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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Friday, 4 October, 1889. 

Formal ~Iotion.-Motiou for Adjournment-breach o! 
the Totalisator Restriction Act.-Slanghtering 
Stations for Fat Stock in the Interior.-The 
"Hopeful" Prisoners.-Ann Street Presbyterian 
Church Bill-committee-re-committal.-The Sugar 
Industry-point of order.-Adjournment. 

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

FORMAL MOTION. 
'rhe following formal motion was agreed to :
By Mr. HAMILTON (in the absence of the 

Hon. Sir T. Mci!wraith)-
That there be laid on the table of the House all 

correspondence between the Government Geologist and 
the Secretary for ::.Uine\0 and 1Vorks as to the removal of 
the chief geological offioe to Brisbane. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
BREACH 01!' THE TOTALISATOR RESTRICTION ACT. 

Mr. UNMACK said: Mr. Speaker,- I wish 
to make a few remarks on an important subject, 
and I shall conclude with the usual motion. I 
desire to direct the attention of the Government 
to the fact that during this session we have 
passed a Bill for the restriction of the use of the 
totalisator, and I am very sorry to find, that 
in spite of the Bill having been passed and 
assented to, no action of any kind has been 
taken in the matter. In point of fact, in 
the city of Brisbane the gambling in the 
various tobacconists' shops is carried on to a 
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greater extent than even before the Act was 
passed. When the Bill was going through the 
House I was assured by the leader of the Opposi
tion that it was scarcely necessary, because he 
considered that the Gaming Act was amply 
sufficient for all purposes to restrict the evils 
complained of. The House evidently thought 
otherwise, and considered it good policy to 
adopt the measure. It is only necessary for any
one who takes an interest in this matter to 
walk through the streets, observe the different 
shops, and see the list of handicaps, consultation 
sweeps, and other devices which are openly 
paraded before the public as an inducement 
to gambling and other vices. I may iiay that 
I have on two different occasions broached this 
matter to the Chief Commissioner of Police, 
and on each occasion he has told me that it was 
under the consideration of the Law Officers of 
the Crown, and that probably some action would 
be taken. We have two Acts: viz., the Games 
and Wager Act and the Totalisator Restriction 
Act. Surely it would not take more than an 
hour at the outside to consider their bearing on the 
subject ; and I wish to direct the attention of 
the Government to the matters now as one of 
serious importance to the welfare of the public. 
I understand that not only in Brisbane, but in 
all the other towns of the colony, the same system 
is being carried on without any check. I have 
taken the trouble to comult several legal gentle
men in the city upon the effect of both the Acts 
we have for the purpose of suppressing gambling, 
and they all assure me that under the two Acts 
all the different gambling schemes which are now 
being carried on in Brisbane and elsewhere could 
be put down. I hope, therefore, the Government 
will take the matter in hand and redress the evil 
by making one or two examples. I am quite sure, 
judging by the cordial support which was given 
by every member oHhe House to the Totalisator 
Restriction Bill, that their sympathies are with 
me in bringing the matter before the House. 
While I have no desire to delay the business of 
the House, I trust to have an assurance from the 
Premier that the subject will be taken in hand 
and vigorously prosecuted, so that we may really 
know our position; and if the m ensures we have 
are not sufficient to suppress the evil, then the 
Government will have ample time to submit 
some further Bill to restrict the gambling in our 
midst. I beg to move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The PREMIER (Hon. B. D. Morehead) said: 
Mr. Speaker,-This is the first time my atten
tion has been directed to this breach of the law, 
and if the law enables the Government to deal 
with the matter which the hon. memb('r for 
Toowong has spoken about, I will consult the 
Law Officers of the Crown and see what can be 
done. The Commissioner of Police has never 
mentioned the matter to me, nor did I know 
anything about it until the hon. member men
tioned it. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said: Mr. Speaker,-It 
is very singular that there should be any occasion 
to direct the attention of the Colonial Secretary 
to a fact that is patent to his own eyes. · 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-! rise 
to a point of order. The hon. gentleman says 
the matter is patent to my own eyes. I have 
denied that I know anything about it, and the 
hon. gentleman should take my denial. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: I certainly did not 
intend to impute falsehood to the Colonial 
Secretary. I said the fact was patent to his own 
eyes. I say so still. If that hon. gentleman 
chooses to walk down the streGt he cannot help 
seeing consultation sweeps in the window of 
every tobacconist's shop. I do not say that it is 
the duty of the hon. gentleman to go and see 

them, but in saying that it is patent to his own 
eyes I conveyed no reproach. I merely intended 
to state a fact. It is patent to the eyes of the 
police in any case, and many other things also 
which th~y appear to neglect, and so long as 
certain establishments closely connected with the 
police are allowed to continue in undisguised 
operations in the immediate vicinity of the police 
stati0n itself, we cannot expect them to interfere 
with other objectionable characters. I havf. 
myself called the attention of gentlemen con
nected with the police to this subject, and, 
owing to private reasons of delicacy, I have 
refrained from bringing it before the notice of 
the House, hut unless steps are taken in refer
ence to it, I intend to do so very shortly. So 
far as regards the system of general gambling 
in Queen street, it is a crying insult to the 
respectable portion of the community. All 
the blackguards in the district are associated 
together at these shops, and on the eve of 
or at the end of a race they are there, and 
offer temptation to all the idle loafers in the 
town, who gather round and insult and annoy 
passers by. If our law is not sufficient to deal 
with such self-evident abuses, the sooner the 
matter is taken in hand the better. 

Mr. MORGAN said: Mr. Speaker,-I think 
it may be easily understood that the Colonial 
Secretary might not be aware that this breach of 
the law is being carried on, and I do not know 
that he should be expected to know it ; but I 
think the police ought to know it, and having 
power by Act of Parliament, passed this session, 
should put a stop to it. It is patent to every
body who reads the Brisbane newspapers. I 
have in my hand a paper published in Brisbane 
to-day, and dated to-morrow, in which I find 
quite a number of these consultations advertised. 
Here is one consultation on the Melbourne Cup 
of 1889; it is called the "Y abba Consultation," 
in which there are prizes ranging from £1,000 to 
£250. It is signed by William Mooney, 82, 
Queen street, Brisbane. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS : Very likely yon 
have a ticket on it yourself. 

Mr. MORGAN: No; I have not a ticket on 
it. Then there is another, the "Charleville Con
sultation," in which £10,000 is to be distributed. 
There is still another advertised by a Mr. W. 
B. Steele, of 'Ninton, who offers £5,000 for 
distribution. Now, these notifications, I am sure, 
could not escape the attention of the whole of the 
police force, and if they do not know that these 
things are in direct violation of the law which 
has been passed through this session and assented 
to, they ought to know it. If they do know it, 
they ought to take action. Some time ago pri
vate individuals instituted prosecutions against 
these law breakers, and the bench held that 
the law, as it then stood, did not warrant 
the punishment of those so offending. But 
there is no doubt that after the expression 
of opinion in this House, when the Totalisator 
Bill was going through, these "consultations" 
are now held to be a breach of the law; and the 
people who engage in them in defiance of the 
law ought to be prosecuted and punished. I 
have in my hand an extract from a city paper, 
which I will read to the House, to show how 
these people are dealt with in New South Wales. 
It is headed "Betting Houses Suppression Act," 
and is as follows :-

•' At the Central Police Court, on Tuesday, Alfred 
Bennett, prmter and publisher of the Town and 
Counl1"1J Journal, appeared to answer an informa
tion charging him with committing a breach of 
the Betting Houses Suppression Act, in having 
published a certain advertisement in the issue of 
August 31, wherein it was made to appear that \1pon 
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application at the Squa1·e and Compass Club, care 
of Mr. Palm, No. 56lt, George street, certaih informa
tion relative to a horse race called the Metropolitan 
st~kes would be received. l\Ir. vv·anace appeared for 
the prosecution, and l\:Ir. X a than was retained by the 
defendant. Senior-constable }Iurphy deposed to send
ing 5s. to the addre.s stated in the newspaper, and 
receiving a ticket relative to a contingency on the race. 
For the defence it 'vas sought to be shown that no 
offence under the .A.ct had been committed, as it was 
contended that the advertisement alluded to contained 
no information relative to money to be paid on the re
sult of the race. The magistrate, however, held that a 
breach of the Act had heen committed, and he fined the 
defendant £10 with £2 7s. 6d. costs, in default one 
nwnth's imprisonment. 1\oti~e of appeal was given. 
Henry Lazar us, of Nos. 157 and 159, Castlereagh st1·eet, 
was ordered to pay a fine of £50, and £2 9,, Sd. costs, or 
go to gaol for two months, for having committed an 
offence under the Betting Act in conducting a 2s. 6d. 
'consultation • on a horse race." 

ThPcse are very small consultations compared 
with those to which I have referred, and which 
are announced in the papers here every week. 
The cases alluded to in this extract are only two 
of a very large number that have engaged the 
attention of the police in Sydney during the last 
few months. vVe have a law here which enables 
the police to take similar action ; but though it 
has been in force for some months, no action has 
been taken, in spite of the fact that offences 
against its provisions are going on openly. I 
think the hon. member for Toowong is quite 
justified in bringing this matter before the 
House ; and though the matter may not have 
been brought under the notice of the Premier 
before, I hope that this discussion will have the 
effect of bringing it under the notice of the 
police, and showing them that this House expects 
them to take the necessary action to enforce the 
laws we pass_ 

The HoN, P. PERKINS said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
am surprised to find an intelligent man like the 
hon. member for vV arwick, who, I believe, con
ducts a newspaper, expecting the police to degrade 
themselves by doing such dirty work as they 
would be doing by going into Mooney's place to 
ferret out all that might be going on. What 
were the policemen appointed for first ? They 
were called "Peelers" in Ireland, and used 
to be a kind of bailiff on a town land or 
boundary, in the olden times, about eighty 
or ninety years ago_ Sir Robert Peel intro
duced the Act by which the police in Ireland 
came to be called "Peelers." Is there any
thing more degrading to a class of men who 
may be as upright as any other members of 
the community than to set them to do the 
work of spies ? The members of this House, 
with the consent of the superior branch of the 
legislature, have asked the police to undertake 
the degrading duty of spies at the back and 
front doors of public-houses to listen to what 
people say ; but what does the hon. member for 
Warwick invite them to do? He has invited 
them to spy into Mooney's place, but Moe>ney 
has not got a license and is not under the sur
veillance of the police, and he can kick them out 
of his place if they go there. The publican 
cannot do that, and that is the great difference. 
The police were appointed for our protec
tion-to protect us from burglars at night, 
and we can protect ourselves in the daytime. 
It is degrading to expect the police to perform 
the functions indicated by the hon, member for 
Warwick. IV e require the police to protect us 
from garotting and robbery, and that we may 
know our wives and families are safe in their 
homes, and that our houses are not likely to be 
broken into; and anyone 'who asks them to 
undertake the duty of spy degrades them, 
and forgets the real object for which they 
were appointed. I fail to see how people 
are to be made honest by Act of Parliament, 

or how you are going to make them pions 
by Act of Parliament. Why, Sir, who cares 
about the prayers yon read here every day ? I 
candidly confess I do not, and I do not know 
anybody who does. It is a mere matter of 
form to read them. Y on cannot force people to 
be moral, religious, or pions by Act of Parlia
ment, and so long as a British community exists 
these matters to which the hon. gentleman has 
called attention will exist. It is degrading to 
ask the police to be spies and eavesdroppers and 
listen to everything that people say, because 
those things will be done while we, as a people, 
are that way inclined. I do not think it fair to 
occupy the time of the House with snch a ques
tion, and, on behalf of the police, I say it is no 
wonder when they are asked to do such things 
that some of them are degraded and demeaned, 
and forget the proper duties for which they are 
appointed. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon, M. 
H. Black) said: Mr. Speaker,-! think it is the 
duty of the police to see that the law as laid 
down by Parliament is properly carried out. I 
do not quite hold with the hon. member who has 
just spoken that there is anything degrading 
in the police being expected to carry out the 
intentions of Parliament, which is supposed to 
represent the wishes of the country. I think 
that if the police are tll be told that they are 
above carrying out the desires of Parliament, 
the sooner we have a reform of the police the 
better, and let it be distinctly understood that 
candidates for admission to the force must know 
that upon appointment they are to carry out the 
wishes of the country as embodied in the Acts of 
Parliament passed here_ I think the hon. mem
ber for Toowong deserves great credit for having 
referred to the matter_ I do not walk down 
Queen street often, and I know nothing from 
person<tl knowledge of these betting shops, but 
I understand that a system of gambling is 
carried on there almost to the same extent as 
before the passing of the Totalisator Act. I 
know that that Act, introduced by the hon. 
member for Toowong, was carried almost unani
mously by this House, and it was the desire 
of this House in passing it, to do all it could to 
restrict the gambling propensities which were 
found to exist and likely to demoralise the youth 
of the colony. That was the wish of the House, 
and whether the Act is sufficiently comprehensive 
or not I am not prepared to say, We all know 
that it is almost impossible to make people mural 
by Act of Parliament, but we know what our 
intention was in this case, and if it is found that 
there is a defect in the law by which we are 
rendered unable to reach those who are now 
evidently trying to evade the intention of Parlia
ment, we must amend the Act again. There are 
a great many lawyers in this House; and if the 
phra~eology of an Act is so vague that it allows 
of evasion of the law, I blame the lawyers and 
not the laymen of the House. Knowing what 
the intention on both sides of the House was 
in this rel\pect, if we find that the phraseology 
of the Act is so lax as to admit of evasion, we 
shall have to do our best, with the assistance of 
the legal ability in this House, to get it amended. 
The hon. member for Toowong is quite right in 
referring to this matter, and he can be perfectly 
satisfied that the attention of the Government 
having been directed to it, action will be taken 
as far as possible to carry out the wishes of the 
House, and to stamp out the evil if that can be 
done, and I believe it can. But I think the hon. 
member for Burke, Mr. Hodgkinson, has made a 
charge which was rather unfounded. At any 
rate, I trust it was unfounded. The hon. mem
ber led the House to believe that this evasion of 
the Act was carried ont by certain establishments 
closely connected with the police. 
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Mr. HODGKINSON: No, no; I said certain 
other offences were committed in certain establish
ments closely connected with the police. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : That this 
offence was committed in establishments closely 
connected with the police. What are hon. 
members to understand by that? Is not that an 
indirect charge of corruption against the police? 

Mr. O'::lULLIV AN : The hon. member said 
in the vicinity of the police. 

The MIKISTER FOR LANDS : The hon. 
member said in establishments closely connected 
with the police. I took the words down; they 
appee1red to be so striking as to require explana
tion. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: The hon. gentleman 
shall have a private explanation that will per· 
fectly satisfy him. 

The MINISTER J!'OR LANDS : I did not 
say that the hon. member made an unfounded 
charge, but if what he states i, correct, the 
sooner the House is informed of it, and there is 
a reformation in the police, the better. I am 
not prepared to believe unless we get more sub
stantial evidence on the subject, that such a thing 
does exist in the police. Such a charge requires 
the most searching examination, and the thing 
should be stamped out if it exists at all. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: You must be singu
larly unobservant if you do not see it every day. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I am not 
unobservant, and I do not believe that the police in 
this colony are demoralised to the extent and in 
the way indicated by the hon. member. I trust 
that the matter will not be allowed to rest, and 
that if it is found that the police are in any way 
conniving at this evasion of the law, very prompt 
action will be taken to alter the supervision of 
the police force of the colony. But at the pre
sent time I am not prepared to endorse what the 
hon. mem her says, and I hope he will bring for
ward evidence-if the thing be true-to show 
that the police are in collusion with those 
betting men who are trying to evade an Act of 
Parliament. 

Mr. HODGKIKSOK said: Mr. Speaker,-·! 
object to the hon. member misquoting my 
remarks. I have a perfectly good memory, and 
have had considerable practice in reporting, and 
I know what I said. I stated that we could not 
expect the police to take steps to carry out legis
lation passed by this House, so long as certain 
members of the force were connected with an 
establishment quite as much open to obloquy as 
betting houses. The establishment, situation, 
and proprietor I will name to the hon. gentleman. 

Mr. SMYTH said: Mr. Speaker,-It seems 
strange that I should to-day, before this question 
was brought on, have met one of the most respect
~tble tobacconists in Queen street, and had a 
conversation with him about these consultation 
sweeps. I asked him, "How is it you do not 
exhibit totalisator or sweep programmes in your 
window now?" He replied, "I do not put them in 
my window since Mr. Unmack's Totalisator Bill 
was passed by Parliament." "But," I said, 
"there are any amount in windows in Queen 
street." He answered, "I never mind what 
others do; I have withdrawn them from my 
window." Many of the tobacconists who ex
hibit these programmes of consultation sweeps 
in their window,, could not get an existence 
without the 10 per cent. they receive on their 
sweeps. vV e know very well that many of them 
live upon these sweeps. It is not what they 
sell in the way of business, but it is what they get 
from the sale of tickets to boys and men who 
are foolish enough to buy them, that keeps them 
going. The man to whom I have referred keeps 

a most respectable tobacconist shop, and he 
says he is willing to obey the law; but he 
would be agreeable to pay a heavy license 
of £100, £150, or £200 a year for the right 
to run a totalisator or sweep, and exhibit the 
advertisement in his window. I must own that 
I do not thoroughly understand the Act with 
regard to the exhibition of advertisements in 
shop windows of consult~ttion sweeps, but I 
know that I walked down Queen street to-day, 
and saw placard advertisements in nearly e.very 
tobacconist's shop. I believe that sweeps on the 
Melbourne Cup, the Caulfield Cup, and other 
races are frequently advertised in this way. I 
think the law should be enforced. We know 
that when the Totalisator Bill was before the 
House it was mentioned that even boys com
bined and put their sixpences together to buy a 
ticket, going to the extent sometimes of stealing 
stamps for the purpose from the offices where 
they were employed. It has been stated that 
that has been going on, with the result that these 
boys have been led astray, and have committed 
embezzlement. If the law is a good one-and 
the House approved of it as being such-the 
quicker we enforce it the better. 

Mr. GRIMES said: Mr. Speaker,-! am very 
pleased that the hon. member for Toowong has 
brought this matter before the attention of the 
Premier and of this House. It is quite time that 
the Totalisator Act was put into force. I cannot 
agr8e with the hon. member for Cambooya, when 
he said that it was degrading for the police. to 
carry out the provisions of the Act. Such a 
statement is a reflection upon the members of this 
House, that they passed-and they did so almo~t 
unanimously-an Act which it would be degrading 
for the police to enforce. The sooner the matter 
is >tttended to the better. vVe know that every
one feels this evil to be a blight on the commu
nity, and I trust that now the hon. member for 
Toowong has brought the matter forward it will 
be taken notice of, and that the Act will be put 
in force. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said : 
Mr. Speaker,-There appears to be some mis
understanding in the minds of some hon. mem
bers in respect to consultation sweeps, as they 
are called. The Totalisator Act does not deal 
with them at all. Our law i~ very defective in 
that particular. That was pointed out on the 
second reading of the Bill, and it was also pointed 
out that in New South Wales and Victoria they 
have very stringent laws prohibiting these betting 
houses, and prohibiting the publication of ad
vertisements in newspapers, and the sendin(( of 
them through the post. Those are very useful 
provisions indeed, and Parliament should cer
tainly take the matter in hand here, and pass 
a similar law. The Totalisator Act is quite 
rig·ht, as far as it goes ; but, as the hon. rneP>her 
who introduced it stated, it only deals with one 
particular branch of the subject. A private 
member could scarcely deal with the whole of 
the complicated subject of suppressing betting. 

Mr. GROOM said: Mr. Speaker,-On the 
second reading of the Totalisator Bill I pointed 
out that it did not apply to consultation sweeps, 
and, within the past week, hu"dreds, if not thou
sands of circulars have been sent through the 
post, from the Southern colonies, to persons 
living in the different towns in Southern Queens
land. Where the sender obtained the addresses 
I do not know, nor am I aware whether it 
has been done as a joke; but I know that 
circulars, giving particulars of a consulta· 
tion sweep which is to be held in Sydney, 
have been sent round, no doubt with the view 
of catching some unwary persons. I think there 
were five sent to my office at Toowoomba-one 
to myself, one to each of my two sons, and one 
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to each of two compositors-and I know that 
several ladies have received similar circulars 
from Sydney. They are sent in an envelope, which 
is stamped with a penny stamp but not sealed, 
and two tickets are enclosed, with a request from 
the sender to return them with a pound a-piece. 
'\V ell, as has been observed by the leader of the 
Opposition, in New South \Vales and Victoria 
stringent legislation has been passed in regard to 
these advertisements, and the paper quoted by 
the hon. member for \Varwick is not the only 
one which inserts these advertisements at the 
present time. '\V e can hardly take up a pro
vincial newspaper without finding in it these ad
vertisements concerning Sydney and Melbourne 
sweeps. They can be advertised here, bnt not in 
any other of those colonies; and in those colonies 
the law has been made so strict that the Post
masters-General inN ew South Wales and Victoria 
possess such power that if they believe letters 
contain tickets sent for gambling purposes, they 
can open and destroy them, and if there is any 
money included they have the right to take it 
and confiscate it to the Crown. I think the 
same law ought to be adopted here. I am one of 
those who think the hon. member for Toowong 
has done quite right in calling attention to 
the matter, even though we have not power to 
check some of the evils he has pointed out. I 
know myself that many young boys are tempted 
to go in for these sweeps, and it is well known 
by those who are conversant with these matters 
that these boys are not very particular where they 
get the money from, in order to buy a chance in one 
of these sweeps. If we can pass legislation which 
will prevent boys from going into these things, 
we ought to do so. It is only when some ter
rible disaster occurs that our attention is drawn 
to these matters. We have only within the last 
fortnight heard of one unfortunate tragedy, 
which, I am informed, was largely due to this 
spirit of gambling which is being developed, and 
which is leading many young men into a state 
which will bring to them, and those connected 
with them, nothing but grief and sorrow. Any 
attempt on the part of this House in the direc
tion pointed out is a laudable action, which 
should be supported not only by members of 
the House, but by the Press and by every 
person outside. I think the hon. gentleman 
has done quite right in calling public atten
tion to this matter in order that the public 
outside may see the magnitude to which the 
gambling spirit is tending ; and now these 
advertisements are staring us in the face, offering 
tickets on all sorts of things, it is all the more 
necessary that we should make some effort to 
stop it. I hope the hon. member sitting opposite 
me, the hon. member for Burrum, who has 
evinced a laudable desire to go in for law reform, 
will see into the action which has. been taken 
in New South Wales and Victoria during the 
recess, and next session bring in a Bill of a like 
character, which will give our Postmaster
General similar powers to those possessed in 
other colonies to stop these letters going through 
the Post Office. If he does that, I am perfectly 
sure that he will do a good which will redound 
to his credit, and to the credit of the House if it 
pass it. 

Mr. UN]YIAOK, in reply, said : Mr. Speaker, 
-I really feel under a considerable debt of grati
tude to the hon. members who have spoken upon 
this subject for the very laudable manner in 
which they have received the remarks I have 
made. I am certain that good will result from 
this discussion, and I am more than satisfied 
with the way in which the Chief Secretary and 
the Minister for Lands have S]Joken upon the 
subject. On the other hand, I feel satisfied, 
from the legal advice I have received, that 
the Games and \Vagers Act that is in force 

in the colony now will be amply sufficient 
to deal with the matter of these sweeps or 
consultations, or whatever they may be called. 
I am informed that there is ample law con
tained in that Act to do all we desire in the way 
of suppre·;sing this form of gambling. There is 
no doubt at all that the people who put these 
advertisements in the papers know they are 
doing wrong-that they are transgressing. That 
is clear, from the finish of one advertisement 
which we have here. It says:-

,,Register your letters ; 'tis risky otherwise, and 
address-

"ARTESIAN, 

" Care of Mr. G. P. Shakspem·e, 
"Shakspeare Hotel, Barcaldine, Q. 

"Banker-~ueensiand National ;Bank, Barcaldine. 
"Reference-Queensland National Bank, :Sarcg,ldine. 
"Subscribers' numes ·wi.ll not be divulged." 

That is a very sure indication that the people 
know that they are doing an illegal thing, 
because they promise secrecy. Strange to say, 
in juxtaposition to this advertisement there is 
another ad vert,isement which is a breach of 
another Act we have in force, the Lottery Act. 
We h:we in force here a law to prevent lotteries 
under a heavy penalty, £100, I believe. This is 
an advertisement of a lottery in which the first 
prize Jffered is one of the most flourishing hotels 
in Oharleville. I will read the advertisement, 
so that the Government may be able to keep 
their eyes open to such practices, and suppress 
them, because, surely, when we have an Act on 
our statute book, the Government are not 
going to allow it to be openly violated. It reads 
thus:-

"0HARLEVILLE COXSUI.TATIOX. 

"A fortune for £1. 
''The first 11rize, Charleville Hotel and fnrniture; is 

fully worth £7,000, and is admitted to be the most 
valuable hotel property in Western Queensland. 

"10,000 tickets of £1 each. 
H 1st prize-Charleville Hotel and furniture. 
"2nd prize-640-aci--e :paddock, fully im])roved ; suba 

urban lot. 
"3rd prizc-8-romned house, standing on one acre of 

ground. 
"4th to lOth prizes-Each one valuable town allot

ment. 
"Agents fron1 whom tickets may be obtained, and 

further information :-C. ::\-Iusson & Co., 156 Elizabeth 
street; Messrs. Carter& Vralker; "\V. Mooney, Brisbane; 
and A. Aeschimann, Charleville Hotel, Charleville. 

"Date of drawing will be advertised." 
When we see such advertisements as this, in
ducing people to gamble and invest £1 which 
may probably belong to their employers-when 
we see such things as this, no excuse can be made 
for permitting such a flagrant breach of law, and 
I am sure, after the remarks made by the 
Minister to-day, the matter will be taken in 
hand. With the permission of the House, I will 
withdraw my motion. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS said: Mr. Speaker, 
-I should like to ask if it is more dishonest--

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is not in 
order in speaking again. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

SLAUGHTERING STATIONS l!'OR J<"AT 
STOOK IN THE INTERIOR. 

:Mr. P AL:MER, in moving-
That the report from the select committee, appointed 

on the 15th August last for the purpose of inquiring 
into and reportmg as to the best means to be adopted 
for encouraging the establishment of slaughtering 
stations for fat stock in the interior, on the main lines 
of railway in the colony, be now adopted-
said: Mr. Speaker,-In asking the House to 
adopt the report brought up by this select com
mittee, I may say that there is nothing whatever 
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in the conclusions they have come to, or the 
statements they make, that is not amply borne 
out by the evidence and the appendices attached 
to it. I recommend hon. members to read some 
of thme extracts very carefully. They contain a 
vast deal of information on a matter which is of 
vital importance to the pastoral industry of this 
colony, and indicate to us in a measure how a 
great deal of the success has been obtained in 
other countries, notably in America, by adopting 
scientific discoveries and utilising them to bring 
their raw produce in a marketable condition to 
the markets that are available for them. There 
is no doubt we are living in a scientific age, 
and it is necessary for us to adopt some of 
those scientific improvements and make use of 
them as far as we can, adapting them to our 
present circumstances. I do not think we shall 
lose anything by following out a system which 
has been successful in other countries. The 
pastoral industry needs a great deal of encourage
ment to improve its position. Imagine what 
an additional £1 per head on the available fat 
stock of the colony would be, and the amount of 
purchasing power it represents to an industry 
that is scarcely able to hold its own! It repre
sents hundreds of thousands of pounds not only 
to those carrying on the industry, but to many 
others as well. If we Cltn induce the colony to 
take into consideration the means that will 
develop this great industry, I do not think the 
time of the select committee, or the time of 
the House, will have been wasted. I will 
not take up much time in moving the adop
tion of this motion, because there is a good 
deal of business on the paper. I am quite 
aware that private enterprise will have to 
take thf' initiative in the matter, but it will also 
require a good deal of stimulating and encourag
ing from the Government, or from the railway 
authorities. Private enterprise has been stimu
lated to such an extent inN ew South Wales, that 
a company has been formed, encouraged thereto 
by the Railway Commissioners, who have agreed 
to carry freight on the lines at the most reduced 
rates possible. There is in Queensland, I belieYe, 
an opportunity for carrying out this system 
which is not equalled in any other country in the 
world. I will refer to the evidence of Mr. 
Gordon, the Chief Inspector of Stock, at page 
22 of the report, where he refers to the probable 
annual "cast" off at stock at Hughenden, Barcal
dine, and Charleville respectively, estimated on 
the present number of stock pastured within 
easy access of these centres, and based on the 
calculations, extended over a number of years, of 
Mr. T. A. Coghlan, Government Statistician of 
New South \V ales. He estimates the "cast" at 
11~ per cent. for fat cattle, and 15 per cent. 
for fat sheep at these places, or a total of 
214,000 cattle, and 1,651,000 sheep. That is the 
amount of available stock, but it will not inter
fere in any shape or form with the local markets, 
because the local markets of Brisbane, Rock
hampton, and Townsville are supplied locally. 
Indeed, in Brisbane a good deal of the local 
supply is not consumed in the local market ; it 
has to be taken to Sydney. But while not 
interfering with the local markets, it will have 
the effect of opening up a large export trade to 
the colony. At question 263, Mr. Gordon is 
asked:-

"Do you know where that large surplus, the ' annual 
cast,' goes tor As store cattle to the other colonies
to Adelaide, ~ielbourne, and Sydney. 

