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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Thursday, 26 September, 1889. 

Brisbane Sanitary Contracts Committee-refusal of 
witness to give evidence.-Drew Pension Bill­
third rt:ading.-The Sugar Industry.-Message from 
the Legislative Council-Day Dawn Freehold Gold­
~lining Company's Railway BilL-Supreme Court 
Bill-l'esumption of committee-re-committaL­
Supply-revenue and expenditure accounts.­
.A.djournment. 

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

BRISBANE SANITARY CONTRACTS 
COMMITTEE. 

REFUSAL OF WITNESS TO GIVE EVIDENCE. 
Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-As chair 

man of the select committee appointed to inquire 
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into the sanitary contracts for the city of Brisbane, 
I have to submit the following letter to the 
House:-

"Legislative Assembly, 
"Committee Room, No. 1, 

"26 September, 1889. 
"To the Hou. the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly 

of Queensland. 
"SIR, 

"In compliance with a l'esolntion in that behalf 
:Pa;,sed by the select commiLtee appointed on 8th 
August, 1889, to inquire into any sanitary contracts that 
have been made with the municipal authorities of 
North and South Brisbane during the last five years, 
the powers of whiuh committee were enlarged by a 
resolution of the House on 28th August, 1889, and in 
accordance with the 4-1th section of the Collstitution 
Act of 1867, I beg to report that the committee had 
under examination ::\Ir. George Dobbyn, and required 
him to produce all contracts between Dobbyn and Co. 
and the municipal authorities of X01·th Brisbane, 
books of account, statements of accounts, butts of 
cheques, bank pass books, letters, and other docu­
ments relating to the contracts, or relating to the 
disposal of any moneys received by the r~1ntractors 
under the contracts, or relating to any moneys 
expended under the contracts in the performance of 
the contracts. The 'vitness refused to produce any 
documents relating to the matters and things herein­
before recited, and refused to answer certain tlnestions 
put to him by the committee. He gave as his reasons 
for such refusals, that he was the representative of his 
father, 'Villiam Dobbyn, who is the sanitary contractor, 
and is now absent from this colony, and that the pro­
duction of documents and the answers to questions 
would involve matters of his father's private business. 
I enclose extracts from tile minutes of his evidence 
taken this day. 

" I have the honour to be, Sir, 
"Your obedient servant, 

"A. H. BAR LOW, 

"Chairman of the said Select Committee." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GIUFFITH said: 
Mr. Speaker,-This i" a matter of privilege. I 
do not know whether the head of the Govern­
ment proposes to take any action in regard to it. 
It is his duty, as the leader of the House, to take 
action, or, if he is not prepared to d<J so now, to 
move that the matter be taken into consideration 
at a future date. If the hon. gentleman is not 
prepared to take action at once, he can move 
that the matter be taken into consideration to­
morrow, to take precedence of other business. 

The PREMIER (Hon. B. D. Morehead) said: 
Mr. Speaker,-That is the course I propose to 
take. I do not think the House is seized of 
sufficient information to take action with regard 
to the matter. The hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Barlow, and the shorthand writer in charge 
of select committees called at my office this after­
noon, and stated that some witness-Dobbyn, I 
think-had refused to give evidence before a select 
committee of the House after having been 
smumoned in the proper way, and asked me 
what action I should take in the matter. I 
inquired from the shorthand writer, Mr. Byrne, 
what was the nature of the occurrence, and J\Ir. 
Byrue told me that he had nt't yet transcribed his 
shorthand notes. Unless the House knows exactly 
the nature of the questions asked, and the whole 
facts of the case, I do not think we can come to 
any decision on the matter; but I am quite 
prepared to accept the suggestion of the leader 
of the Opposition, aud I therefore move that the 
consideration of the matter reported to the House 
by the hon. member for Ipswich stand an Order 
of the Day for to-morrow to take ]Jrecedence of 
all other business. 

Question put and ]Jassed. 

Mr. STEVENS said: Mr. Speaker,-! would 
ask the Premier whether the papers in connec­
tion with this matter will be printed and circu­
l;:~ted among hon. members? 

The PREMH~R said: Mr. Speaker,-In reply 
to the hon. member ·I rnay state that all the 
information in the possession of the House will 
be printed aud circulated with the papers to­
n1orrow morning. 

DREW PENSION BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, this Bill 
was read a third time, passed, and ordered to be 
transmitted to the Legislative Council for their 
concurrence, by n1essage in the usual form. 

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

resumption of adjourned debate on Nlr. Cowley's 
motion,-" That, in the opinion of this House, it 
is desirable, early next session, to adopt some 
nwans for encouraging the sugar industry ;'' 
upon which Sir Samuel Griffith had moved by 
way of amendment,-" That the following words 
be inserted after the word 'means '-'not in­
volving a re-opening of the coloured-labour 
question;'" upou which Mr. Paul had moved, 
" That the proposed amendment be amended by 
the addition thereto of the words-' otherwise 
than an extension of the Polynesian Labourers 
Act for five years,'" 

Mr. LITTLE said: Mr. Speaker,-As I 
moved the adjournment of the debate on this 
question, I claim the right to give an explanation 
of my views on it. I wiil not detain the House 
very long. This motion has nothing to do with 
coloured labour. It does not touch the fringe or 
edge of it. If it did I should oppose it. It is 
simply a fair, just and honest motion. "When 
the motion was last discussed we were told that 
nearly one·sixth of the population were depen­
dent upon this industry for their living. I am a 
working man myself, ctnd I dare not go back to my 
constituency and say I opposed this motion, 

HoNOURABLE ME11IBERS on the Opposition side : 
Oh l oh! 

Mr. LITTLE : It is all very well to say 
"Oh." "Wait until I have done. I think it is 
the duty of every member of this House to 
thoroughly understand the position of the labour 
market at this moment. I am acquainted with 
the manager of the Valley Railway, and he 
told me recently that when he required 
twelve men a short time ago, 600 men applied 
for the work-men who wanted to earn their 
living, working men, and not street loafers. 
I see every morning congregated round the 
Colonial Secretary's Office, and at the corner 
of George street, and near the Teleg1•aph and 
Com·ie?" offices, numbers of men who are uot 
street loafers, but men who are actually anxious 
to earn their living, and who are vrepared to do 
anything at a small wage. Now, what will 
become of those 60,000 people who are to be 
knocked off when the sugar industry does not 
exist. I think it is the bounden duty of every 
member of this House to think of them. That is 
whv I came here. No member was sent here to 
destroy that industry. I shall not do it, and I 
dare not go back to my constituents and say that 
I voted against the motion of the hon. m em her 
for Herbert. There is no coloured labour attached 
to it. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition 
side: Oh l oh l 

Mr. LITTLE: It is all very well for the 
leader of the Opposition and the "push" behind 
him to sa.y " Oh l oh l" The leader of the Op­
position ought to know. No m'l.n knows better, 
that if you send these men adrift they have 
nowhere to go. They cannot go to Brisbane. 'l.'he 
pastoral ]Jroperties and the mines are fully 
manned, and what is to become of these people? 
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They must go to gaol ; nothing else. I am telling 
the truth, and I hope that if there is a division 
to-night on this motion it will be carried by a 
large majority. I will take particular care that 
I remember every name of every man who voteq 
against the motion; and, mark my words, I will 
be a thorn in his sii!e some of these days. I will 
do all I CJ,n to keep him out of this. I will not 
detfdn the House any longer. I can stay here as 
long as you like. I can camp here if there is to 
be any stonewalling. 

Mr. LUY A said: Mr. Speaker,-I wish to 
make a few remarks upon this motion before the 
House. I will not detain the House very long, 
and I hope we shall come to the end of it, because 
it is assuming an octopus-like proportion and is 
swallowing up everything else. The motion of 
th.e hon. member for .Herbert, Mr. Oowley, is, 
without a doubt, as It appears on the notice 
paper, one of the most innocent-l~oldng- motions 
that could be brought forward. It says :-

" That, in the opinion of this House, it i.s desirable 
early next session, to adopt some means for encourag­
ing the sugar industry." 
We may say the same of nearly every industry 
in the colony at the present time; and I sav that 
if the State is to put itself out of its vray to 
encourage one industry, there is quite as niuch 
justice in asking the House to relieve any other 
industry that may be suffering from depression. 
I say that motion as it appears on the paper is 
very innocent, but its innocence has disappeared 
to those who have sat here and listened to 
the speeches with which it has been supported. 
The cloak has fallen clean away from it and 
we have got at it in its naked truth, and 
can see exactly what it is intended to mean. It 
s undoubtedly intended to mean an extension of 

kanaka labour, and for that reason I shall most 
certainly oppose it. I shall oppose it because my 
memory is not so short but that I can remember 
tbat within a few years two general elections have 
taken place in this country, that this was a pro­
minent question at both of them, and that at both 
the electors of this colony by overwhelmin~ 
majorities pronounced against the employment of 
a:ry black or alien _labour in this colony. They de­
Cided that Australia should be for the Australians 
Queensland for Queenslanders, and that thi~ 
should be a land for white men. I am not a 
convert to those views or to that line of thinkino­
as I have always entertained such views an"J 
have advocated inside and outside of this House 
that, no matter what sacrifice we make, this land 
must. be retaine4 for our fellow countrymen. 
Holdmg those v1ews I shall vote against the 
motion of the hon. member for Herhert. Then we 
come to the amendment of the hon. leader of 
the Opposition to insert the words " not in­
volving a re-opening of the coloured labour 
que,~tion, ''after the word "means" in the original 
motron. That amendment looks very simple also 
but there is something under it as well. Any 
m!1n reading the original motion might say, ""r 
w!ll vote for that, as I believe in relieving any 
industry," and he might say the same for the 
amendment, because it provides that there shall 
not be a re-opening of the coloured labour 
question. Looking at them together in that way 
any man. might vote for both conscientiously ; 
but loolnng at them as I do, a,nd holding the 
views I hold, there is good reason for votin" 
against both. I have not forgotten the Amended 
Immigration Act of 1882 and the way it was intro­
duced, and the attempts made under it to introduce 
a low class cheap labour into this colony. The 
idea was to introduce what has been ca,lled a 
"servile" class of labour, but what I call a cheap 
class of labour, from European countries, who 
would cut under our own countrvmen out here 
and reduce wages, and, in my opinion that class 
of labour is as much to be dreaded as' any. No 

doubt if we were to flood the place with cheap 
labour from the south of Europe, wages in the 
colony would be materially reduced as a natural 
consequence. In introducing the Act of 1882, 
the leader of the Opposition, who was then 
Premier, admitted that it would tend to reduce 
the rate of wages in the colony. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I do 
not think I did anything of the sort. 

Mr. LUYA: I read it only yesterday, and I 
am pretty clear on that point. He said it 
would tend to reduce the rate of wages, and 
anything that will tend to reduce the rate of 
wages should meet with the consistent opposition 
of every man who has the interests of this colony 
a,t heart. All colonists, who take any interest 
in colonial affairs, must know that low wages 
mean bad times, and high wages mean good times, 
and the lower the scale of workmen's wages the 
worse for business all round. I shall therefore vote 
aga,inst the amendment of the leader uf the Opposi­
tion for the reason that it will tend toreducetherate 
of wages. The amendment merely says, " not 
involving a reopening of the coloured labour 
question," but if it had gone on to provide that 
the means shouH not involve the introduction of 
any class of clwap labour I should support it. 
As it stands now I shall vote against it, because 
I shall not be a party under any cloak whatever 
to the introduction of any form of low class 
labour, to work any industry in Queensland, 
whether the sugar industry or any other. I 
come now to the last amendment, and it is almost 
too ridiculous to discuss. It proposes an addition 
to the first amendment or the words : "Other­
wise tlian an extension of the Polynesian 
Labourers Act for five years." I do nut think 
we need discuss that, and I am fully convinced 
that the House will not entertain it at all. It is 
hardly necessary for me to say I shall vote 
against it. I would willingly vote for the first 
amendment if it provided for the exclusion of all 
kinds of cheap labour-if it excluded all labour 
but that we are at present getting into the 
country from the home market. That would be 
a very different thing, but as the amendment 
now stands, it might mean the introduction of 
:iYialtese or Basques or labourers from the various 
islands of the south of Europe, and they would 
all be equally undesimhle. I trust the question 
will be settled this afternoon for good, and I 
shall myself vote against the original motion and 
the amendments. 

Mr. JOHDAN said : Mr. Speaker,-! have 
spoken upon the question before, but not upon 
the last amendment, and I rise to say I think 
my colleague in the representation of South 
Brisbane has made a mistake in his references 
to the Act of 1882. I say that the Hon. Sir 
Samuel Griffith did not introduce that Act with 
a view of introducing cheap European labour, 
nor did he say anything- in his speech, in intro­
ducing the measure, to that effect. If I remember 
rightly, it was in this way: When the Bill was 
nnr1er discussion, son1e ho.r:. tneinbers, who were 
then on this side of the House, and especially 
those now sitting Lm the Treasury benches­
objecting, no doubt, to the sub,titution of 
European for coloured labour, because that party 
was always in favour of black labour until 
recently-said the effect of the Bill would be to 
introduce a considerable number of labourers 
from the Continent, at a very low price. Sir 
Samuel Griffith rejoined that he did not intend 
that to be the effect; but even if it were, it 
would he better than inundating the colony 
with coolies, or other forms of black labour. 
I think that if my hon. colleague looks again he 
will see that is exactly what the Hon. Sir. 
Samuel Griffith said. I spoke on that occasion 
too, and I think the hon. gentleman approved of 
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what I said--that there was no intention on the 
part of the Government to introduce a system of 
cheap labour from the Continent ; and I further 
went on to say, as I have stated in some of the 
rubli? addresses I have given during the elections, 
that tf the sugar planters had a regular supvly 
of European labour-especially British labour­
they would do very much better than with 
colomed labour, because I believed from what I 
knew of emigration from Great Britain during 
my experience for six years, that '1 very great 
number of highly eligible working men, ac­
customed to labour in the fields and out of doors, 
would be only too glad to come out to Queens­
land under prover regulations, and under written 
agreement& to serve for one or two years at His. 
a ~eek, with the addition of rations, which 
ra.twns would cost at least 7 s. or Ss. a week. 
That is a very different thing. I am sure great 
numbers of the best kind of labourers in Great 
Britain would be only too glari to come out under 
written agreements of that kind. I know there 
is a very desirable class of people in England 
who would come here were it not that they are 
!'fraid of the uncertainty of getting employment 
m the colony. Quite enough was said both 
by myself and others to show that the late Go­
vernment had no idea of introduciniT cheap 
European labour. I think the leade; of the 
Opposition fully endorsed what l said on that 
occasion. It has been reiterated repeatedly that 
the Act of 1884, amending the Act of 1882, 
which first provideri for European labour being 
obtained under contract, was introduced for the 
purpose of inundating the colony with what were 
spoken of as "German coolies," and with. cheap 
labour. We deny that entirely ; and I believe 
every member on this side of the House fully 
understood that there was no such intention on 
the part of the Government. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
speeches delivered upon this very important 
queRtion, so far as they have come from those in 
favour of the extension of the Polynesian 
Labourers Act, may be divided into two parts­
the first dealing with the very laboured argu­
ments used to prove the actual truth. It is 
strange that so much trouble should have been 
taken to prove the incontestible truth of the 
great importance of the sugar industry, as if 
such proof was required. Then another strange 
thing in connection with this question is that 
the Government have not come forward them­
selves with some definite proposal. The subject 
being of such immense importance, and the 
Government having been chieflv returned to 
power by the vote of those intet:ested directly 
or _indirectly in this industry, it was and is 
their duty to come forward with some pro­
posal to meet the difficulty. That there is a 
difficulty no one doubts. I drew attention on 
the very first day of the session to the fact that 
it almost looked as if the Government were 
afraid to touch the question. We see the great 
importance attached to this or any other branch 
of industry in Continental countries and in 
America. There the Governments have devoted 
millions of money, and have enacted special 
legislation, to assist the various industries, and 
pa\ticu!arly t!:'e sugar industry; but the only 
legtslatwn whiCh takes place here, as well as in 
the other sugar-growing colonies of the British 
Empire, is to favour the capitalists and make their 
schemes easy. The whole of their schemes con­
sists chiefly in class legislation and in the 
introduction of cheap coloured labour-to intro­
duce slavery as ne'l.rly as the laws of the land 
will allow, because coloured labour is slavery 
in every respect but name. These sugar growers 
have mad<: use of an inferior class of people, 
and explmted them by trading upon their 
ignorance; and with the products, they have 

exploited civilised societies. It has been really 
exploitation all round; but it has been carried on 
in such a reckles,, manner that they have more or 
less come to grief. It is idle at this time of the day 
to suppose for one moment that the sugar industry 
can be helped by fresh legislation favouring the 
introduction of cheap coloured labour. The time 
for that is past, and the sooner those interested 
in the industry make up their minds to this fact 
the better for themselves. When they come to 
face the question I hope they will face it in the 
way it can be faced. It cannot be supposed that 
the Continental countries and America are so 
ill-informed that they do not know what to do. 
They have brought the cultivation of the beet· 
root for the manufacture of sugar to such a state 
of perfection that they have almost ruined the 
industry in places where it is carried on by means 
of coloured labour. If the sugar industry were 
cared for in an intelligent way, I can see no 
reason why it should not hold its own. Some people 
argue tbat the bounties given by Continental 
nations to the sug«r industry are a grievous 
tax upon the people of those countries, and that 
they favour Great Britain by supplying that 
country with cheap sugar at the expense of the 
Continental taxpayers. If that were so the 
countries affording that support to the sugar 
industry would long ago have been ruined ; but 
the longer they go on with this aosistance to the 
industry the more they seem to thrive, and it 
rertuires the very superstitious brain of a free· 
trader to come to the conclusion that it is suicidal 
to those countries. The Continental powers 
give a bonus of from £2 to £5-and I believe 
even up to £8-on every ton of sngar exported. 
With the advance of science the people in those 
countries mana[(e to get very much more sugar 
out of the beetroot than they did formerly. 
In effect the apparent drawback is a very heavy 
and powerful bonus, which appears to come out 
of the pockets of the people. But the Govern­
ment simply takes that money-the bonus-out 
of one pocket and puts it into the other. Tha 
money remains in the country. This system not 
only keeps the money in their own country, but, 
in addition to that, the price at which the sugar 
is sold for is added to it, and the whole of this 
money is circulated in the country. Though it 
may appear on one side a taxation, on the other 
side the whole of the money, with the exception 
of a small percentage to thP dealers in sugar, is 
circulated again among the people ; and, what is 
a very important feature, it is circulated at 
a time when there is absolutely no other employ­
ment in the country. Most of it is spent in the 
winter time. I can see no difficulty, if we choose 
to face the question in an intelligent manner, why 
the sugar industry should not be brought into a 
state of greater prosperity than ever it has been 
before by means of a bonus. I am not afraid to 
acknowledge the necessity of a bonus, because I see 
the importance of it, and the profit it will he to the 
State. There is any amount of room for taxa­
tion. There is no country on the face of the 
earth so well able to pay a bonus on the sugar 
industry as we are, because there is no other 
country with a civilised taxpaying population 
where cane sugar can be produced. The Crown 
colonies of Great Britain, where they legislated 
from the beginning entirely in the interests of 
the sugar industry and of capital, and passed all 
sorts of enactments for the introduction of cheap 
coloured labour, are in such a very bad condition 
that they do not know what to do. The coloured 
population is fast growing; the revenue isdecreasR 
ing, and the white population is decreasing. And 
the coloured labourer, when once emancipated, 
will not touch sugar again. The idea of being 
employed in sugar reminds him too much of his 
former slavery. In no country do working men 
like to slave themselves in order to grind out 
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dollars for their rich employers. To say that 
coloured labour is necessary to perform those 
duties which the European cannot and will not 
perform, is idle. The Government have abolished 
the tax on beer; that alone would bring in 
£30,000; and there should be no difficulty in 
taxing tobacco and spirituous liquors to the 
extent of another £50,000 at least. That would 
give an ample revenue to pay a bonus of 
£2 or £3 on every ton of sugar exported, 
being the produce of white labour, and white 
labour only. That would make the produc­
tion of sugar bv white labour profitable. It 
would be chiefly produced by farmers who, 
of course, cannot engage in the production of 
sugar in such a wholesale manner as the capi­
talist with his 800 ''r 1,000 acres under cane. 
This large production is a thing of the past. It 
does not pay any more, and I am very glad it 
does not. Farming by the white farmer using 
his own labour always pays, while planting on a 
large scale by the capitalist with his nigger will 
not. Therefore, I contend that the Government 
are neglecting their duty entirely in not coming 
forward with a bold measure. Even if they 
were defeated npon it, they could retire from 
office with honour to themselves ; whereas if 
they shirk the question, either from cowardice 
or from free-trade prejudice, they will go down 
with a dishonoured political record, as sure 
as the day. As to the speeches that have 
been made in favour of coloured labour, they 
are very old friends. They are plagiarisms 
of spePches made many years ago in favour of 
slavery. The other day I came across a speech 
reported to have been made 200 years ago at 
Algiers, which is identical with one made 100 
years ago in America defending slavery; and I 
have yet to hear any speech in favour of this 
black labour which is not, in effect, a speech in 
favour of slavery. The speech delivered at 
Algiers to which I have referred is so much like 
some of the speeches we have lately heard on 
this quei.tion that it will be interesting to the 
House if I read it, in order that it may appear in 
H ansard. It is said to have been delivered in 
Algiers when they wanted to pnt down piracy 
and slavery, and it begins:-

"Allah Bismillah ! etc. God is great, and Mahomet 
is His prophet." 

We have only to say "Money is his prophet," 
because a sugar planter said to me at the begin­
ning of this session, ''\V e do not work from 
sentimentality; what we want is to make money." 
It was an hon. member of this House who said 
that. Never mind the country; never mind the 
future; only let us make money. That is iden­
tical with what the planters said in the 
Crown colonies-they wanted to make money. 
Those colonies are not fit for white civilisation, 
and the Imperial Government does not know 
what to do with them. They are a burden on 
their hands; so much so that a considerable 
number of stutesmen question the continuance of 
the colonial policy any longer. Is that the way 
in which a great empire manages its affairs? If 
Great Britain chooses to make herself a police­
man for the capitalist that is no reason why the 
colonies should do so. This speech goes on :-

"Have these Erika considered the consequences of 
granting their petition? If we close our cruises 
amongst the Christians, how shall we be furnished with 
the commodities their countries produce, and which are 
so necessary for us? If we forbear to make slaves of 
their people, who in this hot climate are to cnlt1vate 
our lands? V{ho are to perform the common labours 
of our city, and in our families? Must we not then be 
our own slaves? And is there not more compa~sion 
and more favour due to us as Mussulmen than to these 
Christian dogs? We have now above 50,000 slaves in 
and nea.r Algiers. This number, if not kept up by fresh 
supplies, will soon diminish and be gradually annihi­
lated. If we then cease taking and plundering the 

infidel ships, and making slaves of seamen and passen­
gers, our lands will become of no value for want of 
cultivation." 
Exactly what has taken place in the North. It 
has been made out that the lands and property 
of the planters are of no value, because they can­
not get any more slaves. 

"The rents of houses in the city ~ill sink one-half, 
and the revenue of Government arising from the share 
of prizes be totally destroyed. And for what? to gratify 
the whims o! a whimsical sect, who would have us not 
only forbear making more slaves, but even to manumit 
those we have. But who is to indemnify their 
masters for the loss? Will the State do it? Is 
our 'rreasurv sufficient? ·vnn the Brika do it? Can 
they do it? or would they, to clo what they think 
justice to the slaves, do a greater injustice to the 
0\vners? And it we set our slaves free, what is to be 
done with them ? Few of them will return to their 
countries; they know too well the hardships they must 
there be subject to; they will not embrace our holy 
religion; they will not adopt our manners; our people 
will not pollute themselves by intermarrying with 
them ; must we maintain them as beggars in our 
streets, or suffer our properties to be the prey of their 
pHlage? for men accuston1ed to slavery will not 
work for a livelihood when not compelled. And what 
is there so pitiable in their present condition P 
·were they not slaves in their O"\Yll countries r Are 
not Spain', Portugal, France, and the Italian States 
governed by despots, who hold all their subjects in 
slavery, without exceiJtion ? Even England treats its 
sailors as slaves ; for they are. whenever the Govern­
ment pleases, seized, and confined in ships of war, con­
demned not only to work, but to fight, for small wages, 
or a mere subsistence, not better than onr slaves are 
allowed by us. Is their condition then made worse by 
their railing into our hands? ~"'"o; they have only 
exchanged one slavery for another, and I may say a 
better, for here they are bronght into a land where the 
sun of Islamism gives forth its light, and shines in full 
splendour, and they have an opportunity of making 
themselves acquainted with the true doctrine~, and 
thereby saving their immortal souls." 

They in those days showed even more considera­
tion and compassion for their slaves than our 
planters ha "e done. Very few planters care 
anything for the immortal souls of their dark 
brethren, whom they employ as slaves. It has 
been said that those islanders who remain in 
their islands do not get civilised, and therefore 
it is far better that they should come here ; 
but although some of them return here and 
re-engage with the sue;ar planters, it is not 
because they are happier here. It is because, 
hadng been away from their islands for two 
or three ypars, on returning they find all their 
family relations and ties broken up; they 
h:we acquired new habits, and find themselves 
strangers in the land of their birth. Mi;;erable 
as they were here, they find themselves more 
miserable there, and in order to escape from 
that misery they come here again. There is no 
other course open for them to pursue; they 
cannot help themselves. I will proceed with the 
quotation. 

"Those who remain at home have not that hnppiness. 
Sending the slaves home then W( uld be sending them 
from light into darkness~ I repeat the question, \vhat 
is to become of them? I have heard it suggested that 
they may be planted in the wilderness, where there is 
plenty of land for them to subsist oh, and where they 
mny flourish as a free state; but they are, I doubt, too 
little disposed to labour without compulsion, as well as 
too ignorant to establish a good government, and the 
wild Arabs would soon mole~t and destroy or enslave 
them. ·w,..hile serving us, we take care to provide them 
with everything, and they are tre:1.ted with humanity.'' 

