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1880 Agricultural Lands, Etc., Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Personal Explanation.

¥ripAY, 23 NOVEMBER, 1894,

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past

3 o’clock.
QUESTIONS.

LAND FOR SELECTION.

Mr. MURRAY asked the Secretary for
Lands—

1. Is it the intention of the Government to throw
open additional areas of land for geueral selection
throughount the colony?

2. If so, what lands will be thrown open for selection
in the Central division of the colony, and when will
such lands be proclaimed?

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS (Hon.
A. H. Barlow) replied—

1. Yes.

2. Exact areas are not yet defined, but will consist
of best grazing lands in various parts of the division.
Will be proclaimed open to selection in January next,

ADDITIONAL SITTING DAY.
On the motion of the PREMIER (Hon. H.
M. Nelson), it was resolved—
That the House, at its rising, do adjourn until

Monday next, at 3 o’clock p.m., and that Government
bhusiness do take precedence on that day.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. ANNEAR : Before proceeding to the
Orders of the Day, I request the permission of
the House to make a personal statement with
regard to a report in the Zelegraph of a speech
delivered by the hon. member for Toowong this
morning, in which the hon. member referred to
myself. The report says—

“Mr. Reid informed the House that the permanent
Chairman, in an interview with him”’—
which makes it appear that I went to seek an
interview with the hon. member—
¢ agreed to resume the chair in ten minutes. He had
not done so, and his (Mr. Reid’s) belief was that he
had been prevented from keeping his word.” .
The facts are these. The hon. member for
Toowong came to me at the top of the stairs and
said, ‘“ Are you going to take the chair ?” I said,
“Yes.” Whether the time was named or not, 1
am not certuin, A few minutes after the hon.
member spoke to me, I came into the Chamber
and took my seat on a chair outside the bar. I
found then that a motion was before the Com-
mittee that Mr. Stephens, the Acting Chairman,
leave the chair ; and after sitting there for a few
minutes I heard Mr. Stephens most grossly
insulted, and I thought it would have been a
piece of cowardice on my part to take the chair
at that moment.

The SPEAXER: Order! The hon. member
can make a personal explanation, but he must
confine himself to that.

Mr. ANNEAR : That is all I have to say.
That is the reason I did not take the chair—
because a motion was before the Committee that
Mr. Stephens leave the chair. I heard the
Acting Chairman insulted, and did not intend
to insult him further, .

Mr. REID: With the permission of the
House, I should like to say a few words.

The SPEAKER : There is no question before
the House. It is only by the pleasure of the
House that the hon. member can be heard.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. REID : Ishould like to say that I said
the same to the House that the Chairman has
said. The TZelegyraph report is incorrect. I
think hon. members will bear me out in that.
T did not say an ‘““interview.” I said I had seen
the Chairman, and he promised to come back
into the chair. As to the Chairman’s other
statement, there is no necessity to refer to it,



Paoyment of Members.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

On the first Order of the Day—ZLand Grant
Railways Repeal Bill—being called,

Mr, HAMILTON said: 1 move that the con-
sideration of all the Orders of the Day, general
business, be postponed until after the disposal of
general business, notice of motion No, 1.

Mr. GRIMES: I take this opportunity of
objecting to the constant alteration of our
business-paper. It is getting so notorious that
members of the House know not when the
business they are particularly interested in is
coming up for discussion. We have important
matters on the paper, and I know of several
members who have laid themselves out to discuss
the Orders of the Day this afternoon. This
Order of the Day was postponed last Thursday
for the purpose of getting at a matter lower
down on the paper. I think it is not fair to
members, and it does not add to the orderly dis-
cussion of the business to have these constant
postponements.

Mr. FISHER : The second item—Electoral
Reform Bill—is one that has stood on the paper
since the opening of Parliament; and although
I put the first item on the paper, I gave way to
the second, which I consider of more importance
than the first. Although I desire to see the first
motion disposed of, I did not think there would
be any opposition to its postponement. Hon.
members_have had a clear intimation, as I took
care to advise the proper parties of the fact,

Question put ; and the House divided :—

In division,

Mr. ARMSTRONG said: I wish to know,
Mr, Speaker, whether I am entitled to record
my vote on this question. I paired last night
with the hon. member for Toowoomba, Mr.
Groom, and I had forgotten all about it when
the division was called on this motion.

The SPEAKER: I have no idea what the
nature of the pair is.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : On the motion of the
hon. member for Cook respecting payment of
members.

The SPEAKER : A pair is purely a matter of
private arrangement, and the hon. member must
satisfy himself as to whether he is doing right in
recording his vote.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Then, as this division is
not on the substantive motion of the hon. mem-
ber for Cook, I presume my vote may be re-
corded. )

Division declared :—

N AYEs, 21.

Messrs. G. Thorn, MeDonald, Ogden, Kerr, Hamilton,
Reid, Hardacre, Wilkinson, Jackson, Leahy, Dawson,
Boles, Turley, Browne, Rawlings, Dunsford, Powers,
Murray, King, Fisher, and Morgan,

Nogrs, 19.

Messrs. Nelson, Archer, Philp, Byrnes, Barlow, Smith,
Armstrong, Stephens, Watson, Callan, Thomas, Grimes,
Phillips, McMaster, Kingsbury, Chataway, Morehead,
Annear, and Fogarty.

Resolved in the affirmative.

PAYMENT OF MEMBERS.
SPECIAL APPROPRIATION.

Mr. HAMILTON, in moving—

That this House will, at its next sitting, resolveitself
into a Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address
to the Governor praying that His Excellency will be
pleased to cause to be placed upon the Supplementary
Estimates of 1894-95, the sum of six thousand four
hundred pounds to provide the additional sum of one
hundred pounds each, payable monthly, to the unoficial
members of the Legislative Assembly, such payments to
be made to the 30th June, 1895
said : I will not take up the time of the Housein
discussing the matter at this stage, I did not
put the notice on the paper until I had a promise
from the Premier that we should have Monday
for its discussion. On that condition I gave the
notice,
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The PREMIER : I am rather surprised to
hear the hon. member say that I promised to
give him Monday for the discussion of this ques-
tion, especially as the motion carried a short
time ago makes Monday a day on which Govern-
ment business takes precedence of all other
business. I am not going to interfere with hon.
members who want to vote this money for them-
selves. I know very well it will come to nothing;
no result can accrue from it. I would simply
draw attention to the wording of the resolutions,
which means that every member is to get £100
per month up to the 30th June, 1893. .

Mr. HAMILTON, inreply : I see very clearly
that it can be read that way; but whenever two
constructions can be put upon an expression the
sensible construction is always to be put upon it.

The Hon. B. D. MorrurgaD: Which is the
sensible one ?

Question put ; and the House divided :—

AYFs, 24,

Messrs. Powers, Drake, Fisher, King, Fogarty, Boles,
Dunsford, Dawson, Browne, Rawlings, Turley, O’Connell,
Leahy, Jackson, Reid, Hardacre, Morgan, Bell, Hamilton,
Kerr, McDonald, Wilkinson, G. Thorn, and Ogden,

Nozs, 17,

Messrs. Nelson, Barlow, Archer, Philp, Byrnes, Smith,
Morehead, Thomas, Grimes, McMaster, Callan, Stevens,
Kingsbury, Watson, Crombie, Cameron, and Annear.

Resolved in the affirmative.

RAILWAYS CONSTRUCTION ACT
REPEAL BILL.
PoOSTPONEMENT.

On the Order of the Day being read for the
second reading of this Bill,

Mr. FISHER : I move that this Order of the
Day be postponed until Friday, 30th November.

Mr. GRIMES: I rise to object to this post-
ponement, This motion has already been post-
poned twice, and if the hon. member is not pre-
pared to go on with it he should remove it from
the business-paper.

Mr. FIsHER : I am prepared to go on with
i, but I think there is more important business.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: In connec-
tion with this particular order the hon. gentle-
man has treated ustospeeches onthemeasure, an
we have even had a division as to whether the
Bill should be brought in. T agree with the homn.
member for Oxley that the hon. member should
either go on with the Bill or withdraw it. A
member of the Labour party has come to the
Government to try to get an opportunity to
discuss a motion he is most anxious to have dis-
cussed. Other membersare in the same position,
and they are blocked because the paper is
cumbered with things like this. This and
other motions on the paper which are not to
be proceeded with should be swept off the
paper, and members who have real business to
discuss should be allowed to go on with it.

Mr. Remp: They would have been swept off
long ago if you had not talked them out.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : It isentirely
untrue that I have talked anything out.

Question put and passed.

ELECTORAL REFORM BILL.
SECOND READING—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : ITam called

upon unexpectedly to resume the debate on this
question.

Mr. Dunsrorp : This is the fourth day you
have been at it.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: We have
been treated this afternoon to a little instructive
interlude showing the relative value which some
members place upon certain measures before the
House. At the last general election the one
most important question with the so-called
Labour party was that the Land Grant Railway
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Act should be repealed. Hon. members have
now shown that they consider that of secondary
importance compared with this disordered Bill,
and they have also shown that the proposal to
vote themselves another £100 a year is with
them of more importance than either, and of
more importance than any other business on the
paper. In resuming my remarks on this Bill I
desire to make a personal explanation, necessi-
tated not only by the interjections made this
afternoon but by what has appeared in the public
Press. It has been stated in one paper, which
carries no weight with any but those whio swallow
it, and which grossly maligns the noble name of
“ Worker,” that I have talked this measure out.
A statement something similar was repeated in
other portions of the Press. It was stated that
T spuke for three hours on this particular ques-
tion. That is perfectly untrue. It is unfortu-
nate that my speech was divided into three
parts, but I have counted up the amount of time
I occupied, and find that I spoke for an hour
and a-half. When it is considered that my
speech was interrupted by breaks of that sort,
and that I was subjected to a fusilade of inter-
jections throughout, I do not think that is one
whit too much to deal with what the hon. member
forBurke in melodramatic tone calls ““ amost im-
portant subject.” I have previously said that I
hoped to finish on the last occasion when I spoke,
and so Idid. T hope that I shall be permitted to
finish on this occasion. On the question of
giving the franchise to women the preceedings
in this House during the last two days have been
very instructive, because, although the matter
does not find a place in the member for Burke’s
Bill, still, to be consistent, which the hon. men-
ber is nos, besides giving the franchise to women
he should provide that they shall be eligible to
be members of Parliament, The proceedings
of the last two mnights are a strong com-
mentary on the wisdom of giving women a seat
in Parliament, because while attempting to
pass measures for the good of the country we
were kept in the House until such an hour in the
morning that no respectable woman should be
abroad. Considering the lassitude that has
evidently overtaken hon. members, and the
great indifference they have shown to a most
important subject by postponing it to enable
something in which they have a pecuniary
interest to be brought on, 1 do not feel disposed
to address myself very much to hon. members
on the other side of the House, and there is no
necessity toaddressmyself tomembers on thisside,
because I trust that in their wisdom they have
already made up their minds with regard to the
vital prineiples of the Bill. When I was dealing
with this subject previously, I had to be some-
what discursive on account of the discursive
nature of the subject and the amount of ground
traversed by the mover and other hon. members
who spoke on the question. As T said before,
the onus rests on the hon. member for Burke of
yroving that this matter is one of necessity.

ecause a great many people ask for a thing and
a great many acquiesce in it, that does not add any
weight one way or the other.

