nttemptecl to besmirch our repntntions, anrl in 
doing so he was careless of the repnbtion of the 
colony. In the course of hi~s stn~tements the hon. 
gentleman reflected, I think unjustly, upon a 
grea.t man:~: people in the colony, and he rlng up 
stones whrch nv,st of us who wi'h well to the 
colony would have been very glarl to allow to 
remmn undisturbed. Ao I understood him, 
he seemed to s:ty that the planters, if they 
did not .actively participate-ana he "as just 
on the pomt of saying that he believed the:~· did 
--were perfectly indifferent as to whether those 
persons employed by them were obtained by fair 
means or by foul. I say it was no such thing, 
to the best of my knowledge anrl belid. I have 
kno'""·n a. considera.Lle nu1nber of those engn.(rr:l 
in this indnstry, and it was not only the n;e1~ of 
we~lth who were permitted to employ Poly
nesutns, but the sn1a1l fa..rrners urmdno· cane were 
also p~rmitted to employ then1~ I say that after 
pubhc1ty vvns gnten to certain verY te:Tihle out~ 
rages which were ccnn1nittcd i;1 the South 
Sea Islands, I believe the trade was con
clnctccl perfectly honestly nnrl fairly, and so 
far "" the ]>lauters were concernerl they were 
perfectly im,tocent of any Jl'nticipati;m in those 
outr:Lge::;, l 1"urther, they bard oYery gnftrantee 
which any intelligent man could wish for that 
thooe boy,; were honestly obtained. First of all 
the Gowrmnent had t,iken certain procwtions 
by appointing rneu representing themselves, to 
superviRe the captains of the Yessels, ,vho again 
in their turn had to be approved nf by ' the 
Government. After the w "cls returner! from a 
recruiting voyage a certificate w::ts given to the 
caphin by the Government representatiYe, anrl 
those records w-ere broug-ht fon.Yard and exmninerl 
by a Go\'ernn1ent nffic ~r-the PolyneRian agent. 
The recruits were "~>keel by him' whether 'they 
cmne on boarrl of their own free will, and 
whether they nnderstood the natnre of tlw 
engagement thev were enLering into. All that 
was asked by the representative of the Govern
ment, who cer1 1inly was ll<Jt in favour of the 
planters, but held the balitnce between them and 
the Polynesians. He put snch questions as he 
considered nccc.~~-~ry in order to assnre himself 
that the engagements had been made in goorl 
faith, ancl then the indentures were signed. 
}<;very precaution was taken, and after that if 
the planter did not take those boys whom 
he hnrl in a manner engaged bcfor~haml, he 
would be punished by law. 'l'ho hen. gentle1nan, 
he \vas sure, did not know \vhat he wars doing 
when he tried to excite pr~jndice against those 
who arc eng Jgetl in a bnsine:;s \vhich has been 
approved of by the people of the colony, and 
which they follow as honestly as anyone else 
follows his business. The hon. member has said 
that I and other hon.members whohaveadvocatecl 

the extension of the Act are in some way in 
favour of slavery and brutal atrocities. I say 
for myself that I am as little disposed ar; anyone 
to see ~the colony swamped with black labour, as I 
have an honest desire th11t its civilisation should be 
based upon white civilisation; but I fail to see that 
the employment of a few Polynr:sia~IRt~mporarily 
c .m in the least endanger that c1vrhstttron. \Vhen 
I, myself, cease to participate in that civilisation, 
I shall still have eome interest in it through my 
children. I am an old colonist, and I ha,~e quite as 
much feeling and hope, with regard to the future 
of the colony and it~; well-being as anyo:w else 
can have. It is true that we are advocatmg the 
employment of Polynesitms, but we are no more 
disposed to favour the introduction of any race 
which would endanger the institutions of the colony 
than the most rabid opponent of this amendment. 
Our motives arc also as pure as those of hon. mem
bers who nuY think differently to what we do. 
I have told 'you that any charge that this is 
RlaYery i:-i a charge in which there is not a 
particle of truth-in fact, if we look :et the 
evidence there is the clearest proof that, whatever 
may have occurred, for s'?me yc~crs the immi
gration hm; been conducted 1n such a. 1nanner as 
tn give us documentary evidence that it .has been 
carried on honestly. \V e get the ev1dence of 
the Government re1iresentative who is a perfectl.Y 
free agent ; and a still clearer proof that tlns 
is not slavery lies in the fact that o~w
thircl of the Polynesians returl? after >bavmg 
completed their term of s~rnce: \V e l~n.ow 
that the number of islands m whJCh recrmtmg 
is carried on is now small, and is continually 
decreasing, and we also know tha~ little st?ries
what we may cC~ll gossip-spread m those 1-<bn~ls 
as quickly as in this colony. The recrmts 
know all about the treatment of the boys m 
Queensla11d and they know \V hat to expect when 
they come here. When it is stated that the boys 
are not fairlv treated, that is what I c.cll 
"Exeter Hall;, business. I arJprove of "Exeter 
Hall'' business so long as it i? right, but 1 d? not 
belie,~e in harping upon a strmg when the~·e 1s no 
justification for it, as there is not !n th1.s case. 
It is not right to say that the trade IS conducted 
wrongly now because it was conducted wrongly 
in the remote past. If we go back far enough we 
shall find that most of our institutions com
menced wrongly, although now they are held 
in the highest respect. Labour originated in 
slavery, as in the early days labour was forced, 
and yet labour is highly respectable now. Anyone 
knowing anything about history knows that the 
in~~titution of n1arringf\ which is a rnost honour~ 
able institution, was at first a form of slavery or ~Jf 
cctpture. It is not fair to say that, becwse m 
mu inHtitutions son1ctbing \Vas b_td at one 
time, thAy c.cnnot be usdnl now, eYen if the 
snmethinu bC~cl has been removed from them. 
Now, I s~y with regard to this traffic, whatever 
may have been said of it in the past, it is unfair 
and unjnst to 1nake any charges againBt the way 
in which it is now being conducted, or with 
reg-arcl to the 1notives of 'those engaged in it, or 
with re"C~rd to the motives of those who, as I do, 
advocate it. I say it is unfair to create prejud_ic~, 
it is not a fair way to meet the arguments; 1t 1s 
carrying out the oid-fashioned maxim, that when 
you have no case, abuse your opponent. 1'\ow, a 
ietter has been read to~ day by the hrm. member for 
South Brisbane. There is an old pruverb that 
says, "Many men, many minds," and, altho.ugh 
that letter give·, in the hon. gentleman's m.md, 
a certain impression, it has been read 111 a 
certain way, and he makes certain comments on 
it. I should like to give my reflections with 
regard to it, and they certainly do J?Ot coincic~e 
with the hon. gentleman's reflections. This 
letter refers, with deep regret, to the reports 
of the late Sugar Commission, because that 
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commission pleads for the continuance of the 
Polynesian bbour traffic beyond the period that 
the Government ha' e, by law, decided that it 
should terminate at, and it urges very strongly 
the necessity for the complete suppre~sion of the 
triLffic. It then goes on to say that the laws and 
safeguard" with reference to the traffic are 
violated and broken constantly, and that no doubt 
that would continue to go on. Now, I may 
point out that that is a very serious charge 
against the Government agents of the labour 
vessels. I have reason to know, and I believe 
what I say will be corroborated by the leader 
of the Opposition, that the gTeatest care was 
taken in the selection of thos0 Government 
agents, and that no m·m was appointed unless 
the hon. gentleman wets perfectly satisfied 
with regard to the respectability of that man. 
He would not appoint anyone if he had the 
shadow of a doubt in his mind. I say, as against 
this "'tatemcnt, which comes to us at second or 
third hand, that the Rev. Mr. Paton has been told 
something by somebody, who was probably told by 
somebody else. \Ve have the knowledge that the 
late Premier's motive, iu this case, was above 
suspicion. He is a man who is well known as 
being determined to put down the ahuses of the 
traffic, and when we know that these agents 
were appointed by him, we have every reason to 
hesitate before we accept, what I call, hearsay 
evidence. Tho8e charges, which were made on 
such a foundation, are of very little importance 
indeed, and, if there is anything in them, I 
presume it is poFsible to Pxa,mine the Govern
lnent agents, wh<'le characters are in1plicated; 
that is to say, assnming that this kind of evidence 
is worthy of consideration. Now, a statement is 
made, 11PParently on the authority of the reverend 
gentlem11n him;e!f; it is not hearsay evidence. 
He says:-

"On Sabbath, the 30th June, two boats of a yes se!. 
which the agent said w~t:>. tl1e 'RodLdck Dhn,' from 
Brisbane, en !led hrro ahont 2 p.m., on retnrning from 
spending the forenoon trading farther ronnel the island. 
\Yllcn the men in th81loat were talking to the native.s, 
the agent (an old man J nne and informed the Hcv. V\' m. 
"\ratt, the resident missionary at K\vnnwra, that 1 The 
bonts ·were not. come in to recruit labour, but to let one 
of the crew see his sister, a TaniUL woman.' He 
returned to tbc boats, and \Ye sa\v both boats leaving 
withont any additional labourers. \V"e ·were then abnnt 
to enter the chnrch to observe the Lord's supper. The 
agent's voluntary stntemcnt that they were not come 
fnr recruits. threw the natives off their guard, and after 
the communion, as we 1dt the church, all were in 
Sllrrmv, as four lads had been got to go round a point 
beyond the roeks, where they conld uot be seen by their 
friends., and to s\vim off to the boats in which that 
agent was, and took them a\Yay." 