In that respect chattel slavery is infinitely 
preferable to the white slavery of the capitalist. 
The exploiting capitalists cann~t exist .::xcept 
they exist by slavery, and the white sl,ve m the 
present century is ten times worse off than the 
chattel slave of the past. Chattel slavery carried 
with it the responsibility of maintaining the 
slave ; but w]Jite ~la very by capita!is.t~ does not 
carry with It any such responsibility. The 
capitalist buys his slave for the day, and when 
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he has no further use for him caRts him off again ; 
he is no longer responsible. The labourer in 
these days is just as effectively exploited as the 
chattel slave was in the past; and when the 
labourer has no opportunity of earning his 
living he is cast off as a pauper, and has to be 
maintained by the rest of the country for the 
benefit of exploiting capitalists. 

<~The labourers in their own country a.re, as I am 
well informed, 'verse fed, lodged, fmd clothed. The con~ 
dition of most of them is thcreford already mended, 
and requires no further improvement. Here their lives 
are in safety. They are not liable to be bnprcs:'ed for 
soldiers and forced to cut one another's Christian throats 
as in the wars of their own countries. If some of the 
religious mad bigots, who now tease us with their silly 
petitions, have in a fit of blind zeal freed their slaves, it 
was not generosity, it was not humanity that moved 
them to action ; it was from the conscious burthen of a 
load of sin, and a hope from the supposed merits of so 
good a work, to be excused from damnation." 

I have often heard the arguments which fell from 
those who are against the introduction of black 
labour stigmatised in the same way-in the 
identical words. 

a How grossly are they mistaken to suppose slavery 
to be disallowed by the Alcoran. Are not the two pre­
cepts, to quote no more-' :n.insters, treat your sla\es 
with kindness; slaves, serve your masters -\\•ith cheer­
fulness and fidelity '~clear 11roof to the contrary P Nor 
can the plunderers of infidels be in that sa~red book 
forbidden, since it is well known from it that God has 
given the world, and all it contains, to his faithful 
Mussulmen, who are to enjoy it of right as fast as they 
conquer it."' 

Identically the words we heard this very day. 
Thus the greedy, crafty, grasping capita.list 
secures the land, the birthright of the people, 
and holds it and enjoys it. 

"Let us hear no more of this detestable proposition, 
the manumission of Christian slaves, the adoption of 
which would by depreciating our lands and houses, and 
thereby depriving so many good citizens of their 
properties, create universal disc>ontent, and provoke 
insurrection to the endangering of the Government, 
and producing general confusion. I have therefore 
no doubt but this wis.e counsel will prefer the comfort 
and happiness of the whole nation of true believers. to 
the whim of a few Erlka, and dismiss their petition." 

That is exactly what is said here, that by doing 
away with this slavery we are driving capital out 
of the country, and depreciating the lands of the 
North which were monopolised in such a reckles~ 
manner for what was called ''settlement." But 
it was no settlement. When the Sir Thomas 
Mcilwraith Administration was in power before, 
they boasted that they were kept in power by 
the reckle8s squandering of the public lands. 
And what is the consequence? These lands are 
now locked up, and anyone who wants to settle 
on the land has to go into the mountains, which 
are very difficult of access. I hope the Govern­
ment will take wise counsels and have sufficient 
courage not to allow this im pm·tant sugar industry 
to succumb, but assist it by giving those engaged 
in it a bonus if the sugar is grown by white 
labour. Such a bonus need not be any tax on 
the community, except on tho8e people who 
ought to be taxed. The whole of the bonus 
can be squeezed out of the consumers of drink. 
If the Governm<nt bring forward a measure 
having that object in view they will have the 
hearty support on this side of the House. 
At any rate, if they will introduce a scheme 
to raise sufficient money by means of a tax 
on drink to pay a b~nus on sugar grown 
by white labour, it will have my best sup­
port. I have shown, I think, that many of the 
speeches delivered in fa.vour of black labour are 
a plagiarism on what has been said hundreds of 
years ago on the same subject. If the Govern­
ment will not take wise counsels on this matter 
the industry cannot prosper as it should, but 
will become ~ thing of the past. Sugar, as well 
as other agncultural vroducts, will have to be 

produced by the farmer, and not by the exploiting 
capitalist. Let the c1pitalist employ his money 
in the manufacturing and commercial part of the 
business, and let the farmer cultivate the land 
and grow the cane. If the capitalist will do this, 
and give facilities for settling farmers on their 
lands, and use their sugar mills as central mills, 
I have no doubt that with a little judicious assist­
ance from the Government the sugar industry will 
in the future prosper more than it h"s done 
in the past. Any measure that has for its object 
the encouragement of the sugar industry in the 
North, not involving the introduction of cheap 
coloured labour, will have my hearty support. 
As to the difficulty of getting agricultural 
labourers from the Continent of Europe, I would 
point out that good agricultural labourers are 
scarce in any country, and no country likes the 
beqt part of its population to go away. I do not 
say that the Germans or the Danes are better 
than the EngliBh, but I say that the Germans 
have earned the good name they bear because 
the population is chiefly composed of agricultural 
ln,bourers. If the immigrants who come here 
from Great Britain were chiefly of that class 
they would be 'imilarly spoken of. Agricul­
turists, as a rule, are the best citizens you can 
obtain in any country, and if the settlemAnt of 
the land had not been so grievously retarded 
here by land-grabbers this colony would be in a 
far more prosperous condition than it is at the 
present time. 

::Y1r. ADAMS saiO.: Mr. Speaker,-In speak­
ing to the amendment I may say that I was 
gratified with the speech delivered by the hon. 
member who has just sat down, for he sees, as 
some members on the hon. member's side do not 
see, that the sugar industry of Queensland will 
be swept out of existence unless something is 
done to assist it. The planters do not ask for 
pecuniary assbtance. All they ask for is labour, 
reliable labour, and that labour is about to be 
stopped. It has been frequently stated in this 
House that the five years' extension of the period 
for the introduction of Polynesians which is 
asked for by the planters means really a longer 
period. I do not think it does. In a country 
like this the soil has to be prepared before 
machinery can be used in its cultivation, and for 
that work cheap, reliable manual labour is 
required, especially in the North. A few weeks 
ago the hon. member for South Brisbane, Mr. 
Jordan, in speaking on this question, said:-· 

"A great deal has been said during this debate to 
prove the importance of the industry by what to me 
seems a curious proce>-s of argumentation. Some "7,000 
black men are employed on the plantation<;, a very con­
!'idcrable number of white men are also employed, a 
large number of tradesmen in the North are more or less 
r1ependent upon the continuance of the industry, and 
quite a little fleet of shipping.is employed tu carrying the 
islanders from and to their islands; and, further, the 
sugar planters have embarl.;;:ed something like £5,000,000 
in the interest. Now all this may be trne, and I have 
no doubt it is, but it does not prove the importance of 
the industry." 
I say it does prove the importance of the 
industry. Why did not the hon. member, 
before he made that statement, refer to the 
evidence given before the Sugar Industry Com­
mission by Mr. Munro, who declareO. that last 
year the shipping company he represented had 
iost no less than £20,000 through the failure of 
the sugar industry? The fact that there was a 
great falling off in the shipping trade shows that 
failure of the sugar industry means disaster, not 
only to the shipping but to the working popula­
tion of the colony. The Sugar Commissioners 
themselves have stated that no less than 10,000 
[Jeople will be thrown out of employment if the 
industry collapses. But those figures do not 
represent the whole of the people who are in­
terested in the industry, or are in some way 
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dependent upon it for employment. As I have 
shown, the loss to one shipping company last 
year was something like £20,000. 

Mr. G LASSEY called attention tu the state 
of the House. 

Quorum formed. 

Mr. ADA:\18: I was pointing out that not 
only are these 10,000 men interested, but a great 
many others also. If 10,000 people are thrown 
out of employment in connection with this 
industry, who will employ those people? M any 
of them have families, and the number would be 
more like 16,000, but supposing only 10,000 are 
thrown out of employment, what will become uf 
them ? Those people, instead of increasing our 
population, will take the first opportunity of 
leaving the colony and going to >ome other 
colony where they can find employment. Now, 
what did it cost the colony to bring those 10,000 
people out here, and who paid for their passages 
but the taxpayers? 

Mr. SA YERS called attention to the state of 
the House. 

Quorum formed. 
Mr. ADAMS: Those 10,000 people have cost 

the colony of Queensl»nd £Hi0,000, and to sweep 
away this industry simply means that £160,000 
will be lost to the colony. It is acknowledged 
that there are about 7,000 kanakas employed in 
the industry, and that there are over 113,000 white 
men employed. Therefore the bringing of those 
kanakas to the colony means work for the white 
man. I have a return in my hand which shows 
that it has not cost the country one solitary shil­
ling to bring those kanakas here, who have 
actually made work for agriculturists and me­
chanics, and who have been the means of foundries 
being established, which would not have sprung 
up if the sugar industry had not been created by 
the supply in the first instance of reliable labour. 
I see by the return I hold in my hand that the 
Government at the present day had a balance on 
the 30th June, 1839, of £23,484 1s. 3d., and I 
think that proves pretty conclusively that we 
ought to do what we can towards fostering thi~ 
industry. Now, the other day, when the hon. 
member for South Brisbane was speaking, he 
referred to the fact that if the central mill 
sy,tem was established, and the small farmers 
were to gww the cane, the system would be a 
success, and the Hon. the Minister for Lands 
interjected, "I think we tried it;" but the hon. 
member evaded the answer, and said, " I say that 
if the cane were grown by farmers, men who would 
do their own work, then, I believe, the central 
mills might be a success." I believe myself that 
if we could get the small farmers to grow the cane 
in that manner, they would meet with a certain 
amount of success; but it is impossible to get 
these men to grow cane. It may be that the 
locality is not suitable, :tnd then you must con­
sider that if the cane is grown and not taken to 
the mill within a certain time it becomes almost 
useless, and will not pay to crush. A great deal 
has been attempted to he made of the unfortu­
nate mortality among the kanakas, but I think 
the same thing applies to Europeans. In many 
instances it has been proved by experience that 
in the North, and in the South also, where new 
ground is broken up, ,·arious noxious gases arise 
and breed fever and other complaints. Anyone 
who engages in agriculture and begine to break 
up new soil is liable to be visited by these 
noxious gases that bring with them fever, and in 
many cases, death. The hon. member for South 
Brisbane has quoted from the statistics of 1881, 
butl will quote from the statisticso£1879. I hap­
pened, some years ago, to have a friend come to the 
colony, and I was not aware he was here until 
I got a message from him that he was ill. I 

made some inquiries, and found that sickness 
was very prevalent in the district in which he was 
located. \Vhen this matter cropped up the other 
day in debate, and when certain statistics were 
]'resented, to check my memr.ry I looked up the 
date on which the sickness I refer to occurred. 
I found that the hon. member for Toowoomba, 
Mr. Groom, drew attention to the sickness which 
was prevalent on the Dalby and Homa railway 
line, so that it is not only in the North that 
sickne"s is prevalent when new ground is 
broken up for the first time, but in the South also. 
I will quote from vol. xxiii of Hansard for 
1877, pages 2!5 and 26. I shall not take up time 
by quoting the whole of a speech which must be 
known to older members of the House, but I 
shall quote a portion of it, as it is not known to 
some members, nor is it known to the general 
public. I find the following:-

" J.Tr. Groom said he expected yesterday, when he 
asked the question of the honourable the Premier, 
with refel'Pnce to the action the Government had 
taken, or intended to take, respecting the sickness and 
destitution existing on the Dalby raitway works, that 
he would have more concisely alluded to it; and he 
now again called the attention of the Government and 
the House to that question. It was one of consider­
able public importance, and one which they should not 
allow to slip by ·without that due attention being prtid 
to it that, its importance demanded He was a witness, 
even on l\londay evening last, of one of the effects 
wbieh attended this unfortnnatc sickness. 1Vhen the 
train reached Ipswich on thnt e'rening, a Rick man from 
the railway works near Dalby was carried by four 
persons from the carriage in which he was brought 
down, and placed in a chair on the railway platform. 
He appeared. to have received a free pass from the 
police magistrate of Dalhy to come down to Ipswich, 
but, on arriving there, there was no one to take 
charge of him or remove him to the ho:.;pital at that hour 
of the night-about half-past 10-and when he IMr. 
Grooml left, at ten minutes to 11, tbe unfortunate man 
was still sitting in the chair where he had been placed. 
He (Ylr. Groom) was quite awal'e that this difficulty was 
an unforeseen one, and no blame could be attributed to 
the Government in connection with it in any shape or 
form. It was one of those difficulties which had inter~ 
vened, U<'1d could not have been anticipated. But he 
did contend, if the contractors had a duty to perform in 
rendering assistance to the men in their employ, that 
the Government had an equally important duty to 
discharge in taking steps to save human life i 
and he did not think sufficient means had been taken, 
up to the present time, to save those men from 
the ruin and misery to which they were now sub· 
je-:~ted. He knew from independent k':itimony, apart 
altogether fr01n nmvspaper reports, that the amount of 
destitution and sickness existing on the line was some· 
thing nwre than honourable members themselves could 
contemplate, and even if they only took the trouble to 
read 'vhat appea1·ed in the Com~ieJ that morning, where 
a detailed acconnt was given of the scenes witnessed by 
the V~Titer in the various camp;;< he visited, they would 
see that further measures must be taken by the Govern· 
ment to save human life. He did not think they were 
justified in paying to bring immigran! s to the colony to 
be employed in the construction of their railway works~ 
if, on the sudden appearance of an epidemic of this kind, 
they were to lie quietly by, and allow the unfortunate 
men to die, as it appeared they were dying at the 
present time." 
TherB is proof that this occurs not only in the 
Northern part of the colony, but also in the 
South. I remember a few years ago, when we 
began to open up the plains around Bundaberg, 
we expected something of the kind would occur 
there, and within a week after we began, the first 
case of typhoid fever was reported, and the man 
was sent to the hospital. So that it is cleat 
those arguments can be applied to the case of 
Europeans as well as to kanakas. To further 
confirrr, my statements I have here a telegram from 
the police magistrate at Dalby to the then 
Minister for \Vorks, which reads :-

" Dalby 5-5-77. 
"Have forwarded eighty-five fever patie11ts to 'roo~ 

woomba and twenty-mic to Ipswich since 20th April 
What am I to do with those now coming 

11 W. YALDWYN.'' 
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So that in ten days, no less than eighty-five 
persons were sent to the Toowoomba Hospital, 
and twenty-one to Ipswich. These are copies of 
documents which can at any time, upon applica­
tion, be seen at the Colonial Secretary's Office. 
No hon. member who spoke on the question 
attempted to find out whether any of these 
people died or not; but we have it in the 8peech 
of the hon. member for Toowoomba, from which I 
quoted, that they were dying, anddyingfast. They 
were sent to the surrounding hospitals until they 
were filled, and then they were sent on to other 
hospitals. It was not divulged how many 
of them died, because if it had been, it would 
have been 100 to 1 against the contractors for 
that line being able to secure the labour they 
required. If these men had been the poor 
unfortunate kanakas the whole country would 
have heard of it, and it would have been flashed 
on all the wires of the colony that lOO people were 
all within ten days sent to the hospitals, and 
the most would be made of it. I have here the 
following copy of another telegram that was 
sent to the Colonial Secretary on this subject 
from Dalby :-

"Dalby 30-5-77. 
"What am I to do with the sick men daily arriving h1 

town Some of the worst cases have come down during 
the last three days One man died on ~1onday 

"W. YALDWYN.JJ 

And I will read to the House the following 
letter on the subject, which was addressed to the 
Colonial Secretary by the police magistrate of 
Dalby, on the 1st,June, 1877. That gentleman 
says:-

"SrRJ 
" I have the honour to report that from the 20th 

of April till the 31st of May, I have issued free passes to 
223 employt'!sfrom the Roma Extension Railway ·works. 
These people were all suffering from fever and ague, 
low fever, and dysentery. The passes have been .jssued 
principally for Toowoomba, Ipswich, and Bnsbane. 
Very few of these people have been destitute, but all 
have been exceedingly ill and unfit for work of any 
kind. Up to the 31st of ilfay, the amount of relief 
afforded by me to people actually distressed has not 
excetded £12. From private advices, I understand 
that the people now on the railway works who are 
s11ffering from fever have it in a very violent form, and 
that although the numbers, of course, are few the 
disease is actually more virulent than ever. The 
hospital may be ready to receive patients in about a 
fortnight. 

u I have, etc., 
H w. YALDWYN, P.:J.f." 

I think it will be conceded by all that the 
mortality amongst Europeans employerl in open­
ing new land is quite equal to the mortality 
amongst kanakas. The hon. member for South 
Brisbane referred the other day to the whole 
population-men, women, and children,-and 
that of course included very many who were 
not exposed to the vicissitudes of the climate 
like those engaged in agriculture. It cuts both 
ways. The land must be opened up. Someone 
must break it up, and hear the brunt of the 
battle. The hon. member for South Brisbane 
the other day said :-

"In this emergency I will take the liberty to suggest 
this: Let them sell their lands to small farmers, real 
boniiflde farmers, on a system of deferred payments, 
and contract with those farmers according to the size 
of their .farms and the capabilities of the mills, to grow 
a certain quantity of sugar-cane every year; and to 
supply ripe cane to the mills at not less than lOs. a 
ton. I was a f'Ugar planter myself for six years, so I 
know something about it, and I know that lOs. a ton 
pays the farmer well." 

I know something about this question, and I 
know that 10s. a ton will pay the farmer well ; 
but in many parts of the colony and in some 
seasons the cane is not of a density that will 
realise 10s. a ton. If the farmer can prcduce 
cane having a density of 10 degrees it will pay 
him, and it will also pay the mill-owner at lOs, a 

ton ; but I can assure the hon. gentleman that it 
cannot be realised. The hon. gentleman ought 
to know that, seeing that he has tried it himself 
and failed. 

Mr. JORDAN: No. 
Mr. ADAMS : The hon. gentleman tried it 

himself and he failed-I say that without fear of 
contradiction. The hon. gentleman is like the 
squatter who fails-he will do everything he 
possibly can against his fellow squatter who has 
succeeded. I happen to own a small plant 
myself and before I erected that plant I went 
round 'to my neighbours, knowing _I had not 
sufficient land to keep my plant gomg, and I 
asked them if they would grow cane and sell it 
to me in the event of my erecting a mill. I 
promised to pay them nothing less than 10s. 
a ton for a density of 10 degrees. They all 
jumped at the chance, but when the mill was on the 
ground the land rose in value. The consequence 
was that they all sold out to others. That has 
been the case in many instances that I could point 
out. The land has been actually offered at the 
paltry sum of 1d. per acre for rent, and people 
would not take it up to grow cane for the miii­
owner.s. The hon. member for South Brisbane 
also said that the central mill system has not had 
a fair t.rial. Well, it ha.s been four years at least 
upon trial, and it has been pretty clearly proved 
that it is an utter failure. The men who asked 
the Government to advance the money have dis­
tinctly declared that they will not grow cane, 
because they cannot grow it at a profit unless 
they can rely upon getting sufficient labour. 
When I first came to this colony agricul­
tural labourers were paid the paltry sum of 
about £10 per annum, and surely we do 
not wish to see the colony go back to that. 
As a working man myself, I say that we do 
not want to bring European labour down to 
such a condition as it was in forty years ago. vV e 
should do all we can to have sufficient employ­
ment for the people in the colony, and to give 
them fair wage" for that work. The hon. mem­
ber for Ipswich, Mr. Barlow, referred, when 
speaking upon this question, to some evidence 
given before the commission at Pialba. The 
part I refer to will be found on page 959 of 
Hansard of this session, and is as follows:-

H Then there is a German gentleman, of the name of 
Damm, who says :-

"'If you like I will tell you the way I was treated with 
the first crop of sugar. The proprietor of the mill said 
he would take my first crop and crush it, and we agreed 
that I should have 13s. a ton for 10 per cent. density. I 
quite agreed to that. I knew that would pay .me. He 
tested it with the saccharometer, but before dOing so he 
used to mix the juice with rubbish, and so the 
saccharometer would not rise, and only showed 5 per 
cent. density. If he had allowed it to settle it would 
soon have shown more. I have seen it when settled 
show 5, 7, 8, and even ll per cent. density. So he 
hnmbugged me altogether, and that is 1vhy I only 
averaged 7s. a ton.'" 

I think that. the hon. member for South Bris­
bane, seeing he was a planter himself for six 
years, will agree with me that the mill-owner 
did not humbug this m11n, but the man hum­
bugged the members of the commission by 
placing that statement upon record. What 
rubbish, I would ask, could be put into the pans 
to reduce the density? Anyone who has any 
expBrience whatever with the growth and manu­
facture of sugar, will know perfectly well that 
nothing would reduce the density of the juice, 
unless perhaps it was water. Then what could ~his 
rubbish be which reduced the density of the jmce? 
It must be water that was put in to reduce the 
density. I would ask, if a man was purchasing 
a crop of cane at 10s. per ton at 10 degrees 
density, what would be his profit if he got that 
cane at 5s. or 7s. 6d. a ton, as represented there, 
at 5 degrees density? Any man of any common 
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sense whatever must know that if the juice is 
reduced by water, the water will have to be 
evaporated before the juice can be got up to 10 
degrees density again. And the labour and the 
fuel employed in the evaporation, and many 
other thmgs, have to be taken into considera­
tion. lnotead of that man's evidence being 
reliable, it is most unreliable, because it would 
cost the planter something like one-third more 
to increase the density to 10 degrees. Every­
one who knows anything at all about su<>ar 
will agree with me that that is the ca~e · 
there is no gainsaying it. It has also bee~ 
stated by some hun. members that kanakas are 
very badly treated in the colony. No doubt 
they have been very badly treated, in the opinion 
of the hon. member for South Brisbane, who 
holds his hands up with holy horror when he 
speaks of it. But where do these complaints 
come from? I remember there was a missionary 
of the name of Paton. That gentleman made 
more noise in the colony than any other that 
I can remember, and on each and every occa­
sion, where he has spoken or written on this 
subject, he has been refuted both by com­
missions and through the Press. I remember 
so'!'e years ago this gentleman made a big 
no1se throughout the colony about one of his 
mission station boys being kidnapped from 
the station. He wrote to the Government 
of Queensland, and the Colonial Secretarv of 
that day made inquiries as to the whereabouts of 
the boy. For a long time the boy was not to 
he found; hut at length-about twelve months 
afterwards-he was found within about ten miles 
of Bundaberg. The police magistrate of Bunda­
herg was requested to inquire into the matter 
and report. He sent for the boy ; the boy came 
down and was asked, "Why did you leave the 
station?" The only answer he got was, that the 
boy left the station simply because he could not 
stand the bastinado he got from the mis,ionary · 
and not only he, but several others in the sam~ 
position. 'l'hat is a fact, and the bov left the 
station of his own free will. He could speak 
English almost as well as I can my self. 
After serving some two years and nine 
months with his employer, the employer en­
gaged other Polynesians, among them a man 
:m? his wife I am going to show that 
thiS boy was no foul. This boy touk up 
with the other man'i; wife, and at the expiration 
of his three years he actually took the woman 
away in the middle of the night, went all over 
the town to try to get a clergyman to marry 
them according to the English law, and at last 
found one, and they were married. As to the 
morality of the kanakas, I maintain that the 
employers of kanaka labour throughout the 
colony do everything they possibly eau for 
their moral welfare. At Bundaberg. a teacher 
is kept by the planters, who goes · about 
from plantation to plantation night after night 
and the whole of Sunday, and every em­
ployer of Polynesian labour there contributes 
towards that teacher's support, and I am 
happy to say his labours have had a very 
good effect. I will not detain the House any 
longer. It is highly desirable that the Act 
should be extended for another five years. As I 
stated at the commencement of my remarks, a 
great deal can be done in five years. By the end 
of that time the land will he cleared, most of the 
stumps in the ground will have rotted, and the 
land will be fit to be cultivated. Therefore, I 
think that an extension of five years will not 
only be a benefit to the planters themselves, hut 
a benefit to all classes of the community. 

Mr. JORDAN said : Mr. Spen,ker,--
The SPEAKER : The hon. member has 

already spoken. 

Mr. JORDAN: I take exception to n, state­
ment made by the hon. member for Bundaberg, 
and I want to know whether I may correct his 
misstatement. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member can do so 
with the permission of the House, but he cannot 
debate the question again, having already spoken. 

Mr .• JORDAN : I have before contradicted 
the misstatement which has been made in this 
House more than once. The hon. member says 
I failed n,t sugar-planting. I have denied that 
before distinctly. I said I did not make sugar­
planting a success. So far from my having 
failed at sugar-planting, I sold my mill and 
plant for a sum which more than covered any 
loss I had when I was carrying it on myself, and 
I retain a large part of the property yet. I 
think the hon. gentleman should recall the state­
ment he has made. I do not know whether you, 
Sir, think he ought to do so; but I have explained 
more than once in this House that I never failed 
at sugar-phnting or any other business in which 
I have been engaged. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) said: Mr. 
Speaker,-! think this debate is going to finish 
without any practical result. It seems to be 
dragging its life out, like a man who is dying 
simply through old age, and before it dies I wish 
to say a few words. Hon. members who were 
in the House twelve or fourteen years ago wi11 
remember the debates that used to take place 
when the Polynesian or kanaka labour question 
was brought up, especially when Bills were 
introduced dealing with the subject ; and it was 
something very amusing to see the sides which 
hon. gentlemen took, and the votes they gave 
on different phases of that question-members 
in this House who then took the position of 
leaders of what was called the "Liberal" side 
standing up in defence of certain pha.~es of 
kanaka labour which the Government were 
trying to do away with, and members on 
what was called the " Conservative" side sup­
porting the Government in trying to do away 
with the evils that existed in connection with 
the kanaka system. The same thing seems 
to exist still. They are still inconsistent. They 
were so inconsistent in those days that even 
leaders who denounced kanaka labour inside the 
House employed that labour outside the House. 
Inconsistency went so far as that. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: Who were 
they? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
"WORKS : They sat beside the h(m. gentleman 
when he was a Minister of the Crown. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: I have 
heard that stated before, but I never heard who 
they were. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : Shall I tell the h,m. gentleman? 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: You are 
welcome. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: Your late colleague, Mr. Dickson. 