Mr. TrrLEY : What about a number of people
asking for the repeal of the Civil Service
superannuation scheme ?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: In that case
the majority who were interested in the matter
asked for it, and if the majority of women ask
for the franchisve they certainly must get it ; but
the fact that a lot of people want to pose as
reformers and paradethemselves before the world
as political innovators gives no validity to the
request that they may prefer. There are some
people who genuinely believe that giving women
a vote would bring about a great improvement
in the political world. There are some people
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who are indifferent to the subject, but because
it has been tried elsewhere they have no
objection to its being tried here; and there
are some people who take up everything that is
new, thinking that they have an opportunity of
earning political eminence by following in the
footsteps of others who have been first in the
field in a particular thing. The hon. member
for Burke, the hon. member for Maryborough,
and other hon. members who think with them in
this branch of politics, think that this is a most
important matter. It is a very funny thing that
until three or four years ago Australia seemed
to have got on very well without - this

| particular matter being discussed at all. We

have also heard that one man one vote is
absolutely essential—that the political millennium
cannot arrive until that is conceded, Iremember
being in Victoria when a much fiercer agitation
swept the country, and more revolutionary pro-
jects were cast over the land, than have ever
been heard of in Queensland. That was when
Sir Graham Berry was a second time Premier of
the colony. All sorts of political reforms were
spoken of, but we never heard of one man one
vote. Nothing was heard of that until that
distinguished statesman, Sir George Grey, advo-
cated it. Since then someone has gone one
better, and, instead of one man one vote, pro-
poses that it should be one person one vote. If
the proposals in this Bill were passed, they
might very soon be outstripped by someone who
would go for something else. I saw the political
programme of a very distinguished gentleman in
Queensland who, at the last general election,
attempted to re-enter political life. He went
much further than the hon. member for Burke,
and it is a good thing for that hon. member that
that gentleman was prevented from re-entering
political life, for if he had the hon., member’s
programme would have been completely out-
stripped. That gentleman proposed annual par-
liaments, a Ministry elected every six months by
the House, and, in addition to these, there was
to be the referendum. I suppose that even if
those matters were conceded we should be asked
for something more, but, after all, they are not
the solution of any difficulty. The trouble of the
world, I believe, is that the great mass of the
people are not sufficiently well off ; that they
are not sufficiently endowed with this world’s
goods, and an attempt has been made to bring
it about that there should be a more equal dis-
tribution of the world’s wealth. That is what
the whole of the schemes proposed really amount
to. If this Bill were carried in its entirety,
would one person in the community be one whit
better off 7 If woman was given a vote, what
would be the result? She would be loaded
with more responsibility than she has at pre-
sent, and brought into work for which her past
training and her physical frame of mind do not
eminently fit her. What, after all, would be the
practical result? It would be nil. T ask is that
what the country seeks? Is that to be the
answer to the riddles which are perpetually
being propounded, and have been propounded for
ages, as to how the world’s work is to be carried
on with the least suffering and with a more
equal distribution of the world’s wealth ? Thisis
merely trifling with the subject. I have no
doubt that the public for a time are hoodwinked
by schemes of this sort. What is called the -
‘“Advanced Party ” in the Australian colonies
has a programme as long as my arm. It goes
back a thousand years, and includes matters,
under other names, which have been ex-
ploded elsewhere. But, supposing they were all
conceded, what practical result would there be?
Even if the result were spoliation, and I do not
say that would be the result—even if by violent
means, by the force of legislation, the people
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who had money were to be deprived of that
money, and it were redistributed, what would be
the net result? After a few years the old state
of things would revive again.” T must trespass
again upon the ground of the hon. member for
Mackay, and refer to that episode in the world’s
history known as the French Revolution.
During that revolution all these things were
tried, and no doubt a great many people lost
their heads, in a literal sense as well as in
a figurative sense. A great many people were
stripped of their wealth, and what was the
result? After a million human lives had been
sacrificed, besides those who fell on the battle
fleld, as the greatest historians have shown, by
the scaffold, starvation, and insurrection, what
was the net result? Tyranny; and the whole
population shut up in barracks from which they
bave never emerged. Granting all those reforms
and the whole political programme which we see
advertised weekly in the Worker, and hear
repeated by certain hon. members, were carried
out, there would be no beneficial result.
Nothing would be added to the world’shappiness,
even if the deleterious effects upon womenkind
and the injurious effects upon mankind, which I
contend would ensue, did not come to pass. I
say the result would be nothing ; and yet we are
asked to spend time in discussing a matter of
this sort. We are asked that what they call
constitutional change should be preferred to
every other reform throughout the country. If
hon. members opposite really have the inferests
of the class they claim to represent at heart they
will see that political change will not be the
measure that will bring about any redress what-
ever. I know that in this matter, as in other
matters, those hon. members look to the island
colony called New Zealand.

Mr. TurRLEY : Not necessarily,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Very largely;
but when we were dealing with a measure for
the purchase of agricultural land they con-
veniently shut their eyes and turnad the other
way. In subjects of political reform they are
very fond of looking to that island. This matter
of women’s suffrage is being tried there, and we
cannot say yet what the result will be. There
are also some other experiments being tried there
that are strongly advocated by the same class
of men who advocate this thing. But what has
been the result? There is not the slightest
doubt that there is a large exodus of popula-
tion from New Zealand, and why? Because
an exodus of population always foliows upon
an exodus of capital. Capital was hunted
out of that colony by unjust legislation and
absolute violence. If you have gold in the
land you attract population from every part of
the world ; and if you have capital, which need
not necessarily be under the ground, you attract
population. I say this by way of illustration.
It is very poor policy to try rash experiments in
this colony, and the world’s experience in these
matters is very limited, America has been
referred to, but the bulk of evidence there is
against this proposal. Of course, as I have said,
novelty always attracts a certain class of men,
the same as a bauble attracts a baby.

An HonoURABLE MEMBER: Or a politician,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Yes, some
politicians—glittering baubles, a mess of pottage,
or whatever you may callit. It may be that
during the course of this discussion I have
attempted at times to enliven the tedium of
debate by an occasional sally, but, apart from
all that, I feel seriously upon the subject. I
may be entirely wrong, but I have the courage
to express my convictions, hoping at the same
time that if the mafter is conceded my con-
clusions may turn out to be entirely erroneous.
We are dealing witha great constitutional change,
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and I am opposed to this particular form of con-
stitutional change. If it does come about, I,
like every other good citizen, will loyally accept
it and try to make it work as efficaciously for the
colony as possible, If this change were conceded,
I should not have the slightest hesitation in
trying to woo the suffrages of the female
electors, although I may have done my best to
prevent them having that suffrage.

Mr. Leany: You might have a lady for a
colleague.

The ATTORNEY - GENERAL: A man
might do a great deal worse than that. If ladies
get into the House, there is nothing in the
Officials in Parliament Act limiting the number
of my lady colleagues. There might be a lady
as Prime Minister; in fact, all the Ministry might
be ladies, although I expect that if the Prime
Minister were a lady she would be the only lady
in the Ministry. When one has been up night
after night the lighter vein gets worked out,
and one takes a more gloomy view of things. A
great number of people are very apathetic
upon this subject, and do not think sufficiently
about it. If you tell them the world wiil be lost
without women’s suffrage, they will merely say,
““ Well, give them votes, and give us peace.” If
you worry people enough you will get anything
out of them.

Mr. Turtey: You don’t get much out of
the Government by worrying them.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I have not
much more to say, but I wish I could knock out
some of the nonsensical ideas that prevail in the
minds of some hon. members opposite. I am
afraid I have failed, because I can see that the
mind of the hon. member for Gympie is made up,
and I could not change it if I talked for a week.
‘What this country is asking for is not political
change, but rest and peace and quiet, and an
opportunity to develop its resources. No doubt
it is a very bad thing not to have wealth well
distributed ; but it is far better that there should
be wealth in the country badly distributed than
that there should be no wealth in the country
at all. Speaking from a material point of view,
we should take care to do nothing to plunge the
country into a constitutional agitation and bring
about internecine strife when our best energies
should be devoted to the general development of
its wealth. But there is another aspect of the
question, The hon. member for Burke has
touched with a sacreligious hand something that
should be sacred from politics. It has been said
by a distinguished writer that we cannot prevent
the devil from misquoting the sacred Book or the
fool from misunderstanding it. Now we are asked
that the most sacred subject in the world should
be dragged into the turmoil of political life. I
have protested against this; I have spoken
against it, and I shall certainly vote against it;
and as far as Queensland is concerned, though
Governments may come and go, though men
may have one vote or fifty, though Parliaments
may last three, five, or ten years, I hope that
women will always exercise a higher function
than she could in this House as a representative
or outside as an elector. The most general
advocates of this reform say that political life
requires purifying, and that it can be done
by the introduction of a large body of female
electors. 1 believe in parliamentary institu-
tions standing high in the opinion of the
people; but there is great danger, when
people think that Parliament can bring about
everything, that they will expect Parliament
to do what they themselves only can do.
And when they find that they cannot get from
Parliament what they expected, they will be
inclined to discredit parliamentary institutions
ard bring about the establishment of a tyranny.
1 believe the power of woman for doing good is
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unlimited ; but I say that if woman is bréught
into the political arena parliamentary institutions
will suffer, and the power of woman ag the
regenerator of man will also suffer. T look upon
it as a dangerous experiment. Now, let me
direct myself to a practical aspect of the question.
Suppose women were enfranchised to-morrow, we
should also have to provide for a redistribution of
seats. If we double the number of electors we
must take notice of the fact that the new electors
reside in variable proportions throughout the
country, and we must see that the electorates
fairly represent the voting power of the country,
especially as the hon. member includes in this
Bill the equalisation of voting power to the
extent of saying that a voter shall have one vote
and not more than one. If the proposal of the
hon. member for Burke were adopted we should
have to consider whether there would not have
to be a fresh carving out of electorates, so that
the same number of persons might have the same
power to elect members to represent them in
this House.