Row, I presume that would be considered by non
thinking persons as a species of kidnapping. It 
is bet id herE' that the boy,; had been "got to go." 
The only way the hoys could possibly have gcme 
was to have followed the boats, and apparently 
th0 boats not coming for them they absolutely 
swam out to the boats. Under similar circum
stances it would be the grossest inhnmanity not 
to pick up people who had swam a long dis
tance out to sea. lVIr. Paton says the other 
boys were angry, but what does that show? 
It is quite clear to me that the boys who 
swam to the boat desired to go to Queens
land; that they did so without being asked; 
that they did so because they had heard of 
Queensland, and becctuse they believed they 
would be well treated, and better treated than 
they were by the missionary. It is evident that 
the boys would not have rushed away from 
the land where the missionary dispensed the 
blessings of civilisation unk;s they thonght that 
after all there was a fly in the ointment, as 
Solomon said. It was quite clear in those boy_<' 
minds tliat they preferred ({ueensland and no 
missionary, to stopping on the island in the 

presence of the mh'lionary. They WiLnted to 
leave the island, and they took extreme means 
of getting away. Xow, l\Ir. Paton says:-

"\V ere such boats from such ve<:<,sels seen returning 
to Brisbane to try l)y hook and erook to get a1vay your 
few remaining sons an:i clauglltm ,,.'' 
There is no evidence that. any attempt was made 
to get anyone away. They "appTcntl:; landed a 
boy and then they went ttway, so that the 
attempt to make peoph believe that there were 
any special effOl'ts made t,, get those boys away 
does not seem to be justified by bets. 

"\V ere such boats from ~nch vJss:Js seen returning 
to Brisbane to try by hoolc and crook to get mvay your 
few remaining sons nnd. fl.anglltor:.. snrcly eYery man 
po;;;sec.!..·~'tng: })aternal, fraternal, and lnnnan feeliu!;S 
'\Yonhl unite nncl drive the dcstroyer.s of your children 
from your shores, and the 1vorld would praise you for 
it." 
That is pretty strong bngnage, but there is not 
the slightest j))'OOf that anvone in the boat \vent 
there with the idea of g<tting; boys, or inducing 
them to come away. The letter simply shows 
that the bovA ·"'ere extre1nely anxious to get 
away, and "that they ran away voluntarily. 
I'\ ow if we send hcnne from this colony a 
gentl'em~,~n to represent that QueenslanLl is a 
lancf that is particularly well endowed by 
nature with all sorb of ad vanta;:·e•, a land 
where p~eople can make fortunes mpidly ; if 
people come out here from the United Kingdom 
and they comr out to hetter their condi~ion, 
they lea ye many friends, perhaps relatwns, 
in scJrrow at their departure. That is simply one 
of those drawbacks which are incidental to a 
change of country, and yet most of us have 
changed our country and some of ns have 
bettered our condition. But I would point out 
that the mere fact that the people who were 
left behind regretted those who went away, 
does not show that the transaction was an 
improper one. If there was anything wrong in 
this labour tmffic at all I certainly would oppose 
it, but if the traHic is conducted le::;itimately I 
cannot see why it ;;lwnld be objected to. The hon. 
member for South Brisbane quoted thib letter 
apparently as one ofthos~ instance.; in which a great 
wron" is done by the introduction of South SeiL 
IRhnders, but I must say that the evidence, so 
far as I am able to judge, entirely fails to prove 
the c~se. In fact, it tells quite; the other way, 
and shows that those people wanted an opening, 
that they thought Queensland a good country 
to come· to, thttt they went out of their way 
and risked their 'ives to come to Qneenslancl, 
and that they infinitely preferred to work 
on the sngar plantc.tions in thiB colony to all 
the blessings the missionaries were prepared to 
offer them in their own isbnd. I have been 
given to understand that one of the reasons 
why mic,sionaries object to Polynesians going 
away is that they have a distinct intere,Qt in 
their stopping on the island, that they com
bine the salvation of souls, as it were, with 
a reason11ble percentage on the turnover. It 
is evident that the missionaries, in the pursuit 
of their, we will say, cocoanut busine,ss, the 
whole proceeds of which people may tlnnk are 
devoted to the buying of bibles and flannel 
petticoat,; for femflle kanakas, find it exceedingly 
con,•enient to have a number of young men 
in their vicinity whose labour may be depended 
upnn. But I am quite cerbin that Polynesians, 
when they are imported into this colony, 
get '' great deal more in return for their labour 
than they are likely to get on their own islands. 
I am willing to credit missionaries with the best 
possible intentions, but there is ver"· often a 
bias in human natnre, which leads people to 
believe that that is right which is most profit
able to them. There is one thing; that the 
savage learns by coming t0 this colony. The 
first step in civilisation, I venture to say, is 
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made when the savage learns to labour steadily. 
·when he learns that, he makes a far greater 
stride towards civilisation than he does by 
having his mind filled with a religion which 
at the stage to which he has got, it is per
fectly impossible that he eau understand. 
So far as their well-being is concerned, btnakas 
gain great advantages by coming to this colony 
in that they are compelled to work, that is to 
say, they acquire a certain habit of steady worl<; 
they learn what trade is, and find out that money 
has a certain value ; they discover that stearly 
industry brings its reward; and they find out 
how many shilling-s they ought to get for a 
pound. That is not quite the height of know
ledge some missionaries are anxious that they 
should possess. 

Mr. MAOF ARLANE : What about the white 
man's vices ? 

Mr. DALRYMPLE : I am extremely thank
ful to the hon. member for interrupting me. I 
am asked what about the white man's vices? That 
is a pretty large order. I suppose it is intended 
that I should reply by explaining what effect the 
whiteman'sviceshas on the Polyne,ian. I have no 
doubt that he is apt to catch vices, but that is not 
a peculiarity of the Polynesian. I find that even 
white men are subject to precisely the same 
peculiarity. It is a great deal easier to acquire 
vices than it is to acquire virtues, hence the 
necessity for the number of churches that we 
have. But the Polynesian, I presume, in 
becoming civilised, has got to run the risk 
that everyone else has to run in becoming 
civilised. Our forefathers had to run that risk, 
and wherever there was a strong tendency to 
learn the vices rather than the virtues of civilisa
tion they have gone; their vices have killed 
them. But the more virtuous of the community 
have lived and propagated their race; hence this 
As8embly. The kanaka, I imagine, will take 
the same risk. The more vicious will probably 
die out; the more virtuous will live; and in time 
to come the social condition of the Polyne8ian 
is~anders, and their condition in regard to virtue, 
wtll probably be found as beautiful as the 
prospects of their island, ai::td we shall no longer 
have to sing-

" There every prospect pleases. 
And only man is vile." 

But granted that he has got to encounter 
certain risks. The good will a.t last survive ; the 
bad will not prosper. That is my reply as to 
what will become of the Polynesian with rei,;,ml 
to vices. The difference between the race which 
succeeds and the race that fails is that the 
one has met with vices and safely gone through 
the ordeal, while the other has succumr1ed to 
those vices. 'Whether Polynesians come here or 
not they will have to encounter vices, and in 
encounpering our vices they may possibly learn 
some vtrtues. I am perfectly certain they woulrl, 
if they went to the town represented by the hrm. 
member for Ipswich, lYir. Macfarlane. There 
is no part of the world that is not now open 
to commerce, no part of the world that has 
yet to be discovered by the white man, as there 
was lOO years ago, so that wherever we go 
the savage races have got to meet the Yices 
of the white man, and not only of the white 
man, but of every race under the sun. If we 
do not bring the Polynesians here white men 
will go there, and we know perfectly well what 
the Polynesians in those islands have occasionally 
had to meet. It has been pointed ont to us that 
the Bible was the gift which the white man gave 
to the Polynesian, and that he may possibly 
turn it to his ad 1:antage. But is it not quite true 
that men who have had the Bible have gone 
down to those islands and committed outrages 
which were a blot upon the name of Queens-