The HoN. SIR. S. W. GRIFFITH: I have 
heard him deny it. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : He could not ; the evidence was too 
ocular to be denied. He certainly did not own 
plantations, but he employed kanaka labour, 
and he was not the only one of the hon. gentle­
man's supporters who did so. This kanaka 
question is a troublesome one, and I am very 
glad, therefore, that it has been decided by 
legislative enactment to be finished. I think 
also, that it would have been very much better had 
it been finished in 1877, when the hon. gentleman 
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now at the head of the Opposition drafted a Bill-I 
believe he was the author of it, b~cotuHe he 
understood it better than the hon. gentleman 
who introduced it, and I know I fathered it on 
him at that time-I say it would have been very 
mnch better if at that time, when he was 
asked to a.bolish kanaka labour, to restrict 
it in such a way that it would die out in 
a few years, he had done so ; hecause at 
that time a very small amount of capital had 
been embarked in sugar planta.tions- I allude 
to 1877. It could not have been more than 
a few hundred thousand pounds ; but within 
a year or two after that, sugar plantations seemed 
to get a "boon1," the san1e a~ squatti11g stations 
did; and they went up to great values, and a 
tremendous amount of money was in vested in 
them. I say it was a great misfortune that the 
restriction in kanaka labour did not take place 
before that, because it would have prevented a 
great deal uf the waste of capital which has 
taken place, and which is still taking place. 
But, no matter about that; we must face the 
circumstances as we now find them. The hon. 
gentleman could not make up his mind in 1877. 
He distinctly refused to restrict that labour, and 
I heard him say that he could not see his way to 
allow his intimate friends to do it. If he 'had 
done so, a very large amount o£ the capital that 
has been invested in the sugar industry--which 
amounts to £G,OOO,OOO or £7,000,000-would have 
been saved. I think that is a misfortune, 
but it ic one that cannot be remedied by 
repealing the meafmre which nrohibits the 
extension of kanalm labour beyond 1890. I do 
not think the remedy is to be got by that means, 
and I think it would be a great pity if this debate 
finisherl. without any practical result, because we 
are all agreed that every industry in the colony 
should be encour:tged if it can be encoumged 
legitimately. The motion of the hon. member 
for Herbert, l'dr. Uowley, is very harmless as it 
stands, and I would be prepared to vote for it as 
it stands, but the hun. m em her has ad vacated it 
in a very different way from what appears on 
the paper. The means which he suggests for 
encourag·ing the sugar induDtry is the n1eans 
which the Gm·ernment have determined not to 
adopt. Their minds are made up upon that 
point. Thiy mind has always been made up on 
that subject. Although I regard kanaka labour 
as being the le>tst injurious to the colony of all 
the kinds of coloured labour we have had, Etill it 
is just as well, since the enactment prohibiting it 
was made in 1884, that it shonld not be repealed­
that the question should not be reopened. Then, 
how are we to encournge the Rngar industry? I 
think it would be a goo< I thing if we could encnnr­
ageit in any way without violating the principle of 
the law wo have e'tablished, and without going 
back to the system we have determined not to 
encourage any more. '£he hon. member for 
Rosewood suggested that we should pay bonuses 
on the exportation of &ugar; but I do not think 
that is a remedy likely to meet with the approval 
of the people of the colony. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Why not? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: I am not prepared to go into the 
economical aspect of the question at present, 
but I do not think it is a proposition that would 
meet with general approval. I should think 
seriously, and more than once, before I gave my 
adhesion to a Bill that would grant bonuses for 
the exportation of sugar. If the industry itsel£ 
cannot stand the same as other industries do, 
with the protection that is given generally by 
law, I think it will have to go down. But there 
is another means of dealing with the ques­
tion in my estimation-of course I may be tuis­
taken-but I will give it to the House for the 

purpose of preventing this debate from being 
a mere academical debate, because it would be 
a great waste of time if it finished with­
out coming to some conclusion. The planters 
say that if they are not allowed kanakas they 
will not be able to carry on their plantations at 
a profit. I believe theJ- will not be able to make 
much profit, if they make any. I am certain 
that those who have paid very high prices for 
their plantations will not be able to make 
any profit at all, but those who have acquired 
thefr properties at moderate rates may be able 
to carry on at a profit. But we must take 
the whole industry, not merely those who have 
been fortunate enough to secure their planta­
tions at low rates. I do nut think the cane­
fields in the Northern part of the colony, 
especially in the extreme North, are places 
where white men will voluntarily work. \Vhen 
I say "white men," I mean white men of our 
own race-belonging to the British race. I am 
certain that they will not work in the canefields 
of the North if they can get any other employ­
ment, and I should be very sorry to see 
them doing that kind of work. But, as I 
have said in this House before, there are 
other kinds of work which are more suitable 
and fitting to people of our race than the 
work to which I have referred. The planters say 
that they cannot get the labour they want 
amongst our own countrymen, although they have 
tried. The hon. the leader of the Opposition has 
said that they did not try sincerely or strongly 
enough, but if, as they say, they have tried 
to get labourers from Germany and Scandinavia 
without success, the question is what other 
source of the supply of labour is in existence? I 
think there is another source, and I will point 
it out. The Government of Germanv and the 
Government of Denmark would not pe'rmit their 
subjects to come here under the regulations 
which were framed, and very properly so too, I 
think. Those Governments then tried their best, 
and in fact are trying their best now, to prevent the 
great mnjgration that is going on frorn those coun­
tries. But there is another country in Europe 
from which there is a great emigration going on in 
spite of the Government. The Government 
there are as anxious to prevent emigration as the 
Government of Germany have been; but in spite 
of the efforts of the Government an immense 
emigration is going on to South America. I refer 
to the Government of Italy. The Italians are 
an honest, industrious, patient, plodding race of 
people, so far as the agriculturists are concerned. 
I do not now speak of the people in towns, be­
cause the people in the towns of any country are 
not the immigrants that we should try to get 
here. I think that if the planters tried their 
best to get the real agriculturists who are now 
going from Italy in thousands to South America­
to Brazil, Monte Video, and the Argentine 
Republic, but especially to Brazil-they would 
be successful. I do not know what inducements 
are held• out to them, or what is the encourage­
ment they get-I merely state the fact that 
thousands of Italians are leaving Italy at the 
present time, and settling in Brazil. I am 
quite certain that the Queensland climate is 
equally as good as the climate of Brazil, and 
that the Queensland planters can offer quite as 
good facilities, in fact better, and give more en­
couragement to those people than they get by 
going to Brazil ; because, by going to Brazil, th~y 
are simply taking the place nf the slaves there, 
who have been liberated by decree of t_he Em­
peror a few years before the time estabhshed by 
law. The slaves have wa"ndered into the towns, 
and their places are being taken by the Italians. 
I would not ad vacate that the Italians should 
come here as mere labourers. I do not ad vacate 
that at all. In Italy there is a system of 
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tenancy, which most hon. members, I daresay, 
know something about, called the :Metayer 
system, under which the tenant is interested in 
the land, and is in partnership with the owner of 
the land. If the sea,on is a good one he prospers 
concurrently with the landlord, and if it is a bad 
season the landlord .suffers proportionately with 
the tenant. I think that if the planters were to 
set their minds seriously to work, and determine 
to carry on their plantations on the central mill 
or a similar system, by giving these agricul­
turists from Italy a certain number of acres 
to cultivate, they would probably be able 
to carry on their plantations as successfully 
as they have done hitherto. It would he an 
experiment, of course, and they would have 
to be assisted by the Government in the same 
way as the Germans or Sc:tndinavians would 
have been assisted by the Government if they 
had come, that is, by free passage8. It may seem 
strange to some members that I should advocate 
this, believing as I do that the central mill 
system has been a failure-a tremendous failure. 
]from the time it was established up to the 
present there has been no serious attempt made 
by those concerned to culti \ate the land by white 
labour. The intention of the Government who 
passed the measure granting £50,000 for the 
central sugar mill system was to test whether 
sugar could be grown at a profit and manufac­
tured by white labour alone. That has not been 
tested yet. I have got the report of the head of 
the Department of Agriculture for l:tst yea.r, 
and he say" distinctly that both the mills 
established in the Mackay district it was 
intended to carry on for that year by black 
labour grown cane. The acreage of land 
ple,nted this year is so small that it will not 
maintain these mills working one-seventh of 
their time. Therefore, in reality, the money 
which has been invested by the Government in 
those mills has been thrown away, and will never 
be recovered by us. The men who have started 
these mills are not satisfied; they want more 
money. Now they have got the mills they want 
more money from the Government to make 
tramways. At the same time, the Government 
have not got any security, as it was intended 
they should have, over the land. T 1ey have 
no security whateve.r. If, instead of trying 
to continue that system, of people of our own 
race growing sugar without any assistance from 
coloured la,bonr of any kind, the planters would 
try the other plan I have suggested, and bring 
over people from Italy who are accustomed 
to work in the fields under a hot sun, I believe 
they would be successful. Italy is not a very 
cool country, it is pretty hot there in summer, 
and the agriculturists, I believe, would be willing, 
with the prospect of becoming owners of the land, 
to work under certain terms, if those terms were 
such tha,t ultimately those people should become 
the owners c;f the soil, and the planters be simply 
the manufacturers of the sugar. We wonld then 
have the planters the owners of the machinery 
and manufact.urers of sugar, and the tenants 
or owners of the land simply the producers of 
the cane. If the planters adopted that sug­
gestion, and acted upon it, I, as one member 
of the Government, would be willing to assist 
them in the experiment. I have not consulted 
my colleagues on the subject, and cannot, of 
course, state what their opinions are, but I be­
lieve that the suggestion is a good one, and that 
if tried honestly and fairly, it would meet the 
difficulty we have to face with regard to Poly­
nesian labour, and it would be a real solu­
tion of the difficulty. The extension of the 
Polynesian Act cannot be adopted. The 
Polynesian trade is practically gone. As to the 
motion and the amendments before the House, I 
will state shortly how I intend to deal with 

them. The last amendment-the one proposed 
by the hon. member for Leichhardt, Mr. Paul­
is, of course, out of the question, as it practically 
means the extension of Polynesian labour. The 
amendment proposed by the leader of the Oppo­
sition is one which I shall vote against, and I 
will give my reason. The hon. gentleman pro­
posed that amendment immediately after the 
head of the Government had stated distinctly 
that the Government did not intend to re-open 
the coloured labour question by extending the 
Polynesian Labourers Act. I consider that the 
hon. gentleman insulted the Government by 
moving that amendment after the intention of 
the Government had been so plainly stated. I do 
not think he had any right to move it, unless he 
intended to insult the Government by saying in 
effect, "You have said what you do not mean, 
and I put this forward as a test to see whether 
you really do mean it or not." For that 
reason I shall vote against the amendment. I 
shall also vote against the motion, not because I 
think it is a motion that shonld be voted against, 
but beca1we, though the motion in itself is harm­
loss, underneath it me;,,ns, fron1 the advocacy of 
the mover, that the Polynesian Act should be 
extended. I shall therefore vote against all­
the motion and the amendments-and leave as 
my contribution to this debate the suggestion 
which I have made with regard to the introduc­
tion of Italian agriculturists. 

Mr. PHILP said: Mr. Speaker,-! would like 
to add a few words to this deb:tte. I think it 
well to get an expression of opinion from some 
members on the other side of the House who were 
absent during the former debate, and who have 
s:tid privately that they were not opposed to the 
kanaka question. There are hon. members on the 
other side who have said they are not opposed to 
it, and I think we should have their contribution 
to the debate. There is another contribution I 
should like to put in Hansard-a contribution from 
a gentleman who has visited the whole of North 
Queensland, and more especially the sugar 
centres, and who is a correspondent of the 
Sydney ~Im·ning Hemld. That gentleman, in a 
few words, seems to me to sum up the whole 
matter. His letters, to my mind, are much 
more forcible th:tn any speeches which have 
been delivered here. The gentleman's name is 
Mr. Gilbert Parker. I do not know him 
personally, but he has been visiting North 
Queensland for the last three months, and he 
s:tys, writing from Bundaberg :-

" l\Ir. Phillips's hotel is a kind of planter's house, 
and I lmd the good fortune to meet not only a number 
of planter'" there, but also many principal citiz~ns, and 
some members of the Chamber of CommercP., and an 
irrigation enthnsinst. who is trying to bring the Chaffey 
Brothel?- to Bundaberg on a joint stock scheme, to 
revolutionise the district. He has many followers, and 
thete is a company being formed, composed of many of 
the principal planters. 'l'he promoters think that, 
with irrigation, they can defy the rainfall, and secure 
even crops. :Meanwhile, however, the Bnndaberg 
planters are in better heart than those of l\Iae kay. 
They have not suffered up to this year so severely from 
drought, a.nd they have some advantages on their side 
which will favour them even in the decline of the 
industrr. Should the planters of the North fail labour 
will drift southwards, and there will be plenty of 
white men and kanakas, too, to be had for from 10s. to 
l5s. a wen,k 'and found.' Even now, about Townsville 
and :1\iackay, owing to the closing of mills and planta­
tions, Euroveans can be got for 15s. a week 'and found.' 
The small farmers are throwing up their places, and 
are pushing into the towns, willing, let it be said, 
a:'> they are some of the best men in the country-not 
'unemployed' loafers-to do anything for bread. But 
that must have an end, and the Bundaberg plantm• 
should be alive to the fact that the age of cheap 
European labour has pa.ssed, and that though men may 
take l5s. a week, they only do so until they get enough 
to take them into places still further south. If you 
want to know what wages are in any ]!art of the colony, 
go to the European labourers on a plantation, or the 
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rouseaboutc:: on a squatter's run. They have friends in 
all the colonies, and they are thoroughly posted as to 
the labour market and the rate of wages. It appears 
reasonable to conclude that the Bnnda,berg planter must 
suffer from the same causes that bring injury to the 
Johnstone River, Herbert River, or 3-Iacka.y planter. 
Even the drought has caught him heavily. The rain came 
late this year. Last year with them was a good season. 
'l'he output was 15,790 tons. It is exvected that this 
year's output will not be over 6.000 tons. The 
value of last year's sugar 'vas £308,422, and at the 
Rame rate the value of this year's sugar will be about 
£125,000. This means, of course. that there will be a 
great deal of cane which will not be cut at all, and the 
closing of some mills, re 11Uction of the number of men 
employed on the plantations generally. The total 
value of the mills and plantations, rolling stock, and 
implements, is estimated to he about £810,8:30. To this 
should be added the valuA of R. Cran's refinery, which 
is set down at £150,000, and we have a capital invested 
of £960,830. Yet this is the industry of whictJ soma 
politicians have said • Let it go;' and of the owners 
of which 'They are better out of the country; they 
are only nigger~drivers and money~bleeders, anyway' 
Fortunately, there are those who know better, and 
there is no Australian but should resent slanders cast on 
as fine a class of men as I ever met; as hard working a 
body of pioneers as ever turned over money in a country. 
And there is no industry from which more money is 
turned over. Labourers, mechanics, tradespeople, 
wharf-hands, shippers, sailors, steamship companies, 
and through them another array of breadwinners are 
affected. No Australian can afford to be indifferent to 
this state of affairs, to the progress of the industries of 
the ~orth, because what affects one colony for weal or 
woe affects the others. ~o colony can suffer without 
the others getting some reflected misfortune ; nor can 
any colony prosper without portioning out some of its 
good luck to its neighbours. But looked at from the 
highest standpoint-that of a national unity, of com­
mon interests of federation-the Australian must be 
concerned in the progress or decadence of the great 
industries of this torrid north. Approaching the 
colony with such a spirit, one feelR soundly interested 
in every indication that passes befor~ him of success or 
failure. rrhere are thirty-eight plantations Jn the 
Bundaberg district, and it is impossible to travel over 
them without being struck with that sense of great 
possibilities that one fpels when scanning a vast area of 
splendid timber land or a section of the prairie covered 
with square miles of waving wheat. 

~' Ou·r O'N THE PLANTATIONS. 

•• It has been my good luck to have no wet weather 
in Queensland, and my journeyings in the Bundabcrg 
district were of the happiest so far as weather is con~ 
cerned. As soon as one leaves the town the sugar 
country is struck." 
Then follows some descriptive matter, and he 
goes on to say:-

"It is charged against the Queensland planter tbat 
he occupies too large areas ol land in proportion to the 
amount that is under cane or wealth-producing. There 
is perhaps some reason in the charge, but inqUiry would 
not show this thing to be a weighty influence towards 
depression. I turn up some notes at random, and I 
find figures bearing on this subject such as the~e :-Pley­
stowe, in the )iackay district, represents 4,000 acres, 
with 600 acres under sugar-cane; River Estate ha.t; 
2,62~ acres, with 1,500 under c~me; Ashburton has 4,800 
acres, with 1,740 acres under cultivation; IIomebnsh 
has 9, 717 acres, with 3,350 under cultivation ; Vic­
toria has 2,000 acres, with 900 under cultivation. 
In the Bundaberg district, Fairymead has 3,200 acres, 
with 1,252 under cultivation; Kalbar covers 1,006 
acres, with 330 under cultivation; Bingera represents 
2,658 acres, with 1,168 under cultivation. But, agaiu, I 
find that there are plantations in both districts that are 
worked quite fully. In the :Mackay region, ho-wever, 
there are very few, and the very large majority have 
not man" than one-third of the land they occupy under 
cultivation, many of them not more than one· fifth. and 
several one-tenth, and less. The estates generally in 
the Bundaberg district are smaller than at )1ackay, 
and the percentage of the occupied land under cultiva­
tion is much greater. For instance, there is no estate 
at )iackay so worked up to the hilt as the Hummock, 
which, out of 820 acres, has over 600 under cane. 
Charles Faulkner, of the "" .. oodlands, has 350 acres, out 
of a total are'Ct of 372, under cane . .Mr. A. P. Barton, 
ot Man Repos, on a six rear old estate, has 490 acres, 
out of a total of 950, under cane and other agrieultural 
products; and J:~mes Crane, of Duncraggan, has the very 
large number of 1,125 out of 1,287 acres under the 
plough. There can be no doubt that, general 1y speaking, 
the Bundaberg planters have profited by taking up and 

attempting to work smaller estates than the ~Iacka:v 
men. It must be remembered, however, that all the 
land taken up in the Mackay district is not capable 
of being put under the plough. The country is hilly, 
and Bundaberg is one great plain. 1'he interest on the 
capital put into this hilly land must not be calculated 
as upon the value of the land en.pable of producing 
cane. Talks with the 1\Iackay and Bundaberg planters 
upon this theme went far to dissipate any undue im­
portance being attached to this charge, though no 
doubt reckoning must be made w1th it. Besides, the 
planters took up land in large areas in the hope that 
they would be able to get it all under cane as years 
we~t on. That is quite natural. Men in agriculture 
and in pastoral pursuits do that the world over. )ien 
take up a thousand acres of land, and work during the 
first five years perhaps not more than one-tenth of it. 
After a common sense fashion they take up land '''hen 
it is to be had cheap and easily, and look forward to a 
yearly increase in cultivation. 

"'rhere is another phase of the question, however, 
which bears upon this matter just treated. It is held 
by those who criticise the planters that they have 
erected most expensive mills, put up the most expensive 
machinery, and generally secured a plant entirely out 
of proporti·m to theamountofland under cultivation, or 
to the-pioneer conditi,,ns under which they work rrhere 
is force in this objection which cannot, it appears to me, 
be tepelled hy the arguments of the advocates of the 
phmte1·s. I spoke of the Rac'''0ourse central mill in my 
last article as an instance of this. There are mills 
closed in the Mackay, Bundaberg, and :J-faryborough 
districts, owing to the lack of cane to snpply them. 
It would seem that, with the best intentions in the 
world, the planters of Queensland have determined 
to begin with the most modern and developed of 
machinery in a country the mo-.t undeveloped, in order 
to produce the best refined sugar, and so compete 
with the best productions in any part of the world. 
If the judgment of a layman may be taken for any· 
thing at all, I should say that an error has been made 
here, and that it bad better paid the planters to have 
done as the planters in the Barbadoes are still doing­
that is, producing raw sugar, and sending it to the 
refineries in the North. Iu talking yesterday with l\fr. 
Anthony Musgrave, the late deputy-commissioner of 
New Guinea, and at present the secretary to the 
Government at Port M: ores by, this matter was turned 
over. Mr. :lfusgrave, who in 1883 was in the Barbadoes 
and Jamaica, said that the planters there were working 
·with windmills instead of steam power, and 'vere pro­
ducing coarse sugar, with coloured labour also, after 
primitive but paying methods. Visiting Halifax, Nova 
Scotia, in that year, he said there were in that port 
steamers bringing coarse sugar from China and .Java­
that is 15,000 miles-for refining. Against this the 
planters urge that 1t costs them just as much to ship 
coarse sugar as refined sugar, and that it pays them 
to refine their own sugar if they get enough cane, 
and so compete with the best :sngars of the world. 
That is the rub: if enough can be grown, and if there 
are no drought~ to ruin the crops. But this is just 
what the planters have had to contend with, and they 
have suffered accordingly. In the Bundaberg district 
the planters have graspecl this principle to a certain 
extent. ~Iany of them have refineries of their o'vn, 
bnt there are others who send their cane-juice in 
to R. Cra.n's refinery in the town, and get their pay 
directly for it. This comes very near the central mill 
system. There are pipes laid down from the refinery 
seven miles east and south~east to the plantations, 
and the juice is pumped in. One can see ho'Y a 
refinery can stand with a number of large plantatwn~ 
at its back. There is the wise division of labour ana 
responsibility, and the interest on machinery _is ~ivided 
among many; tor, of course, all the planters 1nd1rectly 
share the cost of the plant through manufactnring 
with the refiner. This refinery turned out nearly 7,000 
tons of sugar last year, or about half what was pro­
duced in the district, and about 251),000 gallons of 
molasses. Wages were paid to the extent of £10,584, 
and in 1887 about £15,000 wages were paid. 

"Now, let us take one estate at random from my 
notes. rrhere is about £130 000 invested in the River 
Estate. lVIackav, and 450 tons of sugar were crushed and 
refined last year. That is, a plant of the best machinery 
was usbd to crush 450 tons of sugar. Up to a certain 
point there must be an expense in machinery whi.ch is 
common to the large or small mill, and it is in this 
that the small mills suffer. It is impressed on one very 
strongly that planters, if they go in for refining, must, 
if they expect to succeed, either have a very large area 
under cultivation, or else they must first crush and send 
their cane-juice to a central refinery, as at Bundaberg. 
But it may appear that I have departed somewhat from 
the conclusions I put in my first article on this subject, 
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when I stated that the drought and the fall in the price 
of sugar appeared to be the greatest factors in the 
present depression. In the main that still is true, for 
despite the great !lmount ofmoneyiuvested in mnchinery, 
nndthe heavy interest paid on borrowed capital invested 
in the good seasons, the planters make money even out of 
the comparatively small areas under cane I must in 
justice sar here that somv planters,~like }1r. Long and 
:VIr. Robertson, ot Habana, told me tbat in a good 
season they had all they could do to crush the cane 
and refine the sugar in the ~eason, keeping open, as 
they did, their works night and day. I pick out a half­
dozen of the largest planters, and I find put opposite 
their names such as this: ' 1888, no interest on money, 
but loss equal to 5 per cent. on thB capital invested;' 
'1838, no interest, and not half the working expenses;' 
'1888, returned no interest;' 'for 18S8, loss £1,400,' 
' A loss ol £8,000 on a capital of £85.00.1 in 1S88.' I find 
very few planters being able to say,like Mr. Farquhar, 
of the Hummock: 'The plantation returned 8 per cent. 
of its value inl888 ;' or as Andrew Gibson, of Bingera, 
'on £73,0JO capital invested there was interest of Sf per 
cent. and 5 per cent for depreciation in l8c::;8.' These 
are the conspicuous exceptions to the run of planters 
both at ::\Iackav and Bundaberg. It is notable in tllis 
connection that both these planters work their estates 
quite fully, and that Bingera has tramways and the 
most perfect English and Scottish machinery. The 
crushing machinery at the Hummock was manufactured 
at :Maryborough, 

"I was greatly impressed with Mr. Farquhar, of the 
Hummock. '!'he whole place bore evidence of thrift, 
prudence, and economy ; not that improvidence was 
obscrve<l at any of the plantations that I visited. While 
considering the success of these two planters in a season 
which was bad in :\1ackay and partially bad at Bunda­
berg, it must be set down that the Hummock sugar 
ig sent to the Jfillaquin Refinery, while the Bingera 
sugar is refined on the estate. rhere wer't' 300 
acres of cane crushed at the Hummock and 766 at 
Bingera. These things are apt to throw into confusion 
a good many theories if we do not take them as instances 
and as relative in their sigrdficance, not absolute. They 
go, howeYer, to show that either under the central 
refinery or under the local refinery system success can 
be obtained under normal circumstances. 