"And sheep? Very few sheep go over the border as 
yet; because the graziers are breeding up in this colony. 
About 452,000 went over the border last year." 
The adoption of the system proposed will have 
the effect of preventing the sending of cattle to 
the other colonies to a large extent. In Victoria 
there is every probability that they will succeed 

in putting a prohibitory tax on Queensland 
cattle. They have already put additional taxa
tion on three or four of the agricultural products 
of this colony, and they are trying very hard to 
impose an extra tax on cattle. If we divert the 
class of cattle that is sent away to the other 
colonies we shall compel those people to come 
here am[ buy cattle from us. I will read a tele
gram which appeared in the newspapers a few 
days ago showing that there is at present an 
attempt being made in tbe Central district to 
utilise some of the enormous available cattle 
products of the colony. It is as follows :-

H Rockhampton, September 28. 
'' l\Jr. Bertram, the manager oft he CentrruQueensland 

Meat Export Company, has received a cable announcing 
the safe arrival in London of the consignment of frozen 
meat by the 'Ashfield Brook' in a most satisfactory 
condition. The ve-F~selleft here on July 10 carrying about 
532 tons, valued with freight at nearly £20,000. Great 
satisfaction is expressed at the result. At the present 
time 1,000 sheep are being put through the workings 
daily, the total number trucked to Rockhampton from 
a station on the Central Railway last week being over 
10,000." 

I may say that, unless there is some assistance 
given by the Railway Department to bring this 
surplus stock to the coast, I do not think it will 
ever be a succe•s. Stock that art' trucked alive 
are not in a fit state for export. A man of very 
large experience assured the committee that they 
would not be in a fit state even if they were 
depastnred for several weeks after having been 
trucked. Unless we tap the country where the 
bestsheepand cattle are, with our railways, I do not 
think any great measure of success will ever attend 
the export of fat cattle or sheep from Queensland. 
Considering the market there is in Europe for 
this valuable product, and considering our own 
necessity and the urgency there is for increasing 
the few natural products we have, I think the 
House will do well to consider the report. On 
page 31 of the report there is some very striking 
evidence referring to the increase in the " dead 
meat" trade in America during six years. The 
" dead meat" trade-as they call it in Am erica
from Chicago increased from 30,705 tons in 
1880 to 231,634 tons in 1885, whil~t the ex
port of live cattle had decreased from 416,20! 
head to 281,002 head, showing that the ex
port of live stock is gradually giving Wtty to 
that of dead meat. I may say there is no live 
stock traffic in this colony of any importance, 
because there is no inducement for exporting 
cattle, and the cattle are not fit for export if 
they could be sold. They are not required for 
the local supply, as the local demand is met by 
the supply. The line we should adopt, if we wish 
to start an export trade and develop it, is to follow 
the system adopted in America-that is, to have 
refrigerating cars to carry the meat to the place 
of export, and to offer every inducement to 
those willing to engage in thetrad~ by havingcheap 
freights on our railways. The committee have 
prepared their report after ~ome considerable 
amount of industry and the expenditure of a 
good deal of time, and I commend the adoption 
of the report very earnestly to the members of 
this House. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said: Mr. 
Speaker,-We have in this report of the select 
committee one of the most valuable reports which 
has been laid on the table of the House for some 
years. I am perfectly certain that the informa
tion collected by the hon. gentlemen who formed 
the select committee to bring up this report-all of 
whom may be considered as experts in this p"'r
ticular business-is especially valuable as giving 
information to the House upon a subject which 
means the development of one of the industries 
of the colony; and at the present time I am 
sure that I have the best wishes and the assent 
of every hon. member when I say that it is the 



Slaughtering Stations for [4 OcTOBER.] Fat Stock in the Interior. 1997 

desire of this Parliament to do all we possibly 
can to develop the industries that we have in the 
colony, amongst which, there is no doubt, the 
pastoral industry is one of the most important. 
Those engaged in that pursuit contribute very 
largely to our revenue by the rent they pay to 
t~e Crown for their lan~s. They add very con
siderably to the productions of the colony in the 
export of wool, and in the export of cattle. In 
fact, the pastoral industry, as an hon. member 
says, is probably the premier industry of the 
colony. U ufortunately our population is some
what sparse, and we are unable to conserve the 
surplus stock produced by that industry; and 
the question for this House to consider is by 
what means that surplus product can be utilised 
to the best advantage. The gentlemen forming 
thP select committee have brought up a most 
valuable report, showing the capabilities for the 
development of the industry, and showing what 
has been done by other countries -notably 
by America- in adding to their wealth by 
the export of meat. They have brought up 
a report asking the Government to take steps 
to develop this export of meat according to 
certain lines laid down by them, the chief 
of which is the establishment of slaughtering 
stations in the interior. Of course, in connection 
with that, it means that we shall be asked to give 
special railway facilities for carrying the meat to 
the ports. It means the institution of a system of 
refrigerating cars, and it means chiefly that the 
Government are to be requested by this House 
to take some positive and active steps, and 
not merely to promise to take the matter 
into consideration. This House, I am sure, 
will desire the Government to assure them 
th~tt they will take some steps to give practical 
effect to the desire of the select committee. 
Speaking for myself as a member of the Govern
ment, and as a Minister desirous of doing every
thing I possibly can to develop the latent in
dustries of the colony, I am sure the Govern
ment will be only too anxious to give effect 
to what I believe ig the wish of the Houae
namely, to do something, as the mover of the 
proposition states, to encourage the " establish
ment of slaughtering stations for fat stock in 
the interior." \V e know very well that the waste 
from loss of condition is a very serious matter when 
the stock are brought down to Brisbane to be 
slaughtered; and if we desire to get the best 
results from this export trade-which I hope to 
see developed to a very great extent in the 
future-it must be by the establishment of 
slaughtering stations in the interior, and by the 
Government giving proper facilities on their 
railways for the carrying of the meat, when 
slaughtered, in refrigerating cars down to the 
coast. Hon. gentlemen will do well to study 
what has been done in America in connection with 
this industry. The hon. memberfor Carpentaria 
has already referred to this, and it is dealt with 
on page 31. They will see how in six years the 
trade has developed in America. Now, it is 
well known that our facilities for growing stock 
are superior to those possessed by America, 
and there is no reason why this colony, which is 
especially favoured by the huge area of pastoral 
land we have, should not benefit by the trade 
in frozen meat, which is undoubtedly springing 
up with Europe. A few years ago, as hon. 
members are no doubt aware, there was a very 
considerable prejudice against frozen meat in 
England and in Europe. That prejudice, I am 
happy to say, has been overcome, and no longer 
exists. It is well known that frozen meat from 
the colonies is consumed to a very great extent in 
England, and on the Continent of Europe, and 
is supposed to be either English or Continental 
meat. The method of transporting the meat 
has been so improved, and the raw product-the 

meat-is placed before the consumers in England 
in such a first-class style, that the prejudice which 
existed a few years ago has now died out, and we 
can see before us a grand future for the pastoral 
industry of this colony. It is an industry which 
we should do all we possibly can to encourage. 
We have in the colony of Queensland some 
13,000,000 sheep, and over 4,500,000 cattle
a number far beyond the requiremen~s of our own 
population, and therefore any well-directed effort 
by which the surplus produce of the colony can be 
utilised to the best advttntage, must meet with 
the support of every hon. member of this House. 
It only remains for members of this House 
to approve of this report, requesting that the 
Government will take steps in the early future 
to give effect to what I consider, as I have 
already stated, one of the most practical reports 
that has ever been presented by a select com
mittee to this House. The Government will en
dorse this motion, Mr. Speaker; they thoroughly 
approve of the report; and I trust that hon. 
members will not only endorse it, hut insist 
upon the Government giving practical effect to 
the recommendations it contains. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-! am rather dimppointed that nothing 
has been said as to the mode in which it is pro
posed to give effect to the recommendations of 
the committee. The last paragraph of the 
report says :-

"Finally, the committee repeat with emphasis, that 
to turn the valuable and available asset of the Jive 
stock of Queensland to the best ad1:antage, and by the 
readiest method, the slaughtering of stock in the in~ 
terior and the chilling and freezing of fresh meat for 
export, is in every way desirable, and most likely to 
ensure successful results; and they recommend that 
the Government do give every encouragement towards 
this object.'' 
I have read the report and the evidence care
fully, bnt without being able to arrive at any 
definite conclusion as to how this is to be done. 
I think it is a subject upon which the Minister 
for Railways should have something to say. Has 
he consulted the Railway Commissioners on the 
subject, and what information has he as to the 
practicability of carrying meat in chilled 
chambers over long distances? That, I 
believe, is the principal difficulty. I cordially 
agree with the committee in their recom
mendations; it is very desirable that they 
should be carried out, and that cannot be done 
without the assistance of the Government, so far 
as rolling-stock is concerned, unless it is done by 
companies building their own cars and going to 
the whole expense themselves. After reading 
the evidence, it appears to me that there is very 
considerable doubt as to whether meat can be 
kept in chilled chambers throughout along journey. 
In America, as far as I follow the evidence, the 
practice is to put in fresh supplieg of ice at various 
places on the road, but they are able to get ice 
under very different circumstances from those by 
which it is obtained here; and it is not very clear 
from the evidence whether chilled air can be pro
duced otherwise-whether it can be made by the 
locomotive itself while travelling, orwhetherit can 
be supplied by machinery stationed at various 
places on the road. These are practieal matters 
on which I confes,, I should like a little more 
information. The hon. gentleman who moved 
the motion has not suggested what course the 
Government should adopt, and I should like to 
know whether the Government think it is pos
sible to give practical effect to the recommenda
tions :Jf the comrr,ittee, and what steps they are 
prepared to take in the matter? 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS (Hon. 
H. M. Nelson) said: Mr. Speaker,-I regret 
that although this report has been in my hands for 
some days, I have not had any time to study it 
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properly, or to consult the Railway Commissioners 
as to any recommendations they may he disposed 
to make with regard to it. I can only say that 
it will receive my most earnest attention. I look 
upon the whole thing with the utmost degree of 
favour. I think that anything that can be done 
to encour:tge this particular trade ought to be 
done, even if the country is put to a little 
expense in the m:ttter, 'because I have no 
doubt that if we do spend a small amount of 
money in starting it, that expense will be re
couped in a very short time. I have not the 
slightest doubt that facilities can be given for 
the carriage of chilled meat from the interior to 
port, and the idea which strikes me as probably 
the most practical one is to introduce chilled air 
by machinery on the road, as the train moves 
along; not by means of ice, that would be far too 
expensive, but the machinery of the car might be 
so arranged :1s to keep up a fair supply of chilled 
air on the journey. At any rate, it is a subject 
worth inquiring into. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: That is 
the object aimed at, if it is possiOle. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: That 
is the object we ought to try "nd attain, and all 
I can say is, that I shall give the matter my 
most earnest attention. I shall also direct the 
:tttention of the Uail way Commissioners to it, 
and possibly I may be able to bring up a report 
from them before long. 

Mr. ISAMBERT s1tid: Mr. Speaker,-It is 
very encouraging to notice how, step by step, 
freetraders are compelled to come and ask for 
protection. They cannot swallow the whole 
dose at once; they require spoon-feeding, 
and this is a very big spoonful to which the 
Government say they give their hearty support. 
The Hon. the Minister for Railways seems to 
have some doubt as to whether chilled air can be 
produced, but I do not see the slightest difficulty 
in producing it during the journey. The 
natural draught caused by the progress of the 
train ought to be sufficient to cool compressed 
air with proper apparatus, so that the car would 
be kept constantly cool. The Government have 
refrigerating cars, and they might commence by 
sending a car to the far end of the line and back 
again and see how the experiment turns out. I 
am glad that the Government see the neces
sity of taking- some steps to encourage our 
industries. The Treasury returns last quarter 
do not show very well ; I am surprised that they 
show as well as they do, but I am sure that they 
will show perha-ps more serious deficiencies in the 
future, unless we look to our own productive 
energies, and encourage our industries. 

Mr. MURPHY said : Mr. Speaker,-As one 
of the members of the select committee who 
inquired into this matter, I should like to say a 
few words. I shall not detain the House long, 
because the report and evidence are rather 
voluminous ; they are well worthy the attention 
of hon. members, and I am sure that when 
they read them in their spare time they will 
derive a great deal of information from them. I 
think if the hon. the leader of the Opposition 
had studit>d the evidence as carefully as he said 
he has done, he would have sufficient proof there 
to solve any doubt in his mind as to whether it 
is possible to carry chilled meat in cars over long 
journeys. The extracts which appear in the 
evidence from English papers-the Tirnes, for 
instance--on the chilled meat trade generally in 
America, and the evidence given by persons 
who have practical experience in that trade in 
America, shows that it is carried on there as an 
every day sort of thing. They run dead meat 
from Chicago to New York in refrigerating cars 
as regularly as they run any other kind of pro· 
duce, with just as little risk or damage. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: The con· 
ditions are different. 

Mr. MURPHY : The conditions are different 
in this way, that in America they have a large 
supply of natural ice which they can collec~, m;d 
therf'fore are not put to the ex:,ense of makmg It. 
\Ve have in this country a system of making cold 
:tir, which is very much more economical and which 
is not known to the Americans, because they have 
had no necessity to use it. It is much cheaper even 
than collecting the natural ice. I refer to the 
dry air process. They do not use it at a~l, 
because they have never had any reason to use It, 
the natural ice being so cheap. The Bell, Cole
man, and Haslem processes for producing cold 
air are almost exclusively used in Austral
asia. These machines are very economical 
in working and in space. In fact, if they were 
not so, we should never have been able to have 
developed the export trade of meat at all. To show 
how easy it is to establish an industry of this 
kind, and how quickly it may bring an imme
diate profit to the colony, I would like to point 
out the success that has already attended the 
experiments made by the Lake's Creek Company, 
of Rockhampton. They have now regularly 
trading to the port of Rockhampton once a 
month an independent line of steamers. That 
alone is of great consequence to the colony, 
because we have at once established a line of 
steamers that compete with the British India 
Company, and brNtking their monopoly. Mr. 
Bertram, in his t>vidence, says :-

" rrhe Colonivl Union Company's steamers will call 
at this port monthly and take away 500 tons frozen 
beef and mutton, sarling for London viii New Zealand, 
and completing loading and sailing thence for London 
viii Cape Horn." 
It is the intention of this company to load their 
steamers with meat and wool from Rockhamp
ton, and send them to London, so that alone will 
establish an independent line of steamers. \V ell, 
in this report we are not asking the Hail way 
Department to do anything for us for nothing. 
We want the House to thoroughly understand 
that. Whatever the Railway Department do 
for the industry will be paid for by the people 
who get the accommodation, so that it will be for 
the benefit of the Railway Department to 
encourage the trade as much as the growers. 
The Government of this colony having taken up 
the position of the largest public carriers, are 
bound to do what public carriers do in other 
parts of the world; what a private company, in 
fact, would do to encourage any industry, the 
<i-overnment ought to do, and all we ask them to do 
is to find the necessary co,rs and put up the neces
sary store-rooms at the termini of the railways 
for the purpose of storing the meat. We do not ask 
them to have anything to do with the slaughtering 
of the stock. This trade will benefit the rail
ways in another way. The refrigerating cars 
can be used on the back journey for all ordinary 
goods going up country, whilst at the present 
time the cattle and sheep trucks have to go back 
empty. Say they come from Charleville-500 
miles distant-they have to go back all that 
distance empty now, because they spoil any 
goods that may be put into them. In the case 
of the refrigerating cars nothing of that kind 
would happen, because they have to be kept very 
clean, and the meat is very clean, there being no 
blood about it. They are used in America, 
in every case, for taking goods backwards and 
forwards. I do not suppose the House will offer 
the slightest opposition to this motion. It is a 
motion which is intended to encourage one of the 
great industries of the colony, and I am sure there 
is no member of this House who wishes ill to any 
industry in the colony. I am sure all members 
will unite in adopting this report, as it urges 
upon the Government to do what a Governn1ent 
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can do, consistently with studying the interests 
of the rest of the community, to encourage the 
export of meat from this colony. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said: Mr. Speaker,
This subject has been thoroughly thrashed out 
by gentlemen who are well acq<minted with its 
details, and I riBe to make only one remark upon 
it. In addition to the arguments that lmve been 
adduced in support of the proposed action on the 
part of the Government, there is also a very 
powerful humanitarian argument. \V e are told 
that these beasts are kept, at times, for seven 
days in trucks, without water or food, and I 
really think it is disgraceful that such a state of 
tbin;ssshonld be permitted. That fact alone would 
justify some increased expenditure on the part of 
the Government. I rose simply to refer to that 
matter, but to criticise the details of the scheme 
would be ridiculous on my part. 

Question put and passed. 

THE "HOPEFUL " PRISONERS. 
On notice of motion No. 2, as follows:-
That an address be presented to the Governor, praying 

that Hi~ Excellency will be pleased to cause to be laid 
upon the table of the House,--

1. Copies of the depositions in the case of the 
"Hopeful" prisioners tried and convicted of murder in 
the South Seas, together with all communications to 
and from the Chief Justice, 'vho tried these prisoners, 
to the Government, or any member thereof, including 
the judge's written reports upon the case. 

2. All communications from ~the prisoners to the Go
vermnent, or any member of it. 

3. All petitions to his Excellency, or to the Executive 
Council, praying for the release of these prisoners. 

4. All corre:fllpondence 'vith the Government, or any 
member of it, concerning the release of these prisoners. 

5. Copies of all minutes of the Executive Council, 
and an and every llaper, document, or communication 
bearing on the matter, and on the C'auses or rE\ttsons 
which have tended to the delay in the granting or 
refusal of the exerC'ise of the prerogative of mercy to 
the aforesaid prisoners-
being called-

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I shall 
be obliged to the hon. member for Cambooya if 
he will postpone his motion for a week. It will 
be much more convenient for the Government. 

The Ho:<. P. PERKINS said: Mr. Speaker,
At the request of the Chief Secretary, I intend to 
delay the discussion of thi8 subject until Thurs
day next. I do so in deference to his wishes, 
becau•e I understand from the hon. gentleman 
that he is in expectation of some more information 
before that time. 

ANN STREET PRESBYTl<JRIAN CHURCH 
BILL. 

COl\IMITTEE. 
On the motion of Mr. TOZER, the House 

went into committee to consider this Bill in 
detail. 

Preamble postponed. 
On clause 1, as follows:-
" From and after the passing of this Act all the sairl. 

lands described in the said several deeds of grant, and 
thereby vc<sted in the said George Edmondstone, de
ceased, Daniel :\1cAlpine, John Scott, Alexander Ander
son, and James Bryden, shall be and the same are 
hereby ve~ted in the said Alexander Anderson, \Villiam 
Jones, John McLennan, Alexander :\Iuir, and Thomas 
Cochrane, for all the estate therein of the said Daniel 
:lie Alpine, John Scott, Alexander Anderson, and James 
Br.rden, upon trust for the purposes of the said church, 
but otherwise freed and absolutely discharged from the 
trusts herein before recited and respectively contained 
and declared in and by the said several deeds of 
grant." 

Mr. TOZER said that, in moving clause 1, he 
desired to inform the Committee that he was 
prepared to answe.r any objections that might he 
made, When they bad passed the sP.Gond read-

ing of the Bill, he did not care to weary the 
House with a long explanation as the hour was 
so la.te, and he had not heard any objections 
yesterday which he thought it necessary to meet. 
In addition to the amendments which he had had 
circulated that morning, he was prepared to go 
further, and adopt the precise course adopted in 
the case of the Church of England Property 
Bill. He intended to propose an amendment 
which would have this effect : That this land 
should be vested in the present trustees ; that 
these trustees should receive the income as they 
did now, and appropriate that income until the 
land was sold, for the purpo,e of the Ann street 
Church. The trustees should sell the bnd, and 
after it was sold they should first pay the reason
able expenses attending the sale, then the cost of 
applying for that Bill. Then the proceeds should 
be applied to the purpose of the original trust
in the purchase of another site, and the erection 
of a church, school, and manse, and the neces
sary fittings and fixtures for those three buildings. 
\Vhen they had done that, if there was any sur
pins arising from the sale of that land, he 
purposed to ask the Cmmnittee to give power 
to hand that surplus over to the General 
Assembly, which was the Presbyterian Church of 
Queensland, in trust for the Ann street congre· 
gation; there would then only remain to be dealt 
with the land to bP purchased out of the proceeds 
of the sale of that land, and he would state what 
he proposed to do with that. He intended to 
provide that the trustees should cause any 
site or <;ites to be purchased by them to become 
vested in the General Assembly of the Presby
terian Church upon trust for the Ann street 
congregation, to be transferred, mortgaged, 
leased, or otherwise dealt with by the General 
Assembly, for the benefit of the Ann street 
Church, as the Assembly might direct, subject to 
any rates or regulations of the Assembly in 
force, and which, for the time being, were 
applicable to them. The only difference that 
now remained between himself and some of 
the opponents of the Bill was, that they 
desired the land to be transferred absolutely 
and at once to the General Assembly. He was 
not prepared to accept that, as it was highly 
impracticable, and he was not satisfied that it 
could be legally done. He could only go so far 
as he had explained. His desire wa• for unity 
and not disunion, and he could not see why the 
land shtould be absolutely transferred at once. 
He wanted to hand the thing over to the Ann 
street Church finished and complete, so that 
they might carry out the objects of the trust 
under the conditions he stated his willingne·,,s to 
include in the Bill. He would like to mention 
to the Committee, with respect to the accidental 
mention of the "Ests,blisbed Uhnrch of Scot
land" in the deed of grant--

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Accidental? 

Mr. TOZER said he would show that it must 
absolutely have been accidental, because when 
the Established Church of Scotland came first to 
Brisbane they found that piece of land unoccu
pied, and the particular Church of Scotland· 
represented by the Ann street congregation, 
meanwhile occupied another piece of land. The 
Rev. Dr. Nelson at that time endeavoured 
to see if the unoccupied piece of land now pro
posed to be soh 1 could not be got for the 
Established Church of Scotland, and he had 
found it could not he got, and then, in 
the name of the Established Church of Scot
land, he applied to the State for a free grant, 
and he got it, and that was where the Estab
lished Church of Scotland was now. That was 
clear proof that the Established Church of 
Scotland never attempted to raise any claim 
to that piece of land; There were then two 
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branches of the Presbyterian Church in Queens
land, and therefore it was accepted by both 
parties that the land belonged to that branch of 
the Presbyterian Church which Mr. Ogg con
ducted-namely, the Free Church. The mem
bers of the Established Church of Scotland 
who were trying to force the vesting of the land 
in the General Assembly had not themselves 
shown a good example by bringing their own 
properties into the General Assembly. If they 
would do that, then the Ann street congregation 
might do the same, but they would not. 
Neither the South Brisbane Church nor Mr. 
McSwaine's Church had done that. He would 
draw attention to a portion of Mr. McSwaine's 
evidflnce, which would show what was the wish 
of the General Assembly on the matter. 
Mr. Murray, in questioning Mr. McSwaine as 
to whether the General Assembly desired the 
land to he vested in them, asked the following 
questions :-

"It has never been brought before you? Never been 
brought before us. 

"Not before a meeting or the representative body 
called the Presbyterian General Assembly? No; never. 
Allow me to make this statement : you are forcing this 
matter upon the Church. It is not the Church that is 
moving in the matter. 

"The Assembly has referred it back to us for fuller 
evidence. V\""e are to get all the evidence we can 
further, and, as a jury, to give our opinion upon the 
evidence? We never had this before us. We believe 
the land belongs to Mr. Ogg's congregation ; and we 
told him he should get the grant, which is in error, 
rectified. With regard to any claim the Presbyterian 
Church of Queensland may make in connection with 
the property, you are putting us in a position that was 
never considered. You are forcing us, that we must 
take action." 

Thatwastheevidenceofagentlemanwhowasclerk 
of the General AEsembly. With that statement 
before them, and the alteration he (Mr. Tozer) was 
prepared to make in the cause of unity, he thought 
the Bill "hould be passed by the Committee, and 
he hoped that what he proposed to do would be 
followed by other Presbyterian Churches, and 
that they would vest their properties in the cor
poration of the Presbyterian Church of Queens
land. He had not been able to see that the 
General Assembly had the necessary machinery for 
building a church, school, and manse for a particu
lar congregation, according to the desire of that 
congregation, and he therefore proposed that the 
congregation should be allowed to sell the land and 
build a church, and then hand over any surplus 
there might be to the General Assembly, who 
would always keep it in trust for the Ann street 
Presbyterian Church. That was exactly what 
they did in connection with the :Fortitude V alley 
Church. In that case they told the Church of 
England that the trustees should sell the land as 
the trust directed, and hand over any balance 
that might remain to the Synod, and let the 
Synod devote it to the purposes of the }forti
tude V alley Church. He asked the Committee 
to do the same in connection with the Ann 
street Presbyterian congregation. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said 
he was not quite in accord with all the hem. 
member had stated with regard to that clause. 
The hon. member seemed to have a doubt as to 
whether the General Assembly had the money 
necessary to build a church, school, and manse. 
That showed the amount of ignorance the hon. 
member possessed with regard to the Presbyterian 
body. Probably he did not know VHY much 
about them ; if he did he would know that 
they had a standing committee in the General 
Assembly called the Title Deeds Committee, 
which looked after the whole of the properties of 
the Church, which were very numerous. Al
ready the corporation possessed a very large 

number of properties, and he did not see why that 
one property should not be vested in the General 
Assembly. 

Mr. MoMASTER: They do not ask for it. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said the 
General Assembly never asked for any property; 
they only took the properties that were given to 
them, and would not take any property unless it 
was free from debt. It was· not the function of 
the General Assembly to ask for that property, 
but it was the duty of the Committee to see that 
the object for which the land was originally 
granted was carried out, and he thought they 
could hest carry out that object by conveying 
the land direct to the corporation which was 
styled the Presbyterian Church of Queensland. 
That body knew what it was doing, and was not 
likely to do anything that would tend in the 
slightest degree to violate the trust for which the 
land was originally granted. Did hon. members 
mistrust the General Assembly of the Presby
terian Church" of Queenslanu? Did they wish 
to insult the whole of the Presbyterians in the 
colony? 

Mr. TOZER: Why do not the other Churches 
vest their land in the General Assembly ? 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS : What 
others? 

Mr. TOZER: The 'Nickham terrace Church 
and others. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said the 
Wickham terrace Church had not the oppor
tunity of doing so, as far as he knew, though he 
quite agreed that they ought to vest their pro
perty in the General Assembly. The minister of 
the Wickham terrace Church was in a very pre
carious position. He was in full standing with 
the General Assembly, and he (the :Minister for 
Railways) could not find any fault with him 
there, but he believed he could put him out of 
the Church by going to the Supreme Court and 
saying, "I am a member of the Established 
Church of Scotland, and I was born and bred up 
in it; this piece of land wa,s granted for the 
purposes of the Established Church of Scot
land, and they have got a minister there 
who does not belong to the Established Church 
of Scotland, who is an American-hred Pres
byterian." Of course he was not likely to do 
that, but, at the same time, he would advise 
the trustees of that property to have it conveyed 
to the corporation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Queensland. They would be in a very much 
better position by doing so, and the thing wanted 
a beginning. Let them start with that one. 
The Committee would incur a very great respon
sibility by doing what they were asked to do, 
but th~y would be doing a very good thing by 
conveymg, as he had suggested, to the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church. He did 
not wish to attempt to obstruct or retard the 
passing of the Bill in any way ; he was decidedly 
in favour of some clear title being given to some
one in regard to the land. He moved that the 
words, " said Alexander Anderson, William 
Jones, John McLennan, Alexander Muir, and 
Thomas Cochrane" be omitted, with the view 
of inserting the words, "corporation styled 
the Presbyterian Church of Queensland." Then 
he would add, at the end of line 20, the words 
"and subject to the rules now, or here
after in force for regulating the alienation of 
land required by any congregation in connection 
with and under the jurisdiction of the Presby
terian Church of Queensland." They put their 
faith in the General Assembly of the Presby
terian Church, and would hand the land over to 
it, and let it deal with it. 
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Mr. TOZER said he did not know what 
authority the hon. gentleman had for thinking 
the General Assembly would take it. That had 
never appeared. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said he 
thought he could guarantee that. 