My, TURLEY : Which they have not got now.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL :: The present
system is not founded on the basis that 1,000
people are to return one member, and no more
than one; it is founded on the same basis as the
British Constitution—namely, the representation
of localities, and not the representation of
mere numbers. Seeing that there must be a
redistribution of seats in the event of the
equalisation of voting power, I ask the hon.
member for Burke, as a Northern member, how
the North would fare in the redistribution. = The
town of Croydon, being a settled place, would
fare better than the electorate of Burke; but in
Croydon the proportion of women is smaller
than in a place like Brisbane, and the result of
an equalisation of votes, with the consequent
redistribution of seats, would be that the North
would suffer tremendously, while the West
would be almost entirely disfranchised. The hon.
member, while making provision for doubling
the voting power, is lacking in an essential
matterof detail, because heshouldalsomake provi-
sion for an equitable distribution of voting power,
Therefore, 1 say this Bill cannot be treated from
a practical, but merely from an academical point
of view, The omission of all reference to a
matter of such vast importance eondemns the
wisdom of the introducer of the Bill. It is such
an admission that it is hardly worth while going
on with the serious discussion of the Bill until
the hon. gentleman tells us what he intends to
do in that respect. I do not intend to sav
very much more on the subject., I believe it
has been shown that there are such defects in
the Bill as to justify us in rejecting it, or
sending it back until its author has consulted
with his friends and his draftsman, whoever
he may be, or at any rate until he has learned
that there are much more important things
to be considered than the giving telegraph boys
and railway porters and people of that sort
the power to stuff ballot-boxes., The hon.
member, by omitting a thing that must have
occurred to him as a practical man, stands self-
condemned. Of course it is open to hon. mem-
hers to say this is a mere matter of detail ; but
when an hon. member brings forward such a
drastic change he should be prepared for all
those matters that are absolutely consequential
upon the introduction of the new principle he
proposes. I point that out so that if the Bill
should get into committee—if the House in
its wisdom decides that women should get the
franchise—provision may be made for giving
the political equality which is aimed at by
the hon. member who introduced the Bill—
50 that the new class of voters may be given
the same voting power which is given to the
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present electors, I am opposed to the Bill
entirely apart from matters of detail. I believe
that its result would be injury not only to the
body politic but to the women themselves. I
believe, as was said by the American governor,
that women can show their power in a thousand
ways better than at the caucus, the convention,
and the poll; and I think bon. members will
agree with me that the functions of women are
immeasurably superior to the functions and the
moral conduct of the ordinary electors of the
country. Instead of this new power elevating
woman, it will cause her to sink to the level
of man. I hope that the women of this
country will cast on one side the pernicious
gift that is being offered. to them, because if is
one that they would find extremely prejudicial
to their higher interests. I do hope that what-
ever occurs in this country—if Parliaments come
or Parliaments go--or whatever Ministry may
prevail, or whatever form of politics may be
introduced, that women will colour those politics
through their representatives, and that they will
abstain from them, reserving themselves for their
higher functions in watching over the fountains
of life, and going with infinite solicitude through
all the worries and distresses of life in future as
they have done in the past. I cannot support
the hon. member, as I think it is bad in principle
and defective in detail.

Mr. JACKSON : If I thought there was any
chance of a division being taken on this question,
T should not have risen to make any remarks
but this is the first opportunity I have had
during the two sessions I have been in this
House of expressing my opinions on electoral
reform. I do not presume to think that I can
introduce any fresh arguments. The subject has
been very well thrashed out, not only this session
but last session and in the public prints. Perhaps
the utmost I can do is to put some of the argu-
ments in a fresh light, We have had some very
lengthy speeches from the other side; and if
lengthy speeches could kill electoral reform, it
would be both dead and buried by now ; but
I believe that in spite of lengthy specches that
electoral reform will live and prevail in Queens-
land, and that the time is not far distant when
we will have an extension of the franchise in
the direction indicated in this Bill. The hon.
member who introduced the Bill deserves to
be complimented for the able manner in which
he moved the second reading. The Bill deals
with three very important points. I shall not
attempt to go into details, as 'some hon. mem-
bers on the other side, and particularly the
Secretary for? Lands, have done. The main
principles embodied in the Bill are the extension
of the suffrage to what are called nomads—that
is, the miners and the bushmen of the West,
who under the present electoral laws are unable
to qualify themselves for a vote; it also provides
for the extension of the suffrage to women, and
for the abolition of the property vote. There
are many details in the Bill, one or two of
which I am not in favour of, but they can be
dealt with should the Bill get into committee.
President Tincoln’s opinion has been quoted. I
should be inclined to say that every adult white
British subject should be entitled to the franchise.
We do not contend to reform politics on the
ground of common humanity. I believe that the
junior member for Charters Towers, when speak-
ing on the motion of the hon. member for Mary-
borough last session, took up that standpoint;
but it is open to many objections. Hon. mem-
bers on the other side have quoted aliens and
kanakas. We object to them on the ground that
their civilisation is different to ours. We object
to them because they are not liable to share the
burdens of the State the same as British sub-
jects—I refer to the fact that they cannot be
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called upon to defend the country. Hon. mem-
bers opposite oppose woman suffrage on the
ground that women are not liable to defend the
country. When the hon. member for Mackay
spoke he referred to Herbert Spencer, and
quoted from many eminent writers in support of
his contention. I think the principal if not the
only objection that Herbert Spencer has to
woman suffrage is that women do not share the
burdens of the State in the same way as men—
that they are not liable to be called upon
to use the sword in defence of the country.
Yesterday I happened to have my attention
drawn to an article by Lady Henry Somerset, in
the North American Review, which is well worth
reading, Lady Henry Somerset makes very
short work of that objection. She says that if
women are not called upon to bear arms they are
called upon to bear children. That is a much
more important function than sheir bearing arms,
However, I shall refer to this question further
on. I will speak just now in support of the ex-
tension of the suffrage to nomads. The argu-
ment against giving a vote to nomads is that
they have no responsibility. I say if you give
those men a vote you will make them responsible
individuals, and I contend that moderation and
responsibility always go together, The result of
not giving them votes is to cause a great deal
of dissatisfaction amongst that class, I think
it was John Stuart Mill who said that, under
any system of Government, when people have
no votes and no chance of getting votes you
will either turn them into permanent mal-
contents, or make them a people who take
no interest in the affairs of the State. That
is distinctly true. Now, our Western bushmen
and miners are too independent a class of men to
be turned into people who take no interest in the
affairs of the State. They are therefore certain
to be turned into malcontents. There was one
argument the hon. member for Mackay used
which was so fallacious that I was surprised that
an hon. gentleman of his ability should use it.
He argued that the multiplication of votes did
not tend to the elevation of the characters of the
people, and he drew aridiculous parallel between
America and Switzerland. He said, *‘ Here is
Switzerland, a very well-governed country,
although with very few electors; and here is
America with a large population, and not so well
governed as Switzerland.” The comparison
should not have been between the numbers of the
population in each particular country. Itshould
have been between the electoral systems, and
even then the habits and customs of the people
should be taken into account. The hon. member
did not point that out. I am quite ready to
admit that Switzerland is a well-governed
country. There the Federal Government pays
the secretary of the General Labour Federation,
I think the hon. member, if he came forward
with a proposition of that sort in Queens-
land, to pay the general secretary of the
Australian Labour Federation ocut of State
funds, would get a good deal of support from
this side of the House. I contend that the
extension of the suffrage will tend to the eleva-
tion of the character of the people, We know
that political power confined in the hands of a
few tends to the advantage of the few, Political
power in the bands of the many will tend to the
advantage of the many. I have quoted Herbert
Spencer, and I shall now refer to another state-
ment that he makes; I am not referring now to
woman suffrage. Many people believe with
Herbert Spencer that no faculty will grow except
by its use. The function of any organ will
never be developed wunless it is used. For
instance, a muscle by contraction and ex-
pansion will develop, and in the same way the
brain will develop by conceiving and thinking.
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Therefore I say if we wish to develop the
faculties of the people we should extend the
privilege of the franchise to every adult in the
community., Herbert Spencer also lays down
this doctrine—in fact, it runs, I think, all
through his writings—that every individual in
the community is entitled to the full exercise of
his faculties compatible with the privileges of
every other person. That is the principle that we
are arguing upon. I have not heard the conten-
tion that those men and women for whom we
ask a vote are not educated sufficiently to exercise
it, Bus, if that argument is used, I can quote the
Right Hon. Mr. Bryce, who stated, and history
bears out his statement, that men have not been
given the franchise because they are sufficiently
instructed to exercise it, but they were given the
franchise and given the means of instruction
afterwards. I have dealt so far in favour of the
argument for the extension of the suffrage to
men. [ may now devote a little time to the
question of woman suffrage. Thesenior member
tor Mackay and the Attorney-General devoted
the largest part of their speeches to attacking
the question of woman suffrage. I am quite as
ready to admit as those hon. geutlemen thab
there are a great many defects in woman’s
character.
Mr. DALRYMPLE : We never said so

Mr. JACKSON : I think the hon. gentleman
did say so.

Mr. DALRYMPLE : Quite the contrary. I said
they were perfect.

Mr. JACKSON: I understood the hon.
gentleman to refer to those characteristics of
women that are peculiarly their characteristics
as an objection to giving them the suffrage. He
said women were guided more by emotion than
by reason. I agree with him. He said that
women were narrower in their views than men,
and were subject to religious fanaticism. I
believe most of those statements are fairly
correct. I believe myself that women worship
power and authority more than men do. They
are swayed more by authority, no matter whether
social, political, or ecclesiastical, than men are.
But I do not think those objections are sufficient
to warrant us in refusing them the franchise.
In fact, I believe'they are the best arguments

- why we should give them the franchise, extend

their faculties, and enable them to take a proper
view of matters that affect themselves and their
children. I will not attempt to mention the
defects of man’s character—defects that men,
if they are honest, will own up to. If we
trace back those defects of character we shall
find that they probably owe their origin to the
way in which men have treated women in the
past. Herbert Spencer himself says the refusal
to give women full political rights is a remnant
of savagery ; and I believe that it is owing to the
way women have been kept down in the past
that they have those defects which hon. members
opposite have referred to; and we should cer-
tainly, if we were fair, never think of throwing
those things up in the faces of women. There
is no doubt that what I have said with regard to
the way women have been treated in the past is
quite true. They have never been recognised
as equals. The Aryans never treated women
on any footing of equality except when they
shared in the dangers of war. The primitive
and the early Britons never recognised them as
equals. They had the life and death power over
women in those days. Women were bought and
sold as slaves—very much in the way the
aborigines of Australia treat their wives at the
present time. All who have had experience
among them know that the abhorigines claim to
have power of life and death over their wives.
If a blackfellow kills his gin there is no danger
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of any of his own tribe interfering with him.
The only danger he has to fear is from the tribe
to which his wife belonged. Asnationsdeveloped
from the militant type to the industrial type,
the position of women got better, until we find
that at the present day, if we except the privi-
lege of the suffrage, they are on fairly equal
terms with men. There is another objection
that Spencer has urged against giving women a
vote. I mentioned a short time ago that his
principal objection against giving women a vote
was because they did not share in the dangers
of the defence of the country. But he urges
another objection, which T will quote. I do
not think it will have very much weight in
these socialistic days. I may point out, before I
read the quotation, that the defects of character
I have noted already will influence women in
a conservative direction. Women are more
influenced by custom than men are; and there
is no doubt, if we take those things into con-
sideration, the influence of women will be in
favour of conservatism, as I think the hon.
member for Mackay pointed out in his speech.
But women have another side to their character
which will be in opposition to this, so I think,
on the whole, their influence will be in favour
of a moderate liberal policy. Even if we believe
their influence would go against the TLabour
party, I do mot think the Liabour party would
object to giving women a vote. We are not
here to consider the effect any particular action
will have on our success. We are here to do
what we believe right, no matter what effect
that action may have in the future. Spencer
says—