land? Those men have lived in a country 
where virtue as well as vice existed, but they 
were vicious, and some men who are vicious will 
inevitably gravitate to the South Se:c Islands. 
The :French are assuming the government in the 
eastern seas, and the Germans in the north. 
The seas are open to all, and the Americ;cns and 
Britishers are there also ; and if the Polynesians 
are unable to resist the vices of J<~uropeans, then 
undoubtedly the days of the Polynesians are 
numbered. \V e cannot prevent vice coming into 
the world. Even the hon. members for Ipswich 
have not been able to stamp ont wicked
ness in Ipswich. The hon. ex-Minister for 
Lands contemplates with a stoical indiffer
ence, which I greatly envy, the ruin of the 
sugar industry. As Rochefoucauld says, it is 
wonderful with what great fortitude we can 
sustain the misfortunes of even our best friends. 
U nfortun::ttely for us Northerners we are still 
a portion of the great colony of Queensland 
with its 600,000 square miles, and happen to live 
GOO miles from the South. Although we believe 
that it is a question of our commercial existence, 
that it is a question of whether we can pay 20s. 
in the £1, and whetlwr we are to see the efforts 
of twenty years of toil and expenditure of 
capital, and many struggles ag·ainst difficulties, 
and whether all this is to be brought to a 
termination or not,-all this does not affect 
that hon. gentleman nor the majority in 
this House. If we were Russians or Turks our 
struggles could not be treated with more entire 
indifference. The hon. gentleman has a very 
simple solution for this difficulty. I remember 
hearing of another hon. gentleman, who has 
been removed by Providence from this House, 
and who said that the North had neither money 
nor brains, and the sugar industry could perish. 
That the sngar industry should perish, and 
all those of their fellow-colonists who had 
embarked in it, is a matter of perfect indifference 
to such persons, because they believe that the 
results do not happen to affect them. The hon. 
member for South Brisbane >:cys, " Oh, let the 
sugar industry perish, I believe the people engaged 
in that industry are bankrnvt, and if they are 
bankrupt and all the men are out of work, let them 
come here, and we will give them employment." 
Well it is much easier to talk about giving 
empl~yment than to find it for them. The 
finances of the colony, thanks to the late Go
vernment, are not quite in that state that we 
should desire to be burdened with supplying a 
large number of persons with necessaries of 
life. It may be very easy to say, "Let those 
people come' here and finrl employment;" but 
there is no real sympathy for the 25,000 people 
who are to be left out of employment. The hon. 
member for TownsYil!e say' there will be 50,000 
men out of employment, and when he comes 
to speak, as it will be his duty to do in 
time, hon. members will find that that hon. 
gentleman does not make a statement he is 
unable to prove. If he said there would be 100,000 
people out of employment, the confidence I 
have in him would lead me to accept that state
ment. The people of theN orth, after all, are our 
fellow-colonists, and they work very hard and have 
spent all their lives in the North, and to calmly 
say, " This industry is of no use; bring them to 
Brisbane and give them work; we w1ll open 
soup kitchens for them-probably," is hardly 
just. It is for the House to say whether, 
amongst the remedies which are desirable to 
encourage the sugar industry, the extension of 
this Act is the right one or not ; but at any rate 
this remedy should be left open as one of the 
remedies. This debate is not over yet, nor will 
it be for a long time, I imagine. \Ve have 
a great deal at stake, and hon. members 
opposite have not, It matters very little to the 
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majority of people>, perhaps, whether this in
dustry is continued or not; but it matters 
a very great deal to the constituencies which 
we represent. You may pass as many reso
lution; as you like, and yet we who represent 
these Northern constituencies will contmue to 
bring resolutions such as the present forward in 
this House, in Reason and out of sea.:-:on, because 
our existence depends upon it, and because we 
have our duty to do to our constituents, and that 
is paramount. \Ve desire to survive, and we shall 
spare no exertions to attain our object. I speak 
because I do not want to be crushed out myself. 
This is an academic discussion, as it were. \Ve are 
deitling with a something which will occur next 
ses~ion ; but it is our busineos to prevent people 
saymg that they will not do something if we 
think that that something will be a benefit to us 
and will do no injury to the colony. I wish to 
emphasise the fact that we are just as much in 
earnest as people usually are whose lives are at 
stake. I remember not long ago reading a 
story of a judge who had sentencRd a man 
to death, and who desired to attend his exe
cution. The sentence was to be carried out on 
a certain day ; but the judge found that he 
also had an engagement for that day. I 
think he was invited to a picnic. He 'called 
upon the man anGl said, " IV ell, Samuel " or 
whatever his name was, "you are sentenc~d to 
be hanged on Tuesday week. I have an engage
ment on that day. It would not make much 
difference to you, and I should take it very 
kindly if you would be executed the da,- before." 
So in this case. Our fate is too much at stake 
to allow us to study your engagements. This 
business which to n1any hon. members merely 
involves sitti?Jg ur~, talking, and wasting a certaii1 
amount of t1me, mvolves our existence and the 
exigencies of our existence are of sup{~eme int~ 
portance to us. \~ e are sorry to say it, but if 
It come.s to a que,twn as to whether you are in
con vc:nen?ed, or w_hether we are going to lose 
anytht?g m. educatmg the public by means of 
th1s discussiOn, I am very much afraid that 
hon. members, or some of them at any rate 
will be inconvenienced. The hon. member fo~ 
South Brisbane also spoke with reo-ard to the 
mm;tality. which has occurred among~t the Poly
nesmns smce they came to Queensland. That 
mortality I d~plore. as I_l1uch as anyone; but he 
has to prove, 1f he m gomg to make out any case 
whatever, that those islanders, who die at so 
much greater a rate than people of the same age 
o~ our own race in the colony, would not have 
~hed at the "''me rate if they had never left their 
Islanc!s. Before he can draw the conclusion that 
tl:is great mortality is caused by change of 
chmat: or harshne~"' of treatment-which, I pre
sume, IS theconcln.~wnhe wishestodraw-the hon. 
member must show what is the rate of mortality 
amongst the boys in their own islands. :B~ven in 
a country like England the death rate is varied 
by local conditions. If the Polynesians were of 
the same race as we are, possibly the hon. mem
ber's experience might be a correct one. I will 
mention one fact which may lead the House to 
believe that the mortality among the South Sea 
Islanders is very much greater amono-st people of 
e~u!ll ages than it is with an equal number of 
persons of similar ages in this colony. In the 
United Kingdom we find that the population is 
continually increasing, notwithstanding the fact 
that every year 1,000,000 persons leave its shores, 
and that population presses hard upon subsis
tenc~,. compelling many people to live under 
conditwns nnt favourable to longevity. On 
the other hand, the population of the Soi1th Sea 
Islands has not increased within historic time. 
They have their natural increase, but, apart 
from their tribal wars, it is reasonable to believe 
that, from the mode of life they adopt and the 

exposure they are subjected to, the mortality 
amongst them is very much greater than it is 
amongst our own people. Take, again, the case 
of New Zealand. \\~here are the Maorics? 
:B'orty ye<trs ago, or perhaps less, the 1faories 
numbered a quarter of a million. Thev have now 
dwindled to something like 41,000. 'I'ake, again, 
the case of the aboriginal inhabitants of this 
country. \Vhen a white man comes here he does 
not e~slave them, be does not even cba,nge 
their local habitation, generally-I admit they 
have to shift, y; t they are still in the same 
country-still, apparently, the mere presence of 
white men has a tendency to reduce their 
numbers. 

Mr. HODGKINSO::"r: vVe have deprived 
them of their subsistence in their natural mode 
of life. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE , It may be so ; and I 
deduce from that, that if we are going to be moral 
we ought to go away. \Ve come here and rob 
them of their country. Some people are not 
very scrupulons when it suits them, but when they 
cari be scrupulous at the expense of other people it 
is wonderflll how verY scrupulous they become. 
I do not wish to deal further with these statistics 
as to the mortality of people in New Zealand, 
and still less so to the country in which we live, 
more particularly as it is difficult to get relia?Ie 
tables. I am satisfied tint the mortality 
among Polynesians in this colony, where ex~es
sive, has been owing, in the rnain, to causes 
Ot'et· which the people here had no control. A 
grratdeal of the mortality referred to in the record 
arose from an epidemic of measles, which swept 
off numbers of Polvnesians exactly as it did in 
Fiji, where, as a matter of fact, the island was 
ne.;rly depopulated. Hon. members, in consider
ing thio, matter, may not make allowan:e for t~at 
exceptional c<tuse. It was as exceptwnal wtth 
the Polynesians '" the great plague of London 
wa:; ,.·ith Englishmen. It is perfectly well 
known that whenever a new disease makes its 
appearance in a race, the mortality is really 
terrific, not only mnongst htnn::tn bei_ngR, but 
also in the case of animals. For mstance, 
when pleuro appeared for the first time in 
the colonies it carried off about half our stock, 
and whenever a new disc<se breaks out the 
mortality is severe, in proportion to .the extent 
it has been present in the race; that rs, wheLher 
the race has been more or less habituated to the 
disease or not. The hon. member for South 
Brisbane also attached blame to the persons 
interested in the continuance of the Polynesian 
traffic, and in the sugar industry generally, 
for thino-s of which I have already shown 
they we~e perfectly innocent. Certain out
rage~ were committed in the South SPas; 
who is to blame for them ? I know that 
the people who employed that labour in thi" 
colony were not in the least t? blam~. That ti:e 
Government were to blame IS possible; that IS 
to say, the per";Ons who were at fa;rlt were the 
Government agents. But the circumstances 
which led to the charges referred to by the 
hon. member for Soi-tth Brisbane with so 
rnuch earnestne".:; were consequent upon vessels 
o-oino- tn parts of the South Seas which pre
~iou~ly they had heen forbidden to trade with, 
together with the fact th:tt notoriously unfit men 
were unfortunately appointed as Government 
agents. Therefore, if we are going to blarne 
aJ1\•body, if blame is attachable to anybody, let 
us put it on the proper shoulders, and not upon 
a class of people who, from the very n:tture and 
circumstances of the case, were very plainly 
innocent. As blame has been thrown on them, 
I shall venture to read some passages from 
HansctTd when the matter was dealt with, and 
when it was much fresher that it is at present. 
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The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: This is 
what is called "talking against time." 