The Ho;:;r. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: Why not 
vest it in me? How do you know I would take 
it? 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said 
he would not give the hon. gentleman the 
chance. 

Mr. McMASTER: Give it to me; I was a 
member of the Church at that time. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said 
the hon. member was nobody : he was a rene
gade-·a vVesleyan. The course he had cnggested 
seemed to be a very oimple one, and he moved 
the amendment he had spoken of. 

Amendment put. 
Mr. TOZER said the General Assembly had 

already, by resolution, refused to take the land. 
He would read Appendix A, which contained 
extracts from the "Minutes of Proceedings of the 
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church 
of Queensland." The first was dated Tuesday, 
May 6, 1884 :-

"As agreed upon, the Assembly at 4·.15 pm., with 
closed doors, took np the petition of ::\Ic~'~rs. James 
Bryden and John Scott, when, after lengthened discus
sion, it was agrff!d to refet· the same to a committee to 
examine and report ; said eommittee to consist of ihe 
Revs. W. Anson Smith, J. F. :UcSwaine, C. Ogg, and 
l\Ies<>~rs. J. S. Kerr, D. Sinclair; the Rev. \tr. Anson t;mith, 
convener." 
Then, again, dated Thursday, May 8, 1884 :-

"The convener of the committee avvointed :.~ re 
petition from Messrs. James Br.rden and John Bcott re~ 
ported its finding to be that the deeds of the hwd which 
was the subject-matter of the petition had been placed 
in the hands of the solicitor for rectification. and the 
committee recorr.mend that the Assembly go no further 
in the matter. and the Assembly agreed accordingly." 

The General Assembly had never come forward 
with any claims; but, on the contrary, the Rev. 
lHr. Jl.,fcSwaine t:::tme forward and disclaimed any 
such intention. He could not accept the amend
ment. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said 
some gentlemen had gone up to the General 
Assembly and said that the piece of ground had 
a bad title, and the General Assembly oaid, 
"Before we will take that land over and deal with 
it go and get a good title." vV as not that common 
sense ? \Vhat else could have been done? He 
had already mentioned that the Assembly would 
not take property over unless it was free from 
encumbrance-free from mortgage. They must 
have a clear title, and the reason of that was ob
vious. 'vVhat he objected to was the ignorance dis
played in regard to the Presbyterian constitution. 
The hon. gentleman thought that the General 
AssAmbly and the particular congregation re
ferred to were two bodies, and must necessarily 
be hostile to each other. The very reverse was 
the case. The General Assembly wished to look 
after the interests of that congregation and its 
property, and that was the reason why he wished 
to give the General Asqembly control of the land, 
because it would facilitate matters, and do away 
with the necessity for trustees, who might die or 
come to grief, and who in that case were to be 
appointed by the Governor in Council, which 
was most repugnant to any Presbyterian. \Y ere 
they to submit to that imperialistic sty le of having 
trustees nominated by the Governor in Council? 
No Presbyterian would submit to that. They 
were a democratic body, and elected their own 
trustees, and would not submit to their trustPP.s 
being appointed, even by Her Maje~ty the 
Queen. He did not know who drew up the 
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Bill; it must have been a Church of England 
man, who did not know anything about Presby
terian laws. The matter was very simple, if the 
Committee would onlv take his advice. The 
General Assembly took all those congregations 
as its children, and looked after their interests, 
and did everything to further their interests and 
promote their comfort. The General As,embly 
had a perpetual succe,sion in the shape of three 
officers annually appointed. .Men were not 
appointed for life ; but the moderator, the clerk, 
and the treasurer were able, by order of the 
As,;embly of course, to convey land, or mortgage 
land, or deal with it in any way that was neces
sary. 

M:r. STEVENSON said he was a Presbyterian 
himself, and would be ,,orry to do anything that 
would not tend to the benefit of the Presbyterian 
Chnrch of Queensland ; at the same time he 
would strongly advise the hon. member for \Vide 
B~y, to either accept the amendment of the 
Minister for Rail ways, or withdraw the Bill for 
the present. The Committee would be legis
lating in the dark if they passed the Bill as 
it stood, and he would give the hem. mem
ber one or two good reasons for ass<'nting to 
the sugge~tion made to him. Very few peo
]Jle knew anything at all about the land, 
and very ugly rumours were abroad with re
gard to it. It was reported on pretty good 
authority, that the land had been a.lready sold, 
very much below its value, and a depo"it paid on 
it, subject to that Bill being passed. That was 
one very bad feature in the case. It would be 
only fair for the hon. member to withdraw the 
Bill for the present, in order to give the General 
Assembly an opportunity of considering it at 
their next meeting, which took took place in 
May. He held in his hand a letter which he had 
received that morning from a gentleman who 
knew more about the Presbyterian Church of 
Queensland than perhaps any other person in the 
colony-the Rev. Dr. Hay, of Rockhampton
and enclosed with it was a letter written by the 
same gentleman to the Hon. \V. Pattison, the 
Colonial Treasurer, which he had his permission 
to read. The letter addressed to himself w>ts as 
follows:-

H The 1Ian,,e, Rockhampton, 
" October lst, 1889. 

"John Stevenson, Esq., l\:LL.A., Brisbane. 
" Dear 2\Ir. Stevenson, 

~~I enclose a pre~s copy of a letter which I wrote 
to Jir. Pattison in regard to the Bill now before Par~ 
liament, for permission to Mr. Ogg's congregation to 
sell the property which they hold in Ann and Cl'eek 
streets. I trnst the Bill ·will be left over, so as to allow 
our GenF:ral Assembly next May to ta-ke up the question, 
and to have it mean\Yhile discussed in the Church. The 
course I have suggested should approve itself as at 
least reasonable. 

" ll'"ith my kind regards, 
"Yours very truly, 

H Au:x. HAY. 

"P.S.-I ha Ye forgotten a very important point; 
after pernsalldndly l''t Jl.Ir. 1forehead see the enclosed. 

"A.H." 

The enclosure addressed to the Colonial Trea
surer was [IS follows :-

"The ::\:Ianse, Rockhampton, 
"October lst, 1889. 

"'£he Hon. 1'-""illiam Pattison, 3I.L. ,1.., Brisbane. 
"Dear }fr. Pattison, 

"Some time ago I wrote to -:\fr. ::Velson regarding 
a Bill that is now before Parliament, to authorise the 
sale of certain b~nds in Bri~hane that ·were granted to 
the congre;ation of the Rev. Charles Ogg, by the Go
vernment of Xew South 'Ya.Ies before separation, for 
the purposes of religion and education. Having learned 
tram ~Ir. :Uurray that the Bill will prolJably be brought 
before the House on Thursdq.y evening, in connecti0n 
wHh the report of the commission that has been 
holding an inquiry regarding it, I thought _it might be 



2002 Ann Street Presbyterian [ASSEMBLY.] Churclb Bill. 

proper to send you a few lines with my views on the 
subject. Our ministers in Brisbane have, in my 
judgment, been lacking in their duty in not inform
ing the 1ninisters of the Church elsewhere of what 
was being done in the matter. But, putting that 
by, the land in question was granted to l\Ir. Ogg's 
congregation when there was no other Prr">byterian 
congt·egation in what is now Queensland, and some 
contend that the congregation then represented the 
whole Church, and that the whole Church ought to 
share in the benefit. 1'his view has been held by many 
for years past. I am not prepared to advance that view, 
but what I wish to call your attention to is this : The 
land in question was granted for religious and educa
tional purposes in connection with the Presbyterian 
Church, and the condition which Parliament has hitherto 
sanctioned the sale of Church lands hns been that the 
proceeds of the sale shall be strictly applied for the 
purposes of the o1iginal gra.nt. It is affirmed that in 
this case there have been irregularities vitiating the 
right of l\fr. Ogg's congregation to hold t.he land, and 
that Government may possibly resume it. That, I 
think, would be highly unjust, both to }Ir. Ogg an cl his 
congregation and to the Presbyterian Church as a 
whole. The land is regarded as worth £100,000, or a 
sum approaching to that figure. To hand over such a 
sum to any one congregation would be to defeat the 
object of the grant, as no congregation could apply it to 
religious and educational purposes in connection with 
itself without wastefully squandering the money. For 
the members and the minister of the congregation to 
divide the proceeds of the sale among themselves would 
obviously be illegal, and I understa.nd no provision is 
made in the Bill 1or the application of the money to the 
purposes for which the land was given. 

"The only course that seems to secure the carrying 
out of the purposes of the grant-religion and education 
in connection with a Presbyterian Church-i.:; to pro
vide for the administration of the funds accruing from 
the sale by the Genera.l Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church of Queensland, the life interest of the Ruv. 
Charles Ogg, and the permanent e11dowmcnt of his 
successors in the pastorate of the congregation being a 
first charge, and being liberally, nay, most liberally, 
provided for. This is the course which I suggested 
more In detail to ]:Ir. )Jelson, and I sincerely trust 

. that Parliament will either adopt such a course now, 
or leave the Bill open, so as to allow of the consideration 
of the matter by the General Assembly at its next 
meeting. 

"Trusting you will pardon me for troubling you with 
this, 

"I remain, 
rr Yours very truly, 

H ALEXANDE'"\, HAY." 

He thought that proved conclusively that it 
would be obviously wrong that the money to 
be derived from the sale of the land should 
be applied to that congregation solely. There 
was no donbt the land was given for the 
Pr!>"byterian Church. \Vhen it was granted 
qneensland was a portion of New South \Vales; 
but it was granted for the Presbyterian Church, 
which was now the Presbyterian Church of 
queensland. It would be entirAly wrong to 
take the matter ont of the hands of the 
Church and deal with it as it was now pro
posed to do. The General Assembly should, at 
any rate, have an opportunity of discussing the 
matter. Considering the reports that were 
abroad about the land having already been sold, 
and sold very much under value, subject to 
the passing of the Bill, the hon. member for 
Wide Bay would do well either to withdraw the 
Bill for the present, or accept the amendment 
of the Minister for Railways. 

Mr. McMASTER said it was very clear that 
the Rev. Dr. Hay had not kept himself posted 
up in the proceedings of the parties who were 
responsible for the Bill, and he complained that 
he had not had the knowledge from his brother 
ministers in Brisbane. But the very thing Dr. 
Hay asked to be done was actually what the 
hon. member for \Vide Bay proposed to add to 
the Bill-namely, that the surplus money, and 
the land they purchased with the money, should 
be handed over to the Preebyterian Church of 
queenslancl. The Minister for Railways had 
told them th:.t very few n::embers of the Oom-

mittee knew anything about Presbyterian law. 
The hon. gentleman himself did not seem so 
very well posted up in it. At any rate he did 
not ;;eem to have read Appendix B, attached to 
the evidence, which he would read for the hon. 
gentleman's information :-
rr B~rtt·act Jiiaute .{l'o1n the JJroceerling.c; Q/ the General 

A . .;;,c:;enzbly of the P~~esbuterian Ch1.rNl~ of Queen8lcmd, 
Tlztvsday, Jiay 9th, 1875, 10·30 cun. 

"1'he Assembly met according to appointment, and 
was constituted with prayer by the moderator. 

"Inter alia. 
"Ile_port of Committee on Title Deecls.-Called for the 

report of the committee of title deeds of church ~·ro
perty, which \Yas read by the Rev. Dr. ~elson, convener, 
regarding which the Assembly resolved as follows :-

The Assembly approves of the conduct of its com
mittee on title deeds of church JH'Operty. 
receives the report now read, and records its 
thanks to the members of committee, and 
especially the convener, for their diligence in 
the work committed to them. 

"Incm~poralion of the Church.-
The Assembly also re-nppoints the committee, with 

pmver to add to its number, and instructs it to 
have this Church made a corporate body in 
law, under the name of the Presbyterian Church 
of Queensland, the moderator and the clerk and 
the treasurer of the General Assembly of this 
Church for the time being to he the trustees 
for the incorporation of said Church. 

And further, the Assembly resolves that the 
adoption of the above resolution shall not in 
any way affect the standing or rights of congre~ 
garions, as constituent 11art.s of the said Presby
terian Church of Queensland, who do not 
transfer property acquired by thmn before the 
incorporation of this Church to the said Church 
when incor11orated.'' 

That proved that the General Assembly had 
given careful consideration to the position of the 
Church property when the Presbyterian Church 
of Queensland was first formed. According to 
the evidence of the Rev. Mr. McSwaine. each 
congregation upon joining the united Pi·esby
teriau Church of queensland held its own pro
perty. He was not aware of any Church 
properties which had been handed over to the 
trustees appointed by the General Assembly. 
The property of the \Vickham terrace Church 
had not been handed over, as the hon. member 
for Wide Bay had stated, and Mr. McSwaine 
had distinctly stated tha~ his own Church had 
not done £0. 

Mr. CHOMBTE : That was left by will. 
Mr. MoMASTER said it was boug-ht by the 

Hev. Mr. Bell for the congregation, 
Mr. CHOMBIE : It was not a grant. 
Mr. Mc:YrASTER said he was aware it was 

not a grant, but the property of the Wickham 
terrace Church was a grant, and that had not 
been handed over to the trustees for the corpora
tion of the General Assembly. The following 
evidence bad been given by the Rev. Mr. 
McSwaine, in anBwer to questions 31 and 32 :-

"BY the Chairman : The promise of the grant was 
madti befOl'e, and the land was appropriated; but the 
deed was not issued until after separation ;-therefore, 
it could not have been for the Presbyterian Church of 
Queensland, for it did not then exist-? I think 
there is a misunderstanding betweHn us. However, as 
I understand, this grant was made to 1\fr. Ogg's congre
gation; and. as such, the Prpsbyterian Church of 
Queensland did not exist at the time the grant was 
made. )lr, Ogg was a minister of the Free Church of 
Scotland, and he was connected with the Synod or 
Australia-. 

"The Synod of Eastern Australia--? Well., this 
grant was made to }fr. Ogg's congregation, certainly, 
and that congregation was connected with the denomi
nation of which :J.Ir. Ogg was at the time a minister
the Synod of Eastern Australia, I think it was. I sup
pose that is not denied as a fact. But, unfortunately, 
the deed was made out as if l\Ir. Ogg was connected 
with the Established Church of Scotland. There was 
th~ mistake. And we, the Ge11eral Assembly of t])e 
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Presbyterian Church of Queensland, said, 'Get that 
m1st~ke rectified.' ~ow, the question as to the con
nectiOns of this property with the Presbyterian Church 
of Queensland at lar~e has never conle before the 
Queensland Presbyterian Chnr\!h at large; the General 
Assembly has neyer inquired into that question." 

He had re1td the whole sentence, and not omitted 
any part of it. They had inquired since, and 
had petitioned the Houoe. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS : No. 

Mr. McMASTER said a petition had been 
presented to the House from the Presbytery of 
Brisbane, asking that an amendment should be 
made, and it was proposed by the hon. member 
for Wide Bay to insert that amendment. He 
presumed the Presbytery of Brisbane carried on 
the work of the Church between the meetings of 
the General Assembly. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: You 
don't know anything about it. 

Mr. McMASTER said the Presbytery carried 
on the work of the district of Brisbane and the 
surrounding district between the meetings of 
the General Assembly, and the General AssemblY 
then reviewed the work of all the different 
presbyteries. The Presbytery had a right to be 
heard, and their petition had been received. 
He questioned whether the Committee could 
hand over the property to the General Ass em bl v. 
It could only be handed over to that body 
through the Ann street congregation, to w horn 
the land had been granted. If the Ann street 
congregation were permitted to sell the property 
it was their intention to hand the surplus which 
remained to the General Assembly. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said the Minister f<Jr 
Railways seemed to be the only opponent to 
the Bill, and he could not understand the hon. 
gentleman's opposition. The Ann street congre
gation being the parties to whom the grant had 
originally been made, the land could not be 
handed over to the General Assembly. If the land 
had not been granted to the Ann street Ch,uch 
then the Crown had the next best right to th~ 
property. Certainly he would oppose the Crown 
taking possession ; because, though the grant had 
been made by the Government cf New South 
Wales when this colony formed a part of New 
South \V ales, good faith should be kept, though 
the promise might have been made twenty-five or 
thirty years before. He was not a Presbyterian 
himself, and might not know as much about that 
denomination as the Minister for Railway". 
That hon. gentleman had told the Committee 
that the minister at present in the \Vickham 
terrace Church did not belong to the Presby
terian Church of Scotland, but was an American. 
An American minister, however, might belong 
to the Presbyterian Church of Scotland. He 
was not aware that any Presbyterian A·'"embly, 
as an assembly, helped to bui:d Presbyterian 
churches, though they might subi·Cribe indi
vidually ; and he believed that many of the 
Presbyterian Churches in Queensland wera 
almost as independent of the General Assembly 
as if they were Congregational Churches, so far 
as the church property was conc,rned. The 
land was not given to the General Assembly of 
Queensland, but to the Ann street Presbyterian 
Church. That Church was still in existence, 
therefore it had a right to the land ; and the 
Committee would stultify the action of the 
legislature if they altered the Bill so as to take 
the land from the Ann street Church and give it 
to the General Assembly. A letter from the 
Rev. Dr. Hay had been read, and he thought 
that was going to settle the matter, but he found 
that it was simply a letter written with the 
object of delaying legislation in order that the 
writer might come in at the general scramble. 

The MINISTBR FOR RAILWAYS said 
he was astounded to hear the way in which the 
principles of Presbyterianism were expounded 
by the experts on the other side. He was a 
member of the General Assembly. 

Mr. TOZRR: Why did you not petition 
against the Bill? 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said he 
did not see why he should. He had his rights as 
a member of that Chamber, and he could say 
what he had to say without petitioning against 
the Bill. There seemed to be a notion abroad 
that there was an antagonism between the Gene
ral Assembly and the Ann street congregation ; 
but he could not understand what grounc; people 
had for coming to such a conclusion. On the con
trary, the General Assembly would do everything 
they could to see that the interests of the Ann street 
congregation were conserved. fliq an1endment 
would not deprive the Ann street congregation 
of the benefit of the lands, because the clause 
would still contain the words "upon trust for 
the pmposes of the said Church." He could 
quote a number of Churches in the same 
position. 

Mr. :MACF ARL~\.NE: How many of them 
are incorporated? 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said he 
held in his hand the return for the year 1887, 
signed by the solicitors to the Presbyterian 
Church, and he found that there was a long list 
of them. Hon. members opposite seemed to 
think he had some extraordinary l1ad object in 
view in trying to amend the Bill, but he was 
simply trying to do his best as a member and 
officer of the Church to promote the interests 
of the Church. The present trustees had 
entered into a contract to sell the land, and if 
the Bill were passed without amendment, it would 
give them power to confirm that contract. The 
laml was leased now for thirty years. 

Mr. TOZER: Is your object to break the 
le:cses? 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said 
his object was to conserve the interests of the 
Ann ~treet congregation. If there was any
thing wrong it was the function of the GeneralAs
~;embly to investigate it; and that was the reason 
why, as a member of that Chamb<"r, he d1d 
not wish to take the responsibility oflettingthe Bill 
go as it stood. The bon. member for Ipswich was 
wrong with regard to whtl.t he (the Minister for 
Railways) said about the \Vickham terrace Church. 
The Presbyterian Church of Queensland was of 
the most cosmopolitan character. They accepted 
clergymen from England, Scotland, Ireland, 
Canada, the United States, Switzerland, the 
Netherlands, or Germany, so long as they came 
duly accredited, and passed the necessary examin
ation. He did not refer to the clergyman of 
\Vickham terrace, who was possibly as good a 
clergyman as there was anywhere, but to the 
position of the land. He pointed out that the 
minister, and the congregation too, might be 
ousted from the land, because the exact terms of 
the trust had not been complied with, and he 
stated that he would not like the Ann street 
congregation to occupy that position. 

Mr. TOZER ,,aid, being in charge of the Bill, 
he was going to make a strong appeal to the Hon. 
the Minister for Rail ways and the hon. member 
for ;yfitchell, Mr. Crombie, in reference to it. 
He was going to place the matter so clearly 
before them that thev would see what the 
alternative was that must arise from their oppo
sition to the measure. He would direct atten
tion to the fact that in September, 1888, the 
Bill first came before that Assembly. It was 
no new m'1.tter at all, because the Bill pre
sented last year was again presented during 
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the present year. The General Assembly of 
the Presbyterian Church existed in Brisbane, 
and if they had desired in any way to take 
action antagonistic to the Bill, they had every 
opportunity of doing so in the manner provided 
by the t:ltanding Orders. The Bill had been 
advertised, and particular notice was giveu to the 
General Assembly that they should be repre
sented, if they wished to act in antagonism to the 
Bill. But they did nothing last year, and they 
had not acted this year, except as persons 
assenting to the Bill. He would explain to 
the Committee the exact position of the land. 
Since the hon. member for Clermont (Mr. 
Stevenson) had mentioned that there wer,, ugly 
rumours about it, he might inform the Com
mittee that there was no desire to keep back 
anything. The facts were really as stated before 
the select committee. The land was applied for 
in 1859 ; the grants were dated the 7th of 
September, 1861, being grants to Edmondstone, 
McAlpine, Scott, Anderson, and Bryden, by 
names, and their heirs, and there was a state
ment at the end of the grants that those persons 
held the property in trust for the Presbyterian 
Church in connection with the Synod of Australia, 
which, as had been previously stated, did not 
exist. Some time after that one of the congrega
tions desired to get possession of that piece of 
land, and on mttking inquiries they found that 
it belong~d to the Ann street Presbyterian 
Church. The repreoentatives of the Established 
Church of Scotland came and looked at the land, 
and then abandoned their claim and went away. 
When the national system of ec!ucation came into 
operation the land w.:~s leased to the Government 
of Queensland for a considerable time, and they 
paid rent to the trustees. On the 14th February, 
1881, the trustees leased 20/r perches to one 
Alfred Loder for twelve year", at £52 per 
year. That lease was in existence. By 
deed of 15th April, 1884, the residue w:>s 
leased to the Queensland Mercantile and 
Agency Company, Limited, for fifteen year,, at 
£425 a year. That arrangement was from the 
1st January, 1883, and it was subject to renewal 
for thirteen years. That was twenty-eight years, 
and six yeMS of that had gone, so there were 
twenty-two years of the lease to run. Now, 
although the land was leased in 1883, all those facts 
were brought under the notice of the General 
Assembly onthe5thMay, 188<1, atwhichtimethey 
were told to get their deeds. It might be baid that 
those leases and other transactions were illegal. 
From a legal point of view he at once told the 
Committee, so that there was no disguising the 
fact, that by the way those grants were worded, 
there wacl not a shadow of doubt whatever 
that the land belonged to the Crown now. 
Hon. members who were opposing the Bill 
must remember this, that by their action they 
were perilling the grant, because the legal aspect 
of the affair was that at the present moment the 
land being granted for a certain purpose, and 
that purpose not havin,; been carried out, the 
land reverted to the persons who granted it. If 
they took the legal a•pect of it, the leases 
were voided, and all contracts were voided, 
bnt the present holders of the land had 
always asserted, in bringing the matter be
fore Parliament; that there was a mistake 
in the trust. The land was granted to those 
persons for the purposes of the Church, and 
looking at the matter in the same way that 
almost similar matters had been looked at, they 
had a moral claim. They had done what the 
others had done. They leaRed the land for the 
purposes of the Church. Now, he remembered 
the time when that land was leased. It was not of 
such value as it was at present. He had himself 
owned a piece of land only a few yards from the 
Houses of Parliament which had brought since 

£7,000, but he sold it for £1,000. It was no nse con
fusing the present price with the price at which 
the land w JS leased. The trustees made the 
be.'t bargain they could at that particular time. 
£475 was the whole of the income now being 
derived from that land. In view of the fact that 
it was desirable to get a church in a more con
venient locality, it occurred to them that as the 
land was tied up for so long it would be better 
to see if they could not get an offer for it. He 
found that by putting it at a capital value of 
£20,000 they would only be getting· 2 per 
cent., and they then made a proposition to the 
Queensland JYiercantile Company to see whether 
they would give them £20,000, as nobody else 
would think of giving £20,000 for a property that 
would only bring in 2 per cent. for so many 
years, and tlwy made a verbal promise that if 
they could get permission to sell it, they would 
be willing to do so at such a price. That was 
the whole statement of fact upon which the 
rumours going about were based. 'l'he com
mittee of that House had directed that the 
land should be sold by auction. There was 
no encumbrance or bargain binding upon the 
trustees in respect of the lands except the 
le:•,ses, and they were binding upon them. They 
asked the House to give them permission to sell 
the land in order to erect a church, manse, and 
school, and if that was not given them, the land 
would remain in their hands during the term 
of the leases, and all they would draw from 
it was £475 annually, unless the Crown stepped 
in and took it awav from them. He trusted hon. 
members opposing the Bill would see that that 
was the position, and that their action was really 
that of the dog in the manger, as they R.a.id, 
"If you don't give us a part in this scramble, 
we will prevent yon getting it." He would be 
delighted if he could go further than he had 
gone, but he could not, and the Bill as originally 
drawn did not go anything like as far as h<" was 
now prepared to go. He had really anticipated 
the objections of the ReY. Dr. Hay, and had met 
everything that gentleman had suggested in his 
letter, bnt he could not accept the proposal of 
the Minister for Hail wayc,, because there would 
be other persons affected by it, and they would 
have the right to come in and petition against 
such a complete altAration as might affect their 
interest. He had no hesitation in stating the 
legal position of the affair, and the House 
was really asked to make a present of the land 
to the per8ons who originally gave the £45 for it. 
The lessees would certainly have a right to be 
heard in the matter. They had been paying 
rent for a number of years and occupying the 
land b01u< .fide, and they had erected substantial 
buildings upon it. Therefore they would have 
the right to be heard if any such proposal as 
was suggested by the Minister for Railways was 
made. The proper province of hon. members 
who opposed the Bill was to ha Ye came before 
the select committee. The position they took up 
was of an interested character. All the mem
bers of the Committee were neutral in the 
matter with the exception of three members 
who had spoken against it, and thPse gentlemen 
were members of the Assembly, and were asking 
that the land should be taken away from the Ann 
street congregation, and be vested in them with 
others. So that they were particularly interested, 
and, under the circumstances, it would have been 
fairer for them to have come forward, or have 
moved the General Assembly with which they 
were connected to come forward, and say to the 
select committee : "\Ve shall ask you to post
ponE" this measure until we have met and dealt 
with it." If the Gen!"ral Assembly had 
clone that, he believed the select committee 
would have taken their request into considera
tion, and would probably have acceded to it, 
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'What had the select committee done? They 
had called upon the representative of the General 
Assembly, and that gentlem·1n had come down, 
and thi• is what he had said. He was asked, "If 
they put the deed• right in the manner the peti
tioners are now asking Parliament to sanction, 
would the General Assembly then have any claim 
upon the property?" and the representative of 
the General Assembly had avoided that by 
saying, "That is a very hard question to put to 
me, because I am onlv a new member of the 
Assembly, but I am su"re, I am almost certain, 
you would find individuals who would say the 
Presbyterian Church of Queensland has a claim 
upon thao property, because the Church is 
connected with the Presbyterian Church of 
Queensland." That was just the position which 
the opponents of the Bill took up, and they were 
the very persons referred to by the representative 
of the General Assembly. 

Mr. CROMBIE : They are the only Presby
terians in this Assembly. 

Mr. TOZER said that no other Presbvterians 
except those who were members of the 'Legisla
tive Assembly had come forward and objected to 
the proposal. ·what he was endeavouring to do 
was to get the deeds put right. 

Mr. CROMBIE : That is what we want. 
Mr. TOZER said they were stopping him from 

getting it done by their opposition. 
An Ho~OGRABLE MEMBER : Let it revert to 

the State. 
Mr. TOZER said that would be the effect of 

the opposition of hon. members opposite. He 
had himself always been in the habit of fulfilling 
any obligations he made, whether in writing or 
by word of mouth, and he felt that the State 
should do the same They had made a grant of 
the land and received the £45 for it, and he did 
not think there was one man in the colony who 
would seriously propose that, after a long veriod 
of years, the State should take that land from the 
possession of the Presbyterian body. He could noc 
accept the hon. gentleman\; amendment, as the 
result of it would be that the Bill must go over
hoard at once. It would be a new lock, stock, 
and barrel to the Bill, as the preamble was based 
entirely on the fact that that land and the 
management of the land was Yested in trustees. 
He had gone carefully through the Bill, and he 
conld not find a single word in it that he could 
utilise if he accevted the position which the 
Minister for Railways wished to impose upon 
him. He had endeavoured to put the matter 
plainly before the Committee, and he thought 
hon. members must see that there was noth
ing whatever in connection with it that bore 
the slightest shadow of suspicion. The 
request made was a fair and legitimate one, 
and all other denominations in the colony which 
had made a similar request had been granted 
the power now asked by the Ann street congre
gation. He therefore hoped the clause would be 
allowed to pa"s, and that those opposed to the 
measure would accept the amendment he intended 
to propose-that the land should be held in trust 
for the Church, and that any surplus that might 
remain after building a church, manse, and 
school, should be held by the General Assembly 
in trust for the Ann street congregation. The 
converse of that was that the trustees should 
give the land to the Presbyterian body as a 
whole. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS : Not 
at all. 