““Itis in the nature of women, as a concomitant of
their maternal functions, to yield beneflts not in pro-
portion to deserts, but in proportion to the absence of
deserts—to give most wkere capacity is least,”

Again, he says—

‘“ The preference for generosity overjustice, combined

with power worship, would inerease ability of public
agencies to override industrial rights in the pursuit of
what were thought beneficent ends.”
This objection, I say, would not weigh very
much with people of a socialistic turn of mind.
Mr. Goschen some time ago said that economics
had been in the past discussed without reference
to emotionality, but that now emotionality was
being discussed or considered without reference
to economics. I think that at the present time
a little emotionality introduced into our politics
would do very little harm., But I am not sure
that there is so much in this remark of Spencer’s
as he wishes to make out. I happened to come
across an article the other day in one of the
reviews, and the evidence rather contradicts this
theory of Herbert Spencer’s. It was evidence
given in connection with the London Charity
Organisation Society, and it seems to prove that
women are more unsympathetic than men with
the cases they have to deal with. The writer
says—

"“lThe explanation of this anomaly seems to be that
when the finer feelings are put under restraint, as must
be in the administration of charity, women come more
completely than men wunder the Iletter of rigid
precepts.”

Mr. OGDEN : Do you support that quotation?

Mr. JACKSON: At first I was rather in-
clined to take up Spencer’s view of the case—that
women were inclined to be more charitable than
men in cases where perhaps the people did not
deserve to have charity bestowed upon them;
but when I came across that quotation it some-
what staggered my belief in the theory Spencer
lays down.  But I say this : That we should not
make it as a charge against women because they
are inclined to be more merciful than men, which
I think is a noble trait in their character ; for
they do not, when a case of hardship or poverty
comes before them, begin to inquire as to
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whether that person has brought that misery on
himself by his own actions. Most of us remem-
ber what Portia, in the ¢ Merchant of Venice,”
says with regard to mercy. She says—I hope
the House will excuse me if I take up their time
in giving the quotation—

“The quality of mercy is not strain’d;

It droppeth as the gentle rain from heaven

Upon the place beneath. It is twiee bless’d;

It blesseth him that gives and him that takes:

’Tis mightiest in the mightiest; it becomes

The thronéd monarch better than his crown.

It is an attribute to God himself;

And earthly power doth then show likest God’s,

‘When mercy seasons justice.”
I therefore think we should not level an accusa-
tion against women that they are inclined to be
less ‘merciful than men are. There is another
objection of considerable force which was made
by the Attorney-General this afternoon, and it is
the only objection there is very much in, That
is the question of one vote one value, There is
some force init, but I do not think it is unanswer-
able. The hon. member for Maryborough pointed
out that in South Australia they have one man
cne vote and at the same time unequal electoral
systems. I cannot see that it follows that we
should have equal electoral systems because we
ask for one adult one vote. The argument is
as if a doctor said to a man, ‘“I cannot cure
you of the toothache, because there is some-
thing the matter with your liver.” We should
cure one disease though we cannot cure the
other. The Attorney-General did not scare me
with his remarks as to what would happen to
the North with one adult one vofe. City
electorates have many advantages over country
electorates, They are represented by different
organisations, such as chambers of commerce,
which can bring greater influence to bear upon
Parliament than country electorates can. There-
fore I do not see that it follows that we should
have mewmbers in proportion to the number of
people resident in the various electorates. 1If we
take the electoral rolls as a basis we find that
people living in towns can get their names on the
rolls much easier than people living in the
country, particularly under our present laws, so
that the names on a country electoral roll would
not represent the number of people in the dis-
trict. Again, city electorates have a great deal
more influence through being usually represented
by more able members than country electorates.
I'shall conclude with a few words upon the ques-
tion of the abolition of the property vote, This
question has been much more discussed than
the questions I have so far dealt with, and it
has become difficult to say anything original
upon it. I recollect an argument used by
the Secretary for Lands, last session, I think,
that if everybedy were equally virtuous and
equally intelligent we might give all an equal
vote. I would like to ask whether owning land
is a sign of virtue and intelligence? It may be
a sign of virfue ; but my single-tax friends will
not admit that it is a sign of intelligence. We
have had it as an argument for the freekold vote
that land cannot run away. We have heard
something from the Attorney-General this after-
noon about capital leaving the country, and we
have had it demonstrated to us that the most
liquid form of capital we know of cannot run
away, and that is gold. It has not been able to
run away from Australia during the last two or
three years, I will tell the House what can run
away out of the country.

An HoNoURABLE MEMBER : Labour !

Mr. JACKSON : An hon. member interjects
‘““labour,” but I was going to say ’brains.”
It is impossible for most forms of capital to leave
the country. We cannot export our mines, or
take our cattle and sheep from the land and send
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them out of the country, but brains can leave
the country. Brains are the unseen foundations
of society, and are of more importance than
perbaps most Labour members are willing to
admit. I believe that brains have more influence
upon the country than even capital has. We
are told that capital can do this, that, and the
other thing, but it is my opinion that brains
make the world go round. I contend that
the State ought to do all it can to enable
each individual to exercise his faculties to
the fullest possible extent, compatible with
a like privilege to every other individual.
We know what competition is between indi-
viduals; we are beginning to find out what
competition is between States. Perhaps in the
near future, if the time has not already come, it
will be & question of race survival, and it there-
fore behoves the State to give each unit in the
State the fullest possible opportunities for self-
advancement. I may venture to prophesy that
that nation will come down in the competition
that fails to throw open to its men and women
the fullest possible opportunities for self-advance-
ment, and I contend that one of the steps we
can take in that direction is to give every adult
an opportunity to exercise the franchise.

Mr. THOMAS : Iintend to vote against this
Bill, but not on the same ground as the Attorney-
General has taken up. I am prepared to give
the franchise to women. My objection to the
Bill is that it provides for one man one vote. I
think that would be a great injustice to many
people of the colony, and a great loss to the
country into the bargain. There are some people
in Brisbane who find the money to keep mines
going in my electorate and, say, 100 persons
in employment. I perfectly agree that every
one of those 100 should have a vote, but I
consider that the persons who find the money
should also have a vote. If this Bill passes, the
latter will not have a vote in the electorate
where their money is invested; and on that
ground I oppese the Bill.

Mr. CHATAWAY : I congratulate the hon.
member for Kennedy on the open and unreserved
way in which he has expressed his opinions.
After demolishing Herbert Spencer with the aid
of the Charity Organisation Society, commonly
known to the world as the “C.0.8,,” with
quotations given by the secretary of that institu-
tion, he proceeds to support Spencer’s opinion on
brains. He told us that brains followed capital,
and that brains made the world go round. I do
not suppose that there is anybody on this side
of the House who would in any way differ from
that opinion ; but I am afraid that the sentiment
will not find favour with the bulk of the party
who sit on the opposite benches. Certainly 1t
does not find favour with that party in the other
colonies, for T have seen a resolution which has
just been passed in Adelaide to the effect that
no person shall be eligible to be elected as a
member of Parliament who is not a member of
the Trades and Labour Hall. They require
that a member of Parliament shall be a manual
labourer, with horny hands and strength, but
brains are not demanded in Adelaide. 1 believe
that a motion to the same effect waslost here by a
very narrow majority. Anyway, I can wellbelieve
that a motion of that sort was carried, and effect
given to it, as we see in the present Parliament.
The Bill we have before us has been charac-
terised by its introducer as a most important
measure ; and I believe that in the opinion of
very many electors and of some members of this
House it is a most important measure, Iindulge
in no exaggeration when I say that I am amazed
hon. members opposite have shown that they
do not attach due importance to it by their
frequent interjections and expressions of a wish
fo go to a division before any discussion has
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practically taken place, We have constantly
heard that legislation is being rushed through
without due consideration, and without suffi-
cient discussion. But when it takes place
on a measure like this, which is acknowledged by
many members to be a most important one, it is
objected to. Members who are well qualified to
give an opinion on the subject, members like
the hon. members for Gympie and South Bris-
bane, who have given considerable attention to
it, might have enlightened the House and shed
rays of their wisdom on its darkness. They
have not done so, but have called ‘‘Divide,
divide.” I think it is a matter for regret that
in no Parliament in the history of Queensland
have second-reading speeches been more at a dis-
count than they are in this present Parliament.
‘We miss the splendid addresses made by giants
of old, some of whom are still in the House, and
members seem to hasten into the bickering of
Committee, where interchanges of personalities
and other matters totally foreign to the Bills
under discussion are introduced.  When the hon.
member for Burke, in moving the .second
reading of this Bill, traced the history of the
questions dealt with, and made quotations
from Plato down to the Hon. William Hwart
Gladstone, he made what I call a proper second-
reading speech. When my colleague made a
speech, than which no more carefully-prepared
speech has been delivered in this House for
many years, making quotations from authorities .
which must have taken him months to look up,
he was accused of obstructing, and of wilfully
delaying the business of the House. When the
Attorney-General poured out from his stores of
historical knowledge quotations giving examples
from history, ancient and modern, he was told
that he was talking the measure out. Now
a change has come over the spirit of the scene,
and I have heard members this afternoon
interjecting that my colleague did not go suffi-
ciently into detail. That fault we can easily
remove by moving an amendment so as to
give the hon. member an opportunity to fully
explain his views on this most important sub-
ject. This Bill is to put the coping stone on
the wall of political equality in this country.
Ever since the first years of the present century
a struggle has been going on in western civilisa-
tion for political equality, and the results, as the
Attorney-General pointed out, are nil. This is
a mere trifle that is asked for now, but how
much better socially will anyone be for it?
No better at all. The struggle that civilisation
is entering upon is one that might well have
been undertaken before the struggle for equal
social opportunities. In a country like this it
may be said that every man has an equal chance
of getting on; but in the older countries of
Hurope we know there is a very large number
of persons who, no matter what their ability
may be, cannot rise beyond earning their pre-
carious daily bread. What I argue is that the
real tendency of modern legislation should be
towards equal social opportunities, We have it
in this country now in the shape of free educa-
tion and many other things. Those members
who are battling for this Bill are really beating
the wind and tilting at windmills, and they will
get nothing out of it. This struggle for political
equality will not make any working man any
better off. It will not give him an extra
shilling a day, and it will not relieve cne woman
of her anxieties. These shibboleths of one man
one vote, one vote one value, one person one
vote, and equal representation are all wasted
time, and any discussion on them is mere
political fireworks. The second part of the Bill
deals with electoral reform, which, I contend, is
very much needed. The proposal is that police
constables should collect the names to be put on
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the rolls. That has been tried in New South
Wales with very good results. No obstacle should
be put in the way of a man getting his vote, but I
donot care abont making constables electionsering
agents. In the towns large numbers of men,
many of whom are idlers, and perhaps more or
less dependent upon the State, get on the rolls
without any difficulty ; but the farmers in the
country districts, who are working out their
salvation and the salvation of the country, have
the very greatest difficulty. Many of them do
not come into town from one year’s end fo
another, except perhaps on a general holiday,
when the electoral registrars’ offices are closed.
Another very serious objection is that names are
often placed on the rolls improperly. The rolls
are not kept properly purged. I had an oppor-
tunity of consulting with a man who had gone
very carefully through the Charters Towers roll.
That is one of the most important electorates in
the colony, and I think the senior member for
Charters Towers polled more votes thun any other
memnber in this House. I am positively assured
that there are over 500 men who sre on twice or
three times. That is a state of things too dis-
graceful to contemplate.