"Every plantation that I have visited in Queensland 
bears tokens of thrift and endeavour. Through no 
shiftlessness or lack of intelligent management have 
:pbtnters come to grief. Mistakes thPy may have made, 
but they are mistakes that all men, all organisations, 
make in a young country, in which they must learn by 
experience the best way to develo_p it. And experience 
is a costly and merciless master. If our Governments 
of the yast could be punished for their mistakes, what a 
holocaust of politwians there would be. Now, the 
Queensland planter, if he has here and there invested 
too much capital in machinery at the start, if he has 
taken up too much land, if he has attempted to force 
development and trade, he has done so with the best of 
intentions. To geL rich? Yes. But. few men worl{ for 
anything else. l\Ien, however, who get honestly rich in 
legitimate enterprise, and pay their workmen well at 
the same time, are doing their duty to their country, 
and are developing the resources of the country. And no 
man does more for his country than the agriculturist. 
He is not like the miner, who takes out the gold and 
coal and leaves a hole in the ground, and a hole only. 
The hole that he makes is filled up again, and it produces 
its atom of the general wealth again and again, that 
atom growing as the years go on. It may be said 
that the planter, more than any other agriculturist, 
exhausts the soil. That is quite true. I have seen vast 
tracts of land in the Southern United States completely 
sapped of theirvita!ity-:lrained of their tife. ThPy had 
been planted with cane year after year and generation 
after generation, until the heart of the countrv was 
dried up. In those districts in Louisiana, for ins'tance, 
where the land has not become exhausted, rotation of 
crops has been employed, and the land has been allowrd 
to rest. or it has been let lie fallow for a time. I was 
told the same thing at Spreckles' plantation at Mani, in 
the Sandwich Islands, and at son1e other plantations on 
the Island of Hawaii. It might be tolfl some of the 
enemies of the planters of Queensland that there is as 
much danger in cultivating a whole estate-year aft.m·year 
up to the hilt as in carrying too big an estate and plant. 
There is no danger to be apprehended if a planter is seen 
to be only using two-thirds of his r~tate, provided he is 
reserving the land for cultivation while he lets the re­
mainder rest. Now I shall go further, and say in 
defence of the planters here that many of them do just 
that, and are pursuing the policy of conservation of 
strength, while they are being rebuked in Parliament 
tor reul\less e>;travagance and locking up the resources 

of the country. Foolish talk is that of locking up the 
resources of the country in the face of Lhe vast areas of 
land lying unselectBd, unworked, in the light of the 
knowledge that all down the coast there are selections 
by the thousand upon which the conditions set by the 
Go~·ernment have been performed by proxy, and that 
done the lands have been let lie unworked, untou~hed 
bv the band of the settler or the agl'iculturist. 'l'bat' 
if you please, is dangerous, is deadly to the progress of' 
a country. A country never \vas killed by mistakes made 
in the course of a fair and honest development. In 
that course-, I believe, the planter has trod, and it is 
impo~:;sible to have sympathy with those who cry 
1 Crucify them, crucify them.' rrhe same tumult was 
raised against the western squatter of Sew Sout11 VYales. 
He was said to be a soured, greedy, undeserving land­
grabbing citizen. He was said to misrepresent his 
position and exaggerate his wrongs. Yet he has been 
heard at last, and his claims have been to some extent 
met. 8o with the planter. I venture to say that 
those \Vho read the report of the commission ap­
pointed to inquire into the state of the sugar 
industry last year with anything like fairness and 
research, must come to the conclusion that the 
planters deserve at least consideration; moreover, 
that they should be helped and not discouraged in 
this critical time. l"or if the industry dies, Queensland 
will receive such a blow as will stagger it for many a 
:rear. There is nothing yet to take its place. VVhen 
one mine pegs out another is started, and capital is only 
transferred; bnt ruin to the sugar mdustry means ruin 
altogether, and a clean elimination. But will the 
planters be ruined, and are they being ruined, by a11y 
action of the Government? 

"That is a question which is in debate now. The 
planters ~ay that if they are denied kanaka labour they 
must close their plantations f the supporters of Sir 
Samuel Griffith say they need not do so, and even if 
that must be, it is bettPr so than to have kanaka 
labour." 

Mr. HODGKINSON: The present Govern­
ment also say so. 

Mr. PHILP: The writer goes on to say:­
"The Commissioners have said that the evidence 

of the planters has gone to sbow that they must 
have coloured labour, and they recognise the 
reasonableness of the planters' claim; but the chair­
man, Mr. '''· H. Groom, dismisses the question 
thus : 'The question of coloured labour, so far as 
legi~lation is concerned, may be said to be prac­
tically closed. The people have already pronounced 
an authoritative opinion upon it, and the principal 
:puhlic men have, whenever opportunity has occurred, 
more or le"s emphatically declared that they are 
not disposed to re-open the subject.' Aside from 
the wisdom or unwisdom of having coloured labour, 
it must be seen that :Mr. Groom's conclusions will 
not stand scrutiny. The Royal Commission was 
appointed to make a thorough inquiry into the con­
dition of the sugar industry, that the Parliament 
and the people might be educated. In 1885, at the 
ballot box coloured labour was declared against on 
the ground of 1 Queensland for the Queenslanders' 
and the importation of Polynesian labour was pro­
hibited alter the 31st of December, 1890. That was 
a matter of sentiment. But since then there has 
been much agitation, much discussion arising from 
the planters' prottsts. :Prom these protests sprang the 
Royal Commission. Can the subjeet be then said to be 
'practically closed?' Is it not now, after the report 
is published, that it should be discussed through the 
land P The public have their lesson; thp-,; must learn 
it before they are prepared to make definition of what 
should be-not of what must be. 'fhey have pro­
nounced their 'must be '; the other is to be settled 
now. Because free trade is declared for at the polls at 
one election, that is not al\vays taken as the final 
declaration of the people. A country has veered round 
completely in three years from a policy that it declared 
for by large majorities. Xo question is ever finally 
closed in a young country so far as the opinion of the 
p[;,1ple is concerned. Sew circumstances, new lights, 
open up old questions, and the 'yea' of yesterday 
becomes the ' nay' of to-day; the ' depart' of to­
dfly becomes the 'return' of to-morrow. If ever the 
coloured labom· question should be discussed it is now 
when a mass of evidence lieg before the people regard­
in~ it. That Parliament reco14nises this may be known 
from the fact that the question is being carried over 
from this session to the ntxt in spite of the determined 
efforts of Sir Samuel Griffith to close it a couple of 
weeks ago. 

11 1Vhatever conrsc the Parliament of Queensland 
pursues regarding this question, one must believe in 
ultimate justice to the planters, and the triumph of the 
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good sense of the people. The great trouble is at pre­
sen_t that the mining community is. arrayed against the 
agricultural community. Tile miners have no sympathy, 
no feeling with the tillers of the soil. Besides, they 
are combined, and they have the strength of combina­
tion. But iu North Queensland I was told by those 
deeply mterested in the separation movement that it 
was not so much the miner himself, not so much the ordi­
nary member of the trades unions that caused antagon­
ism, but the would-be leaders or demagogues. The bond 
.fide leaders have been won over to see things in a certain 
light; but the would-be leaders, finding therein 
t~eir opportunity for usurpation, stralghtway haYe 
stirred up trouble. There can be little doubt that 
the separation movement would have been much 
stronger if it had not been for rival leaders in the 
trades unions. And now let me sum up broadly 
the black details of the sugar industry in Queens­
land. At CairnR I heard of the Weary Bay plan­
tation, once valued at £100,000, being closed. The 
Hop 1Vah plantation at Cairns is abandoned; and 
the mortgage on the Pyramid plantation has been 
foreclosed after an expenditure of £130,000 upon it. 
On the Herbert River the Gairloch plantation has been 
closed; Hamleigh has been sold for one-tenth of its 
cost ; and :>Iacnorth for one-fourth of its cost. On the 
Burdekin Delta one of the largest plantations has been 
closed. The Pandora mill and the Yeppoon plantation 
have gone down in the Rockhampton district. At 
1\'Iaryborongh there is £50,000 worth of machinery 
lying idle. and that which is in use is worked at a 
loss. Against these ominous things we can only set 
down the fact that in the good seasons mo·:ey 
was ma.de in .Mackay and J3undaberg, and that at 
these places and at Cairns. on the Johnstone River, 
and in some small districts on the Logan plan­
tations are holding their own. Planters say that, 
given reciprocity with the other colon~e.io\ and cheap 
labour, they can yet succeed, because the worst is over 
with them so far as experience and ~a knowledge 
of economical working is concerned. They are sure 
that they can, being granted tlwse concessions, make 
the industry more than it has ever been to the country. 
This is reasonable. One looks with horror at the 
thought of the decline and fall of the industrv. Tbere 
is a feeling among some thinking men of the ::forth that 
the labour question could be mastered by the importa­
tion of Europeans, Germans for instance, who should 
be given outright a selection of land after they had 
cultivated it for three or four years. They could sell 
theh· cane to the big planters or to the central mills. 
This is a scheme in the right direction, but 'vould it 
succeed? 1\"'e know where we are, but we know not 
where we may be. It could be tried, but it is not an 
entire solution of the d1fficulty. The planters have 
encouraged this small settlement and would be glad of 
it. They have not taken up such large areas of land 
that there is not plenty of room yet for the selector and 
:prospective freeholder." 

At 7 o'clock, 

The SPEAKER said : In compliance with the 
Sessional Order the House will now proceed with 
the Government business. 

MESSAGE FROM 'l'HE LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL. 

DAY DAWN FREEHOJ,D GOLD-MINING COMPANY'S 
RAILWAY BILL. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 
message from the Legislative Council, returning 
this Bill without amendment. 

SUPREME COURT BILL. 

RESUl\!PTION OF COMMITTEE. 

On the Order of the Day being read, the House 
went into comnoittee to further consider this 
Bill in detail. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
had given notice of a new clause to follow clan se 
13, and one to follow clause H. The two cl"uses 
of which he had given notice were merely 
re-enactments of clauses already in the Act of 
1874, both referring to the Northern Supreme 
Court, and he had proposed to insert thnn in 
the Bill, because it would be man convenir nt to 
have them in the same measme, and s,) save 
reference having to be made to two statutes. 
The hon. member for Burrum, however, had 

given notice of his intention to propose a new 
clause which was an improvement on the one he 
had intended to propose to follow clause 14, 
and on that account he (Sir S. \V. Griffith) 
would not move his clause. He moved that the 
following new clause be inserted, to follow 
clause 13:-

The Governor in Council may from time to time 
appoint, for the -purposes of the Northern court, sueh 
and so many duly qualified per-.ons as may be requisite 
to perform within the l\'orthern district the duties of 
~heriff, prothonotary, and registrar, and the duties of 
such other officers as may be necessary. And the 
officers so appointed shall have and perform within 
such district the like duties to those performed by the 
corresponding officers at Brisbane. 

The officers already appointed !or the purposes of the 
district assigned to the Xorthern judge shall be deemed 
to have been appointed for the purposes of the Northern 
comt a;, hereby defined. 

New clause put and passed. 
The HoN. Sm S. W. G RIFFITH moved the 

insertion of the following new clause to follow 
the new clause last passed :-

Any matters depending in the Supreme Court at 
Brisb·-tne may be transferr,,d to the ::Vorthern court, and 
any matters depending in the Northern court may be 
transferred to the Supreme Court at Brisbane, in such 
manner as may be prescribed by rules of court. 

Question put and passed. 
Clause 14-" Construction of Acts"-passed as 

printed. 
The HoN. C. POWERS moved the insertion 

of the following new clause, to follow clause 
14:-

Any writ or other process issued out of the office of 
the _:\l'orthern court, or by any commissioner residing 
within the )[orthern district, shall be returnable in the 
office of the Northern court, but shall have full force 
and effect and may be enforced at any place within the 
colony : Provided that no petition for adjudication of 
insolvency against any debtor whose usual residence is 
not within the Northern district shall be made 
returnable elsewhere than at Brisbane." 

Question put and passed. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, clause 15 

was amended to read as follows :-
"In the event of the illness or absence of any 

Northern judge, any other jndge of the court may 
exercise the jurisdiction, powers, and authority of such 
~orthern judge in any cause, matter, or proceeding 
depending in the Xorthern court.'' 

On clause 16, as follows :--
"It shall be lawful for the judges of the court, or a 

majority of them, of whom the Cbief Justice shall be 
one, ft•om time to t.ime to make all such rules of court 
as shall be necessary for regulating the forms of 
process, mode of :pleading, and practice of the ~orthern 
court in all its various departments, and the duties of 
the officers thereof, and the costs of the proceedings 
therejn, and such rules from time to time to repeal, 
vary, or alter, as occasion may require: 

" Provided that any rules of court which at the 
commencement of this Act were in force within the 
~m·thern district, and which are not inconsistent with 
this Act or with any rules of court, may continue to be 
used and pr:wtised in such and the like cases, and for 
such and the like purposes as those to which they 
would have been applicable if this Act had not passed: 

"Provided also that the Northern judges shall have 
full power and authority from time to time to make all 
such rules of court as may be necessary for regulating 
t.he sittiugs of the Xorthern court at Townsville, and 
the Northern judges in chambers, and of any circuit 
conrt holden within the Northern district, in such 
manner as tlu·y may agree, and, in the event of a 
difference between them, in such manner as the senior 
Korthern judge may determine, and such rules from 
time to time to repeal, vary, or alter, as occasion may 
require.'' 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said that 
as the clause related to the making of rules for the 
conduct of proceedings in the Northern court, 
he thought it would be as well to provide that 
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one of the judges should be a judge of the 
Northern court. If there was any objection to 
an amendment to that effect he would not move 
it. 

The PREMIER said the amendment sug­
gested would be a distinct improvement. Re 
moved that the words "and one of theN orthern 
judges" be imerted after "Chief Justice." 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause agreed to with consequential amend­
ment. 

On clause 17, as follows:-
"Nothing in this Act contained shall be construed to 

restrain the authority or limit the jurisdiction of the 
court or of the judges thereof to make rules of court or 
otherwise regulate and dispose of the business therein." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. G RI:E'FITH said section 
21 of the Act of 187 4 was not repealed by the 
Bill. That section provided that-

" Subject to the p1·ovisions of this Act, the court 
holden before the Northern judge shall, so far as may 
be necessary, be deemed to be the Supreme Court of 
Queensland.'' 
That provision seemed to stand alone, and should 
either be repealed or repealed and re-enacted. 
He did not think there was any necessity to re-
enact it. · 

The HoN. C. POWERS said there was no 
need to re-enact that section, and it could be 
repealed in the schedule. He moved that clause 
17 be amended by inserting the words "the last 
preceding section of" after the word "in" in the 
1st line. There were parts of the Bill which 
might reetrain the authority of the court, and it 
was only intended that the clause should apply 
to the "last preceding section." 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
put and passed. 

The schedule was passed, with a verbal conse­
quential amendment. 

The preamble was pas:sed as printed. 
The PREMIER moved that the Chairman 

leave the chair, and report the Bill to the House, 
with amendments. 

Question pnt and passed. 

RE-CO»!MITTAL. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House resolved itself into 
a Committee of the Whole to reconsider clauses 
2 and 3, and to comider the introduction of a 
new clause. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, clam;e 2 
was amended to read as follows :-

"This Act, except any provision thereof which is 
declared to take effect from a.nd after the passing 
thereof, shall commence and come into operation on the 
first day of December, one thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-nine." 

On clause 3, as follows:-
"In the construction of this Act, unless there is any~ 

thing in the subje<~t or context repugnant thereto, tlie 
several words and expressions hereinafter mentioned 
shall have and include the mf'-:-mings following, that js 
to say-

. rrhe Court' shall mean the Supn~me Court of 
Queensland ; 

1 The former Northern Judge' shall mean the 
l\~orthern Judge for the time being appointed 
under the provisions of the Supreme Court Act 
ofl874; 

'The ~orthern District j shall mean the district 
which has, at the commencement of this Act, 
been assigned to the former Km·thern Judge 
under the provisions of the Supreme Court Aet 
of 18i4, or such district as may from time to 
time be assigned by the Go\ m·nor in Council as 
and to be the Northern District; 

'The Northern Court' shall mean the Court holden 
within the Northern District; 

'Rules of Court' shall include forms." 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
had thought over the definition of the term 
"Northern court," and he was satisfied it was 
not satisfactory. He would not renew his argu­
ments about the word "branch." Re thought 
that was the best word, but perhaps this defini­
tion would be an improYernent: "'TheN orthern 
court' shall mean the court holden before the 
Northern judges as provided by this Act." He 
believed the use of the word "branch " would be 
a still greater improvement, but he would not 
press it. He therefore proposed the omi,<;ion of 
the word " within," and the insertion of the 
word ''before." 

Amendment agreed to. 
On the motion of the HoN. SIR S. W. 

GRIFFlTH, the clause was further amended, 
by the omission of the word " district," and the 
insertion of the words "judges as provided by 
this Act." 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
'!'he P1U~MIJ£R moved the insertion, after 

clause 12, of the following new clause :--
If at any time upon the bearing of an appeal from 

the decision of the 1\ orthcrn conrt, the Supreme Court 
is holden before two judges only, and the judges are 
dividecl in opinlou as to the deeis:.ion to be g1vcn on any 
point, then, if tho Xorthern judges arc not divided in 
opinion on that point, the clecision appealed from shall 
be alfirmed. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said it was rather 
difficult for a layman to ~peak on that subject, 
but he thought the Bill to a certain extent made 
the Northern court subordinate to the Southern 
branch. He knew that late amendments had 
tended to correct that ; but presnming that there 
were two judges in Brisbane acting as the court 
of appeal, if one of those judges differed from 
the Chief Justice he was in a minority, and the 
appeal from the Northern to the Southern court 
would be virtually an appeal to the Chief 
Justice only. Neither of the Northern judgeS' 
would have a word to say. He would suggest, 
with all deference to the le"al gentleman in 
charge of the measure, that there should be as 
mnch possible perfect accord of opinion between 
the two branches of the Supreme Court. That was, 
that it consisted primarily of three judges in the 
South and two in the North, and in the event of 
any appeal from the North one of the Northern 
judges should come down South to take part in the 
hearing of the appeal-not the judge from whose 
decision the appeal was; made, but his fellow 
judge. By doing that the court in Brisbane 
would be fully seized of the circumstances of the 
appeal, and the Northern judges would be 
kept in accord with what was going on in legal 
matters down South. The positions of those two 
gentlemen, isolated as the X orthern judges 
would be, would be rendered much more 
advantageous to the Public Service if they 
had the opportunity of going to Brisbane 
and taking part in those appeals, and it 
would be a recognition that the Northern 
Supreme Conrt was not only a Northern Supreme 
Court, but still remained a part and pmcel 
of the supreme judicature of the colony, 
and had an active interest in the decisions 
of the court as a whole. By the proposed system 
it seemed to him that in the event of a difference 
between the Chief Justice and one of the judges 
sitting in Brisb,tne, practically the whole matter 
would rest with the Chief Justice, because in the 
event of a difference the ruling must be that of 
the Chief Justice. They knew very well that 
one of the judges was going home directly, and 
there would practically only be two judges here, 
unless it was contemplated by the Government 
to appoint an acting judge. He hoped the 
Government would see the object he had in mind, 
and he thought it would commend itself to 
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them. What he maintained was, that there 
should be facilities for an interchange of opinion 
among the five judges. There would be many 
advantages derivable from an occasional meet­
ing of the Northern court with the full court 
down South that would entirely outweigh 
the travelling expenses that would be ineurred. 
Judges had the appointment of their own sit­
tings. "They sat about four times a year he 
believed, and the cost of a judge coming down from 
the North would be very trifling. The number 
of appeal cases to be heard were not many. 
Look at the cases heard lately. In one very great 
case an appeal was made to the court sitting as a 
full court-and it only occupied a week. It was 
very rarely that the sittings took a week. He 
hoped he had made himself clear to the hon. 
gentleman. 

The HoN. C. POWERS said the hon. gentle· 
man had made himself perfectly clear. The 
first point was as to the Chief Justice overruling 
the decision of the two Northern judges. The 
clause proposed would get rid of that, because if 
the clause was not inserted and an appeal did 
come from the Northern courts, although the 
two judges might have been unanimous and the 
Chief Justice and one judge might differ, yet 
the Chief Justice could overrule the two Northern 
judges and one Southern judge. Bv the pro­
posed amendment that difficulty would be got 
over. If the Chief .Justice and the other 
judges disagreed, if that clause was passed, then 
the Northern court's decision was confirmed. 
That was that it was not interfered with so that 
the Chief Justice or any one judge could not over­
rule the judges of the North if they did not 
differ themselves. The opinion of the two 
Northern judges held good against the opinion 
of the judges down here. If theN orthern judges 
were unanimous they overruled the decision 
given down here. A difficulty might of course 
arise if there were two judges trying the appeal 
in Brisbane, one not being the Chief Justice. 
The senior judge would overrule the other judge 
and the two Northern judges. The new clause 
got over that difficulty altogether, and if the 
judges in the North were unanimous their deci­
sion would stand, unless the judges here were 
unanimous also. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: What would happen if 
the appeal was only from the decision of one 
judge in the North, and the judges here were 
divided in opinion? 

The HoN. C. POWERS said he presumed 
that the opinion of the Chief Justice, if there 
were only two judges here, would override the 
opinion of the others. • 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: No. 

The HoN. C. POWERS said that if the two 
judges here differed, the decision of the Chief 
Justice wonld override the others under the Act 
of 1874. The new clause got over the difficulty 
of one judge here overriding two judges in the 
North. With respect to the other question, the 
Government were anxious to see whether the 
courts could not be amalgamated in the way 
suggested by the hon. gentleman, by a judge from 
the North coming down here to sit in the 
appeal court. That was not altogether a ques­
tion of expense, however. They would have to 
fix courts every three months or six months, as 
the case might be, and if a matter was to be held 
over until "' Northern judge could come down 
here to sit in the appeal court it would give rise 
to a great deal of delay, and persons might take 
ad vantage of the delay to appeal. It was found 
it would not be practicable to do that without 
very greatly delaying the business of the North. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
new clause remedied a defect in the Bill which 
he had not seen yesterday. The effect of it 
would be that if the Northern judges sat together 
as an appeal court to decide a case and agreed, 
aud then one of the parties appealed to Brisbane, 
it would take two judges here to overrule their 
decision. If the appeal was from the Northern 
court to three judges in Brisbane, the three 
judges would prevail. If the appeal was from 
a singleN orthern judge, and the court in Brisbane 
consisted of two judges only, and they were divided 
in opinion, then under the provisions of the 
Supreme Court Act of 1874 the decision appealed 
from would be affirmed, unless in certain cases 
which could not occur in this connection. One 
was if the judge whose decision was appealed 
from was one of the two judges exercising the 
appellate jurisdiction, and the other was, if the 
judge appealed from desired that the matter 
should he determined without reference to the 
fact that he had given the decision. The new 
clause put the two branches of the court as 
nearly as possible on precisely the same footing. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said thehon. gentleman 
had hardly got at what he wanted. He wanted 
if possible to see a court of appeal m every case 
of three judges irrespective of the judge whose 
decision was appealed from, so that the case 
might be re-heard by a thoroughly impartial 
tribunal. The hon. gentleman had himself 
pointed out that to appeal against a man's 
decision and let him sit as one of the judges to 
whom the appeal was made would be to put him 
in a very peculiar position. If he gave way he 
would be a man whose opinion was easily upset, 
and if he was an obstinate man he would be of 
the same opinion still. It would be far more 
desirable, if it was possible, to arrange that any 
appeal should be heard before three judges, 
excluding the one from whom the party ap­
pealed. 

The Ho~. C. POWERS said that by the 
amendment proposed by the leader of the 
Opposition yesterday, it had been provided that 
the appeal should be to the judges here, and 
they would have had nothing to do with the 
original hearing of the case. In some cases it 
might be a great advantage to have one of tha 
Northern judges come down here for the pur­
pose of placing his views before the court, but 
the difficulty was that they were so far only 
appointing two judges to the Northern court, 
and if one of them was brought down here on an 
appeal, it would take one judge away from 
Townsville, and at the same time the other 
judge might he away upon circuit. The pro­
posal of the Bill was really that there should be 
a! ways one judge at Townsville, and another on 
circuit in the North, so as not to interfere with 
business. So that unless there were three judges 
appointed to the Northern court, the idea of the 
hon. member for Burke, which was a very good 
one, seemed impracticable. 

Mr. COWLEY said the matter was far from 
satisfactory, so far as it had yet been explained. 
vVhat would be the result supposing there was 
an appeal from the court at Townsville, on a 
matter on which both Northern judges were 
agreed, and it was brought to Brisbane to be 
tried before thre.e judges, and then suppose the 
majority of those three, of which the Chief 
Justice was not one, decided again~t theN orthern 
judges? They would be in this position: They 
would have three judges, of whom the Chief 
Justice was one, having to submit to the 
ruling of two judges. That would be a strange 
position, and a very unsatisfactory one. He 
would much rather see an appeal from a decision 
in which the Northern judges were unanimous, 
made direct to the Privy Council. It was a 
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strange position to get into to have the Chief 
Justice and two Northern judges overruled by 
two judges in Brisbane. 

New clause put and passed. 
The House resumed, and the CHAIRMAN re­

ported the Bill with further amendments. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the report 

was adopted, and the third reading made an 
Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

SUPPLY. 

REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE ACCOUNTS. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. W. 
Pattison) said: Mr. Speaker,-I beg to move 
that you do now leave the chair, and the Howse 
resolve itself into a Committ~e of the Whole to 
further consider the Supply to be granted to Her 
Majesty. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-This is the first opportunity since the 
return was laid on the table with respect to the 
revenue and expenditure of Queensland, appor­
tioned in accordance with the proposed Decen­
tralisation Bill, that I have had of referring 
to it; and it is a matter of such impnrtance, 
that I feel bound to call attention to it on 
the first opportunity. I believe most members 
of the House are aware that the scheme of the 
Decentralisation Bill, which has been read a first 
time, is the same at that of the one which was 
read a first time last year, and which, so far 
as this matter is concerned, is practically the 
same Bill as was read a second time in the year 
1887. The accounts of the differ8nt districts 
are kept in such a way as to show the general 
revenue of the whole colony and the receipt" 
on account of the different districts on the 
one hand; and on the other the general ex­
penditure relating to the whole colony and 
the expenditure relating to the different dis­
tricts ; so that instead of there being only one 
balance-sheet relating to the whole colony, there 
are four-one relating to the general account and 
three to the different districts. The accounts 
have been kept in that way though the Bill has 
not yet become law, and the result of the year's 
transactions under that scheme has been em­
bodied in this return. This return shows some 
veryextraordinarythings, which are of importance 
to every part of the colony, to the South as much 
as to theN orth ; and I think it is important that 
the colony should know what was the actual result 
of the financial transactions of last year, assuming 
the principles laid down by that Bill were fair. 
This return shows the revenue of the colonv 
under the heads of general revenue, and under 
the heads of local revenue. The heads of general 
revenue are stamp duty, postage, electric tele­
graph receipts, marine board, graving dock, 
escort fees, fees of office, fines and forfeitures, 
and miscellaneous receipts, amounting alto­
gether to £587,000. All the other receipts 
are treated as local ; and the local revenue for 
the Southern district amounted to £1,702,000; 
that for the Central district amounted to £455,000, 
and that for the Northern district amounted 
to £780,000, making a total of £3,615,000. 
The expenditure is apportioned in the same 
way. The general expenditure came to 
£940,000; the expenditure for the Southern dis­
trict to £1,580,000; that for the Central district 
to £402,000; and that for the Northern district 
to £57!5,000, making a total of £3,498,000. The 
net surplus on the whole transactions of the 
colony was £116,800. But on comparing the 
general receipts with the general expenditure, 
and the local revenue with the local expenditure, 
we get a very surprising result. It will be observed 
that the general revenue was le.·<s than the general 
expenditure. The general revenue was £587,000 
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and the general expenditure was £940,000. By 
the conditions of the Bill, any deficiency in the 
general revenue must be made up by contribn· 
tions from the different districts, acce>rding to 
the proportions specified in section 11 of the Bill. 
Last year there was a deficiency on general 
account of £353,000, which had to be made up 
by the different districts in the proportions speci­
fied; the sum of £200,000 was to be contributed 
by the Southern district, £53,000 by the Central 
district, and £91,000 by the N ortbern dis­
trict. Table VI. of the return shows how 
the accounts stand after this has been done. 
Last year the revenue of the Southern dis· 
trict was £1,792,000, and the local expendi­
ture was £1,580,000, showing a local surplus 
of £212,000. The proportion of deficiency 
on general account to be contributed by the 
Southern district was £209,000, leaving a surplus 
on the year's transactions of the Southern dis­
trict o( about £3,000. With reference to the 
Central district, the local revenue was £455,000, 
and the local expenditure £402,000, showing 
a local surplus of £53,500. Their proportion 
of deficiency on general account was £53,096, 
showing on the s·ear's transactions a snrplus on 
the accounts of the Central district of £407. When 
we look at the Northern district we find that 
local revenue was £780,000, the local expendi­
ture £575,000, leaving a local surplus of £205,000. 
Their proportion of deficiency on general ac­
count was £91,000, showing a surplus con­
tributed by the Northern district of £113,700. 
So that the net surplus of £116,000 odd on 
the years transactions is made up of £2,719 
contributed by the South, £407 contributed 
by the Central districts, and £113,720 con­
tributed by the Northern district. That is a 
most unsatisfactory state of things for every 
part of the colony, for the South as well as for 
the North. It is unsatisfactory for the North, 
because it appears that the surplus revenue, 
which, according to the scheme of the Bill, 
properly belonged to them, has been absorbed in 
paying the general liabilities of the colony. 
It is most unsatisfactory to the South, be­
cause any action which will result in doing 
injustice to the North can only have the effect of 
embittering the feeling of one portion of the 
colony towards another, and intensifying the 
irritation that has for some time existed. 
·we desire to do what is right and fair; and I do 
not believe there is a man in the South who 
desires to take a single farthing from the 
North. It is most important that we should 
know how these things stand. The next inquiry 
is: "How is this £113,720 made up"? And 
the answer is still more surprising. I find by 
the return laid on the table of the House on 
the 17th September, on the motion of the 
hon. member for Herbert, that during the 
same twelve months land was sold by auction in 
the Northern division of the colony to the extent 
of £127,000. The largRst items are £44,000 in 
Cairns, £21,000 in Normanton, £31,000 in 
Townsville, and £5,000 in Cooktown-the total 
being £127,000. 'J'he total revenue from auc­
tion sales received in cash last year was 
£132,000, the total sales amounting to £190,000; 
so that the greater part of this enormous revenue 
from land sales was realised from the sale of 
land in the North. I am, of course, aware 
that the whole of this £127,000 was not paid in 
cash, but a very large portion of it was. And 
this is where this great surplus of £116,000 came 
from. Out of that £116,000 no less than 
£113,700 was derivtd from the North, and the 
greater part of that was obtained from the 
excessive forced sales of land in that part of the 
colony. I JDaintain that there is no one in this 
colony who desires that our accounts should be 
put straight by forced sales of land in the North, 
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or, in fact, in any part of the colony, but it 
is especially unfair to make such forced sales 
in the North. This money is paid into the 
Treasury, and then the Government turn rouud 
and "ay, "\Vhat splendid financiers we are ! 
We have only been in office for twelve months, 
and we have already reduced the deficiency in the 
general revenne of the colony by £116,000." 
But how have they done it? By forced sales of 

·land in the North--which is highly improper in 
principle; but it is especially unfair, a.s they 
have taken away that money from that part of 
the colony. If this is a specimen of the 
financial ability of the Government, they have 
shown their utter incompetence to conduct the 
finances of the colony. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Donaldson) : What about the last Government? 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: A pre· 
vious Government endeavoured to reduce a 
deficit, and to clear off the liabilities of the colony 
by a similar process. They borrowed nearly 
£400,000, and paid that into the Treasury, 
and called that financing, and the balance was 
made up by forced sales of land in the same way 
as the present Government have done. It seems 
this is the only resource of the Government-to 
raise revenue from forced sales of land. It is 
apparent from this that the tariff has had 
nothing whatever to do with the surplus. The 
tariff has done nothing to relieve the revenue. 
If it had not been for these forced land 
sales in the colony, the expenditure for the 
year would have been about equal to the revenue. 
I am perfectly aware-and so are all those who 
take the trouble to consider the matter a little 
more in detail-that the case is really worse than 
it appears by this return, because in the retnrn 
all the Customs revenue collected in the Southern 
division of the colony--including the Customs 
revenue paid here on goods re-exported coastwise 
to the North-is credited to the South. Of course 
we do not know exactly how much of that should 
be credited to the North. 

The MIKISTER FOR MINES AND 
WOHKS: That always has been done. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. G RIFFITH : The 
amount is not known, because there is no law 
providing for the ascertainment of how much 
should be credited to the different districts. I 
believe, however, that the amount which is 
credited to the South is diminishing year by 
year, because direct imports in the 1'\ orth are 
increasing; but still it is (jUite certain tha.t it 
is a considerable amount, so that really the only 
advance which has been made on last year's 
financial tramactions has been derived entirely 
from the improper dealings by the Government 
with the estate of the colony, and especially that 
of the North. Apart from that, there has been 
no improvement in the financial condition of the 
colony. This shows, to my mind, that it is (juite 
time the financial position of the colony was 
seriously considered, and considered a great deal 
more seriously than it has apparently been by 
the Government during either last year or the 
present. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: Or for the 
last five years. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: Not alto­
gether during the last five years. I am more and 
more impressed with the necessity of considering 
the finances of the colony, when I see what is 
going on. It is time that the matter should be 
taken in hand. It is quite evident that we have 
been drifting during the last twelve months. 

Mr. PHILP: For twelve years. 
The HoN. SIR S. vV. GRIFFI'rH: I am 

speaking especially of the last twelve months.' It 

is no use saying "you are another." That kind 
of arO'ument will not do. The people of this 
count~y do not want to listen to recriminations 
of "It is your fault," or "It is someone else's 
fault." If things are done wrong, they want 
them to be put right, and they do not .care 
who puts them right. I am afraid the Mims~er 
for Lands-who seems to be the great financrer 
of the Government, judging by this return--is 
not the man to put things right. I shoultl be s?rry 
to say it seriously, but if a perc,.on were inclmed 
to impute evil motives to him, one might think 
that the .:Y1inister for Lands, who is known to be a 
great advocate of separation, had been deliberately 
forging a weapon for the hands of the separa­
tionists. I do not seriously impute that to the 
hon. gentleman, because I believe he has been 
compelled by his colleagues, by some means or 
other to bring money in so as to make an ap­
pareu't surplus, on the probability th~t t.he 
people would not take much trouble to m(jun·e 
where the surplus came from, so long as there 
was a surplus, because there is no doubt 
that a great many people do not trouble 
themselves about details. They merely look 
at the result, and if that shows a surplus, 
they think the Government are accomplished 
financiers. In the interests of all parts of the 
colonv alike it is very important that this state 
of tl}in"s should not be continued. I do not 
believe in separation at the present. time, and 
looking at the situation from the point of view 
of one opposed to separation, I object in the 
strongest manner to this kind of unfair de!'ling, 
because we are forging weapons, whether mten­
tionally or not, in favour of separation. Some 
hon. members Hray like it, and be quite willi_ng 
to see injustice done if it supplies them wrth 
arms; but that is not the feeling among members 
generally, or of the country as a whole. If 
we are to part, I hope we shall part good 
friends, and not with any rankling feeling_ of 
injustice, and therefore I deprecate anyth_mg 
like injustice being done, and certainly mJ;ls· 
tice has been done. I have called attentiOn 
to this matter because I consider it is of very 
great importance, and I do it at the v~ry 
earliest opportunity. I do it principally wrth 
the intention of in,;isting upon the necessity for 
a revision of our financial position. Now that 
it has been practically recognised that there 
should be some sort <if proportion between the 
contributions of the different parts of the 
colony and the expenditure within those dis­
tricts-it is, I think, generally recognised all 
round this House, although there may be a 
difference of opinion as to the precise mode of 
finding that proportion, that there should be some 
proportion between the revenue received from 
the different parts of the colony and the money 
expended in tho~e districts-it is the duty of 
the Government and of the Colonial Treasurer, 
who has charge of the financeB of the Govern­
ment, to keep within their grasp the manner ~n 
which the money has been raised and the way m 
which it is expended, so that no injustice of this 
kind may be done. If tha~ is not done. we sh!'ll 
certainly increase very senously the drfficultres 
between the different parts of the colony, and 
we shall decrease the good feeling which, I 
think, generally exists at present. Fr~nn t~e 
point of view of those who do not beheve. m 
separation we are doing the very _worst thm_g 
which can be done by those who wrsh that thrs 
colony should continue one and undivided. 

HoNm:uABLE MEiiiBEUS of the Opposition : 
Hear, hear! 

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. W. 
Pattison) said: Mr. Speaker,-It is not at 
all astonishing that the leader of the Oppo· 
sition should be somewhat startled by the 
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returns laid on the table of the House. 
When first the tables were placed m my 
hands I was very much astonished also with 
t!r~m, and, .as I informed the leader of the Oppo­
srtwn prevwusly, they were of such a startling 
naturethati placed them in the hands of the Audit 
Office that they might be gone through carefully 
to find whether there were any errors in them or 
not. That was the cause of the delay, otherwi~e the 
tables would have been furnished to hon. mem­
bers at all events two or three weeks before they 
actually were. In going through the tables, 
which I have done casually, I can fully under­
stand the objection of many Northern members 
that the North was being pilfered for the benefit 
of ~he South. To some extent I have always 
beheved that they paid more than their fair 
proportion of the taxation of the colony. vVe 
know very well that they are the largest con­
sumers of dutiable goods. This table does not 
I contend, properly represent the amount they 
have contribnted to the revenue of the colony. 
If we had the meo,ns of showing accurately 
what they have contributed, I am sure the 
balance would be very much more in their 
favour than it" is. 'The large quantity of 
go?d~ that.goes N ?rth, on which Customs duty is 
pard m Brrsbane, rs not taken into consideration 
at all; Bri;bane gets the full bene6t of that. 
The tabl·?S, so far as they go, are a truthful state­
ment, as far as the Treasury can furnish it, to 
enable hon. members to compare the contribu­
tions to revenue and expenditure of the Northern 
Central, and Southern districts. \Vhether they 
may ha_ve the effect of furthering the cause of 
separatron or not, I will not offer an opinion 
upon. No doubt they will furnish a very 
powerful argument to Northern members who 
are in favour of it, and I have no doubt they will 
also use the tables supplied hy the leader of the 
Opposition himself with similar force and effect. 
It will certainly carry conviction to the minds 
of the people in the North that their statement 
is not al~oge~her without foundation that they 
are contrrbutmgunduly to support the South in its 
expenditure on account of its policy of centrali­
sation. It is one of those evils that the Decen­
tra~isation Bill, if carried into law, would remedy. 
It IS a matter of regret that that Bill was not 
pushed through this session, but, without further 
going into the matter, hon. members will see the 
utte_r impossibility of making such an effort this 
sesswn. So far as the sales of land are concerned 
the late Treasurer, I think, in framing his :Esti: 
mates, calculated upon receiving £100,000 from 
the sale of land. vVe have exceeded that amount 
by £39,000-not a large sum, considering the 
success of some of those sales. Possibly if the 
sales had been carried out under the old ;ystem 
the £100,000 would not have been exceeded. It 
would possibly not have been reached. But 
on the ne;v. terms of payment given by the 
present Mrmster for Lands, the lands sold­
notably at Cairns and other Northern towns­
have realised prices far in excess of what 
they would otherwise have done. The same 
quantity of land sold under the old system 
would have realised a great deal less money. 
And yet the hon. gentleman accuses the Goveril­
ment of squandering the public estate for the 
pnrpose of, what? Getting a revenue. The state 
the hon. gentleman left the Treasury in was such 
that the Government had to cast about and 
get revenue from some source · and if the hon 
gentleman will only look plain facts in the face' 
he must admit tlmt the policy of alienation of 
land will give effect to his !ono--cherished idea of 
a land tax coming into force. "until we alienate 
co.nsiderably more land than we have already 
alrenated, a land tax is an utter impossibility, 
and would be a farce. That is my opinion 
whether right or wrong. The utmost the hon: 

gentleman expected to get from his land tax, in 
making his Financial Statement, was £100,000, 
or a little more. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: I gave 
£100,000 as a rough estimate. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : How far 
would that have gone to make up the revenue 
required to carry on the Government of the 
country? It would have been almost a drop in 
the bucket. vVe have only a surplus of £116,000; 
still it is the first time for years that we have 
had a surplus, and but for our scheme of taxation 
and the land sales we should have had a further 
deficit, so far as my memory serves me, of about 
£180,000. Therefore I say our altered policy of 
finance has simply increased the revenue to the 
extent of about £320,000. Perhaps we ought to 
have done more, but we did the best we possibly 
could in a moment of emergency. \Ve found that 
the finances of the country were in such a state 
that they required very careful handling ; and 
although our scheme of taxation may be ridiculed 
and laughed at, still I would like to see what 
other scheme the leader of the Opposition could 
have proposed that would have led to the result 
we have attained. \V e have turned what would 
have been a deficit of nearly £200,000 into a 
surplus of £116,000. That is doing something-; 
and we could only carry it out through the 
Customs or by the sale of land in modarate 
quantities, not in large quantities. It is not 
the large amount of land we have solrl, but 
the largely increased prices we have obtained 
throug-h the liberal terms offered, that have 
swollen the land revenue. That deals with 
that part of the hon. gentleman's objection. 
It is not necessary that l should go into 
it at great length. I daresay that nothing 
the present Ministry might do would be entirely 
satisfactory to the hon. gentleman, and I suppose 
the reverse would be the case supposing we 
were criticising his financial policy. Certainly 
we have seen nothing in his past financial 
management to lead us to follow the example he 
set us. \Ve have endeavoured, as far as we 
possibly could, to widely depart from his scheme 
of finance, and I suppose the same feeling that 
actuated us in the past will actuate us in the 
future. If the hon. gentleman can show us in 
what way we have made our mistakes, and what 
road we should follow to better our position, I 
am sure I should return him my best thanks. 
But hitherto the hon. gentleman has not 
appeared at his best as a financier; and although 
we may not have done the best we possibly 
could-I will admit that for argument sake-we 
have endeavoured to do so, and certainly I claim 
this for the \lovernment, that we have done a 
great deal better than the hon. gentleman could 
have done, supposing he had had our position. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I am very glad the hon. gentleman 
has called attention to this return. It would 
have been the duty of some one to have 
done so-some Northern member, perhaps­
but as the hon. gentleman has taken it 
upon himself, there seems no doubt that the 
discussion upon it will occupy the rest of the 
evening. There is certainly a very strong case 
m:>de out. I just want to say a few words about 
separation and decentralisation, which the hon. 
gentleman has spoken of. I am an ad vacate for 
separation, as well as the Minister for Lands. 
That is a well-known fact; I do not disguise it. 
I believe the only remedy fc>r maladministration 
of revenue, especially in the North, is separa­
tion. It does not matter what Government is 
in power, as long as the present system of 
Government preYails, there must be a mal. 
administration of revenue, 
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The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : It was 
never so bad as it has been this year. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKR: The hon. gentleman assumes a posi­
tion which he has no right to assume. It has 
been as bad as this every year for fifteen or 
twenty years past in proportion to popuhtion. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFI'rH: J'\o. 
The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 

WORKS: Yes; and as the population increases, 
so does the injustice to the ]'\ urth increase. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : I know 
the contrary. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS : The hon. gentleman does not know 
much about this question, but I am glad to see 
he is beginnin[; to learn. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH : I learned 
a good deal abvut it while I was at the Treasury. 

'l'he MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : The hon. gentleman is now learning 
still more. The case stands actually a great deal 
worse than these figures show. The hon. gentle­
man seems to be under the impression that 
because there are direct shipments to the North, 
therefore the amount of duty that is paid in the 
South for goods consumed in the North has 
been less. But that is not the case. The 
population of the ]'\ orth has increased ; ship­
ments have increased, and the coasting trade 
has increased in proportion to the trade of 
the British India Company. Nut a single 
vessel in the coasting trade has been put 
off; they have increased in number and ship­
ments have increased in value, and I maintain, 
and will maintain until the accounts prove to 
the contrary, that the North is entitled to at 
least 20 per cent. more of Customs duty than it 
receives credit for. Therefore there is a credit 
balance of £188,000 due to the North on the 
year just ]Jassed. I say I am an advocoate for 
separation, but I do not believe separation 
will be obtained easily or immediately; there­
fore I am also a strong advocate for decen­
tralisation. The only chance the North has 
of obtaining fair aclmini>tration in matters of 
finance until separation takes place is through 
the Decentralisation Bill which has been intro­
duced, and which I hope will pa''' next session. 
I know there are some members of this House 
who do not believe in decentralisation. They 
are under the illusion that separation can be 
obtained very easily, but I think the debate 
that took place last night was quite sufficient to 
show the contrary. The North will never get 
separation until it is united, and until it gets rid 
of the foolish and insane jealousy. which exists 
with regard to Townsville. "Whether Townsville 
is deserving of the jealousy that exists in the 
North against it or not, it is a fact that there 
will be no separation until there is unison, and 
there will be no unison while that jealousy pre­
vails. Is Townsville, for the purpose of doing 
away with this jealousy, to wipe itself out of 
existence-the existence which the hon. member 
for Charters Towers, Hon. A. Rutledge, said last 
night it should never have come into. Townsville 
has done all it could to try and dt·ive away that 
spirit of jealousy. That jea,lousy arises in connec­
tion with the question of the seat of government 
for the new colony, and I, as a representative of 
Townsville, and as the first public man who mooted 
the question of separation, declare that the seat 
of government of the new colony should be in none 
of the existing towns in the Northern part of 
the colony. It should be selected in some place 
away from the coast, the same as the American 
Goverment selected Washington, and as many 
of the States there also selected as the seat 

of government not the largest or the most 
important commercial towns in the State. I 
advocated that in the presence of my consti­
tuents. I told them distinctly that I would 
never advocate Townsville being the cn.pital of 
the new colony, and they agreed with 1Nl. They 
ga Vfl me full permission to ad vacate th<>t in any 
way I liked. What more can the paople of 
Townsville do? TheY gave me full libarty in 
that respect, in the face of the jealousy which I 
am sorry to say exists against them in the 
North. I say that separation, in my estimation, 
cannot be obtained easily or soon, and I think 
the next best thing to do is to decentralise as 
much as possible in the meantime-until separa­
tion can be obtained. The hon. gentlemftn at 
the head of the Opposition is not acting fairly 
when he says that probably the Minister for 
Lands is working insidiously in favour of 
separation. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I did 
not say so ; I disclaimed it. 

The JVIIJ'\ISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS : The hon. gentleman should not have 
put it hypothetically tts be did. I know hi.s dis 
claimer very well. I could say many things 
with a disclaimer which I do not wish to say. 
It was an unfair thing to say in any case. There 
is no member of the Government working in­
sidiously for separation, but there is no member 
of the Government working against it ; that is, 
no member of it who does not believe in separa­
tion. I am certain that we shall all work sincerely 
and honestly together in trying to obtain decen­
tralisation early next session. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN : I am sure you won't. 
The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 

\VORKS: The hon. member for Stanley may 
try his best to prevent it, but he will have to get 
a few members to help him before he is able to 
do so. As to the question of selling lands, I do 
not think I ever heard anything so cool in this 
House as the hon. the leader of the Opposition 
to get up and talk about se.!ling the public lands, 
and then say there must be no recrimination. 
He said in effect : " I must be allowed to crimi­
nate, but you must not recriminate." Did not 
the late Government sell all the lands they could 
put their hands on, even to the land at the rail­
way station, which we have been obliged to buy 
back? 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : How 
often have we heard that? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: How often have we heard the other 
story? As often as the one story is told so often 
must the other story be told also. I am not 
going back to the Roma land sales, but refer 
only to the railway station land in Roma street, 
which the hon. gentleman sold when he could get 
no more land to sell ; and to the fact that his 
Minister for Lands told us that if the Treasurer 
had told him to sell the Botanical Gardens he 
would have done it. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: Do you 
hold me responsible for that? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : I think the hon. gentleman should 
hold his tongue about selling land. I know he 
has got into his head some doctrinaire ideas 
about a land tax and land nationalisation, but 
he should keep fads of that kind to himself. 
They are not practicable at present ; when they 
are practicable it will be quite time enough 
for him to introduce them into this House. 
Until then he might just as well get rid of 
those doctrinaire notions which may do very 
well for discussion in debating societies or schools 
of art. I am certain that the great majority of 
the. Northern members in this Chamber will assist 
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the Government in trying to pass the Decentral­
isation Bill early next session. There may be 
one or two members who feel themselves 
pledged so much to separation-as the hon. 
member for Stanley feels bimself-that they 
will not vote for that measure; Lut I hope 
that every Northern member will vote for 
it, and that the Southern members will assist 
them; because, although I do not give the 
whole of the South the same credit as the 
hon. gentleman does for not doing anything to 
injure the North, stifl I think they are better 
pleased if the balance is against the North than 
if it is against the South. I feel quite confident 
of that, and as they have had that feeling so long 
I believe there will be trouble in getting some of 
them to give it up; but I hope there will be 
enough spirit of justice in members on both 
sides to assist the Government in forcing that 
Bill through early next session, so as to 
remedy as far as possible the grievances arising 
from mal-administration of the finances which 
exist, owing to our present system of govern­
ment. That measure will not be much good 
unless the second part is carried out, a,nd I do 
not know whether the hon. the leader of the 
Opposition favours that or not. That is the 
system of giving the members for the district 
power to apportion the expenditure according 
to the revenue. If that is not carried the 
Bill will be useless. It will be si m ply keep­
ing the accounts without N Ol'thern members 
having any more power than they have now. 
But if the Bill pass with the second part com­
plete, as I hope it will, then members for the 
Northern, Central, and Southern districts will 
be able to say when they have a surplus in their 
respective districts, how it is to be apportioned, 
and if they have a deficit they mnst stand the 
consequences and work it out. I am glad the 
hon. gentleman raised this question, because 
it is a most important one. The Bill would 
hn,ve gone on this session only for the ill health of 
the hon. member forK orth Brisbane, Sir Thomas 
Mcilwraith, who had the measure in hand. At 
most periods during the early part of the se.·,sion 
he was not in sufficiently good health to go on 
with the measure, especially after putting 
throngh the Brisbane \Vater Supply Bill, and I 
think most hon. members will agree with me that 
it would scarcely be fair to ask the Government, 
after he left, and with only such short notice, to 
go on with the Bill. But the House may rest 
assured that there will be no delay next session 
in bringing forward the Bill. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
think that never from the time I came into this 
House until this hour have I heard so confounding 
or misleading a speech as that which I have just 
heard from the Minister for Mines and vVorks. 
I am awfully sorry that I have not got the ability 
to follow the hon. gentleman. Certainly he was 
drawn out by the leader of the Opposition, but I 
believe that they are both, if I am not unparlia­
mentary in using the words, humbugs. At any 
rate their speeches are misleading. I can faith­
fully promise both hon. gentlemen that if I 
should live to be here next session there is not 
a single clauee of the Decentralisation Bill 
that I will not oppose. I believe that it is 
conceived in-well, I cannot trust myself to 
brand it as it should be branded without being 
unparliamentary, and probably I had better leave 
it alone. It was suggested by the honest, open, 
manly demand made by theN orth for separation. 
What is the demand made by the North tor 
separation to-day, but the demand that we made 
ourselves when Queensland was separated from 
New South \Vales? There is no question ever 
comes before this House, but it is said that the 
North is deceived and overridden by the South; 
the South takes away all their money, and this, 