Mr. TOZER said that was the logical effect of 
the amendment which had been proposed, and 
he had heard the hon. member for Mitchell, Mr. 
Crombie, contend straight out that the land 
belonged to the whole Presbyterian Church of 

Queensland. He (Mr. Tozer) had gone as far as 
he could, by agreeing to vest the property in the 
General Assembly after the trust was executed, 
and a church, school, and manse erected for the 
Ann street congreg·ation. He hoped the Com
mittee would assiot him in getting the Bill 
through, or at any rate, that he should be able 
to !"et mme reason why after the second reading 
had been passed, the Committee refused to pass 
the 1st clause. 

Mr. CRO:MBIE said he could give a case illus
trative of the position he took up on the matter. 
It occurred near Brisbane within the last twelve 
months. He, with others, bought a piece of 
land, paid for it with their own money, built a 
church upon the land. at their own risk and 
expenee, borrowing money to finish it, and that 
land was now held in the name of the Presby
terian Church o£ Queensland. Although the 
Presbyterian Church never paid a shilling for it, 
yet when the congreg-ation became part of the 
Presbyterian Church that land belonged to the 
Church. He was one of the trustees; but they 
could do nothing with the land without the 
consent of the general body of the Church. That 
was exactly what he wanted to see in the present 
instance. He did not see why the land should 
not be vested in the General Assembly. The 
General Assembly was an elective body. The 
minister of each congrEgation was a member 
of it, and he was elected by the congregation, 
who also appointed a layman to represent them 
in the General Assembly when it met. Surely, 
then, th~ General Assembly was a body that 
could be trusted with that matter; they would 
do what was right, and they knew what was 
right better than that Committee. They would 
do anything the Ann street congregation wanted. 
He agreed that it would be much better for 
everybody if the property was sold, and the 
money dealt with in a regular manner according 
to the rules of the Church; but he objected to 
trustees having power to do what they liked 
with the money, He might mention that Mr. 
McSwaine's Church h<>ld property by trustees, 
but those trustees could not do anything with it 
without the sanction of the Presbytery. They 
made it over to himself and others, and they sold 
it, but only with the sanction of the Presbyterian 
Church. It would therefore be seen that his 
contention was a reasonable one. 

Mr. Mcl\IIASTER said that under that Bill 
the truste~s of the land ivould not be able to do 
anything with it without the sanction of the 
Church. The hon. member for Mitchell stated 
that the property should be ve'lted in the General 
Assembly, and mentioned a case in which he 
was a trustee, where the property was vested in 
the Assembly. But Mr. McSwaine's church 
was not so vested, neither was the church in 
which Mr. Buchanan was ministering at vVick
ham terrace. Could the hon. member point to 
one sing-le property around Brisbane, belonging
to the Presbyterian Church, which had been 
vested in the General Assembly as constituted 
in 1875? 

Mr. CROMBIE : I just told you of one. 
Mr. Mc:MASTER said the hon. member did 

not mention the name of the church. 
Mr. CROMBIE : It is the Scots' Church, 

Albion. 
Mr. McMASTER said that was a very 

recently purchased property. 
Mr. CROlVIBIE: Yes; within the last twelve 

months. 
Mr. McMASTER said it was pmchased land, 

not a grant from the Crown. All that was asked 
for in the Bill was that the property referred to in 
the grant should be sold, and a church, school, and 
manse erected for the Ann street congregation, 
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and that the surplus funds should then be 
handed over to the General Assembly to be held 
in trust for the Ann street Church. 'l'he grant 
was made in 1859 to the Ann street congregation, 
and the hon. member wanted to get hold of it 
for the Presbyterian body generally, so that they 
might deal with it as they thought proper. A 
letter was read that afternoon from the Rev. 
Dr. Hay asking that legislation on the matter 
should he delayed until it had been considered 
by the General Assembly. It struck him (Mr. 
McMaster) very forcibly that Dr. Hay had 
already considered the question in the General 
Assembly in 1884, when it was brought forward 
or a petition presented by Messrs. Brydon ~.nd 
Scott. On the previous day he (Mr. McMaster) 
read the evidence of J\!Ir. McSwaine, and as 
those hon. members who were opposing the 
Bill had contended that the General Assembly 
had not dealt with the question, he would 
quote it again. It was as follows :-

"'\V"as the petition considered by the AssemblyP It 
was. It was brought before the Assembly in the usual 
way-in the usual legal ecclesiastical fnshiou-and, 
after due consideration-ancl there was a considera'ble 
number of books and documents trougbt up by Jir. 
Ogg himself-and considerable discussion, the AssemblY 
seemed to thinh:, and agree, and I may almost saY 
unanimously, that the property, a~ such, was the pro
perty of that congregation; but, on account of a 
mistake in f'Oilnection with t,he deed of grant, which 
was to the 'J<~stablished Uhurch of Scotland,' instead of 
the 'Free Church of Scotland,' as ::\Ir. Ogg pointed out, 
it was thought right by the AssemlJly to give direction 
to :Mr. Ogg and his trustees, or those who had to do 
with the property. to get those deeds rectified and put 
into proper form." 

The Assembly had discussed the matter, and it 
was no use denying the fact. If not, then Mr. 
McSwaine had not been telling the truth. That 
gentleman had stated that the Presbyterian 
General Assembly had decided not to interfere 
with the property in any way; all they wanted 
was that the deeds should be pnt right. No 
doubt the Minister for Railways had the names 
of those persons who were present when th&t 
decision was come to. He should be very sorry 
to think that the Assembly wanted to get hold 
of land which did not legally belong to them, and 
he objected to the proceeds of the sale of the land 
being spent out of the metropolis. The Presby. 
terian people had a right to expect that that money 
should not be spent out o£ Brisbane or its submhs. 
Now that the city was becoming so closely built 
upon, the people were going out into the suburbs, 
and of necessity the Churches must follow. If 
the Churches were not allowed to sell properties 
in the business streets of the city and go where 
the people were, the people would not go to 
church. Those properties in the business streets 
were lying idle, and worse than that, they were 
a hindrance to the progress of the city. ·\Vhen 
the Church of England Bill WJS before the Com
mittee, he pointed out one street in which four 
whole blocks belonged to Churches, while the 
people were all living out in the suburbs. There 
was something at the back of all that opposition 
that thE'y could not ~ee, and it would be very 
much better to have rt out, so that they might 
know what it really was. The only inklin" 
they had received was when the Postmaste;. 
General interjected, "We do not want the 
lessees to purchase it." Surely that was not the 
reason? There must be something else. 

Mr. HUNTER said he thought the hon. mem· 
ber was quite right when he said there must be 
something at the hack of that opposition. It 
was a general scandal outside the Committee · 
everybody was talking about it. He had heard 
o;r. good authority that there had bee:r a pro
VISIOnal sale of the land for somethmg like 
£20,000, and it was supposed to be worth about 
£70,000. Under the circumstances he thought 

it would be better to let the land revert back t<J 
the Crown, and let the Government hand over 
the £20,000 that it was said it had been sold for, 
and he believed that information was genuine. 
Then the balance of the £70,000 could go into 
the Treasury to help make up the deficit upon 
last quarter's revenue. 

Mr. CROMBIE said he intended to have no 
more to t.ay upon the subject; but he was still of 
opinion that he was right. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said 
he had given the Committee his advice in the 
matter, and they need not take it unlecc.s they 
liked. If he listened to the hon. member in 
charge of the Bill much longer he might become 
exasperated. That hon. member would only 
raise angry feelings, and that was not the way 
to get a Bill through. He would withdraw his 
amendment, and leave the matter to the Com
mittee. 

Mr. MURPHY said he hoped the Committee 
would accept the suggestion of the hon. junior 
member for Burke, which was a very good one. 
He did not see why those religious bodies should 
scramble for the land and the State not par· 
ticipate. As the title of the land appeared to be 
defective, the State should step in and secure the 
unearned increment. The Government should 
take the land and give them the £20,000 to 
scra.m ble for. 

The MIKISTER FOR LANDS said he 
thought the suggestion that had just been made 
was an admirable one. The title to the land 
was absolutely defective, and it would be for the 
general welfare of the colony if the Crown re
sumed it, and paid the £20,000, which would 
leave a profit to the State of £50,000. That 
money would be most useful for the general pro
gress of the colony. He had no doubt that with 
the assistance of the Committee that could be 
carried out. There seemed to be a general 
opinion that there "·"aS some undesigned coinci
Jence-something that would not bear the light of 
invescigation. He was ouretbe hon. junior member 
for Burke had not spoken without authority, and 
he had opened his eyes as to the importance of 
the question. If the hon. member for Wide 
Bay would not accept the suggestion of the Minis
ter for Railways, they had better go to a division. 
His opinion was the country would benefit to a 
very considerable extent. It would save the 
necessity of what had been referrecl to as forced 
sales, and nothing would give him greater 
pleasure than to see the State realising no less 
than £50,000 by the judicious sale of that land
the most valuable land in the city of Brisbane
which would be most eagerly competed for by aJl 
classes of the community.· Indeed, under the 
new arrangement, whereby extended terms of 
payment over three years wero given, he was 
certain that instead of getting only £50,000, the 
colony would benefit to the extent of very likely 
double that amount. 

Mr. MURPHY : Throw it open as grazing 
farms. 

The J\!IINISTJ<jR FOR LANDS Raid he was 
prepared to accept any suggestion from hon. 
members as to the most profitable way in which 
the land could he disposed of, even to cutting it 
up into ten or fifteen perch allotments. He could 
assure hon. members that as far as he was con
cerned the Government would be prepared to 
meet their wishes in every respect. 

Mr. O'SUI,LIYAN said the Minister for 
Lands must surely have been joking. The 
question was one on which he was able to give 
an entirely unprejudiced vote, and after the open, 
candid, and manly speech of the hon. member 
for Wide Bay, he intended to support the Bill. 
The hon. member proposed that if there was any 
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surplus after all the expenses were paid it would 
be handed over to the Presbyterian body. Could 
any proposition be more candid? 'What interest 
had the hon. member in the Bill, except as agent 
or lawyer? 

Mr. TOZER: Not even that. 
:Yir. O'SULLIV AN said the whole question 

appPared to have been thoroughly thrashed out, 
and it was needless to further prolong the 
debate. 

Mr. MACl!'ARLANE said he w::ts glad the 
JYiinister for Railways had withdrawn his amend
ment. After all there was not much difference 
of opinion between the two sides of the Com
mittee. 

Mr. CROMBIE : This side has nothing to do 
with it. 

Mr. MACF ARLANI<~ said he meant between 
those who favoured the Bill and those who 
opposed it. lf the Bill was allowed to pass 
the Ann street Church would be in exactly 
the same position as the church 1nentioned 
by the hon. member for Mitchell. He did 
not suppose that that church was vested in 
the General Assembly until the church was 
built. 

Mr. CR01IBIE: Yes; the certificate of title 
was given to the Presbytery as soon as the land 
was purchased. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said it was not the 
rul~ to vest pr~perty in the General Assembly 
until the bmldmgs were completed. That was 
what was proposed to be done in the present 
instance, and to hand over the surplus money as 
well. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said 
that, with the permission of the Committee, he 
would withdraw his amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clanses 2 and 3 passed as printed, 
On clause 4, as follows :-
" Every sale made in pursuance of the powers afore

sa.id may be in one or more lot or lots, and either by 
public auction or private contl'act, and upon payment 
'Jf the purchase money to the trustees so selling as 
aforesaid they shall convey the land so sold to the pur
chaser or purchasers thereof, and such conveyance 
shall be v-alid and effectual in law and equity for all 
purposes whatsoever.'' 

Mr. TOZER moved that the following pro
viso be inserted :-

Provided that such land shall be first offered for sale 
by public auction, and if not sold, the same may be 
sold by private contract at a pnce not less than the 
highest price offered for the same at auction, or if 
no price was offered, then not less than the reserve 
subject to 'Vhich the same was so offered. 

Mr. .FOXTON said the proviso appeared 
to provide for only one sale, whereas there 
might be half-a-dozen sales. The land might 
be sold in blocks, and if so, the proviso should 
be so worded as to meet cases of that kind. 
He moved that the words "the same may " be 
omitted, with the view of inserting the follow
ing words, "any lot may at any time within three 
months thereafter." 

Amendment agreed to. 
Proviso, as amended, agreed to ; and clause, as 

amended, put and passed. 
Clause 5-" Mortgage may contain power of 

sale, etc."-put and passed. 
On clause 6, as follows :-
'' lt1rom and after the passing of this Act it shall be 

lawful for the trustees in whom the said lands shall for 
the time being be vested, to lease the said lands, or any 
portion or llortions thereof, or to confirm any lease 
heretofore made of the said lands, or any portion or 
portions thereof, for any term not exceeding twenty~ 
one yearR, at such rent and generally upon such terms 
and conditions as they may deem proper." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFl!'ITH said he 
considered that clause was what had given rise 
to all the opposition to the Bill. The objection 
wtts not apparent on the face of it, and it must 
be looked closely into before it could be seen. 
The clause gave the trusteeR power to " confirm 
any leaRe heretofore made of the said lands, 
or porliun Ol' portions thereof." He believed 
that leases had been made for a long term of 
years at a very low rent. The result would 
be that if the land were put up for sale it 
would only realise about half its value. The 
leases had twenty-two years to run. Was the 
land worth more than twenty years' purcha•e? 
He had known of cases where people having a 
twenty-five years' lease, had put up immense 
building~. In the present instance if the land 
were sold subject to the leases, although they 
were absolutely void in law, it might be sold for 
about half its value, for no one could afford to buy 
the land except the lessees. That was where the 
danger came in. He confessed he did not like 
the clause at all, althoug-h he had no objection 
to the rest of the Bill. If they gave the trustees 
power to confirm the leases already made, the 
le&,,ees would be able to get the land at less than 
its fair value. He did not know who the lessees 
were, bnt he did not like the proposal. If the 
leases were all right it would not matter, but 
they were absolutely void. 

Mr. TOZER said he could not accept any 
alteration in the clause in the way the hon, 
gentleman wished, The Bill was based upon the 
fact that there was a representation that the 
land was bought by that Church, but by a mis
take the trust was made out in the name of 
another Church. If the trustees had not the 
power to confirm those leases, why had other 
denominations that power? How was it that 
St. John's congregation had the power to 
lease the Longreach property? Those leases 
had been granted and registered in the Real 
Property Office, and l>e was not going to 
be a party to repndiating the contracts that 
had been made. Surely the trustees when they 
let the land did their best in the interests of the 
congregation. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Where is 
the evidence of that? 

l\Ir. TOZER 'aid that under the rules the 
trustees were uot allowed to deal with the lands 
without the consent of tha congregation. The 
probability was, however, that the men who 
occupied the land would keep it until their 
leases were up ; and at the expiration of that 
time the unearned increment would amount to 
a large sum. The omission of the clause would 
have the effect of repudiating the lease"; and 
the Church could not do that and then preach 
honesty to others. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
leases were invalid, and the people who took 
them must have known that they were invalid. 
The effect of passing the clause as it stood would 
be that the property would probably be sold at 
half its value. The hon. gentleman said that 
probably the people would keep the land till 
their leases were up; but in any case the clause 
ought to be amended, by striking out that por
tion relating to the confirmation of the leases 
already made. If the leases were valid, let them 
be valid; but if they were invalid, why should 
they be confirmed on the materials before the 
Committee? He had heard it said that the land 
was worth £100,000, and that there was a contract 
to sell it for something like £20,000; and Parlia
ment had no right to pass the clause without 
knowing more about the matter. He thought 
that if the trustees got authority to sell the land 
they ought to get the leases back and sell the 
land at its full value. There was nothing in the 
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petition about confirming existing leases. It 
said that in or about the year 1859 the congre
gation applied to have the land granted to 
them; that there was great delay in issuing 
the deeds of grant and they had to buy 
other land in the meantime; that separa
tion took place; that the deeds of grant 
were subsequently issued ; that the congregation 
had never been unrler the spiritual jurisdiction 
of the Synod of Australia, in connection with the 
Established Church of Scotland ; that the deeds 
of grant were imperfect for various reasons ; 
that the land had not been used for the purposes 
intended ; that the congregation wanted to build 
a new church, school-house, and minister's 
dwelling-house ; that the congregation were 
desirous of appointing other trustees ; and that it 
was desirable that the land should be vested in the 
petitioners for the congregation. That was what 
was in the petition, but there waR not a word 
about confirming existing leases. There was no 
power tn lease under the Church of Scotland 
Act, so that it was never intended that the land 
should be leased. Under the circumstanceu, he 
thought that there should be no confirmation of 
existing leases, and he therefore moved the 
omission of the words "or to confirm any lease 
heretofore made of the said lands, or any portion 
or portions thereof." 

Amendment agreed to. 
The HoN. SIRS. \V. GRIFFITH moved that 

the words '' such rent and generally " be omitted, 
with the view of inserting "the be8t rent that can 
be obtained for the same without any premium 
and otherwise." 

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

On clause 8-" Application of proceeds of sale, 
mortgage, etc.''-

JIIIr. TOZEJ:t said he would ask the Committee 
to negative that clause, in order to insert a new 
one which would carry out in good faith what 
the hon. members who had been opposing the 
Bill contBUded .for. 

Clause put and negatived. 
Mr. TOZER moved that the following new 

clause be inserted :--
All moneys to arise from any sale or mort;:.~age made 

in pursuance of the powers aforesaid, sl1all be expended 
in the following order, so far as the same shall extend, 
that is to say. In payment of-(l) all 1·easonable 
expenses of and attending such sale or n.ortgage; 121 
the C(+.;;ts of applying for. obtaining, and passing this 
Act; (3) the purchase of unother site, or other sites, 
in a more convenient situation; (4) the east of 
the erection of a church on some part of the 
said land so purchased as aforesaid; (')) the cost 
of all necesEl:\l'Y fittings and furniture for the said 
church; <6) the cost of the m·Edtion of a school-house 
on the land so purchased ; (7) the cost of all nece 'iSary 
fittings and furniture for the said school-house; (8J the 
cost of the erection of a d'vclling-house for the minister, 
duly appointed in accordance with the rules and prac
tice of "the Prv;-.byterian Church of Queensland," to 
officiate in the said church; (9J the cost of allnecec.tiary 
fittings and furniture for the said dwelling-house; (10) 
if thereafter there be any surplus, the said trustees shall 
transfer the same to the corporation styled ·• the Pres
byterian Church of Queensland," hereinafter called 
n the c<Jrporation," and such surplus shall be applied 
by the said corporation to such uses and purposes and 
in such manner for promoting the spiritual and tem
poral welfare of the said Church as the said Church 
!':'hall in its discretion think fit to direct, in accordance 
with the rules and practice thereof. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 9 passed with a verbal amendment. 
On clause 10-'' Appropriation of site for 

church, etc."-
Mr. TOZER said he proposed to omit that 

clause, and substitute another, which he would 
afterwards propose. 

Clause put and negatived. 

Mr. TOZEll moved the insertion of the fol
lowing new clause:-

The trustees shaH cans,;: any site or sites to be by 
them purchased as a.foreo;;;aid to be forthwith conveye<l 
to and become vested in the said corporation, to be held 
by the said corpornJion upon trust for the ,-;,gjd church, 
and to bt~ transferred, mortgaged, leafled, or otherwise 
dealt with for the benefit of the baid Church"" the said 
Cll111'0h shall from time to time direct, subject to any 
rnles or regulations of the said corporation in force, 
anii which for the time being are applicable thereto ; 
and all moneys re<~eived or rai~Dd by or from any sale, 
mortgage, or ler·se sball be applied for such purposes, 
and generally in such manner for the benefit of the 
said Church as shall be pre.,tJribPd by any rules of the 
said corporn.tion as applicable to all lands held 
by the said corl)Oration upon trust for particular 
congrega·t.i.on."l. 

Clause put and pas~ed. 
Clauses 11, 12, and 13, and preamble, passed 

as printed. 
The House reoumed; and the CHAIK\f,\!:\' 

reported the Bill with amendments. 

RE-COMMITTAL. 
On the motion of Mr. TOZER, the Speaker 

left the chair, and the Bill was re-committPd for 
the purpose of considering the preamble. 

On the preamble, as follows :-
" \Vhert-::lS in or about the year one thousand eight 

hundred and fifty-eight a certain congregation of 
persons called Presbyterians (which congregation is now 
known by the name of 'The Ann street Presbyterian 
Church,' and is hereinaft.m· called 'the said Church' 1, 
made application t0 the Government of the colony of 
Sew South \Y-ales for a grant to them, for the purposes 
of the said Church, of the lands respectively comprised 
in the several deeds of grant hereinafter recited, which 
lands were then situated within that part of the 
territory of Xew South "\Vales known as the .Moreton 
Bay district, and since erected into the separate colony 
of Queensland~nd the sairt. Government promised and 
ag-reed to grant the same to the s~Lid Church in 
accordance with the la\YS of the said colony: 

"And whereas by an Act of the Governor and Legis
latiYe Council of Sew South ~~~ales passed in the eighth 
yenr of His late .:'llaje~ty King \i\riJJimn the Fourth, 
intHuled an Act to regulate the temporal affairs of 
Presbyterian Churches and Chapels connected with the 
Clnuch of Scotland in the colouy of XewSonth ·wales, 
and by another Act of the said Governor and Legislative 
Council passed in the fourth year of Her present 
l\fajesty Queen Yictoria, intituled an Act to amend an 
Act intitulcd an Act to regulate the temporal affairs of 
the Presbyterian Churches and Chapels connected with 
the Church of Scotland in the colony of New South 
Trales. certain povmrs, privilege;'1, and advantages were 
conferred on the Snwd of Australia in connection with 
the Icstablbhed Cl!urch of ~cotland. and the ministers 
and congregations subject to the spiritual jurisdiction 
thereof: 

"And whereas 1Jy deed of grant under the hand of 
His :Excellency Sir George Ferguson Bowen, G.C.:i\I.G., 
then Captain-General and Governor-in-Chief of the 
said colony of Queensla;,d, and sealed with the seal of 
the said colony, and dated the seventh day of Septem
ber, one thousand eight hundred and sixty-one, and 
numbered 2847, and issued iu pursuance and execution 
of the said promise and ag-reement of the said Govern
ment of New South "\Vales, all that allotment or 
parcel of land in the said colony, containing by ad
measureim"'nt one rood a!!.d thirty-two perches, situated 
in the county of Stauley, parish of North Brisbane, and 
town of Brisbane, being allotments numbers ten and 
eleven of Sfl~tion twenty-six. and therein more particu
larly dc..,cribed, '"'~'as granted to Gem·ge Edmondstone, 
Daniel :dfcAlpine, J ohu Scott., Alexander Anderson, and 
James Brvden, and the survivors and survivor of them, 
and thcii- anc1 his heirs for ever, upon trust for the 
erection thereon of a church, under the superinten
dence of the sHid Synod of Australia. in conformit~~ 
with the provisions of the Act fir.st hereinbefore 
recited, so far as the same might apply, and for no other 
purpnse whatsoever, subject, however, to such reserva
tion unto Her 1\Iajesty, her heirs Hlld succe~sors, of all 
minf's of gold, of ~:,ilyer, and of coal, as therein men
tioned: 

"And whereas bv- another deed of grant under the 
hand of the said Sir Gem·ge Ferguson Bowen and the 
seal of the said colony, and also dated the seventh day 
of September, one thousand eight hundred and sixty-
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one, nnd numbered 2848, and issued in fnrther pursuance 
of the said promise and agrec"Jment, and all that allot
mentor parcel of land, in the said colony, containing by 
ac1measurement thirty-six perche.;;, more or less, situated 
in the said county of St~nley, parish of Xorth Brisbane, 
and town of Brisbane, being allotment number niue of 
section twenty-six, and the1·eiu more particularly 

·described, was g-ranted to the said George Edmondstone, 
Daniel ::\Ic.Hp·ne, .John Scott, Alexander Anderson, and 
James Bryden, and the survivors and survivor of them, 
and their and his heirs for ever, upon trust for the erec
tion of a school-house, under the supxrintendence of the 
said Synod of Australia, and for no other purpose what
soever, subject, however, to such re'"'\ervation unto Her 
Majesty, her heirs and successors, of all mines of gold 
and silver and of coal as therein mentioned: 

"And whereas by another deed of grant, under the 
hand of the said George Fergusou Bowen and the seal of 
the said colony, and also dated the seventh day of Sep
tember, one thousand ~ight hundred and sixty-one, and 
numbered 28 !9, and issued in further pursuance of the 
said promise and agreement, all that allotment m· parcel 
of land in the said colony, containing by admeasurement 
thirty-six perche,~J more or less, situated in the said 
county of StanleyJ parish of Xorth Brisbane, and city of 
Brisbane, being allot1nent number eigbt of section 
twenty-six, and therein more particularly described, 
was granted unto the said George Edmondstone, 
Daniel jicAlpine, John Scott, Alexander Ander~on, 
and James Bryden, ana the survivors and survivor of 
them, and their and his heirs for ever upon trust, for 
the appropriation thereof as the site of a dvtelling
house, garden, and other appurtenances for the clergy
man duly appointed to officiate in the church under the 
superintelldence of the said Synod of Australia, erected 
at Brisbane and known as , in 
conformity with the provisions of the Act first herein
before recited, so far as the same might apply, and for 
no other purposes whatsoever, subject, however, to such 
reservation unto Her Majesty, her heirs and successors, 
of all mines of gold, o1 silver, and of coal as therein 
mentioned: 

or And whereas the said Church has not in fact ever 
been s11bject to the spiritual jurisdiction of the said 
Synod, but has always been distinct and separate from, 
and unconnected with, any other church or ecclesiastical 
body whatsoever, po"'"sessing full independent powers of 
self-government: 

"And whereas the saicl several deeds of grant were 
respectively inadvertently framed in their preo;;ent form 
under the helief on the part of the officers of the 
Government of Q.uei"•nsland that the said Church was 
subject to the spiritual jurbdict.ion of the said Synod, 
but the intention of the Raid Government was that the 
said lands should be granted to the sa.id trustees for the 
purposes of the said Church: 

HAnd whereaR the cqtid George Edmondstone died on 
or about the twenty-third day of February, one thousand 
eight hundred and eighty-three; 

"And whereas the said Daniel 11cAlpine is dli'Rirous of 
being discharged from his office of trustee : 

" And whereas the said John Scott ha.s for some time 
resided out of Brisbane, and has ceased to be a member 
ol the said Church : 

"And whereas the said Ja1nes Bryden has ceased to 
be a member of the said Church: 

HAnd whereas the said Church is desirous of appoint
ing "\\""illiam Jones, John ::.\:1cLennan, Alexander ::\Iuir, 
and rrhornas Cochrane, all of Brisba.ne, in the said 
colony, aml all respectiYely members of the said Church, 
to be trustees of the said lands in place of the said 
George Edmondstone, deceased, Daniel :M:cAlpine, John 
Scott, and James Bryden, and together with the said 
Alexander Anderson, but doubts have arisen as to 
whether such trustees can be duly appointed by the 
said Church as aforesaid: 

"And whereas prior to the issue of the said several 
deeds of grant, and in consequence of the delay in the 
issue thereof the said Church had in the meantime 
purchased other land and erected a church and 
minister's dwelling-house thereon, by reason whereof 
the said lands were no longer required for the purposes 
for which they were originally promised to be granted 
as aforesaid, and the said lands have since been used 
and occupied for other purposes than those expressly 
limited and appointed in and by the said ~everal deeds 
of grant, but the income and profits thereof have 
always been appropriated for the purposes of the said 
Church: 

"And whereas it has now becon1e expedient to erect 
a new church, school-house, and minister's dwelling
house suitable to the present requirements of the said 
church, but the said lands are not conveniently situated 
as a site for the same. 