Mr. Dunsrorp: I say that is false. It isa
ggaig’e against my electorate. Who told you

at?

Mr. CHATAWAY : Does the hon. member
think T am going to hand over to him the name of
my informant for a man or men like him to deal
with ? T shall do nothing of the sort. Isay I
am informed, and I have the letter here in my
possession.

Mr. Dunsrorp: The statement is false, and
you should withdraw it.

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member
has a right to spedk after the hon. member for
Mackay has finished. I must ask him not to
interrupt.

Mr. DunsrorD : There will be no opportunity-

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr, CHATAWAY : Probably the hon, mem-

ber knows some of these names, and I will
mention one or two to show him the necessity
of having the rolls properly purged. There is a
man who is Nos. 825 and 830 on the roll, and
his name is Richard Crossland. In each case
his qualification is ““8St. Patrick’s Hotel.” There
is another name, Nos, 500 and 501. In one case
the name is Kdward Bushine and in the other
Edward Bushnie, a transposition of one letter;
but the man is identical. William John Davy
appears in Nos, 864 and 872. Nos. 971 and 972
are James Dobbin.

Mr. DUNSFORD : Father and son.

Mr. CHATAWAY : 1777 and 1778 are
Thomas Hogan, and are probably the same man.
2854 and 2855 are men named Jacob Neilsen,
and both are the same man., 3363 and 3364
are Joseph Roberts, and then we have a still
more extraordinary case. No. 2729 is Charles
MecDonald, junior; and on the supplementary
list No. 4373 is Charles McDonald, watchmaker,
aged 31. Thosetwo, I believe, are both the same
man.

Mr. HarDacrE: He has not a vote at all.
They are different persons.

Mr. CHATAWAY : It is necessary that there
should be a reform in the electoral law, a reform
which would make it a misdemeanour for a man
to put his name on the roll twice, and provide
that he should be severely punished if he did so.
The Attorney-General has alluded to the prac-
tical difficulties in the way of women’s suffrage ;
he has alluded to the fact that if it is granted
there will be a necessity for a redistribution of
the electorates; and he has also said that if one
person one vote is granted the logical result
will be equal electorates. If every person is to
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have one vote, there can be no reason against
the electorates being equal. What is the use of
having one person one vote if the votes are not
to be of equal value? What is the use of saying
that each voter in the constituency of Leichhards
shall represent one five-hundredth part of a
member of Parliament, whereas each voter in
Charters Towers shall represent one two-thou-
sandth part of a member of Parliament? If
every person is to have a vote, it seems to follow
that every person is entitled to an equal value
for that vote. At present our arrangements
provide that votes shall not have an equal value
not only on account of the property vote but
also because sparsely populated electorates return
a greater number of members in proportion to
their population than the more thickly popu-
lated centres. I cannot understand how hon.
members on the other side, holding the opinions
they do, can support the retention of
the present systemn, because equalisation of
voting power tends to make equal electorates.
The spirit that animates them is the spirit that
animated those men who carried out the French
revolusion. In those days there was a party
called the ‘“ mountain” ruling the State, and one
man said that the name ‘‘mountain” was an
argument against what they held to be most dear
—that everything should be level and equal. I
am not surprised that the hon. member for
Huoggera is in favour of women’s suffrage
because there are more females than males in bis
electorate, whereas in the Burke electorate there |
are not fifty females for every 100 males, I
think the hon. member for Burke must have for-
%otten himself, and thought he was representing

undanba or North Brisbane when he introduced
the question of women’s suffrage. There are 93,305
adult females in the colony according to the last
census, and more than half of them are in the
electorates in the immediate vieinity of Brisbane,
and one can easily understand the effect of giving
the women a vote in those electorates.

Mr, HarDAcRE: Their votes would be balanced
by the property vote.

Mr. CHATAWAY : And why should not
women be allowed to decide whether the pro-
perty vote shall exist or not? Have not the
women of this colony as much inherent right as
we have to say whether property shall have a
vote or not? Coming back to the position of the
Northern electorates compared with those near
Brisbane, I say that a number of electors equal to
those already 1n existence would be added to the
rollsin the electoratesabout Brisbane, whereas the
North, which has fifty women for every 100 men,
would not beable to puton the rolleven those fifty.
As a matter of fact, while nearly every qualified
adult woman would be able to go on the rolls in
Brisbane, not one-half of those who are qualified
in the North would be able to do so. The result
would be that there would bave to be a redistri-
bution of electorates, From a practical point of
view, it is perfectly clear that the outside dis-
tricts would suffer tremendously if women had
votes. Unless the number of members was
increased the proportion of members coming
from the neighbourhood of Brisbane would have
to be very much greater than it is at present.
‘What would become of the electorates of the
hon. members for Burke and Croydon? The
electorates of Gregory, Mitchell, Flinders, and
Carpentaria would not make one electorate
among them. The electorates of Leichhards,
Clermont, and Normanby would not make a
suburb of Brisbane.

Mr. LEAHY : What about Mackay ?

Mr. CHATAWAY : Mackay would suffer
equally. Instead of being represented by two
members, there would be only half of my hon.
colleague left to represent us, and there is no
doubt that I should disappear into that obscurity
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from which I have endeavoured to emerge, If
women want the suffrage, my opinion is that
they should have it. I have not the slightest
objection to their having the suffrage, and I
know that my colleague—although some of his
views were rather misrepresented ; and I may
here incidentally say that I was extremely
thankful, for the sake of the junior member
for Maryborough and the hon, member for
Kennedy, that the junior member for Mary-
borough was not in the House when he made his
speech, because some of the things that he said
about women would havedriven thejunior member
for Maryborough into an early grave. Hetalkedin
a most reckless way about their defects. He
told us that they were worshippers and seekers
after power. He told us of their defects of char-
acter—that they were inferior to men. What I
was about to say when I fell away from the sub-
ject was that my hon. colleagne, although he has
been in some respects misunderstood, was not
opposed in any way to woman suffrage, on the
ground that their influence would be injurious to
politics. 'What he said was that polities would
be injurious to them ; and that is my opinion. If
they were thrown into the struggle of politics,
and kept up all night in a House like this, I ask
what would happen to them? But I say again
that if they want the suffrage, let them have it.
My own experience of women—which is a very
limited one—-is that in the long run they always
get their own way, and if they want the suffrage
I have not the slightest doubt they will get it,
whatever we may do. If they choose to abandon
the position they now occupy, and to meet men
on equal terms, I see no earthly reason why they
should not have their own way. It will be
bad for them, I believe, but as they are sure to
get their own way in the end, we may as well
“give them the franchise at once if they want
it. But we have not the slightest proof that
there is any desire on the part of the women of
Queensland for the suffrage. Where has there
been any enthusiasm about this movement?
‘Where have been the public meetings about it ?
It cannot be alleged that the wowen who pro-
pose to come into politics are too modest to attend
public meetings. There has been a public meet-
ing in Brisbane, I believe—a most successful
meeting from one point of view-—but whether
resolutions were carried in favour of woman
suffrage, or whether they threw the chairwoman
out of the chair, I am not exactly certain. What
is ‘“ photographically lined on the tablets of my
mind ” is that we were told they called each
other ““old cats.” A meeting like that cannot
be called a proof that the women of this colony
desire the suffrage. It does not even prove that
the women of Brisbane desire the franchise, and
I am perfectly certain that the women in our
country districts—the women who have some-
thing to do; the women who work—the women
who are working on the farms and in the houses
—have no desire for the franchise. In nearly
every case they have children to attend to and
home duties to perform, and 1 believe they have
home comforts, They have got their influence
in the way that they best desire it. I know there
are a certain number of unemployed women about
Brishane who are extremely anxious for the
franchise, but they do not represent the colony,
and from my acquaintance with ladies there are
very few of them even in Brisbane who desire it.
In spite of the New Zealand agitation and its
successful issue there has really been no spon-
taneous movement in Queensland worth calling
a movement for the extension of the franchise to
women. There is this practical difficulty—that
if women are emancipated, as the slang phrase
goes-~men will have to be *“ emancipated”
too, We will be impaled upon the horns
of this very awkward dilemma: That women
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will either vote in accordance with the views
of their husbands, fathers, brothers, or, as I
hear an hon. member say, their sweethearts, or
they will vote against them. If they vote with
them, we are only doubling the number of men
already on the rolls. If they vote against them,
we are preparing for ourselves a very great deal
of trouble. We are preparing for ourselves
domestic friction and war in the home, the results
of which we canuot anticipate. R

At 7 oclock, in accordance with Sessional
Order, the House proceeded with Government
business.

NEW SWANBANK COLLIERIES BILL.
SeLeEcT COMMITTEE.

Mr, HAMILTON presented the report of the
select committee on this Bill, and moved that it
be printed.

Question put and passed; and the second
reading of the Bill made an Order of the Day
for Thursday next.

LOAN BALANCES DIVERSION BILL.
SEcoND READING.