that, ancl the other thing. From the day that I 
came into this House and heard that, I was pre­
pared to let the N<lrth go. The Decentralisation 
Bill, this adjustment of accounts between the 
three districts of the colony, is simply a blind for 
the Korth, and possibly for the South also. Why 
this kind of decentralisation took place once in 
New Zealn.nd, and was a complete failure, and it 
always will be a complete failure. Is it not as 
clear as daylight that the North at the present 
moment is ripe for separation? And why should 
not the North get separation ? Let it go about 
its business. vVhen a member of a family arrives 
at a cBrtain age-twenty-one years -he goes about 
his business, and why should not the Korth go 
about its business? I cannot follow the figures 
of the leader of the Opposition, but I think he 
should leave those figures to the very able gentle­
man who sits at the back of him. The hon. 
gentleman gets into a mess, an awful mess, when 
he goes into figures, and I never could under­
stand his figures. ]figures are not his hobby, are 
not in his line, and the consequence is that he so 
confuses us when he handles them, that we can­
not follow him. I know I have not the intellect 
to follow him, but I think there are gentlemen 
not far from him whose figures I could follow 
splendidly. However, I only rose for the pur­
pose of giving the Minister for Mines and vVorks 
warning beforehand, that there is not "' single 
clause of the Decentralisation Bill which I shall 
not oppose if I live to see it introduced into the 
House. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said: lVIr. Speaker,­
\Ve have had a financial debate this evening, 
and it is evident to this House that both sides of 
the House are now anxious to assure the North 
of their sympathy, and to recognise that the con­
tention of the Northern members for the last 
sixteen years is not altogether unfounded. The 
Minister for Mines and \Vorks stated very clearly 
that be is in favour of the decentralisation 
measure, and always has been, but owing to one 
of those unfortunate accidents which always 
appear to occur whenever the North is in que,,,. 
tion, except at the period of a general election, 
when both sides are only too ardent in their pro­
fessions of affection for her, this Decentralisa­
tion Bill has been postponed till next session. 
The evil clay is put off, probably it will he over 
and over again, until it has become a matter 
of urgent necessitv. I do not accept the excuse 
made Ly the Minister for Mines and \Vorks in 
the least degree. It would be very desirable 
that a statesman of the calibre of the hon. 
member for North Brisbane, Sir Thomas 
Mci!wraith, should introduce a measure of that 
kind, which commencls itself to the support of a 
great many members of the Assembly, but I 
hold that there is no man more fitted to bring 
forward such a Dill than the Minister for Mines 
and \Vorh. The hon. gentleman is infinitely 
better fitted to deal with such a Bill than the 
late Vice-President of the Executive Council. 
In the first place, the abilities of the hon. 
gentleman are such that he need not fear 
competition with those of any other member 
of this Assembly; in the second place, his 
lmowleclge of the North is greater than 
that, perhaps, of nine-tenths of the members 
of the Assembly; and, in the third place, he is 
recognised in the North a" the leading repre.»enta­
tive of the one portion of the North which has 
retarded separation through its gross selfishness, 
and its desire to obtain for itself more than its 
share, in comparison with the rest of the 
North. I will tell the House why I object to 
the Decentmlisation Bill. Dut, before I do 
that, I would ask how is it that the considera­
tion of this Bill did not come on at an early 
period of the session? The House was prepared 
to discuss it; the whole of the ~orth was waiting 
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for the discussion, and it was never dreamt for one 
moment that the session would pa's and such c>n 
important matter be left in abeyance till next 
session. It is simply a repetition of the old game 
that has been phtyed by both parties, without any 
difference, from the very year in which I first 
had the honour of a seat in this Honse. At one 
time the North has been told that "Short is 
your friend," and at the next " Codlin is your 
friend," and between Short and Codlin the 
North has fallen to the gronnd. "\Ve hc>ve a 
great many sym]•athisers in this House, but 
thBre are also a great n1any rneutbers who, 
whenever we attempt to raise our voices for the 
North, receive our remarks with sneers, and 
taunt us with making perpetual references to 
the North ; and during all this sesRion, in spite of 
the financial cvndition of the colony, we have 
been passing larger sums of money for expendi­
ture in other parts of the colony than are 
recognised, fWen now, as fair to the :Korth. 
It is simply a shadow, without any body or snb­
stance in it. The idea is, in the first place, the 
instituting of what we are thoroughly :;ick of-a 
new system of accounts. "\V e all know perfectly 
well that if you only get a sufl'ciently able actuary, 
you can make figures prove anything you like. I 
have no more belief in those figtll'es, although 
they speak in fa vonr of the North, than if I were 
blindfolded and drew them up at haphazard. 
They simply recognise, because it is impossible 
to deny, to a certain extent, the claims the 
Northern members always set out. But they are 
not the whole truth. I do not pretend to be 
qualified to act as an actuary, hut even on look­
ing at them with merely a glance or two, I see 
statements that I know to be incorrect. I can 
see amounts credited to general revenue that 
ought to be credited toN orthern receipts. But it 
is just this :Make up the accounts how you like, 
after all they are nothing but accounts. The 
North is none the richer because you show a 
balance of £116,000 to her credit, and she never 
will be richer for all the balances you ever choose 
to show on a piece of official paper printed at the 
Government Printing Office. \Vhat we want is 
to have the cash in our own hands and spenrl it 
as we think best for the requirements of our 
own territory, and pay no more than a fair pro­
portion towards the general expenditure of the 
colony. If you want to make a united colony 
treat us in this way, and we will meet you on 
every subject. What is the great remedy in 
this Bill? It is the formation of grand com­
mittees, and what are these grand committees? 
Has anybody studied the Bill? Are they any­
thing but an attempt to relieve the Government 
of the trouble of making a statement of division 
of the revenue? Before that statement is adopted, 
after all, it will have to go to the vote of 
the House. There are P.qually ardent sup­
porters of the North sitting on either side of 
the House, and we are only separated by little 
petty points of political dissemion that should 
sink into insignificance before the great cause we 
are all here to advocate. The same troubles will 
arise, the matter will have to go to the vote, and 
in a vote the K orth must always get the worst 
of it. I say it without intending any stigma upon 
any hon. gentleman, but out of the body of this 
House of seventy-two member .. ,, there is a solid 
phalanx of sixteen members who virtually repre­
sent the city of Brisbane. I do not say it in the 
way of unjust criticism ; but it is to their interest, 
and it is their duty in all matters affecting the city of 
Brisbane, to vote t0gether, and they are recruiter] 
by large numbers of other members who, although 
they do not represent the city of Brisbane or its 
suburbs, have interests in Brisbane, which lead 
them in any ca•·e in which Brisbane is concerned 
to vote on the side of those hon. gentlemen. 
Now, it i.~ simply occupying the time of this 

House to no purpose even to briefly allude 
to the large items that have been voted most 
cheerfully by both sides of the House at val'ious 
times for expenditure iu the Southern part of 
the colony. The other day we pa•.<ed without 
dissent a vote of nearly £300,000 for the 
Brisbane \Vaterworks. "\Ve know perfectly well 
befo1·e those works are completed, that that 
ext•enditure will have mounted up to very close 
upon a million of money, became the reason 
which made many memuers vote in support of 
that resolution, was simply' this-the capability 
of the extension of those works to the suburbs 
of Brisbane, and each suburb to which those 
works are extended, !Beans additional expendi­
ture. "\Vhy should we support that? Because 
we wish to show these people that we have no 
petty je.tlousy. We have broad and liberal ideas, 
and we are not attempting to make a bargain with 
those hon. members; but we, to a certain extent, 
throw ourselves upon their honour. We say, "\Ve 
have done this, now you treat us with common jus­
tk" in our requirements in theN orth." But this 
is no time to discuss the Decentralisation Bill. 
I have only jnst barely intimated what I con­
sider the bad points in which it has utterly 
failed to carry out the purposes which it is in­
tended to effect. But on the question of separa­
tion, we have had no field night on the question 
of separation yet. I do not know why. 'l'he 
sugar debate has been very dreary, with the 
exception of one or two able ,,peeches from 
the chairman of the Commission, the hon. member 
for Hcrbert, and from the hon. junior member 
for Townsville, and one or two others; but cer­
tainly that subject has occupied a great deal 
of the time of this House, and did not lead to the 
qm-;tion of separation. Now, the reason why 
the colony is divided upon the question of separa­
tion is simply this : that there are many 
members of this House who would welcome 
separation if separation could be agreed upon 
with certain restrictions. "\V e shall never expect 
separation so long as it is accompanied by any 
doubt upon the question of the employment of 
black labour. That is the point at issue between 
the twosiries of opinion. Now, we know perfectly 
well, and I mention it again simply as an hbtorical 
fact, and not as a matter of reproach, that the 
representatives of the north-eastern coast, that is 
to say of that portion of the colony which is 
de voted to tropical agriculture, and the repre­
sentatives of the great commercial outlets which 
depend upon commerce, and upon the sugar 
iHdustry for a great portion of their commerce­
are di,tinctly in favour of the employment of 
black lal:Jour, and we know perfectly well that their 
fidelity to the present Govemment never received 
such a shock as when the Government carried 
out their election pledge againot black labour. 
I arlmire the Government for that. I expected 
nothing else from them, and I was sorry to sec 
the debate prolonged after that declaration had 
been made, becaw;e it could not be expected that 
the opinion of the Govemment would change 
or fluctuate like the wind. But we are frightened 
of any 0eparation of the colony under the auspices 
of the Separation League, bred in Townsville, 
nourished in Townsville, and composed ofTowns­
ville people. "\Ve arefrightenedof the black labour 
question-of raising a second Brisbane slavery 
scare- for slavery it is, neither more nor 
less. If it is not taking these islanders from 
their homes by force, it is by decoying them 
under false pretences. There was a reference 
made by a gentlemen I have a great respect for, 
the hon. member for Herbert, who said, "If 
you are so certain that you have a majority in 
the North upon this question, why do you 
hesitate in accepting separation ?" That hon. 
gentleman must not forget that other people 
have voices in this question besides Northern 
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members. The whole of Australia has a voice 
in this que•tion, and the whole of Australia has 
a right to determine whether any portion uf this 
soil shall be defiled by the taint of black labour, 
and that at this time the que,;tion is very critical. 
\V e know perfectly well how bigoted these 
people are. Although a large number of 
persons go about under the guise of piety 
and decency, they really worship but one 
God, and that is the u·od Mammon. \Ve 
know perfectly well that their ad vacates 
on the Sydney i1Io?·ning Herald and the Mel­
bourne Arg11s are skilled and able writers, who 
write up the interests of the planters, and decry 
anybody who says one word against inter­
ference with the sugar industry. There is not a 
single correspondence letter or leading article 
written on the subject but what is written dis­
tinctly in the interests of the8e men, padded by 
references to the leader of the Opposition, who 
appears in their eyes to be responsible for all 
these evils. They forget that the Government 
sit there solely by virtue of their declarations, 
that they nm er wouhl have black labour again. 
Had they gone back upon that decision, they 
never would have mounted to those benches 
against the public outcry. As I have said, if 
you read the Townsville Press, and a very able 
Press it is, you will find that th~ whole 
of it is taken up with abuse of the leader 
of the Opposition, and praise for every mem­
ber who is an advocate of Polyne,ian labour. 
You will never see a reference to any man in 
this House except a reference of abuse of the 
leader of the Opposition. The Ministry have 
simply carried out the pledges they made at the 
late general election, that this Polynesian busi­
ness should go no further. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Some of 
them. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: My hon. friend says, 
"some of them." \V ell, I do not propose 
to separate the individuality of the hon. 
gentlemen. I take them in their aggregate 
character as a :Ministry, and those gentlemen 
who boldly avow their belief in Polynesian labour, 
and who yet contrive to swallow their faith, I 
simply treat as being in favour of the general 
policy of the Government. The question is settled. 
\Vhen Townsville will show in action what she 
professes in words-that she has no desire to be 
the capital, and no desire to aggrandise herself 
at the expense of the rest of the North, then I 
shall h8ten to her voice. I happen to know the 
ceaseless efforts that have been made in every 
direction to extend the radii of Townsville 
influence into all parts of the North. They are 
trying to tap the trade of the Gulf country and 
the Etherirlge Gold Field in spite of the fact that 
nature has indicated the line the railway should 
travel, and yet they are cherhhing the hope that 
they will tap that country and draw all its 
trade down to their own little port to the detri­
ment of theN orth. I sat last night admiring the 
courage of the hon. member for Bow en, and the 
noble struggle he was making against over­
whelming odds. I found it impossible to vote 
in his favour, but at the same time I was 
not cruel enough to vote against him. I 
could not vote in his favour simply because of 
the energy of those Townsville people who 
have created a city that is a credit to them. 
It is one of the greate~t examples I know of 
conquering m1tural obstacles and making a city 
which, as my hon. friend. the member for 
Charters Towers ;,aid last night, should never 
have existed. On this question of separation, as 
I have said, we are prepared at once to advocate 
that policy as the only policy left open to the 
North, provided the Northern members who 
wish to combine with that policy the question of 

Polynesian or coloured labour of any kind will 
abrogate' that part of the business. We know very 
well that if the Korth was separated to-morrow, 
Townsville would have an enormous advantage. 
It has capital at its back, great influence and 
capable, intelligent men, and every inducement 
would be put in operation in order to give it the 
preponderating influence. l think I only speak 
the feeling of the community when I say that 
until the question I have referred to is decided, 
separation cannot come. vVe must remem­
ber that there is a large are:1 of Northern 
territory now gradually being put on the 
same footing and in the same category as 
the rest of Australia, and by those people 
whose only god is Mammon, and who look 
upon this earth as an investment returning 
so mvch per cent. to the capitalist- if 
those people seriously propose to the Govern­
ment of England that they shall have separa· 
tion coupled with Polynesian labour, in what has 
hitherto been known as a white colony, andone 
of tbe most energetic portions of Australia, 
they will not get separation. As far as I am 
concerned, I am not afraid at any time or in any 
place, not even excluding 'l'ownsville, to declare 
myself as in favour of white ve?"sus black labour, 
even if there were to be a general election to· 
morrow. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. J\1. 
H. Black) said: .Mr. Speaker,-I am not clear 
from the speech that the hon. member for Burke 
has just delivered, whether he is a separationist, 
or whether he is not. At times one is led to 
believe he is, at other times he appears not to be. 
There is something vague in his utterances, and 
he seems to prefer them to be vague, so that he 
can pose in whatever capacity he likes. The 
subject of the sug<~r industry, or the subject of 
coloured labour, is not the question at issue, 
and I think perhaps he might have more 
appropriately delivered his speech on that 
to-morrow, when that subject will be renewed. 
Kow, the leader of the Opposition, I think, 
very rightly drew attention to a certain financial 
statement in the hands of hon. members, 
showing the ap]JOrtionment of the revenue and 
expenditure of the colony during the last finan· 
cial year, based on the Decentralisation Bill 
which that hon. gentleman himself, I believe, was 
originally the father of. It is a matter of perfect 
indifference to me how many red herrings hon. 
members may drag across the track. The sub­
ject which we are discussing at present is the 
revenue and expenditure of the different parts of 
the colony as disclosed in that statement, and 
nothing else. If we are going to discuss the 
separation question, let us have a clear night for 
it. If we are going to have a further discus­
sion on the sugar industry, there will, no 
doubt, be an opportunity for that. The sub­
ject which we have to discuss now is that 
referred to by the leader of the Opposition, 
contained in the return showing the revenue 
and expenditure of Queensland for the financial 
year just ended, and I must say, :iiiir. Speaker, 
that that return discloses some very remarkable 
facts. I believe that that return has been made 
up honestly and faithfully, although the hon. mem­
ber for Burke says that figures can be made to 
prove anything. There is no doubt they ea~ ; 
but I would point out that the same system m 
making up this return was pursued by the hon. 
the lec1.der of the Opposition himself in order to 
fortify himself against the separation petition 
which I had the honour of taking to England. 
Kow, it was alleged then by the advocates of sepa· 
ration that the North had been in the past unjustly 
treated in the way of expenditure. It was contended 
by those who were in favour of that movement 
at the time, that the North had for years passed 
been robbed of the proper proportion of the 
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expenditure of the colony, while 8he was con­
tributing far more than a proper JH'Ollortion of 
the revenue of the colony. That st:ttement was 
undoubtedly controverted by the leader of the 
Opposition, not only in the Rtatement published 
In the colony, but during his visit to England. 
I think the hon. gentleman will admit that he 
was umlertheimpression that the 'Jtatements made 
by the separationists were not justified by fack 
I am very pleased to find th:tt the statement laid 
on the table this session, showing th" revenue 
and expenditure for the last twelve months, does 
justify the contention held by separationists thnt 
the North has been in the past unfairly treated, 
and undoubtedly during the last twelve months 
that has been further verified. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Further 
verified? How can the fact that you went 
wrong prove that your predecessors went wrong? 

The MINISTJ<;R FOR LANDS : "The fact 
hat I went wrong"? I do not say that I went 

wrong at all. 
The HoN. Sm S. \V. GRIFFITH: Your Go­

vernment. If you make mistakes it does not 
prove that the last Government did so ; if it did 
they would have a great deal to answer for. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have not 
the slightest doubt that when the hon. memher 
is dealing with a witness in the witness-box of 
the Supreme Court, where he can bamboozle him 
to the full extent of his undoubted ability he will 
come out best, but be cannot do that sort of 
thing in this House. Matters of fact cannot be 
upset by the hon. member's legal quibbles here, as 
hon. members understand the difference between 
a barrister in the Supreme Conrt and members 
speaking in this House. This statement un­
doubtedly discloses some remarkable facts. I 
will say it was not the intention of anv hon. 
member on this side tn have referred to this 
matter to-night had not the leader of the Oppo­
sition himself referred to it. This statement dis­
closes the very significant factth3t out of thew hole 
of the surplus revenue last year, amounting to 
£117,000, the North contributed no less than 
£114,000, as against £3.000 only from the Centml 
and Southern parts of the colony. But that does 
not disclose the whole of the facts. The Minister 
for Mine.< and IV orks has alre<~dy referred to the 
matter, which is contained in a very little but 
significant paragraph at the bottom of the first 
page of this statement, which states-

" The Customs return s1Hn\s the collection at the 
ports only, tlwrc being a.t the pre.sent time no l1ll anr, of 
ascertaining the amount of clnty which has been 
1nLid on goods carried coastwise from ono distr et to 
another." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I called 
attention to that. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: I pointed that out in 
1874. 

The MINISTER JWR LANDS: I am glad 
to find that the leRder of the Opposition is con­
vinced, and that he, for the fir,t time T have 
heard him in this House, has admitted that the 
North has been suffering, at all events during 
the past year, from financial injustice. Now, as 
is stated in this little paragraph, we cannot ascer­
tain what that further amount is which is properly 
dne to the North from Customs duties which are 
paid in Brisbane on goods afterw.uds consumed in 
the North, and which should properly he credited 
to the North. The Minister for Mines and 
Works estimated it at 20 per cent. ; bnt 
I believe that instead of £114,000 being dne to 
the North on last year's re\-enue, we may safelv 
say that £2oo,ooo is actually due to theN orth on 
the year's transactions, if the accounts were 
properly adjusted. The leader of the Opposition 
dealt with this matter, and though he did not 

say distinctly that he thought I with my 
known inclinations and connection with the 
Korthern interest had anything to do with 
this, he was almost pursuacle<l that I possibly 
might ha\ e unintentionally done something to 
bring this about by the land sales, to which the 
greater part of the incre::tse of revenue from the 
North is attribnt::tble. I do not think the hon. 
gentleman would really give me credit for 
having by underhand means attempted to bring 
such a thing about. 

The HoN. SrR S. W. GRII<'FITH :Of course 
not. I said so. 

The ::VIINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes-; the 
lwn. gentleman said so, and I can only say that 
no one WetS more surprised than my,elf at the 
results of the land sttles in the North. Be­
lieving as I did, bad as the season was, and 
impoverished as I believed the people were, I did 
really not think such an amount of pi'Osperity 
could be evinced as was shown by the success of 
the Northern land sales. That success was a sur­
prise to me and to eYery member of the Cabinet, 
nnd I believe also to every member of this House. 
The Cairns land in one sale realised something 
like £'15,000, and I hope that those who showed 
their confidm10e in the future North will find 
tlmt confidence jmtified, and will do well out of 
the lnncl they purchased. \Ye must bear in mind 
that Cairns has one of the most magnificent 
harbours on the coast, and there is a large ex­
penditnre of 1nnney going on there-an enorn1ons 
sum of money approximating something like 
£1,000,000 sterling before that railway is carried 
from Cairns to Herberton. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: Nearly £2,000,000. 

Mr. TOZER: I hope you will have a surplus 
of revenue there. 

The).HNISTER JTOR LANDS: The Minister 
for 2liine,s and \Vorks says it will be nearly 
£2,000,000, so that there is a huge expenditure 
going on in that dir:~rict. At Cookto\vn, again, 
wh0re the lanrl sales were equally successful­
£11, 000 worth of land being solrllast year-a lot of 
Government expenditure is going on. They also 
have there a fine harbour, as many mem­
hers know, nnd I believe the people of the 
North hove thorou:.-;h confidence in the future 
prosperity of the North, no matter by what 
means it is broug-ht about. I also believe that 
the peofJle of theN orth, notwithstanding all that 
has been said in this House, do believe that the 
future prosperity of the North will be dependent 
upon a white population in the North; and that 
those gentlemen who for party purposes have 
got up this cry of coloured labour, are making· a 
great mistake. I have never disguised my 
opinions on the subject, and I have no hesitation 
in saying now that I believe the 'l:lore mpid devel­
opment of the grea,t industry of theN orth will 
be brought about by a judicious mixture of the 
two races. I say that, and I believe that; but 
I do bow and yield to what I believe is the 
opinion of the 'majority of the people of the 
North. I believe that opinion will carry weight, 
and however much I ma\' be anxious for another 
system, I shall have to yield. I recognise that 
fact, and I sink my personal opinions for the 
general prosperity of theN orthern part of the 
colony. At the same time, as bug as I occupy 
the honourable position 1 do, it shall never be 
said that I did anything in any way detrimental 
to the general prosperity of the whole colony of 
Queensland. Another place where the success 
of the land sales last year was undoubted is 
Normanton. There we have another port which 
is going to be a great port, a:nd a great town in 
the future development of the colony. A large 
expenditure is going on in railway construction, 
and the people there have undoubted confidence 
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in the resources of that district. But why do we 
find there is such confidence in the North as is 
shown by the confidence of those who have 
expended Tso m_uch money in purchasing land 
there? \\ hat IS the reason for it? The real 
reason is that they know that, so surely as the 
sun rise•1 i1.nd sets, the day of separat'ion will 
inevitably come, and when it does those who aee 
first in the field, and who took advantage of the 
opportunity to purchase land in these places, 
which will undoubtedly be places of vast impor­
tance in the future, will realise handsomely from 
their investment. There is no other reason for 
it. It is not that trade is developing there to 
any great extent; it is not that industries in 
the Northern part of the colony are developing 
to a greater extent than elsewhere, but because 
the people are imbued with the firm belief that, 
notwithstanding how many red herrings poli­
tical carpet-baggers sent there for the pur­
pose may draw acro.,s the trail, separa­
tion is merely a matter of time, and I 
have not the least doubt about it mvself. 
I hope when that time does come that the 
friendly feelings that now exist in this House 
will be perpetuated ; aml I am satisfied that it 
will Le for the benefit of the South as well as the 
North, because the colony is too great to be 
administered from the south-ea,tern corner. No 
matter how well-intentioned a Ministry may Le, 
it is practically impos,iblc to administer the 
affairs of t'lis enormous territory from the south­
eastern corner. Let theN orth once become united, 
let the people of theN orth see that the red herrings 
drawn across the trail by interested politicians 
are merely bubbles in the air, and let the whole 
of the Northern m6mbers show a united front 
in favour of separation, and I have no hesitation 
in saying that, when that time comes, no Go­
vernment will be able to carry on unless separa­
tion is granted to the North. I am not ad vacat­
ing the tactics which have been carried on in 
other parts of the world. I )'refer to see public 
opinion brought to bear on this important ques­
tion, and that the people of the colony generally 
shall be brought to admit that what was bene­
ficid when Queensland w:cs connected with i'rew 
South \Vales will also be beneficial when the 
time comes for the separation of the Northern 
part of the colony. It often strikes me in the 
admini~tration of my depftrtment, that for one 
complamt that I receive from the North there 
are thirty or forty from the people round a bout 
Brisbane. 

Mr. BARLOW : Because there is more bone! 
.fide settlement. 

The l\HNISTJ<;R FOR LANDS: Bonr\ fide 
settlement! Don't talk to me about &and .fide 
settlement. The hon. gentleman must under­
stand that I was not horn quite yesterday. There 
is a great deal of bond fide settlement in the 
South, but there is a great de:tl in theN orth too ; 
and the hon. gentleman must not suppose that 
the whole of Queensland is centred about Ipswich. 
vVere there any land available in the South to 
sell, the people in the South would .be only too 
glad to get it, and I will give them credit for not 
paying £1 an acue if they can get land for 2s. 6d. 
an acre. They are glad to get land for 2s. Gd. an 
acre in the South, not for settlement, but for the 
purpose of getting the freehold and then selling it 
as soon as they can to make money. The people in 
the South are just as wide awake as the people in 
the North-they are not children either. I have 
stated briefly, the reason why the surplus shown 
to the credit of the North was very much 
larger last year than it was in the South. It 
was, undoubtedly, owing chiefly to land sales; 
and it will continue to be so, for the reason thn,t 
there is more land to sell in the North than 
in the South. Nearly all the good land round 

the centres of population in the South has 
already been sold, and the people who want 
land for the purpose of settlement, must 
necessarily go to the North, where there are 
millions of acres of rich agricultural lands. I do 
not '·'Y that the whole of those lands are im­
mediately available for profitable occupati<?n; 
hut they will become avaiiable as the populatiOn 
in the North increases. The population there at 
the present time is 74,814; and notwithstanding 
the fact that the bulk of the immigrants come to 
the South, the increase of population in the 
North is quite as rapid as it is in the South, 
and it will be greater in the North in the 
future, because there is a greater scope in that 
part of the colony for the development of pro­
fitable industries. The analysis of the return 
amonnts to this, that the North has contributed 
one-fifth of the whole revenue of the colony, 
while the expenditure there has been one-sixth 
of the whole expenditure of the colony. And 
that is almost the same as it was when the 
separation petition was framed. It was stated 
then that the figures were incorre~t; but this 
return proves their correctness. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFII'H: What 
was asserted at that time to be true turned out 
to be untrue. 

The MINISTER :B'OR LANDS : I say that 
the figures which proved to be true last year 
were also true at that time, and that they apply 
equr~lly to the transactions for some years back. 

The HoN. A. RUTLEDGE: Why did you 
not make an alteration? 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: He did 
make an alteration in another direction. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I made no 
alteration; I made the statement, but the bon. 
gentleman dt,ubted it, thong\1 he did not deny it. 
I did not anticipate this debate, or I would have 
had the, whole of the separation petitions handy, 
so as to see what he said. But I think he said 
the o llegations of the sepamtioni"ts were un­
founded, that figures could be made to prove 
anything, and that he wonld have figure3 vre­
pared which would show a different aspect of the 
case. There is no reason tn doubt the figures 
contained in this return, and no one was more 
astonished than the Colonial Treasurer at the 
results shown by these figures; and the reason why 
there W'1S so much delay in putting them on the 
table was because it was considered advis<~ble to 
have them thoroughly verified, before laying 
them on the table. Another red herring drawn 
across the trail has been the cry about Towns­
ville influence. It suits some hon. gentlemen, 
who are not sincere in the separation cause, to 
draw this red herring about the influence of 
Townsville. Others say it is the black labour 
question, quite forgetting that if the movement 
ever achievBs success, as I sincerely beli8ve it will, 
the voice of the people will be just as plainly 
heard then as it is now. \V e are not going to 
do away with universal suffrage, and the 
influence of the mining centres of popula­
tion, whose voting power preponderates at pre­
c.ent, will be jmt as powerful then to pre­
vail against the black labour bogey as it 
is now. The other bogey is the Townsville 
influence. It has been said, over and over 
again, that Townsville will be one of the com­
mercial c;;pitals of the new colony, but will not 
necessarily be the political capital. Some hon. 
gentlemen say it will be, but it remains for the 
voice of the people to d•cide that. And what 
will be the practical effect of debying the time 
when the movement takes place? The effect 
will be that every yer~r Townsville will become 
more and more powerful. And if it is powerful 
now, what will be the case in fonr or five years? 
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If it is true that no place receives so much 
attention at the present time as Townsville, 
every year the separation movement is delayed 
the influence of Townsville will become more 
powerful. 