Mr. DALRYMPLE: I am quotinO' from 
volume liii. of Hansard, page 19G5 :- " 

"3-Ir. ILnnr..To::v said the stigma attachable to the 
various acts of kidnapping and piracy which were 
revealed dnring the in(tniry held some time since was 
gencuLlly considered ~Lt.t.ribntable to the action of the 
last Government, and not of the present Government--
~~~~')n fact, the present Government had put a stop 

"In consequence of that, and desiring that certain 
versons should not remain under an improper stigma., 
he should bring forward a fe1v facts which would show 
\vh.o wa.s to. blame, if anyone. The commission appointed 
to Jl1(1U1re 1nto the nuttter-~fe-:-;rs. Buckland, Kinnnird 
Rose, and l\~ilrnan-found that every one of those ships, 
most of '"h~ch were proved to have acted hnproperly, 
left for the Islands during the reign of the present Go
vernment, anrl every one of the masters 'vho were 
appointed to those ships was licensed 1Jy the prc~cnt 
Government. 'rhcy knew tbut care must be taken to 
appoint persons of f!:OOd clmracter, and if proper c-·re 
was not taken, then the Imnentable results would accrue 
which had accrued. If proper men had-been appointed 
to those vrssels none of' that piracy and bloodshed. 
would have oc•·urred. The commission exprcs;;;ed. it., 
OJlinion that the recruits by the vt o;:.sels - 'Ceara,' 
\Vhich left Brisbane on 31st December. 1883, and arrived 
at To,vnsville on 17th February, lbd:t; the 'Lizzie,' 
which left rrownsvi.lle on 22nd December, 1td3, an et re
turned on the 17th February. 188-1; the 'Ceara,' 1.vhich 
left 'l'ownsvillc on the 13th }larch, 188.:1·, and returned 
to Tmvnsville on the 28th April, 188:1; the 'Lizzic,' 
which left Townsville on the 1-:bth :Jiarch, l"'~t, aud 
returned on the 2nd ,Tune, 1881; the' Hopeful,' which 
sailed from 'l'ownsville on the 3rd :\lay, 18S·1J. and 
arrived at Dungcness on the 17th July. 1884; the' Sybil,' 
which left 1Iackay on 22nd April, 1884, and arrived at 
l\1ackay on the 6th October, 188-i; the ' Forest King,' 
"\Yhich left Brisbane on 17th 3Iay, 188t, and arrived 
at Brisbane, :nst October, 1884; and the' Heath,' which 
left 1\fackay on 19th July, 1884, an cl arriYed at TO\VHS
ville on 25th ~ovembcr, 1884-were either delibe
rately lddnapped or deluded by false statements. In 
l'egard to .one of these ships-the 'Hopeful,' which 'vas 
not only licensed by the Premier, but the Government 
agent of which was appointed by the present Govern
ment-the cemmission stated that her cruise was-

"' One long record of rlecJit, cruel treachery delibe-
rate 1\idnapping, and cold blooded murder.' ' 
Every officer of those ships was appointed by the 
present Government, ex:cept tl1Tee-namely, C. F. 
Brown, John 'l'hompson, and James J.Janf'; and it was 
evident that they were not criminally responsible, 
because, snbseqn"ntly, Brmvn y,'as subsequently en
gaged in the ':Jfadeline' by the present Government; 
Thompson was also engnged subse(nwntly b~~tho prL''lent 
Government, and Lhe other resigned nine months after
wards. He mentwned those facts bc;ansegreat capital 
hart been made of the statement that the last Govern
ment were to blame for all that had occurred, when 
really the masters were all licensed by the prcsen t 
Govenunent, and the Governn1ent agents were appointed 
by the present Government." 

Then that statement was met by the leader of 
the OppoBition, who at that time occupied the 
position of Premier, and in reply Mr. Hamilton 
said:-

" He had no doubt the Premier was a first-class 
special pleadc , but, at the same time, he had not dis
proved one single statement he (}fr. Hamilton) made. It 
was all very well for the Premier to say that similar 
things had taken place under previous Governments, 
but they all knew that if the Premier had hacl a scm
tilla of evidence to prove the statements lw had made, 
he would have done so. The Premier knew very well 
that every one of the masters of those w:sscls was 
licensed by the present Government, and he had not 
denied it. He could not deny it. He knew also very 
well that the GoYernment agents, who had been fonn d 
crimina.lly guilty, 1.vcre appointed by the lH'escnt Go
vernment." 

The Premier then interjected, "One of them," 
and Mr. Hamilton then said :-

" That one \Vas a personal appointment b:T the 
Premier, and if he looked oYer the papers he would sdc 
that every one of those masters was licensed by the 
pre~ent Government, except three who were appointed 
by the previous Government, and who were found inno
cent. If due care had been exercised in those appoint
ments, all those things they had heard of would not have 

occurred. The Premier knew that no regulation would 
st.op piracy, or murder, or anything of that kind, and 
those ·were the crimes those men ·were gnilty of. The 
only thing to prevent those crime', was to take cn.ro 
what men were appointed, and it was evident the 
Govcr11ment did not take dno care when thr\" appointed 
the persons who had been guilty of those crimes." 
I have erJdeavoured to show that there is no 
reasonn,ble gronncl for saying that tl1e exten:sion 
of the Act is at all likelv to injure the islanders; 
am! I maintain that in coming to the colony they 
will learn more that is useful to them than those 
other things which may perhap~ prove detrimental. 
Five years ago the leader of the Opposition 
extended the Polynesian Act, because he con
sidered it would not be a proper thing to do any
thing that might cause the collapse of an impor
tant industry. But whatever necessity there was 
then for the employment of Polynesian labour in 
the industry, that necessity exists to an in
creased extent at the present time; while any 
dangers which might have been apprehended 
from their introduction two years ago have been 
greatly diminished on account of the re
cruiting-field having been greatly lessenerl. 
The neceseity for the employment of Poly
ne-sian labour j~ greater now than it ever wa~, 
because the difficulties the planters have to 
face have l1ecome great"''r in consequence of 
the very serious lowering- of the price of sugar. 
During the last two or three years the planters 
have been endeavouring- to make provision for 
the time when the Pnlynesian labr,ur would 
cease. In some cases they have increased the 
number of white men on their plantations. 
There is one m ill in the J\Iackay district now 
where 200 whites are employed. The Sugar 
Commission in their TepoTt have only shown the 
number of men engaged on the plantations. 
There aTe, J\fr. Speaker, a great numberof 14en 
actively employed in the sugar industry, but they 
have not all been returned, because their names 
do not appear on the rolls of the plantations. 
J\Iany men are employed in carting- and cutting 
firewood, and who do other work from time to 
time. They reside in the vicinity and theiT 
livelihood is equally dependent upon the sugar 
industry with other men whose names appear 
on the pay-sheet. The planters have also 
endeavoured to settle people upon their plan
tations by cutting up their estates. They 
have trierl to substitute otheT labour for Poly
nesian labour; and, in addition, they have 
endeavoured to g·o in for irrigation. In the 
J\Iackay district a planter spoke to me about 
the extension of the Polynesian labour for 
another period, and I told 'him that I did not 
think the House would pass any resolution to 
that dfect. He said he was prepared to get a 
number of families to come out from I,incoln
shire, his native county, and settle them on his 
estate, which at present is simply used as a farm, 
as he gets his cane crushed at other mills. The 
firm who have advanced large sums of money to 
him were prepared to agree to his proposal, but 
they were waiting to see whether the provisions 
of the Act were to be extended or not. 

Mr. JORDAN: Is it fair to ask what wages 
were offered ? 

Mr. DALRYMPL"E: It is perfectly fair to ask, 
but the scheme never got sufficiently far, as they 
wanted to know whether the present system was 
to continue before the.v went on with their pro
posal and with the erection of irrigation works. 
However, if the people harl been indented they 
would Eot have cmne as \vagP~ men at all; 
but the plantation would have been cut 
up, the people would have been pro.-ided wth 
implements, and their remuneration would 
htwe depended upon the amount of cane 
they brought into the mill. I support the 
motion of the hon. member for Herbert, 
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because I consider it is a very great pity at the 
present moment to make people more despondent 
than they are-people who are endeavouring to 
carry on an industry of the greatest consequence 
to the country, and which is entitled to some 
reasonable consideration. They should be given 
time, as business people give their clientR, to 
allow them to make a change in their arrange
ments. I do not ask the House to come to 
any decision upon the question at present. I 
only wish the House to affirm that the sugar 
industry is one of great importance to the 
country, and that it is det:erving of con
sideration. \Ve have had enongh of legis
lating for the future. The £10,000,000 k2n, for 
instance, is the worst piece of legislation evee 
known. That was a case whAre one PaTliament 
looked a great way ahe:\d, and bound another 
Parliament to a certain policy. There iR no 
more need for this House to come to a decision 
now than there is for a ju lge to make up his 
mind before a case is presented to him. There is 
!'O more danger of this House passing a resolution 
m favour of coloured labour next year th2n there 
is this ye.w. Hon. merHbers mmt be very much 
afraid of their own resolve, and of their own 
strength of will and common sense and the justice 
of their case, if they dare not delay their formal 
decision for a short time. 

Mr. BARLO\V: You are loading a gun and 
you are afraid to fire it and take the risk. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE : Whether I am afraid 
to take a division or not is one thing, whether I 
choose to take a division or not is another thing. 
I am afraid of nothing in this House, and still 
less am I afraid of the hon. member for Ipswich, 
or of anything that he may interject. I am 
prepared to meet the hon. member in argu
ment, and I am perfectly prepared to meet 
him in any way he liked outside the House, 
although not in any other than a friendly 
way. There is no necessity for this House to 
make up its mind at the present moment. 
This question maY not be of imt,ortance to some 
hon. members, but it is of the greatest impor