‘The COLONIAL TREASURER: I have
already explained the object of this Bill, the
operation of which, I may say, will in no way
make the colony richer or poorer. As a matter
of fact, it is entirely a matter of bookkeeping.
In the previous history of the colony sums of
money have been authorised for the construction
of certain railways. The railways are now
finished so far as the authority for expending the
money is concerned, and there are large numbers
of small balances which are not available at pre-
sent for any purpose except the purpose for which
the money was voted. This accumulation of small
balances has been found to be very inconvenient,
and it has been suggested that use might be
made of them by aggregating them and allotting
them to the railway systems we have in opera-
tion. The balances are as follow :—£70,868 for
the Southern division, £36,593 for the Central
division, and £50,960 for the Northern division.
If this Bill i¢ passed, it may save us oceasionally
from going to the lvan market when any par-
ticular vote has become exhausted. Take, for
instance, the vote for rolling-stock in the Southern
division. That vote, on the 30th June, had only
a very small balance to its credit, not sufficient,
in fact, to carry it on for the present year.
In order to pay for the contracts now in
existence therefore we have to go through the
process of drawing upon unforeseen expendi-
ture, which is always tabulated by the Auditor-
General in his report, and it is held over
until some future loan is authorised by the
House. If this scheme were put into operation
we would in the meantime be able to use this
£70,000 for that purpose or any other connected
with the Southern and Western Railways. I
may say that the Bill is the outcome of a
suggestion from the Railway Department, the
Treasury, and the Auditor-General’s department.
The Auditor-General has gone through the whole
of the balances and checked them, and he
recommends that this method of dealing with
them should be adopted. It is of very little use
carrying on shese small balances through the Go-
vernment books, and by doing this the whole of
them will be dealt with in one account. This Bill
does not appropriate any of the money, as it will
be seen that by the 1st clause the Parliament
has to appropriate the money from time to time,
It will be a great convenience to the depart-
ments concerned if this Bill is passed, and I
therefore move that it be now read a second
time.

Mr. POWERS: I do not intend to oppose
this Bill. Af the same I did not understand it
to mean what the hon. gentleman now tells us
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it means as far as expenditure on rolling-stock is
concerned. The Bill provides that the money
shall be expended in railway works. That, on
the face of it, to she ordinary mind, appears to
mean railway construction. It seems to be
intended to use some of the money for the pur-
chase of rolling-stock.

" The CoLoNIAL TREASURER : That is only one
thing. In all Loan Bills there is a certain
amount for rolling-stock.

Mr. POWERS: As to the Billitself, it is only
abook credit. It is not an appropriation. I do
not see that any injustice can be done, and it will
be of material assistance as far as bookkeeping is
concerned. Probably objection will be raised to
clause 2, which alters the boundaries of divisions,
This is a new departure, In all other references
to those divisions we have only one line of
demarcation, and unless the hon. gentleman
intends to spend some of this £70,000 on the
Gladstone line there can be no reason for the
alteration,

The Hoxn. J. R: DICKSON: I think there
can be no objection to these fragmentary
balances being amalgamated and made available
for such other purposes as may be deemed neces-
sary in comnection with railway construction.
The ouly objection that may be raised is that
certain lines of railway, which perhaps are
not quite complete, and for which there may
be a small amount still available, may perhaps
lose the benefit of the existing appropriation.
As an illustration, I will refer to two local
lines, The existing balance of the unexpended
appropriation for the Brisbane to Sandgate rail-
way is £2,773. It has frequently been urged—-
and I think provision was made for it—that that
line would be extended further into Sandgate—
about three-quarters of a mile beyond the present
station ; and I should regret to see this sum,
which might probably cover the cost of construc-
tion, lost sight of by its amalgamation with the
other balances. In a minor degree it will
similarly affect a line in my own consti-
tuency. The balance standing to the credit
of the Brisbane to Cleveland railway is £208.
Anyone who has travelled on that line will
admit—and the railway authoritieshave admitted
it to me—that the line might easily be carried
over the level land about half a mile further into
the heart of Cleveland. At present visitors
have to take vehicles to get to the hotel. I have
it on the authority of railway experts—I have
had a conversation with the Chief Commissioner
about it—that £300 or so would accomplish this
desirable object. It is to be regretted that when
railways are built to towns they are not carried
more into the heart of them than has been the
case in our railway construction. At Cleveland
this is a very seriousinconvenience, and it detracts
from the place in the eyes of excursionists and
others who, in the hot weather, resort to the
seaside. That is the only objection I have to
the Bill—that these fragmentary balances, small
as they are, which might provide additional
railway convenience on the lines for which they
are appropriated, will be amalgamated and lost
sight of, and the greater facilities so urgently
desired by the residents will be closed against
them. I mention this without any desire to
obstruct or delay the Bill; but the matter is one
to which careful consideration ought, I think, to
be given.

Mr. CURTIS : I should be glad if the Premier
would state the reasons for the alteration of the
boundaries of the Central division. If it is
intended to spend money already charged to one
division in other divisions of the colony the
matter can be easily rectified, so far as book-
keeping is concerned, by debiting one division
with the money already charged to another
division. If it is only a mere matter of bhook-
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keeping it appears to me that the proposed
alteration is inexpedient. With regard to the
question raised by the hon, member for Bulimba,
1 would point "out that those railways will be
in no worse a position than other railways are
or will be in the future in respect to which there
are no unexpended balances. If they want
money at any time for the kind of work referred

.o, they have simply to ask, and I suppose they
“will get the money by vote from Parliament

if it is considered desirable. Excepting with
respect to the boundaries it appears to me,
as far as Central Queensland is concerned,
the Bill is non-contentious. I quite under-
stand the object in view; but, as it is a mere
question of bookkeeping convenience for the
Grovernment, it is not essential that the boun-
daries should be altered in any way. On that
point the people of Central Queenslani will
be very sorry to see any departure from the
lines that have been observed in the past. If, as
I think, the proposed alteration of boundaries
is not essential, I hope the Government will
ot press section 2,

The COLONIAL TREASURER, in reply :
The divisions into which this Bill divides the
colony have no reference at all to the divisions
under the Financial Districts Bill. This Bill
simply deals with the railways as they are, and
the Bundaberg-Gladstone Railway is reckoned
as belonging to the Southern and Western divi-
sion, If the hon. member will look at the
schedules he will see the different votes put
down to the three 'divisions under the Act he
refers to. It will not in any way affect the books,
and there need be no debit and credit entries
such as the hon, member suggests, because all
the moneys in the Southern division will be
spent in the Southern division, and the same
with the other divisions, so that there will be no
complication whatever. 'With regard to what the
hon. member for Bulimba says of the Brisbane to
Sandgate and Brishane to Cleveland votes, the Bill
willratherhelpwhat he desiresthanotherwise. The
sums now standing as balances of those particular
votes are altogether inadequate to carry out the
extensions he refers to, but if this Bill is passed,
and Parliament then approves of plans and
sections of those extensions, we will be able to
get the mnecessary appropriation out of the
aggregate sum. There is £208 to the credit of
the Brisbane to Cleveland line, and there is no
way of getting the additional amount required
for the suggested extension except by charging
it to unforeseen expenditure and waiting until a
loan is floated, but by passing this Bill Parlia-
ment could immediately appropriate it out of the
£70,000, so that the Bill will rather help the
carrying out of works of that kind.

Mr. OGDEN: There are a good many
balances besides those npon lines already com-
pleted, and I would like the Colonial Treasurer
to say how he proposes to deal with the balances
set forth in the Auditor-General’s report. He
shows balances available of over £1,000,000 for
the Southern and Western division; Wide Bay
and Burnett, £153,000; Central, £120,000; and
Northern, £831,000.

The CoLONIAL TREASURER: All these sums in -

the Bill are component parts of those balances.

Mr. OGDEN: Well, there is £90,000 voted
from loan for the Bowen Railway, How will
the Bill affect that ?

The CoroNian TREASURER: It has nothing to
do with the Bowen Railway.

Mr. OGDEN: Could not that be made plain
in the Bill, so that there may be no mistake
made afterwards ?

THe CoroNiaL TREASURER: This Bill does not
deal with the whole loan account, but only
with these little balances.
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Mr. PHILLIPS: I have no intention to
oppose the second reading of this Bill, but I
want to draw attention to the fact that the
unexpended balance for the Normanton-Clon-
curry Railway does not appear at all.

The CoroNIaL TREASURER : The Bill does not
deal with that.

Mr. PHILLIPS: I know that, but the Nor-
manton-Cloncurry and the Norwanton-Croydon
railways are so nearly connected that I think it
would be better to keep the balances for these
lines together. There is £5,000 voted for bal-
lasting the Croydon Railway, and I presume that
will go on, and it will take four or five years to
complete. I think it would be more convenient
to keep the balance for the Normanton-Croydon
line, about £17,000, apart from the railways of
the Northern division ,and I would be glad 1f the
Colonial Treasurer would accept that suggestion.

The CoLONTAL TREASURER : Itis only a matter
of account. .

Mr. PHILLIPS : I am afraid that it may be
swallowed up, and that when the money has once
gone elsewhere there will be great difficulty in
getting it back again.

The CoroNTAL TREASURER: It is more likely
to go the other way.

Mr. MURRAY : Ihave no objection to offerto
the Bill, and it will be a very good thing to be able
to utilise these balances; but I am surprised to
see the divisions of the colony altered in the way
proposed. The lines laid down by the Financial
Districts Bill and the Decentralisation Bill are
very well defined, and all the accounts should be
kept on those lines.

The CorLoNiaL TREASURER:
alter them in the slightest degree.

Mr. MURRAY : To state that all the railways
are defined here in their respective divisions is
scarcely correct, because the Gladstone-Bundaberg
line is decidedly a Central division line, and I
object to any departure from the boundaries of
the three divisions of the colony, which have been
defined with considerable care.

Mr. BOLES: No doubt the Premier was
fairly clear in introducing the Bill, but so far he
has given no reason why the divisions set out in
the Financial Districts Bill have been set aside,
and Gladstone made the boundary for the pur-
poses of this Bill. My principal reason for
referring to the matter is that a work of consid-
erable maguitude, and of some importance to my
district, has been left in an unfinished state for
the past three years. The interest on the cost
of this work amounts to £18,000 per annum, and
is, I presume, charged to the Central district.
The Government were inexorable to all demands
made on them to complete the work, which is by
no means of local importance only, but is of
national importance as far as the Central district
is concerned. What I wish to point out is that
this work—the Gladstone-Bundaberg Railway—
has an unexpended balance of £70,000, and that
this, together with the £36,000 to be spent in
the Central district, would almost complete the
work, but by drawing the boundary at Gladstone
the latter sum will be lost, and 1t is doubtful
whether the district will participate in the
£70,000. I would therefore ask the Premier to
give a fuller explanation of the matter.

Mr. CURTIS: I ask the permission of the
House to make a few further observations, as T
may not he here when the Bill is considered in
committee.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
House that the hon. member be heard ?

HoxoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. CURTIS : I merely wish to elicit from
the Premier a reply to the question as to whether
he attaches any importance to the alteration of
the boundaries as proposed in the Bill from a
territorial point of view,

This does not
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The COLONIAL TREASURER : If it will
satisfy the hon. member I have not the slightest
objection when the Bill is in Committee to put
in the boundaries he wants.