"And whereas it is desirable under the circumstances 
aforesaid, and for the purpose of rectifying such mis
takes in the said several deeds of grant, and of removing 
such doubts as aforesaid, that the saicl lands should be 
vested in the said Alexander Anderson, William Jones, 
John }fcl.Jennan, Alexander 11:uir, and Thomas Cochrane, 
and their successors, upon trust for the purposes of the 
said Church, but otherwise freed and absolutely dis
charged from the trusts limited and appointed in and 
by the said several deeds of grant, and that the trustees 
for the time being of the said land-; should have the 
powers hereinafter conferred upon them, and that pro
vision t-hould be made for ,"•reating a succession of 
properly qualified trustees according to the usages and 
regulations of the said Church : 

"Be it therefore enacted by the Queen's :Most Excel
lent 11ajesty, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Legislative Council and Legislative Assembly of Queens
land in Parliament assembled, and by the authority of 
the same, as follows:-" 

Illr. TOZER moved the omis~ion on page 10, 
line 13, of the words, "but has al way; been 
distinct and separate from, and unconnected 
with, any other Church or ecclesiastical body 
whatsoever, possessing full independent powers 
of self-goYernment." 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. TOZER moved the insertion of the follow

ing words in place of those omitted :-
"and now forms a part of, and is subject to, the juris-

diction of the Presbyterian Church of Queensland." 
Amendment agreed to. 
Preamble, as amended, put and passed. 
The House resumed, and the CHAIR1IA::s" re

ported the Bill with further amendments. 
On the motion of Mr. TOZER, the report was 

adopted. 
Mr. TOZER said: Mr. Speaker,-In moving 

that the third reading of the Bill stand an Order 
of the Day for Tuesday next, I may say I do so 
to enable the hon. member for Rockhampton 
North to move the third reading, as he was 
originally in charge of the Bill; and I expect he 
will be in his place on that day. The hon. 
member for Stanley was good enough to say 
that I took up the Bill as a lawyer; but I 
never act as a lawyer in Brisbane. 

The HoN. SIR. S. W. GRIFl!'ITH: And cer
tainly not in this House. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: I apologise to the hon. 
member. I had no such meaning as that. 

Mr. TOZER: I expect the hon. member for 
Rockhampton North to be in his place on 
Tuesday, and therefore I move that the 
third reading of the Bill stand an Order of the 
Day for Tuesday next. 

Question put and passed. 

THE SUGAR INDUSTRY. 
POINT Cl' ORDER. 

On the Order of the Day being read for the 
resumption of the adjourned debate on Mr. 
Cowley's motion: "That, in the opinion of this 
House, it is desirable early next session to adopt 
some means for encouraging the sugar industry." 

Mr. GLASSEY said: Mr. Speaker,--
The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 

·woRKS (Hon. J. M. Macrossan): Mr. Speaker, 
-1 rise to a point of order. I am sorry to inter
rupt the hon, gentleman, but I feel bound to do 
so. I think this debate has been drawn out to a 
most interminable length. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFJ<'ITH: That is 
not a point of order. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
·woRKS: The debate has been quite exhausted, 
and bon. members on both sides of the House 
have had quite enough of it, and wish to see it 
finished. 
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The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: That is 
not a point of order. 

The MINISTER :FOR lYIINES AND 
WORKS : I will get to the point of order 
immediately, if the hon. member will have a 
little patience. Under the circumstances I think 
the point of order I am about to raise will not 
be taken by the hon. member for Bundanba as 
personal to himself. It is simply because I 
believe, and other members believe, that the 
debate is thoroughly exhausted and thrashed vut 
in such a way that there is nothing new to be 
said about it ; and I am sure it will be for the 
benefit of the House as well as the hon. member 
himself to raise this point of order, as he might 
have spoken earlier in the debate had he chosen 
to do so. The point I raise is that the hon. 
member not baYing spoken before the question 
was put, has now lost his opportunity to do so 
as well as every other hon. member. I refer 
yon, Sir, to Standing Order No. 73, which is 
headed " No member may speak after que~tion 
has been put," and reads:-

" Ko member may speak to any <1nestion after the 
same has been put by :Jir. Speaker and the voices have 
been given in the affirmative and negative thereon." 
I direct your attention to that Standing Order, 
Mr. Speaker, and it has clearly put the hon. 
member for Bundanba out of order, or any other 
member who would attempt to speak at the pre
sent time on this question. You put the ques
tion last evening plainly and distinctly, and the 
voices were taken, both the affirmative and nega
tive, and they were so taken. 

HoNO!IRABLE MEaiBERS of the Opposition : 
No, no! 

Mr. HUNTER : The Speaker said he had a 
right to speak. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : It does not matter what the Speaker 
said then, it is what he will my now when this 
Standing Order is quoted. There was no objec
tion taken at the time, as there was not time for 
it. If no objection was taken the hon. gentleman 
could speak, but as soon aR objection is taken the 
Standing Order must become law, and the law 
must be obeyed. The Speaker no doubt said : 
"the hon. member has a right to speak," but the 
voices had been given. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFJ!'ITH: The hon. 
member was on his feet before a single ''aye" 
was given. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: I had given my voice before the hon. 
member attempted to speak. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I rose before the queKtion 
was put, and I never sat down from the begin
ning. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
·woRKS : I won't discuss that part of it now. 
There is plenty of proof that the hon. gentle
man had not time to speak until the "noes" 
were heard, and my voice I know w:ts given. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: The hon. 
member rose before the " aye;, " were called. 

The MINISTER J!'OR MINER AND 
'VORKS: My voice was given for the "noes,' 
and one single "no" is qnite sufficient to prevent 
the hon. gentleman having the right to speak. 
Now we will see what "May" s"'ys. Our Stand
ing Order is, of course, quite sufficient for us, 
to guide us in a matter of this kind ; but 
"Jli1ay" certainly emphasises the position much 
more strongly than our Standing Order does. I 
refer you, Sir, to page 341 of "lYiay," and the 
side title of the paragraph is "Time of speaking," 
and it reads:-

,,It has been said, when treating of questions, ihat 
the proper time for a debate is after the question has 
been proposed by the Speaker, and before it has been 

put; and it is then that membm·s generally addreR~ 
the House or the Speaker, and commence the debate. 
But there are occasions upon which, from irresolution, 
or the belief that others are about to speak, mem1Jers 
permit the Speaker to put the question before they. rise 
in their places. They are, however, entitled to be heard 
even after the voice ha" been g1ven in the affirmath·e; 
but if it has also been given in the negative they have 
lost their opportunity, the question is fully put and 
nothing remains but the vote." 
That is the position we are in now. 

HoNOliHABLE MEliiBEllS of the Opposition : 
No, no! 

HoNOcRABLE MEMBEHS on the Government 
benches : Hear, hear ! 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GIUFFITH: That is 
not what happened. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
'VORKS : That is exactly what happened. 

Mr. HUNTER : Why did the Spe:1ker say 
the hon. member had a right to speak? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: Nothing remains now but the vote, 
and it would have been taken last night only the 
hon. member for Bundanba rising in his place 
prevented yon, Sir, from declaring whether, on 
the voices, the "ayes" had it or the "noes" had 
it. 

Mr. G LASSEY : I ruse before the "ayes" 
were called, and I never sat down. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: Seeing that the hon. member had got 
up, the Speaker said he would resume the chair 
at 7 o'clock. 

Ho.l!OcRABLE ME:IIBERS of the Opposition : 
That was the second time. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
"WORKS: The "noes" were called, and then 
when the hon. member showed his desire to 
speak, the Speaker said he would resume the 
chair at 7 o'clock. 

Ho.l!OliRABLE ME:IIBERS of the Opposition : 
He said the hon. member had a right to speak. 

'rhe MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS : Then the hon. member made an 
observation as if he was about to speak, and 
the members on this side of the House cried, 
"Divide, divide!" The Speaker then said, "The 
hon. member has a right to speak. I will resume 
the chair at 7 o'clock." That is what took place. 
But to emphasise this more strongly, thAre is a 
foot-note in May, at page 342, which states 
that-

" On the 3rd 3Iay, 18HJ, after one negative voice given, 
Plnnket"-
who was a prominent member of the House of 
Commons at the time-
" pretended that he wished to speak, but this :;\fr. 
1Yynn's solitary point of order withstood, and it was 
not permitted." 
That is the position we are in at the present 
time, and I claim your ruling, Sir, as to whether 
the hon. member for Bundanba has any right to 
continue the debate after the voices have been 
given both in the affirmatiYe and negative. In 
fact I go further, and claim that we were :1ctually 
in division, and that no member can speak unless 
speaking, as is sometimes done, on a point of 
order in division. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIJ!'FITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-This is a question of fac~. After the 
question has been put and the voices have been 
given, nf course no member can Hpeak. Every~ 
body knows that. Bnt the hon. member for 
Bundanba was on his feet before you put the 
question, and he never sat down. He claimed his 
right to speak, and it would certainly be an inno
vation of a, very remarkable kind if, because the 
Speaker did not happen to see the hon. member, 



The Sugar Industry. t4 OCTOBER.] The Sugar Industry. 2011 

who was on his feet until some member had 
called "aye," the debate should be stopped. Such 
a thing is entirely unknown in this Parliament. 
Those membere who have been here for years 
know how careful the House has always been to 
insist that every member shall have the right 
to speak, if he is on his feet before the motion is 
finally put from the chair. I have often seen it 
happen when by inadvertence the Speaker or 
Chairman of Committees had begun to declare 
the voices when a member was on his feet to 
speak, that the House, by a unanimous voice, 
has insisted that the member should have the 
right to speak. This, as I have already said, is 
a question of fact, and my memory is very dis
tinct that the hon. member for Bundanba was on 
his feet before you put the motion. 

Mr. GLASSEY said: Mr. Sp~aker,-I will 
just say a word or two which may assist you in 
your ruling. After crossing the floor yesterday 
evening after the division, in order to make 
myself seen and heard by you, and lest I might 
be blocked from speaking, I never sat down, 
not even when the question was read. I will 
name now an hon. member who spoke to me 
about my action, when he was crossing the floor 
of the House. I was standing in my place at 
the time, and the hon. member for Clermont, 
1Ir. Stevenson, in passing, said, "You might 
let us get across before you speak." I never 
sat down until I addressed you, Sir, lest I 
should be prevented making the observations I 
intended to make. \Vhen I did sit down it was 
at your instance, and so that you might address 
yourself to the House in a proper manner, from 
your official position. 

Mr. STEVENSON said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
did not hear the hon. member for Bundanba 
speak; but I have just heard from an hon. 
member close to me that he mentioned my name, 
and stated that I said something to him on this 
subject last night when crossing the floor of the 
House. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I stated that the h<m. mem
ber said I might let hon. members get across 
before speaking. 

Mr. STEVENSON : I said nothing of the sort. 
I never knew the hou. member wanted to speak. 
Surely the hon. member did not want to speak 
until we got back to our places. The hon. 
member never told me that he wanted to speak, 
and how then could I say anything about it? It 
is perfectly absurd. I did not know what was 
his intention. 

Mr. McMASTER said : Mr. Speaker,-I 
crossed the floor close to the hon. member for 
Bundanba, and in crossing I heard the hou. 
member for Clermont make the remark, "You 
may as well let us cross the House before you 
begin." Those are the very words. · 

Mr. STEVENSON: What has that got to do 
with his speaking ? 

Mr. McMASTER: He was speaking then. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS said: Mr. 

Speaker,-! would like to know what all this is 
about, what does it all mean? I do not suppose 
that in the experience of the oldest politican in 
this House any subject has been debated to a 
greater length, or probably more ably than this 
question iu connection with the sugar industry. 

Mr. SMYTH: Purposdy. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I am not 

going to say whether purposely or not, but it has 
been debated exhaustively. Hon. members on both 
sides of the House have had ample opportunity 
of expressing their views on the subject, and the 
Government have not in any way hesitated to 
express their determination to give effect to the 
pledge they gave at the time of the general 
election. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,---! rise 
to a point of order. I should like to know 
whether the hon. gentleman is speaking to the 
point of order now before the House. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member, I think, 
is not speaking to the point of order which has 
been raised. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said: Mr. 
Speaker,-! bow to your decision, and I shall be 
glad to hear from the hon. member for Enoggera 
the expression of his views on the point of order, 
as the opinion of a legal luminary. Again I ask, 
what is the object of all this? We desire to 
expedite the business of the country, and I cow 
tend that the time has arrived when a division 
should be taken on the question. 

HoNOURABLE 1fE1IBERS on the Opposition 
side : Order, order ! 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I ask the 
leader of the Opposition what is the meaning of 
all this? 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-! rise to a,k you to keep the hon. gen
tleman in order. The question before the House 
is whether the hon. member for Bundanba is en· 
titled to speak. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman should 
address himself to the point of order. I hope the 
hon. gentleman will confine his remarks to the 
question, which is whether the hon. member for 
Bundanba is entitled to address the House. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said : Mr. 
Speaker,-! again bow to your decision, and at 
the same time I beg to state, with reg-ard to this 
particular point of order, that the business 
of the country will not be in any way expe
dited-

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: Order! 
keep to the point of order. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Does the 
hon. gentleman desire to expedite the business 
of the country, or not? 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFJ<'ITH: I will 
answer the hon. gentleman. If any attempt is 
made to stifle debate which is carried on in a fair 
manner, the debate will be resumed on the 
motion to go into Committee of Supply. 

The MINISTER I<' OR LANDS: In reply to 
the hon. gentleman, I may say that the freedom 
of debate has not been in any way stifled. l<'or 
about three months this subject has been de
bated, and I challenge the hon. member--

HoNOURABLE MEli!BERS on the Opposition side : 
Order, order! 

The SPEAKI<JR : I am sorry to interrupt the 
hon. gentleman, but I must ask him to confine 
himself to the question as to whether the hon. 
member for Bundanba has a right to speak. 

The MINISTER J<'OR LANDS said : Mr. 
Speaker,-I again bow to your decision, and I 
shall say no more on the subject. I shall leave 
it to your decision as to whether this is a point 
of order that can be properly maintained or not; 
but I shall ask the leader of the Opposition to 
allow this matter to go to a division. I think we 
should go to a division, so that we may get on 
with the business of the country. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-Speaking 
to the point of order, I may say that last night 
when I walked across the floor from that side to 
this the hon. member for Bundanba was on his 
feet speaking before I sat down, and, to the best 
of my belief, he did not sit down at all. 

HoNOURABLE 11EMllERS on the Government 
Benches : Yes ; he did. 
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Mr. DRAKE: The hon. member for Bun
danba said, "Mr. Speaker, I wish." Then he 
saw the Speaker was standing up, and he 
resumed his seat for a monwnt. Then there 
were cries of ''Divine," and the hon. member 
rose again. But when I walked acros~ from the 
other side, the hon. member was on his feet 
addressing the Speaker before I Fat clown, and, 
as I have said, to the best of my belief he did 
not sit down until he had addressed the Speaker. 
\V e have he,;rcl a good deal this session about 
sharp practice, and special pleading. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must 
speak to the point of order. 

Mr. FOXTON said: Mr. Speaker,-As has 
been said by the leader of the Opposition, this 
is purely a question of fact. In coming over 
from the other side of this House on that occa
sion I happened to pass the hon. member for 
Bundanba, who was then actually on his feet at 
the moment, and I am certain that you had not 
put the main question again. The hon. member 
was on his feet, not having resumed his seat 
after the division, and adclredsed you before you 
had put the main quHtion. At my suggestion 
the hon. member desisted. I said, " \V a it until 
the questiOn has bEF<n put again." The hon. 
member then resumed his seat while you put the 
question. 

The MINISTJm FOR LANDS : He did 
resume his seat then ? 

Mr. FOXTO::'\ : After the question had been 
put the hon. gentleman again rose to his feet. 
The fact is very clearly imprused upon my 
memory, because it was I who pointed out to 
the hon. member that he was too soon in address
ing the Chair, because the main question had to 
be put again. 

The PHEMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
hon. the leader of the Opposition does not 
di;,,,ent so far as the legal aspect of this question 
is concerned. He says it is now only a question 
of fact. The facts have been set forth by the 
Minister for Mines and Works, and I think what 
I "ay is as worthy of credence as anything any 
other hon. member says. Hon. members were 
crossing over, nncl rubbing against the hon. 
member for Bundanba. It is evident that when 
the question was put, that hon. member was sit
ting clown, and I was in a position to see. 

Mr. ANNEAR said: Mr. Speaker,-I wish 
to speak to this point of fact. When you put 
the question, the hon. member for Bundanba 
was then on his feet. You looked at the clock 
and indicated to him that it was time to adjourn 
for dinner. That was at two minutes past 6 
o'clock. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : Ten 
minutes past 6 o'clock. 

Mr. ANKEAR : :\Ir. Speaker, you had pre
viously put the question to the Hous'~. The first 
question was decided upon the voices, the second 
on a division; and after you had put the main 
qnec<tion the hon. member for Bunclanba imme
diately stood up, and you then said, "I will 
resume the chair at 7 o,clock." That is the fact ; 
it is what actually took place. 

Mr. HUNTER said: Mr. Sp~:;,,ker,-Beingvery 
close to the hon. member for Bundanba when he 
was speaking, I may be allowed to give an opinion 
upon this point of order. The Pt·emier ;,ays he 
was in a position to see ; but I would like to 
remind that hon. gentleman that he and his 
large following were crossing the House at the 
time, and it was impossible for him to see 
through them all. I was sitting beside the hon. 

member, and thiR is what occurred. The hon. 
member was standing up, and never having sat 
down, he said-

" 1Ir, Speaker,-I think it must be rather astonish
ing--" 
Then, Sir, you rose and said-

" I shall resume the chair--11 

Hon. members on the Government benches then 
c:1llecl out, "No, no ! Divide! Government 
business comes on after tea," and then you 
said-

" The hon. Inember has a right to speak." 
Now, who is in a position to say whether the 
hon. member had a right to speak? He had no 
right to speak if the question had been put ; but 
you said the hon. member had a right to speak, 
distinctly showing it was the intention that the 
motion should be put before we went to dinner. 
U pan an assurance from the Speaker to a young 
member of the House that he had a right to 
speak, the hon. member for Bundanba sat down. 
Had he not every right to accept that assurance? 
Are we to question the Speaker when he gives a 
ruling? If so, from whom are we to receive 
rulings ? 'J'h,>t is how the matter stands. Your 
last words, Sir, were, "I shall resume the chair 
at 7 o'clock." 

The MINISTER I<'OR MINES AND 
\VORKS: Mr. Speaker,-Why did not the hem. 
member read what appeared before? 

The SPEAKER : The hon. gentleman has 
spoken already. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS : Hc~nsc~rd says the original question 
was put. 

Mr. HAMILTON said : Mr. Speaker,-The 
hon. member for Bunclanba was certainly on his 
feet before you put the motion ; we were all on 
our feet crossing backwards and forwards, but at 
the time you put the motion he was sitting down. 
\V e know that this is an attempt to prevent the 
Mini,ters from giving their votes on the main 
question. 

Mr. SAYERS said: Mr. Speaker,-! was 
sitting near the hon. member for Bundanba at the 
time the division took place, and as soon as he 
got back to his place he addressed you. The hon. 
member for Ipswich was also on his feet to speak ; 
but when he saw the hon. merhber for Bundanba 
standing up, he sat down. That is the fact. 
There is not the slightest doubt of that ; but 
there were a numbi?I' of ban. members between 
you, Sir, and the hon. member for Bundanba at 
the time. The last thing you told him was, that 
he had a right to speak. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS said: 
l\Ir. Speaker,-! agree with the last speaker, 
but what he said is not to the purpose. I saw 
the whole thing myself. The hon. member for 
Bundanba was on his feet; but the question is: 
Did he get up before we had'given om voices for 
the '' noes "? 

HOXOGRABI,E ME~IBERS on the Opposition 
benches: Long before. 

The MINISTER I<'OR RAILWAYS: The 
hon. member got up before the question was put, 
but he sat down again ; he admitted that; and 
he waited too long. We had given our voices 
for the "noes " most distinctly. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIF:FITH: He deferred 
to the Speaker. 

The MINISTER I<'OR RAILWAYS: Mark 
what I say. It is nerfectly true that the hon. 
member deferred 'to the· Speaker; it was his 
duty; but before he got up again we had given 
our voices in the negative. 

The HoN. C. POWERS said: Mr. Speaker,
In reference to the question before the House, 
which, of course, is a point of order, there can be 
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no legal argument, because the law is all in favour 
of the point that has been raised by the Minister 
for Mines and Works, that if the voice., have been 
given, the "ayes" and "noes," no hon. 1nember has 
a right to speak, and there ought to be a division. 
The leader of the Opposition has admitted that, 
and all the authorities are united on the point, 
The whole of the argument on the other side 
appears to rest on thP alleged fact that the hon. 
member for Bundanba did not sit down at all. 
As a matter of fact, I do not think any hon. 
member stands when you, Mr. Speaker, rise to 
put the question. \Ve on this side say that the 
hon. member for Bundanba sat down when you 
stood up to put the qne,tion. Admitting that
and every hon. member mnst admit it, for it 
cannot be believed that the hon. member would 
so far forget himself as to stand while you were 
addressing the House-all those on this side of 
the House who were most competent to see what 
took place say clearly that the question was put. 

HoNOURABLE MEliBERS of the Opposition : 
No, no! 

The Ho::-<. 0. POWERS : It is a rule, I think, 
not to deny Hansard, and Hansard says dis
tinctly-

" Question resolved in the negative. 
"Original question put/' 

That was before the hon. mem her for B'll1llanba 
rose to speak. As a matter of fact, the Minister 
for Mines and \Vorks, and other hon. members 
on this side thought the question was put, and 
immediately called "No " before the hon. mem
ber got up. This is a statement of fact. 

Mr. ANNEAR: It is not. 
The HoN. 0. POWERS: From our point of 

view, In fact, if the Speaker had not vacated 
the chair, I shonld have got up and claimed the 
right to have the division taken, on the ground 
that the question harl been put. Some hon. 
members say the question was put, others say it 
was not. Hansa1'd says it was put, and the only 
question is whether it was put before the hnn. 
member for Bundanba got up. If the Minister 
for Mines and \Vorks said ''No" before that hon. 
member rose, the debate is closed. 

Mr. ANNEAR: Nobody heard him. 
The HoN. 0. PO\VERS : There are many hon. 

members who did hear him. That is the 
question on the point of order, and it is borne 
out by Hansard, and by many hon. members who 
speak very pooitively on the subject. 

Mr. LUYA said: l\lr. Speaker,-Lastnight, 
when this affair occurred, I happened to be 
sitting on the seat immediately behind the hon. 
member for Bundanba, and I can affirm posi
tively that he did not rise to speak until the 
question had been put, and the "ayes " and 
"noes" called. An hon. member asked me why 
I was sitting there, and I told him I was sitting 
there because it would save me the trouble of 
crossing the Chamber again. The bon. member 
for Maryborough, l\fr. Annear, said "Let it go, 
Glassey "; and the hon. member for Toowong 
said "Go on, Glassey." I was right in the 
midst of it; I am stating what is actually the 
fact, and I challenge hon. members to controvert 
anything I have said. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
am about to quote on this subject the evidence 
of a perfectly impartial authority. Many hon, 
members on both sides clash in their account of 
the occurrence, and everyone who has had ex
perience in listening to evidence must know that 
aR a rule both parties believe themselves to be 
speaking the truth. I shall therefore not give 
my version of the occurrence, although it is a 
very decided one. I prefer laying before you 
the report given in the columns of the Courier 

of this day, which is written by a trained expert, 
with no interest in the discussion ; and written 
for a paper whose sympathies, at any rate, are 
not on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. STEVE::'-l"SON: Did yon write it? 
Mr. HODGKINSON: If I did, I should not 

tell the hon. member. At all events it does not 
bear his ear-mr.rk. The writer says:-

"The Government had another surprise in tllt01·e for 
the House, but the Opposition saw their chance, and 
did not give :J.Iinisterialists an opportunity of making 
their grund co1.t,J. The clock over the entrance door had 
looked upon these proceedin~s with a cold and iln
passive stare; it had not manif_,sted sufficient interest 
in the doings of hon. members to stop ticking, and 
consequently its hands now stood at some minutes pa.st 
6 o'clock--

The SPEAKER: I must point out to the 
hon. member tha~ if he refers to a newspaper 
for the purpose of confirming a statement of 
a member of the House, he must confine him
self to the particular part which confirms it, 
and not quote the general statement of what 
took place. The hon. member must confine 
his quotations to what will ha' e the effect of 
throwing light on the point of order. 

Mr. HODGKINSO~: l\Ir. Speaker.-If I 
were to eliminate any words from this para
graph, and nse words of my own, it might 
destroy the general effect. I will keep myself 
as closely as possible to your instructions. The 
paragraph goe3 on to say:-

"Anxious to clear the motion off the papet', the 
Speaker was about to put ~fr. Cowley's resolution 
before he left the chair, when 1Ir. Glassey rose to speak. 
The Government snF:Porters yellPd 'question' as 
loudly as the 0})]JOsitionists had eYer done, but the 
membP.r for Bnndanba calmly proceeded:-' I was say
ing, .Mr. Spf')tker, that it must have astonished--' 
\nth a sigh of disappointment the Speaker said, ' I 
shall rt":lnme the chair-' when he in turn was 
interrupted by loud cries of 'Xo, no; let's divide on it 
now.' Then )fr. Unmack's voice ·was heard above the 
confusion saying, 'Xo you don't; wt: won't have the 
division nmv; go ahea.d, Glassey, go on.' Ancl Mr. 
Gla~sey went on. As it was clear that the Opposition) 
although surprised at the re::;ult of the first division, 
hucl come to regard it as a victory, ancl did not want a 
vote on the main question, nothing further could be 
done. The Speaker cut l\:Ir. Ghtb·~ey's oration short 
with the definite .statement that he would resume the 
chair at 7 o'clock. At that hour Government business 
was taken up. The debate, however, will probably be 
resumed this afternoon." 

Mr. SALKELD said : Mr. Speaker,-This 
is a great surprise to-night, and I cannot hut 
think it must appear patent to everyone after 
last night that this is an afterthought of the 
Minister for Mines and \Vorks. I was present, 
Sir, when you stood up and put the question. 
Immediately after you had put the question, 
the hon. member for Bundanba rose and began 
to address you. \V e noticed that you looked 
at the clock as if it was getting past the mual 
hour of adjournment. \Vhen you said you 
should resume the chair at 7 o'clock hon. mem
bers on the other side called out loudly, "Divide." 
The hon. member for Bund,.nba then proceer1ed 
a few words further with his speech. Everything 
occurred exactly as it is reported in Hansa1'd. 
The hon. member for Burrum makes a great 
deal of the fact that the qne;;tion was put, 
but I would point out to you, Mr. Speaker, that 
when a question is put, hon. members who get 
np to speak are told to wait until the question is 
put. The question has to be put, but it is not 
decided at once. The question was put, and 
you, Sir, had not finished taking the "ayes " and 
the "noes" before the hon. member for 
Bundanba spoke. This is what appears in 
Hansa1'd:-

" Original question put. 
"3r:Ir. GLA~SEY said: ::\Ir. Speaker,-I think it must be 

rather astonishing--
" The SPEAI\.ER: I shall resume the chair-" 
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When the hon. member went on speaking hon. 
members on the Government side called out-

H No, no! Divide! Government business comes on 
after tea." 
That was said last night, and no one challenged 
that at that time. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: It is too 
late now. 

Mr. SALKELD : We can fight with the same 
weapons as those adopted by the Minister for 
Mines and 'vVorks to-night. We can raise the 
point that it is too late to take this objection now. 
Hansa1·d goes on :-

"The SP>:AK>OR: The hon. member has a right to 
speak. 

"l\ir. GLASSEY: I was remarking, 'Mr. Speaker-
" The SPK-\.KER: I shall resume the chair at7 o'clock." 

There never was a clearer case of a member 
having a right to speak than that. We have 
again and again seen hon. members get up when 
the question is being put, and after the Speaker 
or Chairman has asked for the "ayes" and the 
"noes," a member has spoken at the s&me 
time as the "noes" have been called. That 
has always been allowed ever since I have 
been a member of this House. But that was 
not the case last night. The hon. member for 
Bundanba was on his feet, and he addressed 
you, Sir, in ample time. If the hon. member is 
precluded from speaking, and the same course is 
followed with every other hon. member in the 
future, it will put an end to a great number of 
speeches. We ask nothing but strict justice, 
and to be dealt with in accordance with the rules 
of the House. I maintain that the hon. member 
for Bundanba was quite within his rights as you 
recognised last night, Mr. Speaker, and although 
hon. members on the opposite side were so 
anxious that they called for a division in a 
chorus of voicAs, yet not one of those hon. 
members thought of this point of order at the 
time. It is altogether an afterthought. I hope 
we are not going to have this species of tactics 
resorted to in this House, because if we are, it 
will not help either the Government or the hon. 
member. 