tance to my constituency and to' me, and I believe 
to the colony at large, and I shall continue to do 
what I think I am bound to do. If this dis
cussion has been prolonged, it is entirely owing 
to the tactics of the lc.cdcr of the Oppo'itiou. 
I do not see why there should be a m;mopoly of 
these little stratagems. I do not see why the 
leader of the Opposition should have a monopoly 
of this kind of busine,s. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: What are 
you speaking about? 

The PREMIER : I thought you wanted to get 
home last night. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: This 
question has been stonewalle<l for an hour and 
a-half with the concurrence of the Government. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: Youareirritatingyour 
well-wishers. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE: I am sorry to find that 
hon. members on an important occasion like this 
offer as an inducement to me to ceai.e my remarks 
that I am irritating my own well-wisher~. I hope 
that, no matter what the occ~sion, personal 
motives will not carry weight, and that support 
of, or opposition to, a motion will not depend 
upon the characteristics of any speaker. I 
do not see any inducement for prolon:.(ing the 
debate any longer than it has b.Jen det. rmined 
to prolong it. I should be exceed!ngly sorry 
to trespass unduly on the attentiun of the 
House, or unnecessarily haraH the Government, 
but we have a subsection on this side who 
do not admit the Government into all their 
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secrets. We do what seemeth right to us in our 
own pyes. \Ve have done what we thought 
ri,;ht. If my friends desired me to talk for the 
next three hours, and I thought it good 
for the country or my constituents that I sh~uld 
talk, I would do so, no matter how anxwus 
hon. members were to go home. I have ob
served that hon. members opposite have de
tennined that they will not discuss the ques
tion, though there are a good many mute 
inglorious Miltons in the land who can talk for 
twenty-four hours, if they choose to do so. The 
Opposition members have been very silent to
ni['ht. They occupy the distinguished positio;n 
of bein~ dummies in more than one sense, and It 
has be~~me my ]Jainful duty to speak for them 
as well as for myself. It is for that reason that 
I hfwe inflicted such a lengthy speech upon hon. 
members. I have taken up the time of the 
House for rea ems which, I believe, are satisfac
tory to some of my friends, and in pursuance 
of what I believe to be a public duty, and I 
am sure, hon. members will, as a rule, acquit me 
of verbosity. It is very seldom that I speak, for 
the ref>fOn that I am conscious that the Govern
ment business has to be done, and I am fre
quently silent when perhaps otherwise it might be 
my duty to speak. If I have trespassed-and I 
certainly admit that I have to some extent-on 
the tim0 of the House, then I can only say that 
I considered it my duty, and, knowing t~at, I do 
not believe hem. members of the Honse will expect 
me to apologise. 

Mr. LITTLE moved the adjournment of the 
debate. 

Question put and passed. 

Mr. COWLEY moved that the resumption of 
the debate stand an Order of the Day for the 
26th September. 

The Hox. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I rise to move that the words "26th 
Septemher" be omitted, with the view of insert
in•• the words "this rlav week." I think this is 
re;lly becoming- a perfect sc:1ndal-that is not 
too strOll'' a word to use. 'l'he debate, ever 
since 6 o7clock this evening-, has been simply 
stonewalled by gentlemen who are supporting 
the motion. \Vhen it was brought forward it was 
dealt with as a serious motion, and on the two 
last occasions both thr. leader of the Government 
and m:·self have tried to bring it to a conclusion. 
l'\ow the hon. gentleman wishes to put off the 
resum])tion of the debate for a whole month, 
when, -I presume, the tactics of this evening will 
be repeated, and the motion be stonewalled by 
hon. gentlemen who are supporting- it and by 
others who have expressed themselves opposed 
to black labour. Surely the"· are not afraid 
to take the opinion of the House upon it. I 
say, in the interests of private members and 
th'e House generally, it is not right that any 
matter shou'ld be kept hang·ing on il;r this way. I 
appeal to every hon. member of the House whp 
de~ires to see this matter disposed of to let It 
come on next week. 'fhere is nothing on the paper 
for next Friday, and I undertake, on behalf of this 
side of the House, that nothing will intercept the 
motion. I think that both sides ought to be 
determined thr1t the mr1tter shall be disposed of 
i11 smne way·. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stc.ncl part of the question-put, and the 
House divided:-

AYES. 23. 
..:Urssrs. Black, :\forehead, 2\'Iacrossan, Donaldson, 

Onl:an, ratti,~on, Stevenson, l\iurphy, Rees R. Jones, 
Panl, Cowley, Phil-p, Hamilton, \Yatson, Dairymple, 
Gnnnon, Little, Smith, Luya, Adams, O'Connell, Cor.fleld, 
and l\lurray. 
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No>:s, 17. 
SirS. W. Griffith, Messrs. I-Iodgkinson, Jordan, Foxton, 

Isambert, Barlow, Unmack, }1c1Iaster, Glassey, Grimes, 
Melior, .Macfarlane, ~tevhen,-:, Salkeld, Buckland, Drake, 
and Sayers. 

Question resolved in the uffirmative. 
Question-That the resumption of the debute 

stand an Order of the Duy for the 26th of 
September-put und passed. 

AD.JOURNlVIEKT. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I beg to 

move that this House do now adjourn. The 
first business on iiionday will be the second 
reading of the Prisons Bill, and after that it is 
proposed to take the Estimates in Cc,mmitbe of 
Supply. 

The HoN. SIR S. vV. GRIFFITH : I want 
to say something about the Prisons Bill, and I 
cannot be here. 

The PREMIER: Then we will take the 
Estimates first. 

Mr. GANNON said: Mr. Speaker,-Before 
the question is put I wish to say a few words. 
I have been very outspoken in my remarks this 
afternoon, and I am not at all frightened by the 
taunts thrown by the leader of the Opposition 
at members on this eide of the House who voted 
with the ayes on the question of the adjourn
ment of the debate on the motion of the hon. 
member for Herbert. The hon. gentleman is 
"' very big _man, ~ut it will take a bigzer 
man than he 1s to fnghtAn me from doing "hat 
I believe is right. I think it is very unfair for 
him to taunt me as he did. 'iVhat I have said I 
s~and by, and intend to stand by, and when the 
t1me comes to vote for the hem. gentleman's 
amendment, he will find me on his side · but this 
was simply a motion for the acljournme;,t of the 
debate. I would likL to hear all the members 
who wish to sveak on this quec;tion, though my 
mind is quite made up as to hm' I shall vote. I do 
not care. what may be said; it will not prevent 
~1e votlr;g against any motion involving the 
mtroductwn of coloured labour. It is well 
known that I am pledgE,d against black labour 
and I do not think it is right for the leader of 
the Opposition to throw taunts at myself and 
other members who voted to-night for the 
adjournment of the debate. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: You 
would vote for its adjournment till doomsday. 

Mr. GANNON: The hon. gentleman has 
tried to score a little point over this, but he htts 
not managed to do so. I believe he has rather 
lost his temper, and that is the reason he has 
taunted the r.c.embers on this side who 'loted for 
the adjournment. Bnt he knows that I am 
pledged agaimt black labour, and no member 
will work against it more strongly than I will. 
The non. gentleman made a great mistake in 
trying to taunt U8 for voting with our party for 
an adjournment, and nothing else. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRili'FITH said: :!I!Ir. 
Speaker,-I was very much surprised, I confess, 
to see the hon. member vote as he did and after 
he:uing his speech I do not think' he knew 
what he was voting for. \Vhen the debate was 
adjourned, a motion was made that it should be 
resumed on a day when it could not come on 
so that practically it should not come on at 
all, so that hon. members mi<>ht be s:wed the 
disagreeable duty of voting upon the qubtion. 
That was the mot:on made. I rose and pointed 
that out, and moved that th3 debate be resnme,J 
next Friday, stating that that day was Clear, and 
there would be a whole day for the discussion of 
the question, and that it could then be disposed of. 
I also pointed out that the tactics of hnn. mem
bers in support of the motion were evidently to 

prevent it ever coming to a division, and the 
division just taken was to see whether the ques
tion should be decided upon, or whether it should 
be postponed indefinitely. The hon. member 
voted for putting it off indefinitely. 

:\Ir. \VATflON said: 111r. Speaker,-Had the 
hon. lead er of the Opposition taken the pains to 
explain himself in a proper w.w, I should have 
voted on the other Hide of the House. 'l'here is 
no 1nan in the I--Iom::e n1ore aga,inst kanaka labour 
than I am, and the leader of the Opposition 
knows that perfectly well. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VUitKS sn5<l: 1\Ir. Speaker,-I hope hon. 
gentlemen will not lose their tempers. Hon. 
members opposite have become very disorderly 
lately, led by the leader of the Opposition, whom 
I had to accu'-e the other evening of being very 
disorderly, and now I have to accuse him again. 
Ever since I have been a member of this House, 
more than fifteen year>,, it hM been the practice 
to allow a private member to adjourn a motion 
until any time he pleases. :t-r on. members 
opposite are disorderly because they have been 
defeated, and because they have not been 
able to carry what they wanted b;· a 
trick. Any private member who has a motion 
on the paper is entitled to put that motion off 
until whatever time he pleases. That is the 
rule, but if the House decides otherwise, every 
hon. member must obey the House. In this case 
the House has not determined otherwise. Some 
hon. members on the other side of the House are 
afraid to vote upon the question, and I may 
remind the House that the Government, through 
its leader, stated on the evening that the hon. 
member for Herbert introduced his motion, 
that they were not going to extend the Poly
nesian Act. I can also tell the leader of 
the Opposition that if the motion goes to 
a division, as I have no doubt it will before 
the end of the session, I shall vote not only · 