Question——That the Bill be now read a second
time—put and passed.

COMMITTEE.

Clause 1—*‘ Unexpended balances of loans”—
put and passed.

On clause 2—““ Interpretation ”—

The COLONIAL TREASURER said if the
hon. member for Rockhampton insisted on it he
had no objection to insert the boundaries he
wanted, but the proposed divisions were only -
railway divisions, and in all probability those
sums of money would be wiped out of the books
before another twelve months had elapsed.

Mr. POWERS said that the third section of
the Gladstone line was at present in the Central
division, but if that clause was passed as it stood
it would be in the Southern division. The whole
difficulty was that there would be oune division
for railways and another for everything else, but
if the amendment was accepted the divisions
would be the same as those defined in the Real
Property (Local Registries} Act.

The COLONIAL TREASURER replied that
that would not make the slightest difference in
the keeping of the accounts, These divisions were
only for the guidance of the Railway Commis-
sioners, so that the moneys raised for certain
purposes should be used for those purposes in the
divisions for which they were specified. There
was none of the money for the Gladstone line
included in the £70,000 or in the £36,000.

Mr. CURTIS said he quite understood that it
was a departmental matter, and simply for the
convenience of the Railway Department; but,
notwithstanding that,itwould bemuchmore satis-
factory to the people of Central Queensland if it
was provided that the boundaries should be the
boundaries defined in the Real Property (Local
Registries) Act.

Mr. BOLES said the Government had been
asked to complete the Gladstone-Bundabergline,
and their reason for not doing so was that they
had no money. He would point out that the
£70,000 and the £36,000 would go a long way
towards finishing that work. It seemed as if
they were trying to divert that £70,000 from that
railway.

The CorLONIAL SECRETARY : It is the very
opposite.

The Hox. J. R. DICKSON said the remarks
of the hon. member for Port Curtis, if carried
into effect, would be that Gladstone would be
denied the benefit of participation in £70,000
belonging to the Southern division, and have to
look only for a possible share of 4£36,000
belonging to the Central district—a remarkable
self-denial.

Mr. HARDACRE thought it would have been
better if the Government had repealed the
unexpended votesaltogether, and brought down
new votes for any particular lines that were
required. The clause would make the accounts
under the Financial Districts Bill all wrong,
and would place money to the credit of the
Central division instead of the Southern.

The Coroxiar. TREASURER: Show me any
particular sum that will be diverted.

Mr. HARDACRE said the divisions were
different. All that Gladstone would lose would
be the difference between the £70,000 and the
£36,000. It would not make the slightest dif-
ference so far as the expenditure of money was
concerned. There would not be one penny more
spent by including Gladstone in the South, but
it would simplify the bookkeeping under the
Finanecial Districts Bill when the day of reckon-
ing came,
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Mr, CURTIS moved that all the words after
the word ““ Act,” in the 1st line, be omitted,
with a view of substituting, *the boundaries of
the three divisions of the colony shall be those
described in the Leal Property (Liocal Registries)
Act of 1887.”

Mr. FISHER asked whether Gladstone would
be included in the Central or Southern division ?
He thought it should be allowed to share in the
lesser amount.

Mr. ARCHER said so far as he was concerned
he did not care a bit about it. This was an Act
for a special purpose. If Gladstone was included
in the Southern division it would share in the
£70,000, while if they preferred to be included
in the Central division it would only come in for
a portion of the £36,000. He did not think
Gladstone would get much out of either amount.

Mr. BOLES said it seemed to him that Glad-
stone was between the devil and the decp blue
sea. Some of the Central members wanted the
boundaries altered, but that was opposed in a
general way by Southern members. It appeared
to him that Gladstone would be far better
leaving the boundaries as they were under the
Financial Districts Bill for the reason he had
already given on the second reading. On that
basis there would he available about £107,000,
which would more than half complete the Glad-
stone Railway.

Amendment negatived; and clause passed as
printed.

The remaining clauses, the schedule, and the
preamble were put and passed.

The House resumed ; the CHATRMAN reported
the Bill without amendment, and the third
reading was made an order for Monday next.

QUEENSLAND COAST SURVEY BILL,
SEcoND READING.

The COLONIAL TREASURER: This isa
Bill to authorise the Government to continue the
agreement which has been in existence for some
considerable time regarding the survey of our
coast. The survey was originally commenced
under an agreement made in 1884. That
agreement simply consisted of correspondence
between the Admiralty and the Government
of Queensland, and there was an annual appro-
priation of £3,000, in addition to which this
colony furnished the steamer *“ Paluma ” to carry
out the work, so that our expenditure was much
larger than the amount voted by Parliament.
Now the Admiralty offer to continue the work
and supply a vessel of their own. I may say
that the “ Paluma ” is not at all a suitable vessel
for the work. She was built for a gunboat,
The ¢ Gayundah ” and the ** Paluma ” were built
at the same time, and it was found that one
vessel was quite enough for the port of Brishane,
so an arrangement was made with the Admiralty
that the ‘‘ Paluma” should be employed in this
survey. The survey was commenced in 1885,
after the * Paluma” arrived in the colony.
She commenced at Whitsunday Passage and
surveyed northward to Magnetic Island, and
then came to somewhere about Cook Harbour.
In 1890, after the wreck of the * Quetta,”
she went up North, and commenced surveying
from Thursday Island southward, and she has
been engaged in that work ever since. She
is now on this side of Piper Xeland. T have
some charts here which show the amount of
work that she has done during that period.
Any hon. member who wishes to see the original
agreement with the Admiralty to which I
referred will find it on page 805 of *“ Votes and
Proceedings.” for 1884, The Admiralty now
offer to continue the survey for a period of six
years from the 31st March next, that being the
date at which the present agreement will expire.
I consider it desirable that the matter should be
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submitted to Parliament instead of going on an
agreement by correspondence as heretofore, and
therefore I have prepared this Bill, and now
submit it to the House. The expenditure by
the colony has heen very varied, in some years
being under £2,000, and in some others consider-
ably more. In one year we spent over £5,000.

Mr. DrAXE : Besides finding the ship?

The COLONIALTREASURER: Yes. The
average for the period between 1830 and 1893
has been £3,800. The Admiralty now offer to
undertake the work and to find a vessel, which
no doubt will be very much more adapted to
the work than the “Paluma,” as well as the
officers and equipment, for an annual sum paid
by us of £3,270. I need not mention that this
work is one that the colony may justly bs proud
of. It is a work that is not for the benefit of
Queensland alone, but it is for the benefit of
the trade and commerce pof all countries that
passes along our coast. No hon. member can
object to this survey being proceeded with, and
there is no doubt that already animmense amount
of good has been done in the route of navigation
up our coast. When the survey is completed—
as it probably will be by the tiine this agreement
expires—the navigation of that route will pro.
bably be as good as that of any sea in the world,
I move that the Bill be now read a second time.

Mr. POWERS: As we have such a long coast
we have to pay for its survey. We cannot go to
too great expense for the purpose of having the
survey a proper one. 1 donot know whether the
Premier has made any arrangement by which
the survey will be continuous during the whole
term of the agreement ; but I understood him to
say that some years the cost to Queensland was
£2,000, while it was sometimesas high as £5,000.
From that I should infer that the survey has not
been continuous. 1 presume the amount men-
tioned in the Bill is one-half the expense of the
survey. It would be much better if the agree-
ment were made for a shorter period—say three
years—and at the end of that period, if we were
satisfied with the progress that had been made,
the agreement could then be renewed. It is
better that the agreement should be ratified by
Parliament than made as in the past.

The COLONTAT. TREASURER : Thereason
why the amount we had to pay that one year
was 5o large was because the charges due to the
Imperial Government for two years came in in
the one year.

The Hown, J. R. DICKSON: The Govern-
ment are to be congratulated on continuing the
survey of the coast. I have no doubt, from
information which has been supplied to me, that
the ““ Paluma ” has not been found by any means
a suitable vessel to carry out thissurvey. The
oldsteamer “Llewellyn,” which wasengagedin the
work beforethe “Paluma,” wasmuch better suited
for theservice than the “Paluma” has proved her-
gelf. The period of six years strikes one as being
rather long for the agreement to extend over,
inasmuch as a considerable portion of the coast
has been surveyed ; but I presume it is intended
to complete the survey of the interval now exist-
ing unsurveyed between Thursday Island and
Cape Bedford. It would be a great pity if the
work were at all interrupted. Considering that
the Admiralty have to find the vessel and equip
her, I apprehend that if the agreement were
only for three years the guarantee on the part
of Queensland would have to be larger. I
would like to learn from the Treasurer what he
proposes to do with the *Paluma.” We have
not got employment for one gunboat, much less
two, and unless 2 war scare occurs in the Hast,
which I trust will not be the case, I think it
would perhaps be better to turn her into cash,
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inasmuch as there are continual improvements
in naval architecture, and these boats for harbour
defence must be becoming obsolete. :
Mr. FISHER : I do not profess to be possessed
of professional knowledge in dealing with a Bill
of this character, but I altogether agree that
the survey should proceed. I think it would be
wise to make room in some of these vessels for
a. few colonial cadets, so that they might learn
the art of surveying. Regarding the amount of
the contract I cannot speak, because that will
depend upon the amount of the work to be done;
but Ishould verymuehlike to know whetherthere

are not people in the colony as capable of doing-

this work as officers of the Admiraliy.

Mr. DUNSFORD : If work of this character
is necessary, I do not see why it should be left to
the Lord High Admiral of Great Britain, I
consider it should be a colonial work, and this
shows me the necessity there is for federation. I
do not see why we should always remain a
dependency of Great Britain in such matters as
this, The country maintains gunboats over
which it has no control, the only thing we are
called upon to do being to pay up. This
is one of the matters that should receive atten-
tion at the hands of the Federal Council. As
a native of the colony, I am one of those
who hope that Awustralia will become a
nation, and that in my lifetime; and I do
not see why we should vote money to Great
Britain for something which is purely an Aus-
tralian matter. Ibelieve thiscouldbe done better
by colonial action, and that there would be less
danger to shipping than there i3 at the present
time. There is a sort of go-as-you-please about
the present arrangements. Certain boats are
stationed in Australian waters, but they lie in
harbour for a good part of their time, the officers
having a high time at the expense of Australia.
T deprecate spending money over which we have
no control,

Mr. McDONALD : T would rather see a little
more money spent annually, and have this work
carried out by the Government. It is national
work, and I enter my protest against contigually
going outside the colony to have work done that
we could do ourselves. I agree with the hon.
member for Charters Towers when he says that
this is a matter on which federal action ought to
be taken.

Mr. WATSON : I should like to ask the
Premier if no details are given of the work, and
howit is done? We should not forget that there
is & new method of surveying by sweeping; and
if that method had been in force at the time the
““Quetta ” was lost no doubt the rock would have
been found, and the disaster averted. I would
also like to ask the hon. gentleman whether some
of our youths could not be taken as apvrentices
on these surveying ships? I should like to see
that done very much.