Mr. BARLO\Y: And more obnoxious to the 
rest of the North. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : That is a 
mistake. There was a time when the Ipswich 
people thought that Ipswich was the hub of the 
uuivPrse, but I am glad to see that that wretched 
Ipswich influence is losing ground every year, 
and that Ipswich is no longer the hub of 
the universe, but merely a little outside 
place connected with Bri,bane by rail. It 
has not that political influence which it 
once had, and which the people there 
thought they were a] ways going to maintain. 
Ipswich is not going to boss the colony any 
more. I think, on the whole, that the leader of 
the Opposition deserves the thaEks of the Hou>e 
-and certainly of the Ncrth-for having directed 
attention to this subject. ·whether his sudden con­
version to Northern interests will be considered 
genuine by the people of the North is, of course, 
quite another question. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFJ<'ITH: I brought 
that Bill in two years ago, and it might have 
been and would have been passed had you sup­
ported it. 

The MINISTER J<'OR LANDS : I am not 
quite so certstin about the Bill becoming law, as 
there is great difficult.v in di,,iding the colony 
into three portions. It seems to me that the 
people of the Central district, if they under­
stand their own interests, will be rather opposed 
to it. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Are 
you opposing the Bill now? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I am not 
opposing it, but I think the hon. gentleman was 
probably very cunning in the way he drafted 
that Bill, and that he foresaw the rock on which 
the Bill would split. I am glad we ha\ e had 
this short debate. At all events, it has given 
some hon. member~ an opportunity of expressing 
their opinions, and I only hope that the pros­
perity of the 1'\ orthem part of the colony during 
the coming and succeeding years will be quite 
as marked as it has been during the year 
for which the returns have been laid on the 
table of the House. 

Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-I do 
not rise for the purpose of getting up any 
altercation with the :Minister for Land~, as to 
the question of Ipswich intere~ts or influence. I 
wish to point out to the hun. gentleman that the 
position of Townsville is entirely distinct and 
different from any position Ipswich ever had or 
ever can have. WehaYe in the case of Townsville 
a constantly increasing quantity, and the longer 
the cause of separation is delayed in the North so 
much the stronger will Townsville become, and 
so much the stronger will become its claims to be 
the future capital of the North. The hon. 
gentleman said that he hacl in his office as 
Minister for Lands more complaints from the 
South than from the North. Is that at all to be 
wondered at when the population of the South 
according to this return is 2fj(i,OOO, while the 
population of the Central district is 46,000, and 
that of the Northern district 7'.1,000. Then we 
must take into account that the population of the 
North largely consists of gold miners, who are a 
very excellent and reliable class of the community, 
hut who are not a class who are attached to 
the soil up to the present. It is no wonder, 
therefore, that the hon. gentleman should make 
the statement that a very large proportion of 
the complaints in the Lands Department come 

from the South. Now, what are the fads con­
nected with these financial matters? I must say 
that I never could understand how the disinte­
gration of the colony can possibly produce the 
prosperity the hon. gentleman says it will. I 
could never understand why the location of the 
legislatnre in any particular place should pro­
duce all this prosperity, and rise in the va;lue 
of property. I would far rather see the cap1tal 
of Queensbnd removed to some more central 
position, and abando!l this Ho':'se i1: wh!ch 
we sit, and upon whiCh expend1ture IS be:ng 
lavished. I would rather see the whole tlung 
abandoned, and have the colony kept united. 
vVhat are the facts of the fignres quoted? By 
the returns furnished on my motion, in the early 
part of the session, the net increase through 
the operations of the tariff was .£256,558, 
and the amount of the deficit paid off was 
£116,000, the land sales in the North furnish­
ing more than the whole of that surplus, 
a'> they amounted to something like £120,000. I 
vropo',e to go back now to Table I, and by 
that table I contend, notwithstanding the 
contention of the late Vice-President of the 
Executive Council, that the real reduction in the 
deficit was only £28,000, and therefore the deficit 
on the 30th of June la't was £573,757. I am not 
going into all the figures now, but if there was 
any reduction at all, it was only to the extent of 
£2S,OOO. Whatever the leader of the Opposition 
may have done cannot be helped. As that hon. 
gentleman very properly stated, the line of 
saying "You're another" is not of the slightest 
use; hut I contend that if these figures sub­
mitted to the House prove anything, they prove 
so long as our railways are not paying, and are 
running to the bad at the rate of £400,000 a year, 
there are only two w:>ys of getting out of the 
difficulty-either directly by vrofnse sales of land 
or by some radical amendment in the way taxa­
tion is levied. I do not think any reasonable 
man can see any other way out of it. All 
others are mere expedients. I shall not criti­
cisP the remarks nmde by the Minister for 
Lands any further. I can oi1ly say that Ipswich 
has no desire to tyrannise over anyone. I 
n1ay mention that at the time when the legis­
lature consisted of twenty-eight members Ipswich 
and \V est JYioreton returned six, and now out of 
seventy-two it has only seven, so that it is not to 
be wondered at if its influence has waned ; but 
there is no parallel whatever between the cases 
of Ipswich and Townsville, and as long as sepa­
ration is delayed so much stronger will Towns­
vi!le be in putting forward its claim to be the 
future capital of the North. I look to the fixing 
of the capital as the salvation of the colony. 
Separation will never be really strong unless, as 
an hon. member on the other side of the House 
put it, the North agrees to solidify all its 
differences and go solid; but that will never be, 
so long as Townsville has its prepondPrating in­
fluence. In a leading article in a paper I was just 
reading, it is stated that they would prefer to be 
F·corched by Queen street rather than be burned 
up entirely by TownsvillP., and that is the feel­
ing of many people in the North. I am not 
going to criticise the composition 'Of the Ministry, 
though I may have something to sa3: about 
that on a future occasion beyond th1s-that 
the hon. member for lYiackay, the Minister 
for Lands, is a separationist, and to a cer· 
tain extent a black labour advocate held in 
check. Then there is the Minister for Mines 
and \Vorks, who represents another phase of 
politics, and as a last accession to their ranks 
the Government have a gentleman who, on 
the \Jth July last, delivered a speech as 
strongly in favour. of black labour as any­
one could make 1t. That speech was as 
able a speech as any ever delivered in this House. 
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I cannot help saying that the criticisms of the 
leiider of the Ovposition are ex~eedingly well­
founded, and that the reduction in the deficit 
has been effected by the sales of land and in no 
other way. The sales of land under the late 
a?ministration were less than they were pre­
vwusly, and they were becoming less and less 
year after year. If the deficit increased, it was 
because we could not both ha Ye our c::.ke and 
eat it. All that. could possibly be done was done 
to keep the deficit down, and at the same time save 
the lands of the colony. There is no doubt that 
the excellent operation of the Land Act of 1884 
was the immediate cause of that. That is pal­
pable, and cannot be denied. I believe the 
statements made by the leader of the Opposition 
are perfectly true, and no one was more sur­
prised than I was when I saw the return 
a~though it may be e.:1id that in calling for it thi~ 
s1de of the House has put another weapon into 
the hands of theN orth ; but that does not matter. 
The truth must be told, and the truth is that the 
great reduction in the deficit of £11G,OOO-which 
I maintain is £28,000 le,, on the authority of 
Table I-has been mainly brought about by the 
sale of land in the Northern district. 

Mr. ANNEAR snid : Mr. Speaker,-! think 
this is the proper time to refer to anything that 
m~y ha':e taken place during the former part of 
th1s sesswn. I am very pleased to think that 
the leader of the Opposition has initiated thio 
debate on the return showing the expenclii ure in 
the different districts of the colony. It will show 
the people of the N 0rth, wluit I think the 
majority ?f them knew long ago, that members 
representmg Southern constituencies have no 
ot~e: desire than to do them justice. The 
Mm1ster for Lands has stated this evening that 
we shol!ld not, in speaking on the question of 
separatwn, refer to the question of black labour 
in any way whatever. But whenever the ques­
tion of separation has been introduced in this 
House, it h·1s always been allied with the 
question of black labour. The Minhter for 
Lands made a most inapt remark when he 
referred to the carpet-baggers who went before 
the constituencies at election times. \Vho are 
the carpet-bag politicians? \Ve know who they 
are, and we have read their speeches. I have made 
several speeches in this House with reference to 
the sugar indu&try, and I have stated that under 
the regulations introduced by the leader of the 
Opposition it was beneficial to the colony to employ 
those men in the growing of sugar. But what 
have we clone since then ? The last Parliament 
passed an Act almost unaninwusly that Poly­
nesian labour should cease in 1890. At the last 
general election, when Sir Thomas Mcllwraith 
began his carnvaign, he told the people in 
his speech at the Exhibition building. in Bris­
bane, that the question of black labour was 
definitely settled, that it would not be reintro­
d~ced by him or tho'e who were elected to support 
hun, and that he would not continue in any wav 
to countenance the introduction of black labOlir 
in.to Queenslan?. Everyone of his supvortets, 
With one exceptwn, Mr. Adams, who was candid 
enough to say openly to the electors of Bunda­
berg that he was in favour of black labour, made 
a statement to the same effect. I now come to 
the hon. member for Burrum-I do not know 
exactly how to designate him-but I suppose 
he may be properly designated as the seventh 
wheel of the Ministerial coach. I am very 
glad to see the hon. gentleman occupying 
t~e position he <;Ioes. On my travels I read 
h1s long speech m IIansard, and also in a 
newspaper, where it was stated that the hon. 
gentleman took three hours to deliver himself on 
the subject of obtaining cheap law for everybody 
and that at the close of his address he created ~ 
profound impression, Where is the practical 

result of the speech of the hon. member for 
Burrum? \Vhere is the practical result of the 
speech of the hon. member for Herbert? In both 
cases it was a cheap advertisAment for i,he hon. 
members at the expense of the country. I can 
call it nothing else. The hon. member for 
Burrum, in his speech on the sugar industry, 
spoke as follows :-

" :\Ir. PmvERS: The man \Yllo said in J\:Iaryborough that 
he would support the extension of the provh•ions of the 
Polynesian Act headed the poll at the last elections. 

"3Ir. li"L"XTER: That is mere assertion. 
":Jfr. Pmv1ms: 'rhatis a fact. l\fr. Annoar hns always 

said that, and he has always headed the poll more on 
acc"')unt of that statement than anything else." 

The question of Polynesian labour was not 
mentioned at the last Maryborough election, 
because they believed, like the h@. member 
himself, judging from his speeches to the electors 
of Burrum, that the question wae definitely 
settled. I have been fa voumble to the planters, 
as a class in this country, and I am favourable 
to them now. But how have the planters 
tr8ated this que;;tion, and how have they treated 
this colony? \Vhy, when the leader of the 
Opposition tried to find a remedy for the sugar 
planters, they issued a pamphlet and circulated 
it throughout J~urope, blackening the fame of 
Queensland in every way, and preventing a class 
of people coming to this colony, who would have 
somewhat relieved their necessities had black 
labour not been continued. 'iVhat is their cry now? 
I have aiways thought it was time enough tosh~tke 
hands with the "old gentleman" when we met 
him. Their cry is that Sir Samuel Griffith and 
his party have stopped Polynesian labour. It 
has never come into the country better than at 
the present time, and they never got it cheaper 
than at the present time. The abuses that 
existed before those regulations W€re issued by 
Sir Samuel Griffith have been entirely wiped 
away, and the fair fame of the colony has been 
restored. Such being the case, I think the sugar 
planters shouid conduct them,~elvo a little better 
than they have done. It is to their interest to 
do so now. The state of things they complain 
about would never have occurred hut for their 
own perversity. I state emphatically, and I am 
sure my constituents will bear me out, that the 
extension of the Polynesian Labourers Act for 
a further term of five years was not mentioned 
at the Maryborough election. Such a question 
was never put to me. \V e all were agreed, 
seeing what the leader of the opposite party and 
all his followers, with one exception, had said, 
that the question was definitely settled. I may 
say that before I would give a vote for the ex­
tension of the term during which Polynesians 
may be introduced into the colony, I should 
seriously consult my constituents upon it. It is 
a question of public policy, although hitherto it 
has been a question of party. I am sure the 
planters must be greatly disappointed at the pre­
sent Ministry giving them the cold shoulder as 
they have done. Let it be a question of policy, 
and let it be put fairly before the country, and 
then the people will decide whether there shall 
be a continuation of Polynesian labour or not. I 
hope the time is not far distant when the 
question of separation will be definitely settled. 
I believe it is costing the colony a great deal of 
money. People outside are looking upon Queens­
hurl as a disunited colony, and when we bec<>Tne 
united I am sure that we shall stand in the 
money markets of the world in the same 
position that Victoria does at the present time. 

The PREMIER said : Mr. Speaker,-I do 
not intend to detain the House at any length, 
~ecause the d.iscussion has become very digressive; 
Jt has gone m to so many branches that really 
the point. raised by the hon. the leader of 
the Oppos1tion has hardly been touched upon. 
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vVe have heard a great deal about black labour, 
and sepamtion, but neither of those questions 
was dealt with by the leader of the Opposition. 
·with regard to this to,ble, it shows this certctillly: 
That the X orth hae during the year 1&38-9 con­
tributed more to the revenue proportionately 
than the rest of the colony ; and po;;<;ibly that 
money should have been expended there; but, Sir, 
it mlmt be borne in mind that this return is one 
that was furnished under exceptional circum­
stances. I believe if the h(m. gentleman had 
been in power, and such a return had been 
moved for, he would not have given it. But 
I say the Government were only too glad to 
furnish this return; they are only too glad to 
show the exact state of afhirs, so far as the 
Southern, Central, and J:\01·thern portions of the 
colony are concerned. I can assure this House 
that one of the first m••asures the Government 
will bring forward next session will be the 
Decentralisation Bill, which, unfortunately, cir­
cumstances have prevented being advanced 
further than it has been this session. The 
intentions of the Government are to do all 
they can to prevent separation, by doing 
equal justice to all portions of the colony. I 
am no advocate for separation. iVIy hon. col­
league, the .Minister for Lands, said the time 
will come eventually when separation will take 
place, but I hope that that time will be 
further delayed. I hope by the introduction of 
remedial measures to hold this great colony 
together until we have a federated Australia. I 
should be very sorry indeed if by any mis­
management in the affairs of the country, no 
matter whether it is by this party or that, 
any rupture in the colony should take place; 
and I think the whole of our legislation 
should be in a direction to prevent that. '!'his 
table shows that nearly £114,000 more has been 
contributed by the North than the South, 
due to a great extent to sales of land in the 
1'\orth, pttrticularly in the district represented 
by the hon. member for Cairns. I do not 
say that much of the money for the purchase 
of that land came from outside the colony. It 
may have done so, but the fact remains that the 
North is entitled to credit for that. I do 
not see that any great discredit should attach 
to the GoYernment for selling land where 
there was a demand for it. The surplus 
of course stands to the credit of the 
North, and it will be so regarded by the 
Government who will in the meantime-until 
a Decentralisation Bill is passed--dispose of 
that exce's of contribution in the North. \Ve 
are determined to hold the colony together if 
we can; and I stty, and say it distinctly, that I 
would not like to see in this House any united 
body of men to be called, "the l'\ orthern party," 
who would act as a third party, whose in­
fluence and weight would be worked so as to 
govern the rest of the colony at their own 
sweet will. I think it is a very bad thing 
indeed when we hear of any section of this 
House cmubining in tlwt way. I an1 glad to 
see that we have l'\ orthern members on both 
sides of the House. I hope it will long continue 
so. I hope the united feeling which I am sure 
exists, notwithstanding what we may hear to the 
cc>ntrary, between the sensible men of the Korth 
and the sensible men of the South will continue 
for many years to come, and that we shall not 
hear a "Northern party" talked about, to be, 
as it were, a factor to do what they like with the 
reot of the colony. I am sure that may be 
avoided by proper legislation. The Government 
intend to legislate in that direction, r~ncl I hope, 
with the assistance of the House, with succHs. 

Mr. HUNTER said: Mr. Speaker,-All hon. 
members who have spoken have expressed sur. 
prise at the figures in the statement moved for 

by the leader of the Opposition, but the greatest 
surprise was expressed by two members of the 
present Government. 'That is a most extra­
ordinary thing. During the la·ot general election 
the separation party "as at its highest. They 
strained every nerve and stuck at nothing to 
accomplish their one end at that time-namely, 
to return a solid body of separationists to this 
Honse ; but after the MiniHtry was formed, and 
they found they had two Northern members in 
it, the separation cry was considerably kept 
down. Now, what do we find that those 
two Northern .Ministers have done for the 
l'\ orth ? They have actually given us leos 
than has been given by any previous :Ministry_ 
\Ve find that the balauce due to the North 
was greater last year than ever it has been, 
JH'O)JOrtionately speaking; and yet the North is 
better treated in one re~pect, inasmuch as 
it has two members on the Treasury benches. Is 
it not natura.! that we should express surprise, 
knowing that the North is so well represented in 
the Ministry, that we have not been far better 
looked after than we have been. Can we not 
safely turn round and say," \Vhat have you 
been doing to allow this to go on for two yt·~rs ?" 
The Ministry tell us they are surprised to find 
how the mor;ey has been spent. Is it right for 
1Iinisters to come here and say they have done 
their duty, and tell us in the same brNth that 
they are surprised to find how sums of money due 
to the district they represent has been spent? 
I say it is enough to stir up any party in any 
part of the colony to try and send a combined 
body to work in this House against the South, 
because, even if the South have not willingly 
worked in a combined body against the North, 
the influence is a-lways against the North. \Ye 
are told that the balance is due to the North, 
and should have been spent there, but that is all 
we ever get-the knowledge that it is due to us. 
That is not going to make the North unar;imous 
with the South. ,T ust before the general el~ctwn the 
Hon. the Minister for \Vorks travelled throughout 
the l'\orthemportion of the colony. I believe his 
mission was se]mration and black labour. I do 
not sav that he advocated black labour, but I 
believe those were his two missions, and he 
treated the two questions very cleverly. I give 
him credit for one speech I he:<rd him make, in 
which he promised to do all in his power to 
prevent the introduction of black labour, and 
of course he showed that its introduction 
was clue entirely to the Griffith administra­
tion, and not to the Mcllwraith adminis­
tration. The next item was separation. He 
urged upon the people the necessity of fight­
ing for separation, ttnd told us that we had a 
most valuable colony-speaking of the l'\ orth. 
He spoke of our immense wealth and what 
we could do for ourselves if separation was 
granted. Then he told us what a cheap 
Government Northern Queensland might have, 
and-~I think I have told the story before­
how we coultl be goYerned by three 11inisters. 
But to-night we find that North Queensland is 
really more important than :South Queensland, 
so that these statements are not consistent. 
Then the Minister for Lands tra veiled throt1gh 
1\ orthern Queensland. His mission was purely 
separation. I was present at the largest meeting 
ever held in North Queensland in connection 
with thttt question, a combined meeting of the 
Charters Towers and Townh ville Separation 
Leagues held ttt Charters Towers. The principal 
sepamtionists in theN orth were present at that 
meeting, and wonderful preparations were made 
for it. A great platform was erected, two pianos 
were placed on the platform, and Charles 
Harding, the operatic singer, was engaged to 
sing the Separation Ode. \Vhat occurred? The 
chairman got up to introduce the first speaker, 
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and all he said was "Gentlemen." The meeting 
was so obnoxious to the people of Charters 
TowerR, and the speakers on the phttform were 
such strong advocates of black labour, that the 
ch>"irman never got beyond the word "gentle­
men." \Vhen the promoters of the meeting 
found it impossible to introduce any of the 
speaker;, they tried to pacify the crowd by 
bringing forward a man who was very popular 
and loved by the miners of Charters Towers, the 
member for Kennedy. But though he had never 
before been refused a hearing in that constituency, 
they would not listen to him, because he was 
associated with the advocates of black labour 
who were on the platform. However, the 
separation party were not to be put down because 
the numbers were against them. They applied 
for police protection, and carried their people to 
the School of Arts. Constables were stationed 
at each side of the door, and no man was allowed 
to enter who did not wear a· separation ribbon, 
which cost a guinett. A very smttll number 
of people went into the hall ; there was no 
rush to get admission. And what occurred 
inside? Money was required, and tickets for 
a concert which was to be held that night, and at 
which the separation ode was to be sung, were 
sold at from £2 2s. to £00. It is not the people 
generally who can pay such a price. It was 
simply the capitalists of the North who did 
that, '1nd although they are not very flourishing in 
funds just now, that is wlmt occurred in Charters 
Towers, under the great excitement I have 
describer!. But the general feeling in the 
North is not in favour of separation. In all 
the large centres of pojmlation one has only to 
tell a crowd that they must go in for separation, 
and there will be a row, and you will have to 
separate from that crowd. \V e have been told to­
night, and I believe it is quite true, that it is 
ridiculous to think of trying to move the capital 
of Queensland at the present time, as vested 
interests are too strong. \V e all admit that 
the capital is in the wrong place, and we 
all admit that it cannot be moved. If Towns­
ville were made the capital of North Queens­
land the same argument of vested interests 
would apply to it. If the Townsville people 
are so much against Townsville being made the 
capital, why do they not give way on that point 
in asking for septtration and enter into a stipu· 
lation that the capital shall not be at Towns­
ville, and also make a stipulation which cannot 
be broken that no black labour shall be intro­
duced into the North? ·we are told to-night 
that we should never connect the separation and 
black l:tbour questions ; that the two are entirely 
distinct. It is a very strange thing·, but I main­
tain that if you asked two men in North Queens­
land to write down, the one the name< of the 
leading ad vacates of black labour and the other 
the names of the leading separationists, the list 
would be the same; yet, in the face of that, 
some gentlemen wonder why the two ques­
tions are connected together. The division last 
night on the question of the removal of 
the Suprerr.e Court to Townsville shows the 
same thing, and all these circumstance< put 
together naturally make people rise up against 
separation. They prefer the bad treatment they 
receive under the present state of affairs to 
chancing what they would receive under a 
Northern Government if separation were granted 
to-morrow. \Ve have heard a great deal about 
the Decentralisation Bill. It is a long time now 
since the matter was first introduced. It was to 
have been passed last session, but something 
cropped up and stopped it. Now the excuse 
made for not going on with it early this session is 
the ill-health of the late Vice-President of the 
Executive Council. That is no excuse, because 
there are members of the Ministry better able to 

take the matter in hand than that hon. gentle­
man, and from what we have seen his hea1th 
has been in such a state that nothing the 
Government considered of very great importance 
should have been left to him. It was because his 
health could not be depended upon that the reins 
of Government were handed over to the present 
Premier. \Vhy, then, was the measure not brought 
forward sooner? It has beeu delayed until the 
tail end of the session in onler that the Govern­
ment might feel what was the opinion of the House 
on the subject, and thev have found that a certain 
nnmber of members are opposed to the Bill. 
The members of the Central division are opposed 
to it, pos.~ibly because their district is in a poor 
way just now, and its revenue is not sufficient to 
keep things going. \Vhy not divide the colony 
into two districts? I am sure the North would 
be rJuit.e willing to have one half of the Central 
district tacked on to theirdistrict, and the South 
the other half. If that division is not agreeable 
then divide the colony into four districts. The 
Minister for Lands referred to the ,,,le of land in 
North Queensland, and stated that he was really 
ve1y much snrprised at the enormous sum that 
land in the Northern part of the colony realised. 
Then he goes on and says becanse the land has 
bronght a great deal more than it was suppo<'ed 
it would bring, they mu"t se!~ more. \V hen the 
eyes are picked out of the :;-.;orth, and our best 
lands are t·old, and we find things are going to 
the bad, we are to have separation. \Ve all 
know that separation is inevitable ; it will come 
in time. It is not to be supposed that this 
colony is going to remain the size it is 
now for ever ; ancl I think it is a very 
bad policy to sell more land there because 
we have obtained high prices for it in the 
past. I think this debate has been very well 
placed, and that the people of the North 
will find out who are their friends. They will 
find out whether all that was expected from the 
present Government has been realised or not. 
The sermrationists complain that they have not 
had a field day this session. They cannot have 
the whole of the session for the discussion of 
black labour and separation as well. I think if 
they had had a r!ay for separation it would have 
done a great deal of good, becanse it would have 
clearly shown that the Northern part of the 
colony first wanted to test the decentralisation 
scheme, which they believe will be all they re­
quire, and the separationists would have found 
themselves in a very great minority. I am quite 
sure that if the separationists wish to make a 
field day next se-Bion, which no doubt they will, 
they will find themselves in a great minority. 