;o:<ainst the amendment of the hon. member for 
Leichhardt, but I will vote against the amend
ment of the leader of the Opposition, I will vote 
again't l1oth, and will give strong and sufficient 
reasons for so doing when the time comes. The 
hem. gentleman knows that I have been as 
opposed to Polynesian lalJour as ever he was, and 
I challenged him twelve years ago, in company 
with Sir Thomas ::VIcilwraith, to stop Polynesian 
labour, an<! what vas his reply, "Oh, I have 
often l1een asked by my friends to put an end to 
Polynesian labonr, but I can never see my way 
to do it." The hon. gentleman cannot deny that. 

'I'he HoN. fliR S. W. GRIFFITH: I do 
not deny it. I clid not see my way to do it 
twelve YHirs ago, but now I do see my way. 

The MINISTER FOR MIN.ES AND 
vVORKS : There is no desire now on the part of 
the Government to extend the Act beyoncl1890, no 
matter what tricks the hon. gentleman may play 
to gain a little fleeting pojmlarity. 'l'he hon. 
member for H erbert expected to come to a 
division this evening, and I believed he would 
succeed until 8 o'clock when I heard the hon. 
member for Leichhardt propose his amendment. 
The leader of the Opposition said he knew that 
amendment was to be moved at 6 o'clock ; but 
I did nat know it nntil 8 o'clock ; so that the 
leader of the Oppooition has a means of knowing 
these things which the Government has not. 

~lr. SAYERS: It was well known in the 
smoking-room. 

The J'.U?\ISTER FOR MINES AND 
IVORKS : I very seldom go into the smoking
room. I tbink any private member has a right 
to postpone a motion until any time he thinks 
fit, or even to withdraw it if he thinks fit. It 
is a privilege allowed by courtesy of the House. 
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The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: It depends 
what the motion is. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: Of course the House ce~n do what it 
pleases ; but the House does not please to do 
these things. The House is always courteous to 
private members, more conrte>ns to them, 
perhaps, than to the Government, especially to 
private members who are not well acquainted 
with the forms of the House. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: You 
never saw a private member stonewall his own 
motion before. 

The MINISTEit FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : I never saw it to-night either. 

Mr. SA YERS: You know all about stone
walling. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
'WORKS: The hon. member for Charters Towers 
talks without authority. That hon. member has 
been allowed by the leader of the Opposition to 
assume, God knows why, a position in this 
House which even ex-Ministers sitting on the 
other side do not pretend to assume ; men 
who know more and who have forgotten more 
than the hon. member for Charters Towers ever 
knew. I hope the hon. member for Herbert will 
stand by his motion, and will bring it to a 
division as soon as ever he possibly can. I shall 
give my vote in the way I have indicated, and 
shall give good reasons for doing so. 

Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-I have 
something to say upon the subject. This motion, 
introduced by the hon. member for Herbert, 
assisted by the hon. member for Mackay Mr. 
Dalrymple, seems like a mon~trous blunde;buss, 
so loaded that they are afraid to fire it off. I 
wish to sum the question up distinctly, so that 
the people living in the Southern parts of the 
colony may underst::md it. The hon. memb<•r 
for Fortitude Valley, Mr. \Vatson, the hon. 
member for Toombul, Ivir. Gannon, and the hon. 
member for South BrL;bane, Mr. Luy.,, I under
stood, from reports I read in the pa pars are 
pledged up to the eyes against black labour.' 

The MINISTER FOR MINJ<;S AND 
WORKS: They are not pledged to you. 

Mr. BARLO\V : They are pledged to their 
constituents, and the case stands in this waN : 
There was an opportunity for them effectually.to 
vote against black labour, and by their v<)tes 
they deliberately postponed the discussion which 
would have been taken, until a day when notices 
of motion take precedence, and when it will be 
impossible for the House to come to a decision. 
If they were so eager to redeem their plndges to 
vote against black hbour it v. as their duty, so 
far as my lig·hts go, to vote for a postponement 
until a day when the matter cm1 be effectively 
discussed, and when they can give their votes 
against black labour which they so earnestly 
promised their constituents to give. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said: Mr. Sr.caker,
This side of the House has been accused by the 
Minister for Mines and \Vorks of using little 
tricks to-night. I wish to ask you, Sir, who 
commenced using little tricks when the House 
met at 7 o'clock to-night? I have been in the 
House tw,.lve years, and I hctve never until 
to-night heard the bell rung so promptlv. Y nu, 
yourself, Sir, took the chair at 7 o'clocli' exactly, 
and at once began to count the House. I think 
the MListry were at the bottom of this-every 
member of the Opposition kncws all about it
but the little trick did not succeed; and they 
have been going on with little tricks ever since, 
their object being simply to postpone the con
sideration of this motion till such a day when it 
will be impossible to take a vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER : I hope the hon. member 
does not imply that the Speaker was guilty of 
what he calls little tricks. \Yhen I took the 
chair at 7 o'clock there were very few m em hers 
present, and immediately afterwards my atten
tion was c·.>lled to the state of the House. 
l<'ollowin;; the usual course, I instructed the 
Sergeant to ring the bell. 

Jl.fr. UNJ\IAOK said: Mr. Speaker,-It was a 
mnst unfortunate remark of the Jl,finister for 
Mines and''\Vorks when he said the Opposition 
had endeavoured to resort to a trick, but were 
defeated. I am not going to sit silent under such 
an accusation, because I sa:v most distinctly 
that the members of the Opposition have, this 
d>ty at all events, remained almo't absolutely 
silent, anrl have had no trick of any sort to carry 
through. The only m em heron this sid~.nvho spoke 
wrts the hon. member for South Bnsbane, Mr. 
,Jordan, and he made a bone/, fide speech. As we 
bwe been accused of tricks, I may just as well 
lot tlw cmmtry know what tricks members on 
the other side have resorted to to-day tCJ prevent 
the House from voting for or against black 
labour. These tricks which have been practised 
upon the House to-day have been done with the 
connivance and sanction of the Government. 

The PREMIER : If the hon. member means 
to assert that any tricks have been attp,mpted 
by the Government he is stating what is utterly 
untrue. 

Mr. UN:M:AOK: I said these tricks have been 
attempted with the connivance of the Govern
ment. 

The PREMIER: On behalf of the Govern
ment I say that that statement is untrue ; and 
that statement must be accepted by the House, 
according to the rule which has prevailed up to 
the time when we got this genius, the hon. 
member for Toowong, e• a member of it. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member is bound 
to accept the statement of the leader of the 
Government. 

JI.Ir. UN:\fAOK: I am very pleased to 
accept the denial. I may have been in 
error in ascribing this trick to the Govern
ment, from the fact that it was the Government 
"whip" who tried to force this trick upon me, 
and I naturally came to the conclusion that they 
were cognisant of wh::tt was going on. When I 
was about to enter the House this afternoon I 
was met at the door bv the Government "whip," 
who said to n1e distinctly, " Do not go in, be
cause we we<nt to count oi1t, and this matter has 
been armnged by both sides of the House." I 
refused to do so, saying the question was fairly 
open to be discussed to-day, and that it would be 
rmfair to ha• e a count out upon a question of 
such vital importance to the country. On enter
ing the House I found, on consultation with the 
leader of the Opposition and the party, that no 
sncharran:,ement had been made. Isawthen that 
a trick had been attempted to be practi.,ed upon 
me, and it was practised upon other hon. members 
of the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON : It is not true. 
JI.Ir. UN:YIAOK: I was further told by the same 

hon. gentleman, the hon. member for Cook, the 
Government "whip," that the object of the count 
out was not to have a division on the question, but 
to postpone it. 

::\Ir. HA1\HLTON: That statement is utterly 
untrue. I simply stated that both sides of the 
House wished a count cut, because they were 
eick of the discussion, and they knew perfectly 
well that no other b1,1siness would be done. 

The SPEAKER: I will point out to hon. 
members who appear to have overlooked the 
ruie that no hon. member has a right to interrupt 
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anotherhon. member while he is speaking, even for 
correction, without his sanction. If an hon. mem
ber, in addressing the House, mak~; a statement 
which another hon. member wishes to correct, the 
proper time to make the correction is when the 
hon. member has finished his speech. 

The PREMIER: That is a rule which I am 
afraid is more honoured in the breach than in 
the observance. 

The SPEAKER : That is so ; but as some 
hon. members do not appear to be acquainted 
with the rule I mention it. 

Mr. UNMACK: I am not one of those who 
are given to making untrue statements, or to say 
what I am not perfectly satisfied upon, and I 
say again, and in all sincerity, that the hon. 
member for Cook, the Government "whip," told 
me that it was their intention that this resolu
tion should not go to a division at any time dur
ing this se;sion. It wa., to be postponed from 
week to week, or from month to month, and 
they were not going to take a division upon it. 
That I say distinctly and advisedly was the 
statement made to me. I at once said to hon. 
members on this , .. ide that if we lent ourselve' to 
a count out on this matter we should very justly 
lay ourselves open to the charge, on the part of 
the public and of the Prt:3s, and more especially 
of the Press of the Northern part of the colony, 
of wishing to shirk a vote upon this important 
subject. All I can say is that there is not a 
member on this side of the House who is not 
ready to vote upon this subject, and who has nc>t 
been ready to vote upon it weeks ago. \V e are 
ready to vote upon it without anv further dis