Mr. TOZER said: Mr. Speaker,-! should 
not have risen but for the absence of the hon. 
member for Toowoomba. The hon. member for 
South Brisbaneisquitewrongin what he says about 
the hon. member for Toowoomba. After the 
division I was sitting beside the hon. member 
for Toowoomba, and he was not desirous of 
going to a division upon the main question. He 
wanted to say "aye." The instant the question 
was put, and before we had time to call out, the 
hon. member for Bundanba was standing on his 
feet. The hon. member for Toowoomba, inetead 
of saying, " Go on, Glassey !" spoke in the 
most harsh terms to him about getting up, as it 
appeared to him that the hon. member for 
Bundanb:t was making a mistake ; so that 
the hon. member for South Brisbane is quite 
wrong, as he will find from the hon. member for 
Toowoomba, when that hon. gentleman has an 
opp0rtunity of giving an explanation. Instead 
of the hon. member for Toowoomba wanting to 
urge on the hon. member for Bnndanba, the very 
reverse was the fact. I was sitting behind the 
hon. member for Bundanba, with the hon. 
member for Toowoomba, our late Speaker, and 
we were most desirons of voting with the " ayes" 
without any further discussion ; but before we 
had time to call out, the hon. member for 
Bundanba jumped up. I never heard "no" 
called from any member of the House on that 
occasion last night. 

Mr. SMYTH said: Mr. Speaker,-! can 
corroborate everything the hon. member for 
Wide Bay has said. 

An HoNOURABLE ME;IIBER: You were down· 
stairs. 

Mr. SMYTH: I was sitting beside the hon. 
member for Toowoomba when the division was 
over, and that hon. gentleman was most desirous 
that a division should be taken, and he was very 
wild with the hon. member for Bnndanba for 
getting up to speak. The hon. member for 
Toowoomba said, "'vVhy not go to a division?" 
'l'he hon. member for Bundanba had possession 
of the floor of the House when you, Sir, 
adjourned the House until 7 o'clock. This is a 
most contemptible thing. 

HoNOURABLE ME~IBERS on the Government 
side : Order ! 

The SPEAKER said : The hon. member must 
confine himself to the point of order, or speak 
as to any facts which may throw any light 
upon the disputed point of fact, which is really 
closely connected with the point of order. 

Mr. SMYTH: I only wish, Mr Speaker, to cor
roborate what was said by the hon. member for 
Wide Bay regarding the hon. member for 
Toowoomba. I do not wish to say whether the 
other side of the House decided wrongly and we 
decided rightly. I hold my own opinion about 
that, bnt as I am gagged I can say no more. 

Mr. MACFARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
wish simply to corroborate what the hon. mem
ber fur Wide Bay has said. I was sitting just 
in front of the hon. member for Toowoomba, 
and that hon. gentleman W!1S quite vexed 
with the hon. member for Bundanba for 
getting up to prolong the debate. I do 
not know whether it was the hon. mem
ber for Toowoomba who made the remark, but 
I heard someone behind me say, "Stupid fellow, 
what is he doing?" That observation was made 
when the hon. member for Bundanba was 
actually on his feet. I saw the hon. member for 
Bundanba in front of me. The hon. member 
has a habit of sitting down low, and when he 
intends to get up to speak he straightens him
self up, and the hon. gentleman was on his feet 
before the question had been put. 

Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-! desire 
to address myself to this subject with perfect 
calmness, because I think it is not so mnch a 
lllatter of fact, as a matter of practice or law. 
Now, Sir, I have in my hand a document called 
the "Votes and Proceedings of the LegislatiYe 
Assembly" of Thursday, 3rd October, 1889, and 
signed "By authority: James C. Beal, Govern
ment Printer, 'vVilliam street, Brisbane." I take 
it that that document is the official record of what 
occurred in this House last night. I find in 
this paper under the sixth item-'' Encouragement 
of the sugar industry "-when the debate on Mr. 
Cowley's motion-

" That in the opinion of this House, it is desiral)le, 
early next session, to adopt some means for encouraging 
the sugar industry"-
was resumed, the "Votes and Proceedings" con
tain the following statement :-

"Question-That the words proposed to be added to 
the words proposed to be inserted be so added-put and 
negatived." 
That was the amendment of the hon. member 
for Leichhardt. The " Votes and Proceedings" 
go on to say:-

"Question then put-That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted. 

"The House divided." 
Then I find that twenty-five voted for the "ayes" 
and thirty-one for the "noes." That was on 
the amendment of the leader of the Oppo
siti()ll. But I find no record in this paper 
of the Speaker having ever put the original 
motion. 

Mr. AGNEW: That appears in Hansard. 
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Mr. BARLOW : I submit to you, Mr. 
Speaker, that this is the official record of the 
procee~lings of this House. It is a printed copy 
of the Journals of the House, the original journal 
being in the hnnd writing of the Clerk of the 
Assembly, and being accessible upon instructions 
from yourself, Sir, to the Clerk. 

The Ho:-<. Sm S. \V. G gn'l<'ITH : The "Votes 
nnd Proceedings" are evidence in a court of 
justice. 

Mr. BARLOW: The leader of the Opposition 
informs me, Sir, that they are taken as evidence 
in any court of justice. 

Mr. HAMILTON: This is not a court of 
justice. 

Mr. BARLO\V: I need not address myself to 
the original journals which are in the hand
writing of the Clerk of the Assembly; but I 
submit there is no evidence in this paper that 
you, Sir, ever put the original question :-

" That in the opinion of this House. it is desirable 
early next session, to adopt some means for encouraging 
the sugar indu.~try." 

That is the original motion of the hon. memher 
for Herbert. I find that after the division to 
which I have referred comes another item :-

"Precedence of Government business on Thursdays: 
'fhe hour, 7 o'clock p.m., having arrived at which bv 
Sessional Order, Government business takes precede'nce 
on 'l'hursdays, the busiue~s under discussion stood 
adjourned until the Government business on the Paper 
fo1· the Day had been disposed of." 
I submit, as a matter of fact and of Parliamen
tary law, that this is the docum~nt which shows 
what took place. It is not for the memories of 
hon. members to decide what took place. This 
is the official record of what occurred in this 
House on Thursday night, and I submit that this 
is the only evidence which can be adduced. 
Here is a Sessional Order which comes in · and 
this document shows-although you are t~chni
cally supposed to remain in the chair continu
ously-that you left the chair without having put 
the original motion of the hon. member for 
Herbert, and that you ordered on the Govern
me!lt b_usiness nt 7 ?'clock. And this paper, 
whwh IS an authentwated copy of the jour
nals of this House, is, I respectfully sub
mit, what you have to be guided by. And 
I would ask on the collateral question
which is likely to be right-your rulino- last 
night that the hon. member for Bundanb~a was 
in order in speaking, or any review of that 
decision you may make now after all these con
fusing facts have been put before you. I feel 
sure that, what~.ver deci,;ion you may give it 
will be an upright one ; hut you and I, ~nd 
everybody else, are tied up to the strict letter 
of that record of the minutes of proceedings. 
My own opinion is that the hon. member 
for Bundanba was addressing you before the 
voices were taken, but I have no recollection 
as to that. I know that at the same time, 
for reasons of my own, I came from behind the 
Ulerk's ~hair to where I arr. now standing to 
address you, but when I noticed that the hon. 
member for Bundanba had possession of the 
chair I left it to him. I have no distinct recol
lection as to the "Ayes" having given their voices 
at all ; and if I were examined in 11. court of 
justice, I should say that I did not think the 
voices were given on either side. I again re
spectfully ask you, Mr. Speaker, to consider 
whether you can be guided by anything else but 
the journals of this House. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Donaldson) snid: Mr. Speaker,-! wonder who 
we are to believe in this matter? Last night I 
was perfectly cool during the whole of the pro-

ceedings, and was watching the hrm. member for 
Bundanba very carefully, because I thought he 
had the intention of speaking. 

Mr. DRAKE: Why? 
ThePOSTMASTER-GEXERAL: I saw him 

hunting for his busineps paper on the seat; and 
I saw him get the paper. He was in his seat 
when the question was put, and was watching 
the lNder of the Opposition to see if he was 
going to speak; and when he saw that the leader 
of the Opposition did not rise, he got up to 
speak himself; but I said "no" distinctly 
before he got on his legs. 

Mr. TOZER: That was the second time he 
got up. 

The POSTMASTER-Gl<JNERAL: It was 
the first time. The hon. member waited to see 
if the lender of the Opposition was going to 
speak, and when he was disappointed he rose to 
speak himself. The hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Barlow, was also ready to speak and kept 
back for the same reason. 

Mr. DRAKE: What do the journals sny? 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL : I don't 

care what the journals say. They say that 
Government business was taken at 7 o'clock, 
but we know very well that it was some minutes 
after 7 o'clock. \Vhen the member for Bun
danba was on his legs the Speaker pointed to 
the clock and there were cries of "divide," but 
the hon. member would not desist from spe;,king. 
After the question had been put, I maint,l>in that 
I said "no," and several hon. members round 
me said "no." The member for Bundanba 
would not give up his right to speak, and 
it was then that you, Mr. Speaker, said 
you would resume the chair at 7 o'clock. 
You did say, Sir, that he had the right 
to speak, and there was no point raised at 
the time, except by way of calling out "divide." 
It was considered by several hon. members that 
he had not the right to speak; and had you 
not left the chair at the moment you did, 
the question would have been raised then. 
But you said. "I will resume the chair at 
7 o'clock," and left it without giving an oppor
tunity for the qur">tion to be raised. Those are 
the facts. With regard to the quotation read by 
the hon. member for Burke, I may say that the 
cry of "divide" caused the hon. member for 
Toowong to get into a very excited state. He 
said "No, no!" and I was very much amused 
to see the hon. gentleman get into such a state, 
bec,~use it is a very unusual thing for him to do. 
As I said before, I was watching everything 
closely. I saw the hon. member for Bundanba 
looking for his business paper; and I saw him 
find it. He then waited for the leader of the 
Oppo5ition to rise, and, seeing he did not, he 
jumped up when it was too late. 

Mr. JESSOP said: ::\fr. Speaker,-The hon. 
member for Burke quoted an extract from a 
newspaper report, and in order to show you how 
unreliable that may be, I will read two or three 
lines from this morning's Hansa1·d, and also 
from this evening's Telegmph. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must con
fine himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. ,JESSOP: The hon. member for Burke 
q llOted from a newspaper report, and I think it 
only fair that I should be allowed to do the 
sarne. 

The SPEAKRg : The hon. member must 
keep to the point of order and to the facts con
nected with that point of order. 

Mr. JESSOP: I wish, Sir, to make a short 
quotation in order to assist you in giving your 
ruling on the question. 
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The SPEAKER: The point the hon. member 
wishes to bring up will not assist me in any way. 

Mr. JESSOP : Then I will put the papers 
down, Sir, and I will make a statement. I wa~ 
over there on the cross-benches; I crossed over ; 
I was expecting something of the kind, and I 
saw the hon. member for Bnndanba sit down 
and rise and address you. 

Mr. GLASSEY: The second time; you are 
quite right. 

Mr. JESSOP: The hon. member sat down 
before he addressed you at all. 

Mr. MELLOR sald: Mr. Speaker,-I think I 
was in as good a position as any person to see 
the hon. member for Bundanba. I was sitting 
behind, here where I usually sit, and I must 
certainly say that that gentleman was on his 
feet, and said, "Mr. Speaker," before you put 
that question at all. He did not catch yonr eye 
the first time, but the second time he caught 
your eye, and there was a general demand then 
to divide. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: After the 
voices were taken. 

Mr. MELLOR : I must say I did not hear 
any voices. I was satisfied that the hon. member 
for Buudanba had possession of the chair when 
the Speaker said, "The hon. member has a 
right to speak if he likes ;" he rose again to 
address the chair, and at the same time the 
Speaker said, " I will resume the chair at 7 
o'clock." I am sure that the hon. member for 
Bundanba was quite in time. I have never seen, 
since I have been in the House, a clearer case of 
an hon. member being in po,;session of the chair 
before the question w:ts put. 

Mr. HAMILTON said: Mr. Speaker,-
HoNoURABLE MEMBERS on the Opposition 

side : Spoken, spoken ! 
The SPEAKER : The hon. member has 

spoken. 
Mr. GRIMES said: Mr. Speaker,-I rise to 

corroborate the statement just made by the hon. 
member for Gym pie. I was in close proximity 
to the hon. member for Bundanba when he 
addressed you, and I can bear testimony to 
the fact that he addressed you before you put 
the question, and afterwards again. And 
further than that, there were two other members 
who were upon their feet at the same time. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Who were they ? 
Mr. GRIMES : The hon. member for Toowong 

and the hon. member for Ipswich. 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL : The hon. 

member for Toowong never attempted to speak; 
the hon. member for Ipswich, Mr. Barlow, did. 

Mr. GRIMES: Now, Sir, Hansard has 
been referred to by the hon. member for 
Bm·rum. He claims that we must go by Han
sm·d, and I think it is better to go by an official 
document rather than by a nPwspaper. In look
ing over Hansard we find that the matter 
is very differently dealt with there than it 
would be if you had passed the question. It says 
on page 8 that you put the question, and it is re
corded "question put and passed;" but in this 
cas~ it only records " original question put," 
whwhof course was your duty-to put the question 
before another member could speak ; and the hon. 
member for Bundanba immediately claimed his 
right to spe 1k upon the question. If the .conten
tion of the Hon. the Minister for Mines and 
}'Vorks is correct, what position does that put you 
m? 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member need not 
mind my position. He must confine himself to 
the point of order. 

Mr. HAMILTON : Sit down. 

Mr. GRIMES : I shall sit down when I have 
done. If the contention of the Hon. the Minister 
for Mines and \Vorks is right, we cannot have 
the question put again. The only thing that can 
be done now is for the Speaker to call upon the 
SergPmt-at-Arms to ring the bell ; nothing 
further. 

The MINISTER FOH MINES AND 
\VORKS: That is what I say. 

Mr. GRIMES: If the Speaker rises and puts the 
question, certainly the hon. member for Bundanba 
will have a perfect right to spRak to the question. 
Now, Sir, not only does Hansw·d ber.r out the 
contention that the question was not passed, and 
therefore the hon. member for Bundanba has a 
right to speak, but the business-paper also states 
that nothing further was done after the division 
except the declaration that the time had expired 
for private business ; and the resumvtion of the 
debate again appearil on the notice paper for 
to-day in the usual form. To my mind, it is clu1r 
that the Minister for Mines and \Vorks has no 
ground for his contention. 

Mr. BUCKLAND said: Mr. Speaker,-I can 
confirm what has fallen from the hon. member 
for Ipswich, Mr. Macfarlane, and also from the 
hon. member for \Vide Bay. I distinctly recol
lect what occurred. I followed the hon. member 
for Toowoomba, !vir. Groom, to the Government 
cross benches. I sat next to him during the 
division, and returned to this side of the House 
immediately afterwards. The hon. member for 
Bundanba, on rising to speak to the original 
motion, was called to order by the hon. member 
for Toowoomba, who seemed very much annoyed 
that he should rise, the hon. member for Too
woomba being anxious that the original motion 
should be put. Thia, l\Ir. Speaker, is what I 
recollect of the facts as they occurred last night. 
I have no recollection of hearing any voice at all. 
But, Sir, apart from that, we have on the "Vot.es 
and Proceeding"" for to-day, the 4th October:-

"Resumption of debate on :Mr. Cowley's motion, 'That 
in the opinion of this House, it is desirable, early next 
session, to adopt some means for encouraging the sugar 
industry'- which stood adjonrnecl (undPr Sessional 
Order of 22nd 1Iay last) at 7 o'clock p.m. on 'l'hursday, 
the 3rd instant." 

And attached to that is the signature of the 
Speaker. You, Sir, on the hon. member for 
Bunclanba rising, said, "The hon. member has 
a right to speak," and you then said you would 
resume the chair at 7 o'clock. Those are the facts 
as they occurred la"t night, exactly as I remem· 
ber them. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said: Mr. Speaker,-I can 
bear out what has been said by hon. members 
on this side of the House with regard to what 
occmred last night. The hon. member for 
Ipswich and the hon. member for Bundanba 
were both on their feet to address you, and the 
hon. member for Ipswich sat down, in deference 
to the hon. member for Bundanba, who was 
addressing you. In their anxiety to :tttend to 
the wants of the inner man, hon. members were 
moving about, and the hon. member for Bun
danba did not catch yom eye at once. Y on 
looked around with surprise when you saw that 
he was in the act of spe~tking. \Vhat further 
evidence do we require than the evidence of the 
moment, when you said, "The hon. member has 
a right to speak." And here we have the Clerk 
of the House putting on the business paper for 
to-day:·-

u Resumption of debate on :\1r. Cowley's n1otion." 

Not only is it a question whether the hon. 
member for Bundanba has the right to speak, but 
there is also the dignity of the Speaker's ruling 
to be kept up. You, Sir, gave your dictum that 
the hon. member had a right to speak, and that 
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right cannot be taken away. We have documen
tary evidence in Hansard, and in onr own busi
ness paper, and what more do we want? 

The SPEAKER said : The question which 
has been raised is one that places me in unusual 
difficulty. It is one consiBting of threP. points. It 
involves, in the first place, a question of fact; in 
the second place, a question of the written law of 
the House; and, in the third place, the practice 
of the House. ·with respect to what took place, 
hon. members have been anxious to remind me 
of the facts-convince me or remind me, I do not 
know which. With regard to one point, I must 
admit, and I admit it with regret, that I am not 
quite certain as to what occurred. A division 
had been taken on tbe amendment proposed by 
the hon. member for North Brisbane, the 
leader of the Opposition. That division hav
ing been taken, m em hers crossed from both 
sides of the House immediately afterwards, and 
I waited until they had almost all resumed their 
seats before stating the original question. The 
report in Hansard is perfectly correct, but 
I would have hon. members undemtand that 
the Hansanl reporters are not supposed ·to 
draw very fine distinctions between the use 
of technical words, and wht;n the Hansarrl 
says "original question put" it does not neces
sarily mean that the question was put and 
the voices given on both sides. The ques
tion was stated. The "ayes" I know ·were 
given. The "noes " I cannot say from my own 
recollection whether they were given or not. I 
have tried my best to remember that, but I 
confess I cannot do so. Now, of course, hon. 
members will understand the difficulty that 
places me in, because, when a number of hon. 
members on one side of the House are per
fectly satisfied that the "no! s" had given their 
voices, and the other side are perfectly clear 
that the " ayes" only had given their voices, I, 
not being able to state decidedly what happened, 
it is, of course, hard for me to decide which is 
right and which is wrong. I will leave that 
question there. vVith regard to the written law 
of the House, that is perfectly clear. The 73rd 
Standing Order says decidedly:-

"No member may speak to any question after the 
same has been put by )fr. Speaker, and the voices h3.ve 
been given in the affirmative and negative thereon." 
That is our own Standing Order. Now, in ad
dition to our own Standing Orders, we have the 
practice of the House of Commons laid down by 
"May,'' on page 341; the point raised by the 
Minister for Mines and "\Vorks with regard to 
the time of speaking is thus referred to :-

"It has been said, \Yhen treating of questions, that 
the proper time for a debate is after a question has been 
pro_posecl by the Speaker, and before it has been put." 

There is a di~tinction there between the ques
tion being proposed and being put, which hon. 
members generally do not take notice of unless 
there is a very fine point raised. 

"And it is then that members generally address the 
House or the Spea,ker, and commence the debate. But 
there are occasions upon which, from irrt,solution or 
the belief that others are about to speak, members 
permit the Speaker to put the .::;_nestion before they ris.e 
in their places. They are~ however, entitled to be heard, 
even after the voicP has been given in the affirmative; 
but if it has a15o been given in the negative, they have 
lost their opportunity; the question is fully put, and 
nothing l'emains but to vote." 
I need not refer to the practice in the House of 
Lords. 

"On the 3rd :\fay, 1819, on the debate on the Catholic 
question. the Speaker had fu11y put the question 
saying, he thought the 'noes ' had it. when several 
members, including )fr. Peel and l\Ir. Plunket, desired 
to address the House; but the Speaker ruled that the 
debate could not be re-opened, and th~-tt if members 
desired to speak qn the point of order, their observa
tions cou!d only be delivered in the way of advice to 
the Speaker by the men,bers sitting and covered." 

1889-6 H 

The next paragraph is one of more importance, 
bec:.tuse it relates to a precedent that has been 
followed in this House during the present ses
sion:-

" On one occasion, in the Commons (27th Janu&.ry., 
1739)"-

A very long time ago-
" The debate was re-opened, after the question had 
been declared by the Speaker to have been resolved in 
the affirmative ; for a member had risen to speak before 
the quf',;,;;tion IJ,ad been put, but had 1Jeen unobserved by 
the Speaker; and it was admitted that he had a right 
to be heard, although the question had been disposed 
of, before his offer to speak had attracted attention." 
vVith rega.rd to a member having no right to 
speak after the "noes" had given their voices, 
there are two footnotes-

H 13th :Pebruary. 18-Jac., 'No man to speak after a 
question has been once put., but the que~tion, if doubt~ 
ful, to bo put again.'-.. .lfr. Speaker Bramley's note 
book." 
On the same page there is another footnote-

" 3rd J\fny, 1869. Hansard debates. 'After one 
negative voic;~ given, Plunket pretended that he wished 
to speak, but this Jfr. Wynn's solitary point of order 
withstood, and it was not permitted.'" 
Now with regard to that exception which is 
stated in this paragraph on page 342, I would 
recall to bon. members' minds what took 
place in respect to a question which was before 
this House in the early part of the session-a 
question connected with the :Federal Council. 
A motion was made in this House by, I think, 
the leader of the Opposition, but I am not 
certain about that. The hon. member had made 
his speech, and I put the question to the 
House ; the " ayes " gave their voices, the 
"noes" gave their voices, and I almost had 
given a decision on the voices. The hon. member 
.for North Brisbane called mv attention to the 
fact that the Minister for Mines and Works was 
on his fe~t, and althouj;(h the voices bad been 
given by both sides, as it was evidently the wish 
of the House that the hon. member should make 
his speech, no objection was offered, notwith
standing the fact that the question had gone so 
far that the hon. member made his speech after 
the question had been put. Now, with respect 
to the one other point in connection with 
thiK report in .Hansard. The hon. member 
for Bundanba, Mr. Glassey, rose. to speak 
when-I could not say how far I had got 
through the question, whether he rose during 
the declaring of the " ayes " or "noes ;" at 
any rate I saw the hem. member stand in his 
place. The hour was then 6 o'clock, and I 
hesitated for a moment, when the hon. member 
got up and commenced to speak. I said, "I 
shall resume the chair"-nnd I purposly hesi
tated, as some hon. members called, "divide "
to see whether the hon. member desired to speak, 
or whether he would sit down and let the division 
go on at once before the usual adjournment. 
The hon. member evidently desired to speak, and, 
as stated in Hansarrl, I said the hon. member 
had a right to speak. With regard to that I 
will call the attention of hon. members to what 
took place on a point of order raised last session. 
The question was then raised as to whether a 
member had the right to move the adjournment 
of the House to discuss an answer given by a 
Minister to a question. I pointed out in connec
tion with that matter that where it has become the 
practice to do what is not recognised by the strict 
rules of the House, I did not feel called upon to 
interfere unless my attention was called to the 
irregularity. I perhaps exeeeded my absolute 
duty whRn I stated last evening that the hon. 
member had a right to speak, because if my 
attention had then been called to the fact that 
the voices had been given in the negative, I 
should have been bound to look up the rules 
before giving authority to the hon, member 
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for Bundanba to address the House. That was 
not done at the time, because, as it has been said, 
time was not given for it. \Vhen I stated that the 
hon. member had a right to speak, he again rose 
in his place, and, as it was evident he intended 
to continue the discussion, I announced that I 
would resume the chair at 7 o'clock. That occurred 
after the ordinary hour.fortheadjournment for tea. 
That is not stated in the records of the House, but 
they are not always absolutely :1ecurate in matters 
of that kind. It was really seven or eight minute~ 
past 6 o'clock before we adjourned, because 
there appeared to be a desire to finish the 
question at once, and I desired to take the feeling 
of the House on the matter before leaving the 
chair. As to the matters of fact as to whether 
the hem. member rose to spe.1k before or after 
the voices had actually been given, I cannot 
decide. I think therefore that, having already 
last evening stated that the hon. member for 
Bundanba had a right to speak, I am scarcely 
in a position to withdraw that ruling. I will also 
refer to one important rule that is not often 
brought forward. It is a very important rule, 
and it is very clearly laid down, that where there 
is a doubtful case the Speaker may refer a 
decision to the House. As this question is 
really one of facts upon which I cannot speak as 
distinctly as I could wish, I must leave the 
matter as it stands, in order that the House may 
decide, and if any hon. member thinks the hon. 
membedor Bundanba has nota right to be heard, 
he may formally move that my ruling be dis
agreed to 

'fhe PREMIER said: Mr. SpPaker,-It is 
with extreme regret that I have to take the 
course which you yourself suggested as the only 
alternative. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition : 
No, no! 

Mr. TOZER: What a dignified course! 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: Are you 
mad? 

The PREMIER : Other people who have 
much more intellect than myself have been 
asked that question by persons equal in intellect 
to the hon. gentleman. I am not mad. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : It is 
your only excuse. 

The PREMIER : I think, Mr. Speaker, that 
you have relegated this matter to the House, as 
you feel unable to decide upon a matter of fact. 

HoNOURABLE MEoiBERS of the Opposition : 
He has decided. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : The 
Speaker has decided that the hon. member for 
Bundanba is entitled to be heard. 

The PREMIER : No ; he has left it to the 
House, and I now move, Sir, with great regret, 
that your ruling be disagreed to. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GlUFFITH: Mr. 
Speaker,-I interjected just now, when the hon. 
member was speaking, the words "Are you 
mad?" If the hon. gentleman wants to court 
destruction as a public man, and as the leader of 
this House, he could not take a better course 
than he is doing. Has a.ny man in the position 
of a leader of Parliament ever got up to attempt 
to burke discussion in such a manner, in de
fiance of the ruling of the Spe:tker, and in 
defiance of the rules of Parliament, simply be
cause he has a majority at his back ? I have 
heard the Minister for lYiines and \Vorks say 
that he should never sanction the cl6ture. which 
is an Assembly declaring by a large majority, 
that a debate shall be brought to an end 
after a long time. That is not the question now. 
The question now is, that the hon. member for 

Bundanbrt had risen to speak, in the recollection 
and according to the memory of a large number 
of the members of this House, including his own 
and that of the Speaker-so far as it goes-and 
he had risen before it was too late. Other hon. 
members who de0ire now to bring this debate to 
an end, have a different recollection. It is a 
very extraordinary thing that their recollection 
should be guided so curiously by the fact that 
they sit upon that side of the House. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: It is just 
as remarkable on the other side also. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: I will 
refer to that. In the first place, I happened to 
know that the hon. member for Bundanba was 
going to speak, and I made it my business to 
watch him and see that he d1d not lose his 
chance of spe:tking. I did watch him, and so 
did other hon. members on this side of the 
House. I was interc'lted in observing the facts, 
to see that he did not lose his chance, and I 
watched him for that purpose, and I say dis
tinctly he did not lose his chance. Hon. members 
on the other side had no suspicion that anything 
of the kind was going to take place, and their 
observation was not directed to the movements 
ofthehon. member for Bundanba. Therefore, their 
memory, to say the least of it, is not likely to be 
so correct as ours upon the point. The official 
record of the House is clear upon the point. If 
this motion now before the House is passed, the 
records of the House will have to be altered, 
and, instertd of appearing as it does here that 
"the hour-7 o'clock p.m.-having arrived at 
which, by Sessional Order, Government business 
takes precedence on Thursdays, the busine\Ss under 
discussion stood adjourned," and so on, this entry 
will have to be made-"'rhe question having been 
put from the chmr, and the voices given-
The hour-7 o'clock p.m.-having arrived, the 
division stood adjourned." 