Mr. PHILP said: Mr. Speaker,-I do not 
intend travelling over the ground taken up by 
Northern members generally ; but there is one 
remark made by the junior member for Burke 
just now, which I wish to reply to. He said this 
return proves how much less the Government 
now in power spend in the North than the 
previous Government. If he looks at Table 
f>l he will find that in the electorate he re­
presents there was a greater amount spent 
last year than by the previons Government. 
In another electorate represented by another 
hon. member on the Opposition side, the 
hon. member for Cairns, there was £2lii,OOO 
spent last year, as against £150,000 spent by the 
previous Government. At all events, the Go­
vernment are not only good to their friends, but 
they ha.ve done more for their foes than for their 
friends. I find also th«t in the cormorant 
electorate of Townsville-as it has been called­
£25,000 was spent last year, against £48,000 
spent during the previous year by the last Go­
vernment. It is not only once, but dozens of 
time,, that hon. members opposite have talked 
about obnoxious Townsville. The hon. member 
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for Burke talked about this cormorant town 
absorbing the whole of the North. I would 
like to know what money has been spent 
in Townsville; can the hon. member tell 
me what has been spent there? I can assure 
that hon. member that two years' Customs 
revenue of Townsville would more than cover 
every shilling spent there. Time after time we 
have been told that there has been a great deal 
more money spent upon Townsville harbour 
than upon any other harbour in the colony. 
Up to the present there has been £155,000 
spent upon it, and the Customs' revenue \\aS 
£163,000 for last year. As to the railway, that 
has not been any cost, because it has paid 
more than 4 per cent. The hon. member 
for Burke also said Townsville was trying 
to grasp the trade of Georgetown from its 
natural port. He could tell the hon. gentle· 
man that Townsville did more than half 
the trade of Georgetown, and that hon. 
member must know, as well as any other 
hon. member, that on several ocr.e~sions I have 
advocated the Croydon-Georgetown line. I 
am here to repel the statements that Towns· 
ville is trying to take possession of everything 
about the place. Townsville has hitherto been 
the most unselfish town in the Northern part of 
the colony. I sn,y so, and nobody cnn deny it. I 
can assure you, 1Ir. Speaker, that seven or 
eight years ago Towusville would have made 
ad ,·ances to secure the Supreme Court being 
removed to there from Bowen; but the people 
said, " No ; we will raise no disunion in the 
Northern towna, we will work and quietly 
push the separation question." \V e are now 
met hy all sorts of bitter invective; we are 
told that separation is only a Townsville cry, 
and that Townsville is to be the capital, and 
black labour is to be introduced, and it will be 
the Brisbane of the North. I can assure you 
that in future, if I represent Townsville, I 
shall advocate the claims of Townsville, and 
let hon. members from other Northern electo­
rates press their own claims, after what has 
taken place. Touching the return that the leader 
of the Opposition has brought in, I think it 
would have been far better if the hon. gentle· 
man had left the matter over until to-morrow, 
when we would have had a free night to 
go into the matter fully, instead of taking up 
the time of the Government. This had nothing 
to do with the black labour question ; but we 
have gone into that question and into the sepa­
ration question in connection with that return, 
It has not surprised me one bit to find that the 
return is so much in favour of the Northern part 
of the colony, because we have always contended 
that the North never received its fair share of 
the revenue it contributed. That is an argument 
that has been brought in every session for the 
last eight years. It is said that this surplus is 
owing to large land sales that have taken place 
in the North. If we look at the five years when 
the leader of the Opposition was in power, we 
shall find that the total amount of sales averaged 
quite as much as the land sales last year in the 
North. 

The HoN. Sm S. \V. GRIFFITH: You are 
quite wrong. 

Mr. PHILP: Look at the rents of homesteads 
and conditional pnrchases. For the year 1882·3 
the amount was £241,998. I have no hesitation 
in saying that three-fourths of that money came 
from the north of Cape Palmerston. In the year 
1883-4, the amount was £246,599, and the bulk of 
that money came from the selection of sugar 
lands ; there is not the least doubt of that, and 
none of it was sold under 15s. per acre. In 
the first year of the Mcilwraith Administra· 
tion, the sugar lands were closed from selection 

for three or four months, and the price was 
raised from 5s. to 15s. and 20s. per acre. Not 
one single acre of the J ohnstone River lands 
was sold at under 20s. per acre. On the Herbert 
River, the Johnstone, the Daintree, and at 
JY[ackay, enormous quantities of land were taken 
up, and that land represents the bulk of the money 
in these items. I have no hesitation in saying that. 
In the Southern part of the colony nearly thew hole 
of the Darling Downs wa' taken up at 5s. an acre. 
All the land on the Burnett was taken up in 
5,000, 8,000, and 10,000-acre blocks, and nearly 
the whole of that land is unimproved to-day. 
There is more land improved in the North than 
in the South compared with the quantity taken 
up. Now, though these returns seem satisfactory 
to me, they do not represent anything like the 
quantity of money that the K orth is entitled to. I 
have not had time to go into the matter minutely, 
but the first item here is Customs collections 
in Brisbane, £616,867. It has been contended 
that 20 percent. of the money collected in Brisbane 
ought to belong to the North. That would make 
£123,000 at least. I find that in the items, local 
revenue and proportion of general revenue, we are 
charged on the population basis, which is a fair 
basis. It is a fair basis on which to :!harge local 
revenue and local expenditure. \Ve fin<! in Table 
IV. that the proportion of general revenue is in the 
South, with a population of 266,059, £,103,178; 
in the Central district, with a popubtion of 
46,590, £70,601; and in the North, with a popula· 
tion of 74,814 ,£113,371. On Table VI. we find 
the local surplus in the South is £211,629, and 
the proportion of deficiency on general account, 
£208,910. How are those figures arrived at? I 
find according to the table that that is at the 
rate of 16s. per head. Goin!l' further North, 
we find that the proportion of deficiency on 
general account, in the Central district, is 
£53,096, or at the rate of 23s. pc•r head, and going 
further K orth again, we find we are charged 
£90,944 as proportion of deficiency in general 
account, or at the rate of 24s. 6d. per head. 
Now, averaging those charges, I find the fair 
rate would be 18s. per head, and if that was 
charged to the North, it would leave a further 
surplus of £24,000, making a total of about 
£260,000. Going into the items of revenue, we 
find that the electric telegraph and postage 
receipts are general revenue, but what about the 
expenditure? \Ve find the North is charged 
£28,000 for post and telegraph business, and 
£19,000 for the conveyance of mails. Well, if it 
is a fair thing to charge these items locally, it 
would be a fair thing to give credit locally for 
the money received. '!'here are some items, of 
course, against the North. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
when the question is decentralisation against 
territoral separation, I am in favour of the 
latter. I always have been and always will 
be, but as it is a question of decentralisation 
or no decentralisation and a continued rob­
bing of the North by the South, then we must 
accept decentralisation in preference to being 
robbed. I do not take it as a permanent 
solution of the difficulty. I consider it is better 
for us that we should accept the Bill until we 
can get territorial separation. \V e tried the 
question of separation three years ago, and, out 
of a House of sixty members, we had nine who 
voted for territorial separation-nine men all 
belonging to the K orth ; not one single Southern 
member supported us. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: I was not in the House 
then. 

Mr. PHILP: I am quite willing to test the 
sincerity of members of this House. I have got 
in my hand a letter, addressed to Lord Knuts­
ford, in elaborate language, detailing our griev­
ances in the North. I am willing to place it on 
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the table, and accept the signatures of any 
Southern members, if they are sincere in their 
desire to grant separation; but the Northern 
members themselves are not unanimous ; and 
how can we expect them to be so after such a 
speech as that delivered by the hon. member for 
Burke, who set,, up one portion of the North 
againbt the other. He knows, as well as I do, 
why the debate on separation was not 
brought before the Hous8 this session. \V e 
were waiting for the Decentralis:-ttion Bill 
to come forward; we were prepared to discuss 
it, and accept it, with such amendments 
as we thought necessary. \Ve would not 
have sought to render the South any injustice; 
all we want is a fair thing. \Ye want a fair 
proportion of the revenue of theN orth expended 
there. I think, after the imputation which has 
been levelled against one of the principal towns 
of the North, it would not be a fair thing for me, 
as representative of that town, to sit silent and 
listen to such assertions. A great deal has been 
said about the mismanagement of the present Go­
vernment and their want of financial knowledge, 
and what a great mess they have made of things. 
It is scticl that only £116,000 of the deficit has been 
wiped out. But if hon. gentlemen will look at 
the probable ways and means they will find 
that the amount of money received during 
the year 1887-8 was £3,177,518. \Veil, had 
not the present Government brought in the 
tariff they did, a tariff which was most obnoxious 
to the North, but which was the best that could 
be got out of the House at the time - I 
say that if the tariff had not been passed, 
there would have been a still larger deficit. 
We find that before that tariff was brought 
in the revenue was £3,177.518, and we find last 
year under the new tariff that it amounts to 
£3,614,000, or an increase of about £355,000. If 
that tariff had not been passed, what a state we 
would have been in! \Ve should have added 
something like £2i50,000to the deficit, w hi eh would 
have stood at £750,000altogether. Thitt would be 
a nice state of things for the finances of the col<my 
to be in. I desire, :Mr. S]Jea,ker, to say a word 
with regard to taxation. If the land titx which 
the leader of the Opposition speaks about is 
introduced, I think it will bring ruin upon the 
country. I would like to see an income tax, I 
cannot see how any sane man could have pro­
posed to levy a land tax through the general 
government, and also a land tax through the 
divisional boards. The latter have all the machi­
nery for collecting a land tax, while the Go­
vermnent have not. The leader of the Oppo­
sition only proposed to levy £100,000, and I 
venture to say it would cost, say, £50,000 
to initiate a scheme for collecting it. I am 
sorry that this debate has degenerated as it has 
done. It would have been far better to have left 
it until to-morrow. As for the continual refer­
ences which are made to Townsville, I must 
pr0t&st against them, and, as often as the 
hon. member for Burke gets up and talks 
about Townsville in the way he has done, 
so often will I get up and defend that town. 
\Vhen the Estimates for the department of 
Public Instruction were going through, I spoke 
of the inequalities existing between the positions 
of Northern and Southern teachers, and I was at 
once chided for bringing up another Northern 
grievance, but as a matter of fact, more Northern 
grievances have been brought forward from the 
opposite side this session than from this side. 
I am prepared always to fairlv debate the 
Northern question, but I am not going to do so 
simply for the sake of obstructing the business 
of the House. 

Mr. UNMACK said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
hon. leader of the Opposition introduced this 
discussion to night, I am quite sure, simply for 

the purpose of clra wing attention to what he and 
many other members of this party consider 
weaknesses in the financial management of the 
present Ministry. I think he was perfectly justi­
fied in doing so. Somehow or other the discussion 
F'eem.s to have merged into one uvon the question 
of separation, which has nothing whatever to do 
with this matter. At any rate, it wa.s the inten­
tion of the leader of the Opposition to discuss 
the question itS to w hethsr the present Ministry 
are doing what they should do in accordance 
with his views of the management of the finan· 
cial affairs of the colony. The late Premier, Sir 
Thomas :Vlci!wraith, was elected to the posi­
tion of Premier of the colony with a great 
flourish of trumpets, after having distinctly 
pledged himself that no extra taxation would 
require to be placed on the people, and that 
the condition of the colony simply required 
aclmini,,tration to adjust our finances. After 
that, the result befnre us in the Estimates, and 
the Financial Statement, is certainly most dis­
appointing. \Ve have had one of the most 
obnoxious tariffs ]Jlaced upon the shoulder,; of 
the peuple that was ever imposed-a tariff which 
inflicts a burden of 10s. lOci. upon every head 
of the popnlation, whilst th0 general taxation 
now imposed amounts to 13s. '1<1. per head. An cl 
what has Leen the result? I am afraid the one 
real point we ought to have discu;,tied to-night has 
not been touched upon at all. I allude to what 
I call the extravagant management of the pre­
sent Government. \Vhy, during the last year, as 
against the last year of the term of office of the 
Griffith :Ylinistry, they actually spent £320,000 
more than their predecessors. I am quite sure a 
great deal of that need not have been spent, and 
might have been saved, and thus have obviated 
the alleged necessity for heavy taxation, e;;pecially 
by a Ministry that went in~o po_wer for .the 
express purpose of aclministermg w1th the vrew 
of a voiding increased taxation. There was 
surely no occasion in their first year of office to 
have expended over £300,000 in excess of that 
ex]Jemled by their predecessors. 

The POSTMASTJm-GENERAL: How 
much of that was for the loan? 

Mr. UNJIIACK: I have not the figures with 
me, but there was not much of it clue to the loan. 
To show the absurdity of the thing, the tariff in 
it,elf produced £256,000 for extra taxation, and 
all other sources of revenue produced an excess of 
£180,500, a total recBipt in excess of £436,000, of 
which only £116,000 remains, and therefore 
£320,000 has gone, over and above the expendi­
ture of the previous Ministry, in administration 
and general management. Then, in reference to 
the land, what do we find? The same policy 
of the party now in power has been continued as 
before; and that is the policy of selling the htnd. 
That has always been the policy of that party, 
and they have been true to their principles. They 
have continuc,d the same system, and to all 
appearance are going to be worse in that respect 
in the future than they have been in the past. I 
find that during the last year of office the Griffith 
Ministry sold £G2,000 worth of land, while 
the pr\ sent Ministry during their first year 
of office sold land to the value of £190,000. 
It is true that, according to the table placed 
before us, a very large portion of this land has 
been sold in the Northern district, and theN orth 
seems to have contributed a considerably dis­
proportionate share towards clearing off the 
deficiency. I must say I believ~ in a_Decentra!i­
sation Bill, but I do not believe m the Brll 
placed before this House, and which is not to be 
carried through this session, because I say that 
Bill is not framed upon proper lines, and it is 
neither just to the North nor to the South. The 
basis of the Bill, and the division of revenue 
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under it is altogether wrong. I will mention 
one item which is altogether wrong, and unjust 
to the South, at all events. The Minister for 
Lands referred to the matter incidentally to-night 
when he said that all the hest lands in the South 
had been sold, and they had to sell the lands in 
theN orth now. V erv well ; all the hest lands in 
the South have been sold, hut what has been 
done with the money ? The money has been used 
for the purposes of g·eneral expenditure up to 
to-day, and this money, which has been derived 
from the sale of the lands in the South, has been 
partly expended to improve the position and 
value of the land and property in the North. We 
have heard, then, that all the best lands in 
the South have been sold, and here we find 
a proponl in the Decentralisation Bill that 
in future all moneys levied from the s11le of land 
shall not he considered general, hut local revenue. 
Therefore we in the South have been done out of 
the money derived from the sale of our lands, 
which has been spent, to a large extent, in 
improving property in the North, and in future 
the revenue derived from l:tnd is to be allotted to 
the districts in which that land is sold. I do not 
think that is a fair proposal at all. There are 
other proposals in that Bill which are simply 
based upon theory. They are based upon theories 
which are absolutely impossible to carry out 
in practice. There is not a man in the colony, 
and never will he one, who will be able to C>trry 
one of the provisions in reference to Customs 
duties into practice, as it will he impossible to get 
at the results. \Vhen the Bill comes before us 
next session, I shall be able to go more fully into 
that. In reference to this question of separa­
tion, the Minister for Mines and \Vorks says 
that separation cannot take place so long 
as other portions of the North will display 
the jealousy they are now displaying towards 
Townsville. I say the remark the hon. gentle­
man himself made is one that is seriously 
calculated to prevent unaminity of feeling upon 
the question of separation in the North. He 
discloses a very dog-in-the-manger policy. He 
says he himself always advocated that Towns­
ville should not be the capital of the new 
colony, but he says also, "If we cannot have 
the bone nobody else shall have it." He says 
that not one of the Northern towns shall he the 
capital, and that they ought to create a new city 
altogether. He ad vacates the creation of a new 
city, so that not one of the present existing towns 
may be the capital. If that is the feeling of the 
Townsville people, how can they expect others 
to join with them in advocating separation ? 
All I can say is, speaking as a Southern member, 
that provided one condition is fulfilled, I should 
be quite willing to vote for separation to-morrow. 

Mr. PHILP : What is the condition? 

Mr. UNMACK : The condition is this, that 
they shall accept a constitution which will debar 
them from employing black labour in the colony, 
because, as the hon. member for Burke, l\lr. 
Hodgkinson, has very properly said, it is not 
a que;tion solely for the North, but a ques­
tion for the whole continent of Australia. 
Provided that that condition is accepted, and 
that the constitution, in which that is included, 
cannot be altered, as the constitution in America 
cannot be altered, I shall be ready to let them 
go by all means, if they are strong enough, 
and unanimous in asking for it. I shall be 
quite ready to let them try their fortunes, 
hut, so long as black labour stands in the 
way, I do not see that Southern members 
would be justified in voting for separation. 
It has been said over and over again that the 
feeling of the people in the South is changing; 
hut if it is changing at all, it is strengthening in 
intensity against black labour. The people in 

the South insist on the exclusion of black labour, 
and they will not allow it in the North either. 
If the people in the North could show by a 
plebiscite, or in some other way, that they ~ere 
unanimous, it would be a different questwn; 
but in the meantime a house divided against 
itself cannot stand. I do not believe tlwt the 
feeling in the South is opposecl to separation on 
certain conditions, though, of course, \VC prefer 
that the North ,,hould not he separated. I believe 
that if a Decentralisation Bill, based on proper 
lines, is passed it will satisfy the general popula­
tion of the North. 

Mr. LITTLE: No. 

Mr. UNMACK : Of course there are some 
people whom nothing will satisfy; but we know 
that the minority at all times ha Ye to bow to the 
majority. Though an evening has apparently 
been wasted, I do not think the time has really 
been wasted, because the attention drawn by the 
leader of the Opp<Jsition to the want of financial 
management on the part of the Ministry-though 
it is not acknowledged to-night-will bear good 
fruit, and will, I trust, lead to the exercise 
of greater economy in the future man:cgement of 
the finances of the colony. 

Mr. COWLEY said: Mr. Speaker,-I shall 
not enter into the question raised by the 
leader of the 0 pposition, because I wish to 
keep what I have to say on that subje~t till 
the Loan Estimates come up for considera­
tion, so that my remarks may lead to some 
practical good, which I am afraid they would 
not, if I were to speak on the question to-night. 
But I cannot help replying to a few remarks 
which fell from the hon. member for Too­
wong, who accused the Iviinister for :i'IIines 
and Works of advocating a dog-in-the-man,,er 
policy. What could be a fairer policy for the 
whole of the people of the North than the one 
advocated by the Minister for Mines and 
Works, that is, the establishment of the future 
capital in some central place where no land has 
been alienated by the Crown, and where the future 
proceeds of the land can be turned to account 
in the erection of the public huildin,;s necessary 
for c·arrying on the work of the capital? After 
accusing the Minister for Mines and \Vorks of 
advocating- a dog-in-the-manger policy, the hon. 
member for Toowong gave utterance to a far 
more dog-in-the-manger policy ,,·hen he said, 
"\Ve cannot have black labour in the South, 
and you shall not have it in the North." He 
said it was a matter concerning the whole of the 
colonies. It is all very well to say that now, 
when the people in the South don't want 
black labour ; but they never raised that cry 
when they were henerlting by the employment 
of it. The other colonies have never done 
anything t'o interfere with the employment of 
black labour in Queensland; and the members 
representing Southern constituencies would be 
the first to resent any interference on the part of 
the southern colonies with the legislation of this 
colony. And if they did not rise and fight the 
people in the southern colonies, in the event of 
such interference, they would be unworthy of 
the trust reposed in them hy their constituents. 
\Ve have to consider the interests of our own 
colony, and not the interests of other colonies. 
The same argument was used by the senior 
member for Burke, but the next moment he said 
that the black labour qnestion was being written 
up in the Sydney 11Iorning Herald, thus indicat­
ing that s0me portions of the thinking people 
in the southern colonies were in favour of 
black labour. The proprietors of that journal 
have no interest in the black labour question 
and no capital invested in Queensland. The 
journal is owned by the relatives or friends of 
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Congregational ministers, and is edited by a 
Wesleyan minister, and they do not publish 
their articles simplv for filthy lucre. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: \Vesleyan ministers in 
the United States defended slavery. 

Mr. COWLEY: \Ye are now speaking of the 
Sydney .Morning Herald. The hon. gentleman 
could hardly have used a worse agument when 
speaking of the opinions of the southern people, 
because the proprietors of that paper, which is 
the leading journal in New South ·wales, has 
been openly advocating the employment of 
coloured labour in Queensland. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: No. The articles are 
written by a correspondent. 

Mr. COWLEY: The writer is a special cor­
respondent, sent by the proprietors of the paper 
to give an impartial opinion on the question. 
They have confidence in his judgment, and 
publish the letters he writes; and those letters 
show that it is a suicidal policy to give up 
coloured 'labour in Queensland. Paper~ in 
Victoria also advocate this C[Uestion. The AT,qus 
advocates it very strongly indeed. The first 
part of the speech delivered by the hon. member 
for Burke was [tbont the strongest separationist 
speech I have ever heard. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: Hear, hear! 
Mr. COWLEY: And then, fearing he h~td 

gone too far, he said, "But there is this black 
labour question." There are probably about a 
hundred employers of black labour in the 
North. Are those thousands of miners and 
others in the North afraid that these hundred 
employers of black labour will subvert their 
liberties? If the hon. member is sincere in 
his desire for separation, this ought to be no 
stumbling block in his way whatever, because 
it is impossible that those hundred men can sway 
the destinies of the future colony against the wills 
of the bulk of the inhabitants. Therefore his 
argument is utterly worthless; and it simply 
shows that he raises the separation cry from im­
pure motives, and nothing else. If he were sincere, 
he would say, "\Ve will have separation first, and 
we will settle those matters of internal policy 
afterwards." The hon. member for Burke issued 
a challenge, and I accept that challenge-and 
that was, that he is willing to go to any con­
stituency in the North. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: No. 
The PREMIER : Yes, you did. 
Mr. COWLEY: The hon. gentleman said he 

would meet any man upon any platform in any 
constituency in the North with any member on 
either side, and he would advocate the abolition 
of black labour. Well, I shall accept his challenge, 
and am perfectly willing to meet him in my elec­
torate as soon as the session is over, and contest 
it with him upon that C[Uestion. In accepting 
that challenge I am doing a very courageous 
thing, because the hon. gentleman is one of the 
most able men in this House, and one of the most 
astute politicians ; but I am perfectly satisfied to 
do it and abide by the result. I hold the hon. 
gentleman to his challenge. It is very easy to 
make a challenge, but I shall be very much 
obliged to the hon. gentleman if he will consent 
to meet me on this ground. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: Hear, hear! 
Mr. CO\VLEY : The hon. member also said­

and I am very sorry that he entered into this 
question, because hon. members say that the 
advocates of black labour have wasted a great 
deal of time this session. Yet the hem. gentleman 
would not speak when we were discussing the 
black labour C[nestion, but he speaks upon it on 
this off night, and I am forced to reply to his 
arguments. 
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Mr. HODGKINSON: Speakto-morrownight 
on the question. 

Mr. COWLEY: The hon. gentleman spoke 
about decoying the kanakas from their islands 
and keeping them in slavery. Surely he knows 
in his heart of hearts that is all bunkum. No 
man knows that better than the hon. gentleman, 
and no man has studied the question more. He 
knows that these men are only too willing and 
anxious to come to this country, and thatt hey 
come over and o>er agi],in. At the present time 
there are some here who are serving their fou rth 
term of sPrvice. Does that look like decoying 
them from their homes. \V e know that th ein· 
fluenc" of the missionaries is used to keep them 
from coming to the colony-that they are doing 
their utmost to keep them from coming; and 
yet in spite of the influence of the missionaries, 
the' desire in these men's hearts is so strong to 
come that it overcomes all the influence of the 
m1sswnaries. They come among;t us, and they 
also induce their friends t~ come. The hon. 
member I believe has been amongst the sugar 
plantati~ns and I 'ask him to answer fairly and 
honestly whether he ever sa;v ~his slavery? .Is 
it any more slavery than 1t 1s for any wh1te 
men employed at the same work? 

Mr. ISAMBERT: It is slavery. 
Mr. COWLEY : I did not refer to the hon. 

member for Rosewood, because, as the hon. mem­
ber for Carpentaria once said, that hon. member 
was born in sin and cradled in iniquity, and 
therefore I did not refer to him. I am now ask­
ing an hem. gentleman, who .I believ~ is cap~ble 
of takin"' a fair and honest v1ew of thiS questiOn, 
if he ev.:'r saw anything which could possibly be 
construed to be slavery. The Polynesians are 
well treated and enjoy themselves while they are 
here, and they are only too. willing and happy to 
come back again. I also w1sh to say a few words 
in reply to what fell from the hon. member 
for Maryborough, Mr. Annear. I really do 
not know why that hon. gentleman, who 
has just come back to this House after a 
!on~ absence, should attack the hon. member 
for "Burrum and myself for what we have done 
durin~ his absence. I know that for many years 
there" was no stronger ad vacate of coloured 
labour in this House than the hon. member for 
Maryborough and I can go further and say that 
before the la~t general election I met the hon. 
gentleman in Townsville, and he distinctly 
told me that if the Hon. Sir Samuel Griffith 
were returned to power again, he would grant. an 
extension for five years of the l'olynes1an 
Labourers Act. But to come back to the ques­
tion at issue: One question raised was that of 
selling land in the North. I sincerely hope that 
the Government will not sell much more land in 
the North until the Decentralisation Bill is 
passed, and the North gets full credit for these 
sales. At the present time the Government can 
sell as much land as they please, and we 
are simply credited with it in the books, but we 
get no tangible results from it. It all goes into 
the general revenue, and is swallowed up. When 
we pass the Decentmlisation Bill-as I trust we 
may early next session-we shall get the full 
benefit of the revenue obtained from the North; 
but at the present time t~e Government coul.d 
sell £600 000 worth of land m the North, and 1t 
would b~ all swallowed up in the general revenue. 
The sooner we get this Bill passe~ the better the 
North will be satisfied. They w1ll not be com­
pletely satisfied, be~ause nothing but sep!'ration 
will eventually satisfy the North. It wrll be a 
crying shame if the Government sell vast. tr3;cts 
of land in the North before the DecentralisatiOn 
Bill is passed. I sincerely trust that the G?vern­
ment will bring it forward early next sesswn, so 
that we may have an opportunity of passing it. 
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Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-! wish to 
make a personal explanation. I understood the 
hon. member for Townsville to say that I used 
the expression "obnoxious Townsville." Now I 
am not aware that I made use of that expression, 
but if I did, I used it in the sense that Townsville 
was obnoxious to the rest of the North. There 
is no gentleman in this House who is more 
courteous than the senior member for Townsville, 
and I should be very sorry to say an unkind 
word against him or against the constituency he 
represents. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported 

no progress, and the Committee obtained leave 
to sit again to-morrow. 

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

that this House do now adjourn. 
Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at two minutes to 11 

o'clock. 

Question qj' Privilege. 