cussion. \V e wish it to be dist'inctly under
stood that we are not only willing but anxioue to 
vote upon this question, and to fulfil the pledaes 
we have made to vote against black labo~u·. 
\Ve are willing and anxious to do it. \V ell Sir 
the second trick that was played upon u; thi~ 
evening was this : \V e are in the habit of 
meeting after the adjournment for tea at about 
ten minutes past 7 o'clock, and members know
ing this generally come in at about five or eiaht 
1ninutes past 7. J3ut, thi.3 evening, no soo~er 
had you, Sir, resumed the chair with your usual 
punctuality at 7 o'clock, than the Government 
"whip" again called attention to the state of the 
House. There was not a quorum present then 
and it looks exceedingly strange that even ~ 
quarter of an hour or twenty minutes after the 
Government "whip" called attention to the state 
of the House there was not a single member of the 
Government on the Government benches. I say 
it does not look as if they intendei to carry this 
business through. Of course I accep't the 
Premier's denial that he did not know of this · 
but it looks very strange indeed that when thei;, 
own "whip" c.tlled attention to the state of the 
House there was not a single member of the 
Government present, and it was ten minutrs or a 
quarter of an hour bdore two of them tnrnecl 
up. I say it comes with very bad grace from the 
Minister for Mines and VVorks to accme the 
party on this side with wanting to play tricks. 
\Ve had no such intention. The question is too 
serious, of too great moment to the country, to 
attempt to. play tricks in connection with it. I 
never before heard of such a thing as the pro
poser and the supporters of a motion stone
walling that motion, ,as has been done to-night. 
I do not know what the object of it could have 
been. 

An HONOURABLE ME11IBER : You are only a 
new chum. 

Mr. UNMACK: ·whether I am a new chum 
or not I have the right to express my opinion 
here. It may be taken for whatever it is worth 
but I am not going to ask any hon. membe;, 
what I am to say or not to say. I intend to 

exercise my right of freedom of speech in this 
House in just the same manner as every other hon. 
member; and I say that although my experience 
in this House may be small, and although it mrry 
be a common occurrence here, I never before heard 
of members of any House stonewalling their 
own motion. It is a most extraorclin:try 
thing. \Ve on this side have been sitting here 
as vatiently as po·c.;ible the whole evening, wait
ing for the conclusion of this business, simply 
because we did not want to be under the im
putation that we would lend ourselves to a 
count out, and so that we should not be accused 
afterwards of being afraid of recording our 
votes against black labour. \V e are not afraid. 
\V e are willing to go to a vote now, if we are 
given the opportunity; but I am perfectly certain 
that no opportunity will be given this session to 
come to a vote upon this question. 

Mr. SAVERS said: Mr. Speaker,-I shall 
not detain the House many moments. A short 
time ago, when the hon. member for Mackay, 
:Mr. Dalrymple, was speaking, he said he was 
going to do as he thought fit in this House ; that 
he was going to delay the House as long as he 
plf'l.sed, if he considered it was for his interest 
or the interest of the people he represents. \V ell, 
Sir, I have been read a lecture to-night by the 
Minister for Mines and \Vorks, and I shall now 
give him a hit of my mind. The hon. gentle
man, in his usnal tricky way, and with a bit of 
a sneer--

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: You are not worth it. 

Mr. SA YERS : Before I sit down I think I 
will show the hon. member I am worth as much 
as he is. He said I was returned to this House 
by Sir Samuel Griffith. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: Chosen by him. 

Mr. SA YETIS: I can tell the hon. gentleman, 
in the presence of the leader of the Opposition, 
that I was never chosen by him. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
vVOHKS : The hon. ~entleman has misquoted 
me. As a per,onal explanation, I may tell him 
whttt I did say: I said that he wa' returned to 
this House, and that he was chosen by the 
leader of the Opposition as his "whip"-for, God 
knows what! 

Mr. SAYERS said: Mr. Speaker,-I may 
httve wrongly construed what the hon. gentleman 
said. I certainly understood him to fo:ty what I 
have stated. I can tell the hon. gentleman this, 
that I was returned to this House by twice as 
many votes as he was --

The PREl\HEit: I was returned without any 
votes at all. 

Mr. SA YBRS : And I was returned for the 
place which the Minister for Mines and \V orks 
wa" at one time returned for, but where he W'1S 

afterwards kicked out; and as long as he tries 
to insult me in this House, he will always get an 
answer for it. The hon. gentleman thinks him
self very clever, and I daresay, in the estimation 
of some hon. members opposite, he is very clever. 
But it is well known that when the House met 
to-night there was a very clever thing done. 
There was not a Minister in the House when the 
bell was rung to form a quorum. 

An HONOURABLE ME111BER: That has been said 
before? 

::llr. SA YERS : I may say it again. Hon. 
members on the other side have stated that they 
intend to say "'hat they think fit, and they were 
not called to order; but the Government are 
very quick to call hon. members on this side to 
order. It was plain to every person that when 



AdJournment. [30 AuGUST.] AdJournment. 1349 

the quorum bell was rutlg to-night there was not a 
Minister in his place. The first to cJme in was the 
Minister for Lands, some ten minutes or a quarter 
of an hour afterwards; and if the Government had 
wished to put this matter to a test, and redeem 
the pledges they aclmow ]edged having mad" to the 
country, they could have met the House, alld, I 
daresay, have brought pressure enough to bear 
upon members on their own side to have come to a 
division. They were able to bring pressure to 
bear on the Land Bill yesterday. The .:\Iinister 
for Mines and 1.Vorks then spoke, when we were 
discussing a vital clause of the Bill, about ;o 
much time being taken up, and so did the 
Premier ; but it appears that this question can 
take days and weeks to discuss. That is not 
dealing with the business of the Hatme. 

'fhe PRE.:\:IIER: That is not Government 
business. 

Mr. SA YERS : I do not know whose business 
it is, if it is not the business of the Government. 
If the Government wished to h8Ne this matter 
decided, th8re is no doubt they conld have done 
so ; bnt they do not wish it, and thev have suc
ceeded in defeating the amendment of the leader 
of the Opposition, so that it will not be decided 
this session. 

An HoNOURABLE ME}IllER : No ! 
Mr. SA YERS : The hon. gentlemftn says 

"no," but when this session is over he will find 
that such io the case, and I daresay he will be 
told about it. · 

Mr. LUYA said: Mr. Speaker,-I suppose, 
after the lecture that has been gi venme by the hon
member for Ipswich, Mr. Bar low, I ought to feel 
very much cast down ; but I can assure that hon. 
member that anything he may say, as far as my 
conduct is concerned, falls quite harmless-like 
water on a duck's back. 

Mr. BARLO\V: It is not so with your con
stituents. 

Mr. L UY A: I am quite able to :1nswer my 
constituents, and if the hon. member goes back 
to his constituents and co,n give ao good "' record 
of his votes as I can, he will be very lucky 
indeed. I may tell the hon. member-it is no 
secret in this House-that, when the time 
comes, I shall cdtainly vote agcdnst any black 
labour ; but I am not going to please hon. gen· 
tlemen opposite by voting for them on any 
amendments they may introduce. I shall 
please myself, and when the proper time 
comes, my vote will be fonncl on the ri"ht 
side at all events, and I shall give ~ny 
reasons for it before then. I hope to do 
so at any rate. I do not like to bring forward 
any personal mattero, but I would certainly 
advise the hon. member for Ipswich to keep on 
that cloak of humility which so '.'ell becomes 
him-that Uriah Heep kind of business. He 
has thrown it off for a few minntes, but I think 
it becomes him far better than aping the lecturer. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-When I 
first rose to speak I did so merely for the purpose nf 
giving the Minister for Mines and Works a little 
information, because he, not having been in the 
House the whole of the evening, did not appear 
to understand exactly what had taken place. 
However, other hon. members, abler than 
myself, have given him some information in 
that respect, and, I think, if thR hon. gentle
man takes all the circumstances into con
sideration, he must come to the conclusion 
that the charge made by him against hon. 
members on this side of the Hous·:, of being dis
orderly, was not justified. I will ask him to o·o 
back in his mind to the time, a few weeks ag~o, 
when the hon. member for Oxley, JYir. Grimes, 
was speaking on this subject, and to remember 
what was the action and the behaviour of mem-

bers on the Government bEmches and cross 
benches on that occasion. I undertake to say 
that everything that has been said on this 
side of the House, rolled up together, would 
not eqnftl the amount of interjections that 
came from the other side of the House, in 
the course of five minutes, on that occasion. 
If he excuces that, he ought not to blame us for 
the interjections that have t::tken place during the 
latter part of the evening. He told us just now 
that he believed the hon. member for Herbert 
Wtts sincere in his intention of cmning to a clivi .. 
sion to-night. I have been here all the evening 
in expectation of coming to a division; and I will 
now add a word or two to what has been said 
with regard to the attempt at a count out. 
\\Then the bell rang, and we were summoned 
to form a quorum, a qnorum was formed by 
members of the Opposition, and only three 
members on the other side-namely, the hon. 
member for Herbert, the hon. member for 
Buwen, and the hon. member for Cook. 

The JVIIl'\ISTER J<'OR MINES AND 
WORKS: ·what was the time? 

i.Ir. DRAKE: It was less than two minutes 
past 7 o'clock when attention was drawn to the 
state of the House; and it was most unpre
cedented to ( .tll attention to the state of the 
Home at that moment. I am not going to say 
that it was done with the connivance of the 
Government ; but I will say this : the hon. 

,member for Cook is an old parliamentarian, and 
has occupied the position of" whip" for his party 