An HoNOliRADLE JIIIEMBER : 6 o'clock. 
The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: No· 

the records take no notice of the hour that 
elapses between 6 and 7, as wa are sup
posed to be sitting continuously. The records 
will have to be altered in the way I have stated. 
I have seen something of the kind in a case 
where there was no quorum in a division. A 
question was put from the chair, and when the 
House divided, there being no quorum, the 
House adjourned. \Vhen next that matter came 
on, the division was taken at once without further 
debate, and the question was not even put from 
the chair again, the Speaker .simply announcing 
that the House was in diYision. If the contention 
of the other side is right, ancl this motion is passed, 
the records of the House will have to be altered 
in the way I have saict, and it will have to appear 
that "the question having been put, and the 
voices given." Then after that there will be 
this extmordinary thing, that upon the question 
having been put from the Chair, and the voices 
given, the House, without dividing, proceeded 
to somP other business. That will be a very 
extraordinary record, and a very extraordinary 
thing to do-to say that when the question is 
put from the Chair, when there is a quorum 
present, and when the voices are taken, the 
House, instead of proceeding to the division, 
goes to other business. Such a thing as that, I 
venture to say, has never appeared in the records 
of any Parliament, and I venture to say it 
never will again. I need not say anything as to 
the folly of attempting to burke discussion in 
such a way; it is absolute madnehs to attempt 
any such thing. Surely Ministers know it is 
within the right of private members to take 
advantage of a motion to go into Committee of 
Supply to make any observations they desire to 
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make ; and I do not hesitate to say that, if by 
any chance a majority of this House is so 
misguided as to carry the resolution proposed 
by the hon. member at the head of the Govern
ment, it would not only be the right but the 
duty of members on this side of the House, who 
desired to speak this evening, to take advantage 
of a motion to go into Committee of Supply, as 
often as they chose, and until they had exhausted 
anything they have to say on the subject. 
It has been the practice in this House, fortu-

' nately, for private members never to take ad van
tage of that right to delay Government business; 
but I say that if the Government should he so 
misguided, so absolutely lost to all sense of 
responsibility and duty, as to take such a course 
as the Premier now proposes to take, it will be 
the duty of members to exercise that right. I 
think that for the Government to trv and affirm 
by the majority at its back that the 'members on 
this side of the House are entirely wrong in their 
recollection of the facts-some of those members, 
including myself, having. known what was going 
to happen and watched to see that the hnn. 
member for Bundanba did not lose his oppor
tunity of speaking-I say that for the Govern
ment to try to affirm under those circumstances 
that the members on this side are entirely 
wrong in their recollection, will be an exercise 
of the tyrannical power of the majority unheard 
of in this colony, and certainly unheard of in 
Australia. The House is asked to affirm that 
we are wrong in our recollection of the facts. It 
is not asked to express an opinion on a paint of 
order, but to say that we are wrong in our recol
lection of the facts-that this thing did not happen, 
a thing which we knew was going to happen, and 
were watching to see that it did happen. The 
House is asked to affirm that which is not, to 
affirm an absolute falsehood, and that for the 
purpose of burking discu&3ion. The passage 
you, Sir, read from "l\fay" just now shows 
what is the rule of Parliament, and your ruling 
also showed that it is the practice that where 
there is any doubt about the right of a mem
ber to speak, he is always allowed to speak. 
It was laid down very long ago-I forget 
exactly when-that where there is any doubt 
a member shall have the right to speak, and that 
has been the unvarying practice of this House. 
I remember that once a Chairman of Committees 
departed from that practice, hnt no business was 
done until he changed his ruling. I am sure 
that on further consideration the hart. gentleman 
will withdraw his motion, If he does not I 
venture to say that he will be sorry for it to the 
last day of his existence as the leader of this 
House. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said : Mr. SpeitJ<:er,-It is no use for 
the hon. member to be an~ry on this question. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: I am not 
angry. \V e do not mind seeing you impaling 
yourselves. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : The Speaker said he was not able to 
decide the question. 

Mr. l<'OXTON: The Speaker has decided it. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : The Speaker said he wa& not able to 
decide it, and he was obliged to leave it to the 
House. He said he was sure the question for 
the "ayes" had been put, but he did not recollect 
hearing the " noes." I am not going to argue 
that question with the Speaker or anybody else, 
but 1 tell the House what the leader of the 
Opposition has stated is not a fact, although 
he said we are !ioing to affirm a falsehood. I 

distinctly say that the hon. member for Bundanba 
got up to speak after I said, "No." That is a 
fact. 

Mr. SALKELD : He got up twice. 
The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 

\VORKS : I know that he got up twice; but I 
am speaking of the first time he got up. Now 
the leader of the Opposition says this is bur king 
discusoion. Every member of this House knows 
that that is not so. The motion is not made 
for the purpose of burkmg discussion. Burking 
discussion on what? On a question which 
has been debated since May last. I was under 
the impression, and members on this side were 
also under the impression, that weeks ago hon. 
members opposite wanted to come to a division 
on this question. I know that I was always 
anxious to come to a division. 

Mr. SALKELD : Have we not gone to a 
division? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
·woRKS: I say that at an earlier period of the 
session I was anxious to go to a division. The 
member who introduced the motion, and those 
supporting him, I admit did occupy a large 
amount of the time of the House. 

Mr. SALKELD : Stonewalling. 
The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 

\VORKS: No; not stonewalling. JI'he speeches 
W•3re too good to be called stonewalling speeches. 
On both sides of the House the speeches were 
~ery good indeed. I need not name the mem
bers who made good speeches, because they are 
known to the House. But it was not stone
walling, though I admit it was a mistake to keep 
up the discussion so long. Now, when we wish 
to divide on the question, h<m. members opposite 
who wished to divide before, are not willing to 
divide. 

The HoN. SIR. S. W. GRIFFITH: How do 
you know? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: I know it from what the hon. 
gentleman said himself. The hon. gentleman 
distinctly stated that he knew the hon. mem
ber for Bundanba was going to speak, and that 
he watched the hon. member, so that he should 
not lose his chance of speaking, in order that we 
might not go to a division. 

The Ho!ir. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: Not go 
to a division last evening, 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: I have no other means of knowing 
that the hon. members opposite are not willing 
to go to a division, than what the hon. gentleman 
himself said. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: We did 
not intend to go to a division last night. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : The hon. gentleman does not wish to 
divide now ; but we do wish to divide, and we do 
not care whether the hon. gentleman wishes to 
do so or not. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFl<'ITH: Of course 
not ; this is the cl6ture. 

The MINISTER J<'OR MINES AND 
\VORKS: It is not the cl6ture. \Ve wish to 
divide, and if we do not divide it will not be 
our fault; it will be the fault of hon. members 
opposite. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: We will 
divide next week. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WOI'l-KS: As to the cl6ture, the hon. gentle
man should not speak about the cl6ture in this 
House to members who were here in the last 
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Parliament. The hon. gentleman knows perfectly 
well that the olilture would have been introduced 
had it not been for members on this side of the 
House. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: You had. 
better hold your tongue about that. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: The hon. gentleman knows that if it 
had not been for tbe action of members on thi" 
side, the cli\ture would have been introduced. \Ve 
have always prevented the cl6ture being intro
duced, and always will. I hope there never will be 
any necessity in this Assembly for the cl6ture. 
At the same time, we are not going to allow the 
leader of the Opposition and his followers to 
take the ruling of the House out of the hands of 
the majority in the House. They may cry 
cloture as much as they like, but no matter what 
they say the ruling of the House must be with 
the majority of the House. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Including 
the right to speak. 

The MINISTER J<'OR MINES AND 
\VORKS: There has been perfect freedom of 
debate. For four months now this question has 
been before the House and debated nearly every 
second week. If the hon. gentleman is willing 
to go to a division I am perfectly willing to do so, 
and to pnt an end to the dicussion. But we are 
under the impression that hon. members oppo_site 
do not wish to divide at all on the questwn. 
\Ve have the same impression now that they 
themselves had two or three weeks ago. Pro
bably h<m. members opposite were wrong, and 
we may be wrong also, but that is our impres
sion. But let them say that they will go to a 
division on any certain day, and they will, I 
think, with the consent of HlY hon. friend at the 
head of the Government, get that day to diocnss 
the motion and come to a division, and the Pre
mier will, no doubt, withdraw the motion now 
before the House. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: Go on to 
the top of your bent. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : It is very evident, I think, that they 
do not wish to go to a division. The hon. gentle
man will not accept the proposal which I make 
seriously. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: I make 
no condition for the withdrawal of such a 
motion. Withdraw the motion, and I will deal 
with you. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : The hon. gentleman in speaking just 
now advised the hon. gentleman at the head of 
the Government to withdraw the motion, and I 
say the Premier is perfectly willing to withdraw 
it now if the hon. gentleman will go to a 
division on any particular day next week. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : I will 
make no conditions at all. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : I do not think the hon. gentleman 
shonld have lost his temper. It is far better to 
keep cool. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : That is 
too old. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: It is still new, because men are still 
young and lose their tempers as well as men in 
the olden time. It is no use saying it is too 
old. The hon. gentleman does lose his temper 
occasionally. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: I have 
not lost it this evening. 

'I'he MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : I hope that we shall come to a proper 
decision upon the question, and that the hon. 
gentleman will accept the proposal which I made 
to him in all seriousness, for the purpose of 
getting on with the business of Parliament. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said: Mr. Speaker,
Hon. members on the other side are on the horns 
of a dilemma. They have made a great mil.ny 
false movements since their guiding power left 
them. Under no circnmstances has that been 
more evident than in regard to this sugar debate. 
Hon. members who, unfortunately for them
se! ves, are so largely interested in the sug~r 
question, believed that the Govert;ment now m 
power would assist them by renewmg the Poly
nesian Labour Act for five years, and when the 
Government made their declaration that they 
did not intend to do so, in accordance with 
the promise made by them to the electors, 
the ad vacates of that interest were n<tturally 
much annoyed, and they placed the position 
of their industry before the House m very 
able terms. I must differ very much from the · 
course adopted by the very .able and elogy~nt 
member for the Herbert. I thmk, after recmvmg 
that distinct intimation from the Government 
upon that point, he should have confined himself 
to laying a statement of the ~;tate of t~e sugar 
industry bcfnre the country, and have _rehed upon 
the feeling which exists upon b<;th sides of tpe 
House not to let such a great mdnstry exp1re 
without doing something for its relief. 

'I'he SPEAKER : I must ask the hon. member 
not to extend his remarks to the sugar question. 
So long as he confines himself to the question 
before the House I shall not interrupt him. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: I must apologise for 
being a little discursive, and ~ry_ an~ confit;e 
myself to the point, and that pomt IS thrs : TI11S 
question has been debated for some m01;ths aJCld 
both sides of the House are pretty well sJCk of 1t. 
There is not the least doubt about that. It was 
the wish of hon. gentlemen upon this side to 
come to a decision at an early p6riod of the 
session, to clear the notice off the paper, but for 
some reason best known to themselves the 
Government. refused to permit that course to be 
adopted. You must be well aware, Sir, that on 
several occasions there have been long speeches 
made upon the subject and efforts made to 
count out the House, and every form and 
device has been put into operation in order 
to prevent a decision being come to. The 
fact is as I have said, the Government are 
on the' horns of a dilemma. They want to 
run with the hare and hunt with the hounds. 
They would not accept the resolution of the 
hon. member for Herbert in its entirety because 
it appeared to conv!IW a desire for a kind of 
a''sistance that the Government were not pre
pared to grant. An amendment was moved 
which clearly defined the position taken up by 
hon. members upon this side of the House, at any 
rate, in regard to the question, and with a view 
to defeating the object of that amendment, a 
second amendment was moved by an hon. mem
ber upon that side of the House, ~hich. prac
tically would have left tbe questwn m the 
position it is in now. The second amendment 
was put and negatived ; the first was co:r~ied 
last night by a strictly party vote, and the ongmal 
question was then about to be put, and upon 
your ruling in connection with that po!nt, a 
disagreement has arisen between the two s1des of 
the House. The leader of the Opposition has 
put the question very clearly before us, both in 
its legal aspect, and in its Parliamenta~y aspect, 
and I endorse his remarks so far as thm : That 
unless the leader of the Government were not 
certnin that he had committed a faux pas in 
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proposing such a drastic resolution, the eloquent 
and able gentleman who presides over the 
Mines and \Vorks department would not have 
got up and tendered the flag of truce. There is 
not the slightest doubt, when that hon. gentle
man carries on the war, and has a good cause, 
he has little difficulty in bringing- his forces into 
fighting order, and he is not the man t'> show a 
great deal of mercy to his enemies. If the hon. 
gentleman had not been certain that his leader 
had made a mistake in attempting to carry this 
resolution-a resolution that we diocsent from your 
ruling, which is dissenting from the very first 
principles of courtesy, in attempting to stifle a 
debate, and from the parliamentary practice 
which prevails in all countries under potrliamen
tary rule-he would have made out a better 
case. It is, the duty of hon. members to 
in,ist upon their right to speak, and they 
will do so, and unless the hon. member who 
leads the Government unconditionally with
draws the resolution he has proposed just 
now, it will be a subject upon which he will 
have great cause for regret, as we shall find 
means, under other circumstances, in committee, 
to occupy far more time than w~uld have set
tled this question in its entirety. I am sp~aking 
solely for myself. I distinctly state that unless 
the hon. member for Bundanba has the right ac
corded to him which has always been accorded to 
every member of this Chamber, and which, so 
far as I can interpret the Speaker's ruling, is 
verified by that ruling, we shall secure it in 
another manner. 

Mr. MURPHY said: Mr. Speaker,-I am 
one of tho"e who did not vote upon the previous 
motion, and would like to say a few words. I 
shall not be too discursive. Great latitude was 
allowed to the hon. member who has just sat 
down, and I hope the same latitude will be 
allowed to me in what I am about to say. This 
question has resolved itself into one of purely 
party tactics. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: All the more shame to 
dissent from the Speaker's ruling. 

Mr. MURPHY: There is nothing concerning 
the sugar industry or black labour in what we 
are doing now. You may call it cl6ture or any
thing the hon. member likes, but it is not cloture, 
as the leader of the Opposition wished to intro
duce it into the House. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIF:B'ITH: I never 
made such a proposition as this. 

Mr. MURPHY: I am sure hon. members do 
not wish in any way to prevent discussion upon 
the sugar question. All we wa.nt is to prevent 
hon. members opposite taking an unfair advan
tage of us. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: Poor 
things ; why cannot you take care of yourselves ? 

Mr. MURPHY : You will find out whether 
we are able to take care of ourselves before we 
have finished. The leader of the Opposition has 
set a trap to catch us, because we would not vote 
f,,r his motion, which was distinctly a motion 
of want of confidence in the Government. It 
was a motion of want of confidence in the 
Government in this way : that the leader of the 
Government plainly stated, when the motion of 
the hon. member for Herbert was first intro
duced, that he would not renew the Poly
nesian Labourers' Act, and that he would carry 
out the pledges given by members on this side of 
the House, and by Sir Thomas Mcilwraith, the 
then le:tder of the party, that they would have 
nothing more whatever to do with black labour. 
Therefore, the motion proposed by the leader of 
the Opposition meant distinctly, "Although you 
have stated you are against kanaka labour, still 
we do not believe you." 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition : 
Hear, hear! 

Mr. MURPHY : That is exactly what the 
motion meant, and you could not expect hon. 
members on this side of the House, who had 
perfect trust and faith in what the leader of the 
Government had said on this matter, to vote for 
a motion to the effect, as was admitted by the 
Oppo,;ition, that they did not believe what the 
leader of the Government had said. We were 
not going to fall into a trap of that kind. It was 
practically a motion giving the lie to the utter
ances of our present and late leaders. 

1'Ir. GRIMES said: Mr. Speaker,-I rise 
to a point of order. The hon. member for 
Barcoo is discussingi\Ir. Cowley's motion, on a 
motion that your ruling be disagreed with. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member is not in 
order in discussing the general question, but he 
is not out of 0rder in discussing the circumstances 
which led up to the motion now before the 
House. 

Mr. MURPHY : As I said, I did not vote on 
the amendment of the leader of the Opposition. 
I walked out of the House. I did so, because 
when I spoke on the main question I said I per
fec,tly agreed in substance with the amendment 
of the leader of the Opposition, and I do so still. 
Therefore, in order to avoid looking as if I had 
no confidence in my leader, sooner than vote for it 
I went outside the House. The whole of this 
thing is purely a childish attempt on the part of 
the Opposition to lead us into this position. 
Having alreadv negatived the amendment for 
the extension of kanaka labour for five years, 
they, in order to prevent--

Mr. HODGKINSON said: Speaker,-I rise 
to a point of order. I was checked for my dis
cursive addreos, and I really fancy the hem. 
member for Barcoo is entering more fully into 
details than I did. Besides, I at once obeyed 
your ruling. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member is too 
discursive. He is entitled to refer to the facts 
that took place, but he is not entitled to enter 
into any discursion on the general q~estion. 

Mr. l'IIURPHY: I will try and keep within 
the point of order no\v, although I do not think 
I have been more discursive than the senior 
member for Burke, who travelled a good deal 
outside the point at issue. I am only going to 
show what is really at the foundation of this 
que <tiou, and that is that the question arranged 
by the leader of the Opposition was arranged in 
such a way as to leave us in a false position. We 
are not going to allow ourselves to be put in any 
false position. \V e understood--

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I call thehon. member to order. The 
only question the h'>n. member can speak to is 
that your ruling be disagreed to. He has no 
right to dhcuss the whole question in that way, 
otherwise this debate may be endless. 

The SPEAKER : The hem. member, as I said 
before, is too discursive. As a matter of fact, 
the hon. member ought to confine himself strictly 
to the question before the House-namely, that 
the Speaker's ruling be disagreed to. At the 
same time I do not think it is irrelevant for the 
hon. member to explain the position in which 
he finds himself. I do not wish hon. members 
to think I am too strict in limiting debate. At 
the same time I do not wish to allow too much 
latitude. 

Mr. MURPHY: I was only discussing the 
question from the point of view that the leader 
of the Opposition laid a deliberate trap in order 
to put us on this side in a false position. It i11 



2022 Tke Sugar Industry. [ASSEMBLY.] Tke Sugar Industry. 

absolutely necessary that I should do so, in order 
that our position in the matter may be thoroughly 
understood. The hon. gentleman him,elf has 
stated that he intended to trap us. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I submit that the only question that 
can be discussed i& the right of the hon. 
member, Mr. Glassey, to speak. The motives of 
any hon. member have nothing to do with that. 
This is simply a question of fact ... You ruled, Sir, 
that the hon. member was entitled to speak, and 
the only question that can be discussed is whether 
he is entitled to speak or not. 

The SPEAKER : The question before the 
House is, that my ruling be disagreed to. I can 
only repeat what I have said before, that the 
only points that can properly be referred to, and 
those as shortly as possible, are facts connected 
with the discussion which led to the desire on the 
part of the hon. member for Bundanba to speak. 
I mean the facts of the .:lebate, and not the 
arguments which have been used in the debate. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WOEKS said.: Mr. Speaker,-It would be im
possible for any hon. member to follow that 
course. The distinctions drawn are rather too 
fine. As the leader of the Opposition said, the 
only question before the House at present is 
whether Mr. Glassey has a right to speak or not 
according to your ruling, and it has been moved 
that your ruling be disagreed to. That is the 
question at present to be discussed, and no other. 
'l'he arguments brought forward during the 
sugar debate, for or against, have nothing what
ever to do with the question. We shall come to 
a decision much sooner if hon. members will 
keep themselves to that point. 

The SPEAKER: I should perhaps have said 
the circumstances connected with the debate. 

Mr. MURPHY : The reason why I think 
your ruling should be disagreed to is that we 
understand on this side of the House-and we 
are !tll of the same opinion-that hon. members 
on this side called "no" before the hon. mem
ber for Bundanba rose to speak. I was coming 
into the House after the division, and I am 
perfectly satisfied that I jleard ''no" called. 
I cannot name any hon. gentleman who called 
"no " ; neither am I in a position to state wh.•'t 
the position of the hon. member for Bundanba 
was at the time; but I am perfectly certain . 
that I heard "no" called. The reason we have 
been discursive in this matter is because we do 
not want to be left in a f!tlse position on this 
side of the House, and when we have explained 
our position, so far as I am concerned, I have no 
objection to the leader of the Government with
drawing his motion. I would like the hon. 
gentleman to withdraw his motion when we 
have thoroughly discussed this matter, and put 
the question from our point of view, so that 
there shall be no misunderstanding in the 
country of what our intentions were. We 
intended to negative all the three motions 
distinctly-the original motion and the two 
amendments. The hon. member for Bnndanba 
was put up by the leader of the Opposition. 

Mr. GLASSEY : That is not a fact. 

Mr. MUEPHY : It was a deliberate trap, laid 
to trap us. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: No. 

Mr. MURPHY : I will not say it was fraud 
and misrepresentation, as the leader of the 
Opposition once accused this side of the House of, 
but it certainly looked very much like an attempt 
to baulk the division, and so put us in a false 
position with the country. If it was not done 

by fraud and misrepresentation, it was at all 
events done by a kind of sneaking tactics which 
I did not think the hon. gentleman would have 
descended to. 

Mr. GLASSEY said: J\Ir. Speaker,-! am 
bound to t"'ke advantage of the motion before 
the House to contradict the statement of the 
hon. member for Barcoo. The hon. gentleman 
said that the leader of the Opposition put me up 
to take the course I did yesterday evening. 
That is absolutely untrue. 

Mr. MURPHY : He said so. 

Mr. GLASSEY: What the leader of the 
Opposition did say was that he knew 'I was 
going to speak, and that he was watching to 
see if I took the course I said I was going to 
adopt. There is not an atom of truth in the state
ment that my action emanated from the leader 
of the Opposition. The idea emanated from 
myself and one or two other hon. members, and 
the leader of the Opposition was informed as to 
the course that was going to be pursued ; and 
that was all he had to do with it. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. GLASSEY : I want to disabuse the hon. 
member's mind of the belief that the question 
emanated from the leader of the Opposition. 

Mr. MURPHY: It met with his approval. 

Mr. G LASSEY : He was asked if he approved 
of it, and he said we could take whatever course 
we liked. 

Mr. HAMILTON said: Mr. Speaker,-In 
reference to thi• matter, I may point out that 
directly the motion of the hon. member for 
Herbert had been put, the Government distinctly 
stated that they had decided not to assist the 
sugar industry by introducing black labour. 

Mr. BARLO\V said : Mr. Speaker,,-! rise to 
a point of order. The point of order is that 
according to a previous ruling given by you, 
Mr. Speaker, the hon. member is only at liberty 
to refer to the circumstances immediately 
attending the proceedings of the hon. member 
for Bundanba last evening. 

The SPEAKER said : As I stated before, I 
think it is allow!tble to recite the circumstances 
connected with the debate which has taken 
place, but not to touch upon the debate on the 
motion of the hon. member for Herbert nor the 
arguments used. The' hon. member must only 
refer inferentially to what has taken place. I 
think I should not be justified in preventing hon. 
members from referring to the circumstances 
connected with the motion before the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON : I was perfectly certain 
that you, Sir, would take no notice of the con
temptible quibble just raised by the hon. member 
for Ipswich. 

The SPEAKER PEtid: The hon. member must 
not use such language as that in reference to 
another hon. member. Hon. members must use 
language which is not unparliamentary. They 
must know that the effect of their doing so is 
very apt to lead to unpleasant results. 

Mr. HAMILTON : Mr. Spe:tker

HoNoURABLE MEMBERS on the Opposition 
side: Apologise. 

Mr. HAMILTON~ As it is unparliamentary 
for me to express my opinion regarding this 
matter, I beg to apologise to the House-not 
to the individual. As I stated, when the hon. 
member for Herbert had moved his motion, the 
Government distinctly stated that they had n.ot 
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the slightest intention to introduce black labour. 
DirActly they had made that statement, the 
leader of the Opposition moved the following 
amendment :-

H That t.he following words be inserted after the word 
'means'-' not involving a reopening of the coloured 
labour question.' '' 

As a matter of course the Government regarded 
that as a distinct insult, after they had stated 
they had not the elightest intention of doing so. 

Mr. BARLO\V said: l\Ir. Speaker,-! rise to 
a point of order. I ask whether the hon. mem
ber for Cook is in order? 

The SPEAKER said : The hon. member is 
referring to another question than the one before 
the House. I hope the hon. member will confine 
himself as far as possible to the question, and 
only refer to the circumstances of the debate. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I shall refer to the cir
cumstances of the debate. It was stated to
night that it was an insult to the Government, 
as it inferred that they could not he believed, 
and that it was for th~tt reason the leader of the 
Opposition made his proposal. When that was 
said the hon. member for Burke, who is an 
ex-Minister, said, "Hear, hear !" meaning that 
it was meant as an insult. 

Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-! rhe to 
a point of order. The hon. member is referring 
to something not in connection with the hon. 
member for Bundanba at all. 

The SPEAKER said: I hope the hr,n. member 
will confine himself as closely as possible to the 
question before the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I would confine myself 
to the question before the House if the learned 
member of the Ipswich Debating Society would 
not interrupt me. When the hon. member for 
Barcoo stated that the amendment of the leader of 
the Opposition implied a disbelief in the statement 
of the Government, and was therefore an insult 
to the Government, the hon. member for Burke 
said "Hear, hear!" implying that that was 
really what was meant. It has been stated 
that this has been a trap laid by the leader 
of the Opposition. That hon. gentleman 
stated to-night that he knew perfectly well 
that the hon. member for Bundanha was going to 
speak, but that W<' had no suspicion of the matter. 
Yes; I grant, Mr. Speaker, that we had no 
suspicion, because we believed that members on 
the other side were acting in a straightforward 
and honourable manner in the matter. \Vhile 
the hpn. member for ·Herbert was speaking 
ye,terday afternoon I was sitting on the other 
side of the Honse, and several members on that 
side requested me to induce the hon. member for 
Herbert to sit down so that the question might 
go to a division, because if they did not come to 
a division before 6 o'clock, they would talk 
against time in order to protract the session. 
I then went to the hon. member for Herbert to 
induce him to curtail his speech, which he did, so 
that a division might he taken. It appears now, 
however, that there was not tne slightest inten
tion on the part of hon. members opposite of 
going to a division. The leader of the Opposi
tion was an accessory to the intention, and an 
accessory to the fact is equally guilty with the 
principal. 

Mr. GLASSEY: No one knew about it until 
after 6 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER : I must point out to the 
hon. member that his remarks have nothing to do 
with the question before the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON : I wish to know why the 
Opposition should shrink from a division? I 
suppose I may ask that question? 

Mr. SALKELD: We will tell you when the 
proper time comes. 

Mr. HAMILTON : The reason is pretty well 
known. When the Government voted against 
the amendment of the leader of the Opposition 
it was known perfectly well that when a vote 
was taken on the motion of the hon. member for 
Herbert there would not be half a score in favour 
of the motion. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member is out of 
order in referring to that question. He has no 
right to discuss the motives of hon. members. 
They have nothing to do with the question before 
the House. 

Mr. HAMILTION: I will ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, whether it will be in order for me to 
state that those gentlemen who are now breaking 
their hearts because they cannot discuss this 
question, have for the last month persistently 
refused to discuss it, and that they now are 
trying to prevent a division, as they wish the 
country to have the impression that the Go
vernment were going to vote for the motion of 
the hem. member for Herbert. 

The SPEAKER: In referring to motives, the 
hon. member is not throwing any light on the 
question before the House. 

Mr. HAMILTOX: I think I can throw some 
fresh light on the motion now. One of the chief 
points of objection by hon. members on the other 
eide is that the motion was not fully put, 
because they did not hear the "noes." But 
members on this side have asserted that they 
uttered the word "no;" and one of those mem
bers is the Minister for Mines and Worb, whose 
word we all believe. I think we are justified in 
questioning your ruling, when the chief reason 
you give, Sir, is that you did not hear the "noes," 
because we know that they were uttered by 
members on this side. 

Mr. CROMBIE said : Mr. Speaker,-! know 
for a fact that I called out ''no" myself ; but I 
do not know what position the hon. member for 
Bundanba was in at the time. I heard others 
call "no" be<'ides myself. 

Mr. LITTLE said: Mr. Speaker,-I do not 
know whether I am in order or not in speaking 
on this question. I was not present at the time 
the divr"ion took place, or I would have (Siven 
my support to the leader of the Opposition. 
That is a fact. I know I am under your ruling, 
and you will find me <~ very obedient member of 
this House. I have been called a coward, a cur, 
a rogue, and a vagabond. 

HosouRABLJ<; ME>IBERS: No. 
Mr. LITTLE: I say I have, and I will prove 

it. \Vhen the Civil Service Bill was going 
through, the leader of the Opposition charged 
members on this side with not having the 
courage of their opinions. I am one of those 
members, and I say that a man without courage 
is a coward, :md a coward is a cur. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member is out of 
order in referring to what took place during some 
other debate. 

<Mr. LITTLE : I can only say that I was away 
at a cock fight when the division took place. If 
I had known the division was going <to be taken 
I would have been here, and would have sup
ported the leader of the Opposition. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-I should 
like to say a few words strictly on the question 
before the House. I think your ruling should 
not be disagreed to, because if your ruling is not 
dissented from, it will mean that the hon. member 
for Bundan ba is in order in addressing this 
Chamber; and if your ruling is dissented from 
the hon. member for Bundanba will be prevented 
from addressing this Chamber. Therefore, I 
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submit that the effect of the motion before the 
House dissenting from your ruling is to. prevent 
the hon. member for Bundanba from saymg what 
he has to say to the House; and if that motion is 
carried, the effect will be to restrict debate. It 
will practically be putting a gag on hon. mem
bers. You referred incidentally in your ruling 
to a case that occurred in the early part of this 
session, when I endeavoured to speak upon an 
answer to a question put by myself to a Minister. 
Objection was taken, I think by the Minister 
for Mines and W arks; but the result was that, 
on the following day, I got a full opportunity of 
saying everything I wanted to say. 