for a long time; and I do not believe he would 
have taken the extraordinary course he took if 
he had thought he would give offence to his own 
party by doing so. I do not believe he would 
have taken such an extmordinarv course if 
he thought that in doing so he was running 
counter to the wishes of his own party. 
Since then we have been waiting to come to a 
division, and we have been very quietly 
listening to some very long speeches on the 
other side. 'fhe hon. member for Mackay, 
l'dr. Dalrymple, made a speech which was 
very interesting in some respects, but it was 
very long. It was "linked sweetness long 
drawn out." \Ve got to the end at last, and then 
the hon. member for Herbert purposely post
poned the further discussion of the motion to a 
day nearly a month bene~, when, in all human 
probability, it c.mnot po,,sibly come on for dis
cu,·,ion. The leader of the Opposition pointed 
out that there is no business down for next 
:Friday, and that it could be discussed and 
decided on that day; but on the motion to 
postpone the qnestion till a day on which 
it cannot come on, he was supported by the 
array of hon. members on the other side. Is 
not that significant? \Vith the exception of the 
three I have mentioned, not one of them was 
here to form a quorum, but when it comes to 
postponing the motion indefinitely the Govern
ment be>1ches m,, full. 

Mr. MURPHY said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
objrct of hon. members on the other side is to 
attempt to fasten upon us the stigma of wishing 
to break the pledges given to our constituents 
against black labour. I acknowledge that I was 
one of those who attempted to get a count ont 
to-day. I did so on the ground that I was sick 
and tired of the waote of timr resulting from the 
interminable discussion on the motion. 

Mr. DRAKE : There will be more now. 
The POB'f,C\U.STER-GEl'\ERAL: You said 

just now it would not come on again. 
JUr. M URPHY: I think there will yet bo 

more discussion, and that we shall come to a 
division on the questionafterthosehon. gentlemen 
who are supporting kanaka labour-and they are 
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quite right in doing so -have exhausted them
selves. So far as I am concerned, I ,;hall spt,ck 
to my constituents as well as hon. members on the 
other side. They know wlmt my views are and 
always have been on this question; they know 
that I have all cclong oppn>ed all fmm.s of Hack 
labour, and that I did all I could to abolish !Jh.ck 
labour when it wc.d employed by the squa tt ,rs in the 
West. I suppose I have by my action suffered more 
than any 1nan in the House, becautie was a. 
sugar planter myself, and had a large inttre .t in 
a sug.>r plantation all the time I perci.3tently 
opposed black labour. Having shown my con
Slste_ncy m that way, even to my own heavy loKS, 
I thmk I have proved that I am acting entirely 
from conviction. I know that the Govern
nlent were not in any \Vay conniving at the 
count out to-night. A small knot of us, in
cluding the "whip" of the party, put our heads 
together, and said, "\Ye will stop the discussion; 
we are sick of it; why shoulu we not a holi-
day this e\ening ?" And we with the 
assistance of some memlJerson the other side who 
were of the same opinion, thcct we would count 
the House out. I voted just now wit~ the hon. 
members representing the sugar planters out of 
pure courtesy to them to enable them to 
deal with the motion as the} like. I would 
do nothing to stifle discussion on an im
portant question like this. What does it 
matter to the country or to the House whether 
a vote is taken on the que<.tion or not? \Ye 
have had a dc,~laration by the Government that 
they will not renew the Polym ian Labourers 
Act, and that should be suflicient for every hon. 
member and for the country also. I can say, s.t 
all events, for myself and other hon. members on 
this side, that if the Government renew the 
Polynesian Labourers Act they will not occuvy 
these Treasury benches very mCtny hours 
afterwards. It is impossible that they can 
do it, and it is as well that the country 
should know that, no nmtter what hon. 
members on the other side may say. It is no 
use for them to try to fasten upon us the stigma 
of attempting to break our pledges, because 
we are as steadfast to them now as we were 
when they were made. The conrluct of hon. 
members on the other side in attempting to 
wilfully mislead the country upon this point., 
merely for a litl.le party trick in onlor to g<1in a 
little temporary advantage will ignon1iniouslv 
fail. The hon. members who ere supporting th"e 
n1otion have not been ~:}eaking for the purpo:se 
of appealing to the House, but in order to 
educate the pwlple of the colony upon this 
important question in the dire~tion of coloured 
labour. 

Mr. HAMILTON said: J',!:r. Spcaker,-<\s 
my name h.ks been freely bandied about this 
evening~ I have a fc\V \Yords to The hon. 
mem~er for Enoggem, in of denial ]Jnth 
of :Mmisters anrl myself, acting 
in collusion with the Governn10ntj the only 
reason the hon. rnernber gnse fnr that statement 
was that I, as an old parliamr ntarian, would not 
be likely to do anything to g·ive offence to the 
Government. Of course I would not like to do 
anything to give offence to anyone, so that 
ment falls to the ground. Since it has been 
that we do not vote on this question because 
we are afraid, I may state now that I am going 
to vote against black labour, therefore it cannot 
he said that I am afraid; and seeing that the 
Government have plainly expres·. 'd their vimv;; 
against it, it cannot hB said that they am afraid 
to vote. ·with reference to the trick, we are 
accused of, I may state that hon. members on 
both sides wished to have a count nut, and it 
would have taken place when the hon. mem
ber for South Brisbane was speaking-, only 
hon. members opposite said they did not 

want to act discourteously towarc1s the old 
man, and that they would wait until he had 
finished his speech. Th<et hon. g-entleman, how

attacker[ several hon. members on this side, 
then they would not hccve a cnnnt out 

until they had replied. \Vith regard to the 
ve.rsion of the hon. rnember for Toovvong) in the 
first it i~ not nsual for gentlmnen to repeat 

the House which are made 
I do not include the hon. 

n1em her for T{ ~owong in that category after 
his ccmduct to-night. JI!Ioreover, he stated what 
wa·; not true. I told him we were trying to 
have a count out, and asked him not to go into 
the House, and an hon. member on his own side 
also tried to persuade him, but I supr ose he 
"'mted to get his two guinw1s. I stated that 
hon. n1en1bers on this side, \vho were interested 
in the t:lugar indu.stry, were taking up private 
mem!Jers' days dav after dny, and that they 
intended doing so, the consequence being that 
no other private business could be proceeded 
with, and that we were sick of it. As some of 
those n1mnbers had expre.--·.ed their intention of 
speaking night -,fter night upon the su!Jject, as 
it \VB,s of great importance to them, and as they 
v. ished to educate the people, hon. members on 
Loth sirles, in onler to prevent that, wished. 
to have a count out. The hon. member for 
Toowon~ stated that th0y intended keeping the 
Housenightafternight, therebyconveyingthe im
pression that it was the Government who intended 
doing so. I have not acted in collusion with the 
Government in this matter at all. The count 
out was agreed upon, but the leader of the 
Opposition came in afterwards, and hon. mem~ 
bers opposite who had agreed to the pro
posal, when they found that he objected, in 
a most docile manner agreed to keep a House, 
and the consequence is that we have had some 
very interc.sting speeches. \Vith regard to the 
attempted count out after tea, when I called your 
: ttention, Sir, to the fact that no quorum was 
pre:tent, I alone was responsible for it, as I spoke 
to no one of my intention. I was sick of the dis
CU' ~ion, and v anted to go and enjoy myself in
"tead of sitting here till 12 o'clock, as I have 
done. :Many hon. members on the other side are 
simply mad because they have been licked on the 
division which took place, and the leader 
of the Opposition has endeavoured to misre
present the action taken by several hon. 
members on this side. The hon. member 
who brought on this motion wished to fix 
the resnmption of the debate for ;c certain date; 
then the leader of the Opposition moved that 
the debate should he resumed on another day, 
but hon. members on this side thoug-ht that the 
hon. member who brought the motion in should 

his own time. The leader of the Opposition 
stated thcct the hon. me m her does not 

iuteud bringing nn this d]scus-.;ion again, but 
time will show that that statement is just as 
untrue ns the other statement,; have been. I 
die! not tell anyone that I was going to try and 
get a count out after te:>, for fear that there 
might be cc tmitor, who would let my intention 
be known, so I quietly came in and called 
attention to the state of the House, and there 
would have been a count ont had it not been 
for the presence of two members on this sirl.; of 
the House. 

J\Ir. GllDI:ES said: Mr. Speaker,-The hon. 
member for Barcoo in explaining the reason why 
he voted on the last occasion explained that it 
was out of courtesy to the hon. member who 
brought this motion forward. It seems to me 
that in giving that as his reason he was very 
inconsistent, because he also said that he 
had attempted to have a count out in con· 
junction with the hon. member for Cook. 
Certainly that does not appear to show any 
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great courtesy to the hon. member who in
troduced the motion. I rose principoJly, how
ever, to corroborate the statement made by the 
hon. merr1ber for Toowong wlth reference to the 
tricky attempt to misl----td hon. members on the 
Or; position side of the House. There was a dis
tinct attempt to mislead us, as it was repres::nted 
to us that it was arranged by both sides of theHnuse 
that there should be a count out this evening. 
'rhe hon. member for Cook, the Government 
"whip," came to me and wante,d me to stay out
side the House so that there could be a count out. 

The l\Hl'\ISTER FOR MI::iES AND 
"WORKS called attention to the state of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER said : There being no quorum 
present, the House stands adjourned until 
Monday next. 

The House adjourned at ten minutes to 12 
o'clock. 
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