Mr. BARLOW : You got it the same day. 
I moved the adjournment of the House. 

Mr. DRAKE : Yes. I asked a question with 
regard to the Agent-General in England, anrl the 
Minister for Mines and Works, I think, objected 
to my commenting in any way on the answer I 
received from the Minister. The hon. member 
for Ipswich, Mr. Barlow, moved the adjournment 
of the House, and gave me an opportunity of 
speaking ; and the only result of the attempted 
obstruction - if I may use the word- was 
a waste of between one and two hours of the 
time of this House in debating the question 
whether I had a right to speak or not. Even
tually, however, I said what I had to say. 
What I wish to point out now is, that nothing 
can possibly be gained by burking debate. The 
Minister for Mines and W arks may imagine 
that he has gained something by preventing the 
hon. member for Bundanba from speaking now, 
but there is no doubt that whatever the hon. 
member wants to say will be said, and that 
whatever. any other member wishes to say will 
also be sard. 

Mr. SMYTH : Before the Estimates pa.ss. 
Mr. DRAKE : I think I shall be in order in 

stating briefly why I think the hon. member for 
Bundanba, and other hon. members, are justified 
in desiring to have an opportunity of saying 
something, now that the amendment moved by 
the leader of the Opposition has been rejected. 
I voted for the amendment of the leader of the 
Opposition. I intended also to vote for the 
motion as amended ; but I never contemplated 
till the division took place last night that the 
ameodment of the leader of the Opposition would 
be rejected, and I think I have a right not only 
to carefully consider how I should vote now on the 
main question, but also a right to give an explana
tion of any vote I may give on the main question, 
because the negativing of the amendment of 
the hon. the leader of the Opposition simply 
means t.his : That the means proposed to be 
adopted for the benefit of the sugar industry do 
not ·necessarily exclude the employment of 
some kind of coloured labour ; and therefore I 
feel a considerable amount of hesitation in 
saying "aye" on the main question. Up to 
the present time I fully intended to vote 
" aye " on the main question, but I am under 
considerable doubt whether I should do so or 
not, now that the amendment of the hon. the 
leader of the Opposition has been rejected. I 
think that is a reason why we should have some 
small opportunity of considering the question, 
and allowing every member who may desire to 
do so an opportunity of explaining the reason 
for the vote he gives on the main question. We 
have heard a great deal this session, especiaily 
from some members on the other side, about 
sharp practice, special pleading, and so on ; 
especially from the Minister for Lands, who seems 
to have a special down on lawyers, I do not 
know why I am sure. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have 
none. 

Mr. DRAKl<} : I think the hon. gentleman has 
spoken occasionally about sharp practice and 
special pleading ; but wa; any instance of 
sharp practice ever brought forward in this 
House like the instance to-night of the Minis
ter for l\lines and Works-even presuming 
he is right-taking advantage of the state of 
circumstances that existerl last night in order 
to prevent the hon. member for Bundanba 
from speaking? Y on know, Mr. Speaker, and 
hon. members know, that when the division was 
taken it was past 6 o'clock, there was a regular 
turmoil, members rushing backwards and for
wards, and it was very difficult to know what 
was being done. I am perfectly satisfied in my 
own mind as to the facts of the case. I have 
spoken with regard to that. I am quite certain 
that the hon. member for Bundanba was as fully 
in possession of the floor of the House as any 
member ever has been, even before the question 
was put. And I say, is ita wise thing to take ad
vantage of a quibble-because it is nothing else
to prevent the hon. member for Bundanha, or 
any other member, from spealdngon this question? 
I am perfectly sure it is unwise, and I think 
you, Sir, and almost every member will agree 
with me, apart altogether from this particular 
incident, that it is not a wise thing to strain a 
point against any hon. member who wants to 
address the House. 

Mr. GANNON said: Mr. Speaker,-So far 
in this debate I have not said anything, and I 
should like to say a few words on the question 
before the House, which is that the Speaker's 
ruling be dis:-tgreed to. I should like to know 
if I am in order in asking this question : 
·whether, after hearing the lucid manner in 
which you put the matter before the House
that you did not catch certain votes, and were 
not quite sure on the point-you would prefer 
to have the ruling of the House-that you did 
not care about deciding it yourself? In that 
case I should like to know whether, in voting as 
I propose to vote-that your ruling be disagreed 
to-I may not be actually helping to pass a vote 
of want of confidence in yourself? Before 
proceeding further I should like to ask that 
question. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member did not 
understand my ruling. I said that having stated 
last night that the hon. member for Bundanba 
had a right to speak, I could not see, after 
reviewing all the circumstances of the case, how 
I could withdraw the authority I had given him; 
but that as there were matters of doubt connected 
with the rjuestion, more especially in connection 
with the main vote, I suggested that it would he 
competent for hon. members to disagree with the 
decision I had arrived at by moving that my 
ruling be disagreed to. 

Mr. GANNON. said: I may say, Sir, that 
being one of the anti·kanaka members--

HoNOURALE MEMBERS of the Opposition : 
Oh! oh! 

Mr. GANNON': If hon. members will allow 
me, I will try and put myself straight with this 
House, and also with the country. So far as I 
am concerned, and many other hon. members 
who are of the same way of thinking as myself, 
who are entirely against black labour in 
any shape or form, we have spoken to that 
effect, and we would like to have seen a 
vote taken on the question; but so far, by a 
little finessing on the part of the Opposition, we 
have been prevented from voting. But, Sir, 
I do not want to see discus.~ion on this matter 
stopped in any way possible. After the de
claration of the hon. gentleman at the head of 
the Government, that they were entirely against 
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kanaka labour, I feel perfectly satisfied that 
nothing will be done by the Government or their 
supporters to help to bring up that question 
again. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must 
confine himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. GANNON: I say--
Mr. SMYTH : He is speaking to his con

stituents. 
Mr. GANNON: If I am in order in replying. 

to certain hon. members who say I am speaking 
to my constituents, I am happy to say that I am 
not a bit frightened on that point. They know 
me and I know them. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Chair, chair ! 
Mr. GANNON: I will not break the rules of 

the House by saying any more on that point, 
but I will ask one question. The hon. the 
leader of the House has submitted a motion that 
your ruling be disagreed to, and I would like to 
p,sk him to withdraw that motion. I think it would 
be a great deal better to allow the hon. member 
for Bundanba or any other hon. member to say 
what he has got to say, so that we members who 
are opposed tn black labour, will not be placed 
in a false position. Let them say everything they 
like, because a vote must be taken ; and we will 
then be able to prove how we intend to vote. 
Speaking to the question that the Speaker's ruling 
be disagreed to, I should be very sorry indeed if 
any vote I gave might appear to put you, Sir, in 
a false position in the House, because we are 
perfectly confident that your ruling, whatever 
it might be, is one that you honestly believe to 
be right. For that reason, I should like the hon. 
the leader of the House to withdraw this motion 
for the purpose of allowing hon. members, and 
especially the hon. member for Bundanba, to 
say whatever they may like, and not stop the 
discussion. The hon. the leader of the Opposi
tion said he was quite prepared to h:we a vote 
taken next week, and no doubt all hon. members 
especially interested in the vote would like to 
have a vote taken before the end of the session. 

Mr. TOZER said: Mr. Speaker,-I am one 
of the few members who never spoke on the 
sugar question at all, and I must say that I did 
not contemplate speaking last night ; but still, if 
it had not been so close to 6 o'clock, I might 
have taken up a few minutes in explaining 
the reasons for my vote. The reason why I do 
not think your ruling should be disagreed to is 
this : It is to be regretted that the first question 
of disagreement to your ruling should arise on 
a question in which party feeling runs so 
strong, because disagreement to your ruling is 
a very serious thing. If it was a question in
volving some question of practice the House 
might like you to lay down a precedent ; 
but in a matter of this kind surely the good 
sense of hon. members opposite will see that it 
would be at least courteous to believe hon. mem
bers on this side, and believe the hon. member 
for Bundanba, who ought to be the best judge 
of what he did. The good feeling of the House 
should extend beyond a party question. I am 
disgusted -- ~ 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must 
confine himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. STEVENSON said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
think you yourself have invited the House to 
disagree with your ruling, because you admit in 
a way that you made a mistake last night, but 
had to stick to it to-day. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS on the Opposition 
side: No, no! 

Mr. STEVENSON: Had it not been that you, 
Sir, invited the House to disagree with the 
ruling, I do not suppose any motion for disagree-

ment would have been made. I would much 
rather that the discussion had been gone on 
with. I wished to say a little on the subject, 
but I have had no opportunity. While I am 
on my feet I wish to ,say this, that while the 
h<m. member for Bundanba was speaking to
night I did not listen to him. What he said I 
got from the hon. member for Mitchell, Mr. 
Crombie, and he gave it to me in a rather 
garbled way. Since then I have recollected 
exactly what happened last night, and I shall 
put myc,elf right as I do not believe in saying 
anything that is not in exact accordance with 
facts. I remember now very well what took 
place. When I was walking across from where 
the hon. member for Wide Bay is sitting and 
passing the hon. member for Bundanba, he 
got up and commenced, "Mr. Speaker, --" I 
remember quite well saying to him, " Surely 
to goodnes.< you will allow us to get to our 
seats first." The hon. member sat down, and 
we got to our places again. I do not know, 
Mr. Speaker, whether this motion is going 
to be withdrawn or not, but I wish to say 
this, that after the statements that have been 
made hy the leader of the Government and the 
Minister for Mines and Works about black 
labour, it is no use anyone discussing the question 
any further. As things are constituted in Queens
land at ]Jresent, and on account of the pledges 
we gave our constituents, we can never vote for 
black labour. That is all I have to say. 

Mr COWLEY said: Mr. Speaker,-I con
sider that I am the innocent causf' of all this 
trouble. I certainly wish that the Colonial 
Secretary would withdraw his motion, and my 
reasons are these : I think it mu;;t be known to 
all members that I do not want to stifle debate. 
My object is to have the motion fully discussed, 
and the more it is discussed the better I shall be 
pleased. Therefore I trust the Colonial Secre
tary will withdraw his motion ; but I most 
decidedly say this, that I sat here last night 
watching intently all that took place, and I feel 
assured~ in my own mind that the "noes" had 
been called when the question was put. There
fore, if it goes to a division I shall vote for this 
motion, but at the same time I wish to give free 
and full discussion to the question, and have it 
decided on its merits. For the reason that I do 
not wish to burke discussion, I hope the Chief 
Secretary will withdraw the motion. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I pro· 
pose to withdraw this motion, but I cannot see 
that in making the motion there was any 
intention to cast disrespect upon you. You 
left it an open question for this House, and I 
hold the same opinion as the hon. member for 
Herbert. It was becavse you said your memory 
was defective that I made the motion. As I 
have been requested by the hon. member for 
Herbert, who is primarily interested in the 
matter, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. UNMACK said: Mr. Speaker,--After 
the statement that has been made by the hon. 
member for Clermont, Mr. Stevenson, nothing 
could be clearer than that Mr. Glassey has 
established his right at the time he was speaking, 
because the hon. member's remarks are a direct 
and positive acknowledgment of that. 

Mr. STEVENSON : He sat down again. 

Mr. UNMACK said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
hon. member sat down afterwards, in deference 
to the Speaker, who was putting the question at 
the time. Now, I maintain that even supposing 
the "ayes" and " noes" had been given, the 
question was not settled until you had given 
your ruling. I must say I am very much opposed 
to having the motion withdrawn. I think it 
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ought to go to the vote. If the Chief Secretary 
has made a mistake his motion should be nega
tived, and I object to it being withdrawn. 

The Ho:'-1. C. POWERS said: Mr. Speaker,
The tactics of hon. gentlemen opposite are 
similar to those which they adopted last night. 
They, fi1st of all, ask to have the motion with
drawn, and then they object to its being with
drawn. The leader of the Opposition asked that 
it should be withdrawn, and the Premier at once 
said he would gladly withdraw it if it was to g·o 
to a division. This matter has been fully dis
cussed now, and I am glad to hear that the leader 
of the Government, after hearing the expression 
of opinion, has agreed to withdraw his motion; 
but I am of the same opinion as the hon. m em her 
for Herhert and the hon. member for South Bris
bane. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that you 
would have felt offended at all if the motion was 
call'ied, because you said, in putting· the motion 
that you did not hear the "noes.'' Everyone 
understands that one person who did hear is 
worth fifty who did not. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: We all 
saw Mr. Glassey standing up at the time. 

The HoN. C. POWERS : This question is 
bef()re the House and the country, and the 
le:tder of the House says the " noes" were taken 
before the hon., member for Bundanba rose to 
speak. The JYiinister for Mines and "\Vorks has 
said that that hon. member had sat down, and 
did not rise again until the "noes " were taken. 
The Postmaster-General says he has not the 
slightest duubt about it, and are those members 
likely to be disbelieved by the House and the 
country? The hon. member for South Brisbane, 
Mr. Luya, also said the same thing. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: That is 
their recollection, that is all. 

The HoN. C. POvYEHS: Mr. Speaker,-I 
say that when the leaders of the House have 
said that, I am sure you would not have been 
annoyed if the resolution proposed by the 
Premier was carried. If you had said tl'l.at you 
were certain the "noes" had not been declared, 
such a re',,olution would have been disrespectful; 
but that is not the case, and it was in that view the 
Premier proposed his resolution. So far as bur king 
the discus~ion is concerned, nothing of the sort 
would have been done. The members on the Go
vernment side would have shown to the country 
that they were prepared to carry out their pledges, 
if the Opposition wonld allow them to go to a 
division, and say that the sugar industry should 
stand the bame as any other industry. "\Vhat 
we have heard all along from the members of the 
Opposition is, "Divide, divide," and we were 
led to believe all along that they wa,nted to go 
to a division, and they charged us with stringing 
the matter on. After your ruling had been 
disagreed to we could have gone to a division, 
and the discus.ion need not hM·e been burked at 
nll, because on the motion to go into Committee 
of Supply the whole question could have been 
thrashed out again 

Mr. DRAKE: A discussion after the divi
sion. 

The HoN. C. POWERS : Yes. The leader, 
of the Opposition himself ''aid it would not 
burke the discussion, because every member 
could speak upon it. The hon. member said 
we need not think this resolution was going to 
burl<e discussion if it was carried, and that it 
was foolish of the Government to think so. He 
told us that it would be the duty of every mem
ber on his side to discuss it, and they would 
discuss it. 

Mr. HUNTER : That would not alter the 
votes, to discuss it after the division was taken. 

' The HoN. C. POWERS: They could give 
expression to their opinions, and every member 
of the House knows that no amount of discus
sion will alter any vote on the subject now. 

HO:'-!OURABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition : Is 
that so 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS on the Government 
benches : Hear, hear ! 

The HoN. C. PO"\YERS: Yes; every member 
of the House knows that every man has made np 
his mind on this question. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must 
keep to the question. 

The HoN. C. POWERS: The question before 
us, Mr. Speaker, is as to whether your ruling 
should be disftgreed to, and I was trying to 
show that as you were not positive as to whether 
the voices had been given, there would have 
been no disrespect in carrying the resolution. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: You were 
trying to show that your cartridge was blank. 

The HoN. C. POWERS: The country will 
not g·enemlly be fooled. The country generally 
knows what is right. 

HoNOt;RABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition : 
Hear, hear! 

The HoN. C. PO'VVERS : If any blank cart
ridges are fired, or any tricks tried on the people 
they will know how to deal with them. The 
public may be fooled for a time, but they will 
not be fooled altogether. 

HONOcRABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition : 
Hear, hear! 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: They have 
been fooled now for about eighteen months. 

The HoN. C. POWERS: They will know 
how to take what has been done. 

Mr. SPEAKER said : I think the hon. 
member is trav~lling beyond reasonable bounds 
in discussing what the public will think. That 
is not the question before the House. 

The HoN. C. POWERS: I submit to your 
ruling, Mr. Speaker ; but at the bilme time I 
think you will admit that my wandering from 
the question was caused by the interjections of 
hon. members opposite. Unfortunately I cannot 
h@lp replying to interjections sometimes. The 
quPstion is as to whether your ruling shall be 
clisagreed to. As you put it so fairly to the 
House that you are not positive that the voices 
were taken, and as so many hon. members who 
have the respect of the House and of the 
country generally, have declared that the voices 
were taken, you thought it best to refer the 
matter to the House. I am very glad to hear 
the leader of the Government has expressed his 
intention to withdraw the resolution, t1nd I hope 
that no objection will be made by those sitting 
on the opposite side to the withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER s;>id : There is one point in 
connection with th<.> question upon which there 
seems to be some doubt. I did not intend to 
invite the motion which has been proposed-that 
my ruling be disagreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON : It lookM like it. 
The SPEAKER said: I did not intend to 

invite it; and I purposely put the matter in such 
a way that, if any hon. member chose to make 
that motion, he might do so without feeling 
that I would take it as at all personal to myself. 
If I misled any hon. member in the way in 
which I put the matter to the House, I can 
only say I very much regret it. 

Mr. SALKELD said: Mr. Speaker,-It is 
quite correct to say that we wanted to go to a 
division last night; but we wanted to go to a 
division upon the motion as amended by the 
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amendment of the leader of the Opposition. 
'When the amendment of the leader of the Oppo
sition was negatived-to our surprise-the posi
tion was entirely changed ; and hon. members 
who might have been inclined to vote for the 
motion, as amended, wanted to reconsider the 
question, bRcause it then took quite a different 
aspect. The hon. member for Burrum has told 
us that certain members on the Government 
benches have told you that they heard the word 
"no" called; and that the word of one member 
who heard "no" cn,lled was worth the evidence 
of fifty witnesses who did not hear it. The hon. 
member forgets, however, that a large number of 
members on this side of the House have declared 
that they saw the hon. member for Bundanba 
standing up, and heard him address you before 
you had finished putting- the question. The hon. 
member for Clermont has also admitted that, 
the newspaper Press take the same view of the 
matter, and you, Sir, s:1id tbat the ban. member 
for Bundanba had a right to speak. If any 
exception was to be taken to the hon. member 
speaking, it should have been taken at the time, 
and the Minister for Mines and ·w arks is put 
out of court by the fact that he did not take 
exception then. The hon. member for Bundanba 
rose and said certain words, and after he had 
said those words the opportunity for objecting 
was gone. I am '·Ure there has been good reason 
for the interjection of the leader of the Opposi
tion to-night that the hon. member at the head 
of the Government had gone mad. He certainly 
acted very strangely. I saw the hon. member 
for Bundanba and the hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Barlow, standing up before you had 
finished putting the question ; and when you 
saw the hon. member for Bunbanba you looked 
at the clock, and then across at him, as much as 
to say, "It is past 6 o'clock," and seeing 
that he intended to continue speaking, you 
said you would resume the chair at 7 
o'clock ; and there was no objection taken then. 
The hon. member for Bundanba commenced to 
speak and said certain words, and then you, Sir, 
said you would resume the chair at 7 o'clock. I 
think it is a very strange proceeding- on the part 
of the Minister for Mines and ·w arks and the 
Premier. 

Mr. SAYERS said: Mr. Speaker,-I simply 
wish to say a word or two in answer to the 
remarks of the hon. member for Burrum, who 
stated distinctly that the Premier, the :Minister 
for Mines and \Vorks, and the Postmaster-General 
had said certain things. I do not wish to dispute 
their word, because I believe they were saying 
what they believed was true, but I walked across 
the floor of the House and saw what happened. 
The leader of the Opposition, who is an old parlia
mentary hand, has stated what took place, and 
his word will be taken, I think, as soon as that 
of any other member in this Chamber. It was 
impossible for any member on that side of the 
House to know that the hon. member for 
Bundanba was going to speak. 

The PREMIER : The leader of the Oppoc>i
tion said he knew he was going to speak. 

Mr. SA YERS : I went with the hon. member 
for Bundanba to the hon. gentleman, to see 
whether he could speak, and found that he could. 
The leader of the Opposition has stated that he 
watched the hon. member to see that he did not 
lose his chance, and Ithink his word ought to be 
accepted by the House. Moreover, I would say 
that there was no trap in the hon. member for 
Bundanba rising to speak, because the hon. 
member for Oxley had given notice of an amend
ment. 

Mr. AGNEW said: Mr. Speaker,-I have 
been wondering what practical result can accrue 
from our night's work, and I do not know of any 

good. I am perfectly certain that there is not a 
member of this House who will think for a 
moment that any other hon. member has wilfully 
told a falsehood. I am sure that every hon. 
member will believe, when he hears another 
member say that he saw the hon. member for 
Bundgnba standing or sitting, that he was and 
is under that impression. I am decidedly under 
the impression that I heard the Minister for 
Mines and Works say ''No," and I am quite 
certain that the leader of the Opposition is sure 
that he is correct in his contention. The result of 
our going to a division on this will be that we shall 
introduce a system of keeping members strictly 
to the regular parliamentary practice-a system 
which, in that respect, has never been before 
observed since I have had a seat in the House. 
I am sure that no member desires to see a result 
of that kind. Hitherto young members have 
been allowed considerable latitude, and our mis
takes have been condoned because we are not 
supposed to be up in the tactics of Parliament in 
the same way as older members. But if this 
question comes to a division, and the strict prac
tice is to be followed, we shall scarcely ever know 
what position we are in. Believing conscien
tiously, as I do, what the Minister for Mines and 
Works has stated, and admitting that hon. 
gentlemen opposite are as much entitled to be 
believed as I hope to be, I feel very great diffi
dence in voting on the question. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: You 
had better not vote at all. ' 

Mr. AGNE\V: If I did not vote at all, as 
the hon. gentleman suggests, I would not be true 
to my convictions. I am, therefore, bound to 
vote, and I shall vote ; but at the same time I 
see exactly the difficulty that will arise in the 
future by forcing the matter to a division. We 
shall gain nothing by doing that, and shall 
practically be where we were when you, Sir, 
gave your ruling. I sincerely hope that hon. 
members will seriously consider the question, 
and that it will not be pressed to a division. 

Mr. ANNEAR said: Mr. Speaker,-You 
have given your ruling, with which I entirely 
agree. But how are we to take the remarks of 
the hon. member for Burrum? The hon. mem
ber stated a few minutes ago that he was 
confident that every member on this side of the 
House was entirely wrong. That is questioning 
your ruling. I feel sure that you, Sir, have de
cided the question in a proper manner, and that 
ruling bears out a statement I made about an 
hour before. People as they advance in political 
life learn a great deal, and I have no doubt that 
the hon. member for Burrum will soon learn that 
he is not now the free lance he was before he sat 
on the Treasury benches, and should not make 
the rash statements he has made from time to 
time, but should clothe himself with tbat gravity 
which ought always to belong to a Minister of the 
Crown. The Government have to thank the 
Minister for Mines and W arks for the waste of 
time that has taken place this evening. If this 
question was not to be reopened to-day, why did 
this notice appear on the business paper issued 
this morning:-

''Resumption of debate on Mr. CowlCy's motion, 
'That, in the opinion of this House, it is desirable early 
next session to adopt some means for encouraging the 
sugar industry'-which stood adjourned (Under Ses~ 
sioual Order of 22nd May last) at 7 o'clock :p.m. on 
Thursday, the 3rd instant." 

That was yesterday. I am sure the Minister 
for Mines and Works has made a great mistake, 
and that the Premier has also made a greBt 
mistake in thinking that he is going to shut the 
mouths of members sitting on this side of the 
House. I see sitting opposite to me the hon. 
member for Barcoo. How many hours and hours 
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have we had to sit listening to that hon. mem
ber wasting the time of this House? \V e on 
this side have the same privilege now. Hon. 
members seem to think that we are sitting 
till a late hour. ·what nonsense that is ! 
I think it is about the proper time now 
to begin work. It is not a late hour; at the 
same time I am not going to encourage the Go. 
vernment in talking this evening; we wi!l have 
the talking on some other evening when their 
time will be more precious to them. I entirely 
agree with your ruling, Sir. I think you gave it 
in a very clear and lucid manner;. but in view 
of the entry on the business paper, I think it 
should have been given in a particularly emphatic 
manner, because the resumption of this debate is 
an Order of the Day on the business paper for 
to-day. 

Mr. LISSNER said: Mr. Speaker,-1 did not 
intend to speak to-night, or at any other time, 
and I do not think the country will thank us 
very much for what we have been doing during 
the last two days. There has been nothing but• 
a succession of tricks, and I am not given very 
much to that kind of thing, so I hope this little 
speech of mine will act as a sort of nightcap. 
The question now is that the Premier should 
withdraw his motion that the Speaker's ruling 
be disagreed to ; and I would have much more 
pleasure in supporting that than in voting against 
that ruling. If hon. m em hers opposite are not 
satisfied with that g,ow, I hope they will con
sider it, and that I!Niser counsels will prevail. 
The hon. member for Maryborough has been 
having some rare times lately. He has been to 
England and America, has seen all s0rts of 
wonders, and has come back as fresh as possible. 
l1ut he does not consider that you, Mr. Speaker, 
have sot in that chair since 7 o'clock this 
evening, and it is now a quarter to 12 o'clock. I 
shall certainly vote for the withdrawal of the 
motion that we disagree to your ruling, and if 
the hon. member for Bundanba wishes to speak 
on the sugar question, he should be at liberty to 
do so. The whole difficulty has arisen out of 
this nigger business. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is out 
of order. 

Mr. LISSNER: I do not think, Sir, I am out of 
order, but I bow to yonr ruling, and I shall 
certainly vote for the withdrawal of this motion. 

The SPEAKER : I hope hon. members will 
not be under a misapprehension in regard to my 
allowing the discussion to exceed the actual 
question before the House. The motion before 
the House, I take it, will have the effect, if 
carried, of preventing any further discussion upon 
the question, and, because it will have that effect, 
I think I was justified in allowing hon. members 
to go beyond the actual question before the 
House, and to refer to points connected with the 
rights of hon. members who wish to speak upon 
the main question. I hope hon. members will 
understand that. Is it the pleasure of the House 
that the motion be withdrawn? 

HoNOl:RABLE MEMBERS on the Opposition 
benches: No. 

Question-That the Speaker's ruling be dis
agreed to-put, and the House divided:-

AYEs, 26. 
::\Iessrs. Nelson, Macrossan, Donaldson, Pattison, 

Blacl(, Powers, :J.'Im·ehead, Dnnsmure, Crombie, Watson, 
:J.furpby, Jessop, Stevenson, Plunkett, Agnew, North, 
Lissner, G. H. Jone:::., O'Connell, I.Jittle, Adams, Cowley, 
Gannon, R. H. Smith, Luya, and Hamilton. 

NOES, 20. 
SirS. ·vv. Griffith, Messrs. Hodgkinson, Drake, "\'Vimble, 

Grimes, Salkeld, Isambert, Unmack, l!"oxtou, Barlow, 
}'[cl\Iaster, Smyth, 3Iacfarlane, Anneal\ Tozer, 1\.fellor, 
Sayers, Buckland, Glassey, and Hunter. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER: The question is-
Mr. GLASSEY said: Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER : I must remind the hon. 

member that the rule of the House is that when 
the Speaker rises to speak every member shall 
take his seat. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said: Mr. Speaker,-I rise to a point 
of order. At an earlier period of the evening I 
raised a point of order that the hon. member 
for Bundanba could not speak under Standing 
Order No. 73. The question now is for a 
division on the original question. That ques
tion was put last night, and hon. members 
called "aye" and "no," respectively. I there
fore submit that it cannot be put again. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFJ!'ITH : But the 
Speaker did not declare whether the "ayes" or 
the "noes" had the majority. 

The SPEAKER : As the question is raised, I 
will not put the question again. I say the 
"noes have it." That will prevent any further 
points of order being raised. 

Original question put, and the House divided:
Aus, 5. 

]:Iessrs. Cowley, Adams, O'Connell, G. H. Jones, and 
Smith. 

Nm;s, 21. 
Messrs. Nelson, Blacli:, Donaldson, Powers, )lorehead, 

~Iacrossan, Pattison, Dnnsmurc, Hamilton, North, Luya, 
Stevenson, Gannon, Agnew, rlunkett, Little, Crombw, 
Lissner, ::\Iurphy, n~atson, and Jessop. 

Question resolved in the negative. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER, in moving the adjournment 

of the House, said the business to be taken on 
Monday would be the Granville and Bnrnett 
Bridg·es Bill, to be considered in committee ; the 
Federal Council Referring Bill, second reading ; 
the Companies Act Amendment Bill, considera· 
tion of Legislative Council's amendments; and 
after that, Supply. 

Question put and passed. 
The Honse adjourned at 12 o'clock. 