Mr. TURLEY : With regard to the question
of training youths on board surveying vessels,
everyone who has read the papers lately must be
convinced from the figures quoted that there is
no chance, even in the vessels employed along
the coast, of anything of the kind being avail-
able. Undoubtedly this work is necessary ; but
if it were carried out by vessels of our own, as
urged by the hon, members for Flinders and
Charters Towers, it would involve considerably
more expense. Inaddition tothe ship, we should
have to provide all the appliances for surveying
purposes which, Tunderstand, are now supplied by
the Admiralty. It is quite unnecessary to go
into such a large expense as would be necessary
to carry on the work locally, The question
asked by the hon. member for Bulimba—what it
is proposed to do with the vessel taken off that
work—is a very pertinent one. Those two
vessels came here in 1885. Since that time
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one of them has been in continuous employ-
ment. The other has been practically lying
nearly all the time in the Brisbane River. The
only inference one can draw, from the silence of
the Premier on the subject, is that there is no
provision made for the future employment of the
vessel. No doubt she will be laid up alongside
the other one in Garden Reach. I agree with
the same hon. member that the best thing that
can be done with the vessel is to sell her, The
money she would bring in will about cover the
cost to the country of this proposed survey.

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Some
hon. members have argved that this work
should be undertaken by the colonies on the
ground that it isa federal work. As a matter of
fact it is a cosmopolitan work. We are not
doing the work out of our own funds; all that
we are required to pay is a part of the cost and
to find the vessel. The Admiralty find all the
appliances and the officers and men. If they are
spending £4,000 a year it is a great deal more
than the colony has been spending.

Mr. McDoxNaLD: They must reap some benefit
from it.

The COLONIAL TREASURER : They give
the benefit of what they do to the whole world.
If we can get the Tmperial Government to help
us in this important work, why should we refuse
their assistance? The work requires a consider-
able amount of training, and the Admiralty
provides officers specially qualified for it. There
is no restriction on colonial boys entering the
service, but they are considered as part of the
navy. They are entered on the navy list and
paid by the Imperial Government. As to what
we are going to do with the ‘Paluma,” that is
a question I can hardly answer. ‘We have four
months to consider the matter. In the meantime
if the Japanese Government want a boat of the
kind I shall be very glad to sell her. This new
arrangement will be no loss to the colony, nor
will it involve us in any greater expense.

Mr. TurLey: In what year was the £5,000
expended by the colony ?

The COLONIAL TREASURER : In 1892-8.
The accounts for the previous year did not reach
us in time, and there is an apparent sudden rise
from £2,753 to over £5,000, but a great deal of
the £5,000 ought to have been paid in the pre-
vious year. 'The average for the four years was
about £3,800.

Question—That the Bill be read a second time
—put and passed.

COMMITTEE.

On clause 1—*° Short title and commencement
of Act”— )

The Hon. J. R. DICKSON asked whether the
noiety paid by the colony was in addition to
providing the vessel ?

The COLONIAL TREASURER replied that
the colony had to provide the vessel, So much a
year was allowed for the vessel, and the colony
got credit for that amount.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 2—*‘ Treasurer empowered to enter into
agreement with Admiralty”—put and passed,

On clause 3—*¢ Annual payment of £3,270 to
be made ”—

Mr. McDONALD asked if the £3,270 was
going to cover the whole cost, or whether a vessel
would have to be found to give assistance?

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the
great advantage they would have in the new
agreement was that the Admiralty would find a
much more suitable vessel for the work than the
“ Paluma ”—a vessel with a steam launch and far
better appliances, by means of which nearly double
the quantity of work done by the “Paluma”
could be done in the same time. Asto “sweep-
ing,” which had been mentioned, it was carried
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out now to a very large extent. He might
mention that they had a standing advertisement
offering a reward to pearl-shellers and others who
might discover any dangers and buoyed them,
or took such observations as would enable them
to identify the spot, and left word at the nearest
port, A great deal of time had been wuasted in
looking for a rock that had been reported near
Proudfoot Shoal without discovering it.

Mr. Fisugr: Will you give the reward to a
mariner wrecked on an unknown rock.

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that if
he lived and came and told them where the rock
was he would get the reward. The reward had
been claimed once, and the man reporting the
rock got £30 after it was found and surveyed.
They would get a great deal more for their
money under the agreement proposed than they
were getting now. As to the time, he did not
propose to alter the agreement, and he had no
doubt they would find 1t satisfactory.

Mr. McDONALD asked if the hon. gentleman
had said that if he could arrange for a shorter
period he would do so?

The COLONIAL TREASURER: No; he
thought they could leave it as it was. If in two,
three, or four years’ time anything happened to
induce them to ask the Home Government
to allow them to retire from the agreement, he
had no doubt arrangements could be made. He
did not care to anticipate that anything was
likely to happen that would prevent them
carrying out the agreement for six years, If the
agreement had only been for three years he would
have thought it hardly necessary to bring down a
Bill for it. They had been working under an
agreement without a Bill for the last nine years,
but he thought it much more constitutional to
submit the matter in that way to Parliament.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 4—** Treasurer to pay sum as directed
by Governor "—put and passed.

On clause 5—“Treasurer to be allowed credit
for payments’—

Mr. POWERS hoped that in making the
agreement notice would be taken of the sugges-
tion to make it a condition that some colonial
youths should be taken into the service, as had
been done in connection with the naval defence
contribution. He hoped the day was coming
when they would be able to do that work for
themselves, and the more cadets they could get
to learn the profession the better.
f'_}L‘the CoLONIAL TREASURER : I will make a note
of it.

The How. J. R. DICKSON: agreed with the
hon. member for Maryborough, but they could
hardly insist upon what was proposed as a con-
dition. It might be offered as a suggestion which
the Admiralty might accept. He would go
further and advise the Colonial Treasurer to
suggest to the Admiralty that the feeling in the
colony was in favour of repairs to the vessels
being done within the colony. g

Clause and preamble put and passed.

The IHouse resamed; the Bill was reported
without amendment, and the third reading
made an Order of the Day for Monday next.

GOVERNMENT S.é}HNGS BANK STOCK
LL.

SECOND READING,

The COLONIAL TREASURER : This is a
Bill to enable people who have money, which they
are not allowed to invest in trade or business in
the ordinary way, to invest it in Government
stock, and it will form, as it were, a new branch
of the Government Savings Bank, The limit of
deposits in the Government Savings Bank bear-
ing interest is £200, and there are many large
deposits getting no interest on the amount in
excess of £200. They are lying there unuseful to
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the depositors and also to the Government,
as they cannot be used for public works,
because they are at call, and we do not know the
day the depositors will come and draw them out.
I propose, therefore, to give the Governor in
Council authority to create stock, to be called
“Queensland Government Savings Bank Stock,”
for a sum which for the present may be any
arbitrary amount. I propose £1,000,000 as the
limit of the amount for which we may create
stock of this sort. This stock will have a cur-
rency of a very considerable period. I propose
fifty years. Of course that is@an arbitrary period,
but I have found that where trustees have money
to invest, long-dated debentures or stock gene-
rally fetch a higher price than short-dated stock,
becanse it saves the trustees the trouble of rein-
vesting at short periods when the money falls due.
Tt might be thought that issuing paper having
such a currency might be inexpedient inasmuch
as it binds us to a rate of interest, say, 3§ per
cent. for the whole period, whereas the rate of
interest may be lowered in the course of years.
To meet that it might be provided that at the
end of every ten or twenty years the savings
bank authorities should have the right to give
notice—say, six months’ notice—to the holders of
stock that the rate of interest would be lowered ;
but I think that that would be a damaging pro-
cedure, and it does not follow that stock which
is issued when the rate of interest is lowered, if
it does get any lower than it is now, shall actu-
ally bear interest at the rate of 34 per cent.,
because it is not provided that stock shall be
sold at par. It may be sold at a premium
or at a discount.. Of course, if interest went
below 3% per cent. the stock would go up to a
premium, I propose, therefore, to regulate the
price of stock by prescribing it in regulations.
We will probably start in this'way : Say that
the London market price of 3§ per cent. stock is
98, then allowing 1 per cent, for exchange and
expenses, we would sell our stock here at 99, and
whenever an alteration is made in the price it
will be advertised, and a new regulation will
be issued for that purpase. The stock is pro-
posed to be issued in multiples of £20, but I
believe that that will be found to be too large, and
that we might very well reduce it to £10, so as
to encourage people possessed of small amounts
of money to invest them in this way. Just to
show how the thing works I will draw attention
to a paragraph in the report of the Post Office in
London., There it is stated that—

« The amount of stock investment business shows &
considerable increase. A sum of £1,544,506 was in-
vested in the year, as compared with £1,264,104 in the
previous year, an increuse of £250,402 . . . . On
the 31st Devember last the total amount of stock held
was £6,364,494, being over three-quarters of a miilion
more than at the end of the previous year. The
number of stockholders on the 31lst December was &
little over 69,000.”

That shows that the system is largely availed
of in the United Kingdom. The 8th clause
provides for the application of the money.
They have a somewhat similar scheme in New
South Wales, where it 15 provided that the money
may be used for public works. I do not think
that would be a good thing for Queensland at
the present time. I therefore propose to apply the
money in the purchase of debentures that arenow
in the hands of the public and cancel them, and in
this way probably reduce the charge for interest
that we have to pay annually, It might be
said that it is not a good thing to take
money from Queensland and send it to Eng-
land for that purpose; but I may mention
that we have over £600,000 worth of Treasury
bills in the hands of the public of Queensland
just now, and I have provided that the money
may be used for redeeming those, They are
carrying interest at the rate of 4 per cent. ; and
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if we can redeem them at a reasonable price,
it will be a profitable investment for the
colony. I think it would be a good thing
for the colony if the money held by trusts
and not employed in the ordinary business of
the country were invested in stock of this nature.
It has this great advantage: That the more of
this stock we can sell in the country the more
debentures held outside the colony can be
cancelled, and the less interest will be sent out
of the colony every year. As things are I have
to make provision for about £100,000 a month
interest, and if we could keep that in the colony
it would be much to our advantage. Thereis
no doubt that the financial strength of most
civilised countries in the world depends upon the
fact that these debentures are held in those
countries. In France the peasantry invest all
their savings in the public funds. Compara-
tively speaking, we are only a new country,
and the amount available here cannot be ex-
pected to Dbe so much per head, as it is in
older established countries like Kngland and
France, but at the same time we can make a
beginning, and I have every reasou to believe
that the scheme will prove successful. Some
people have mentioned to me even to-day that
some provision would be necessary to enable
trustees to invest in these debentures; but I do
not think any provision of the kind is required.
They were evidently thinking of the provisions
of the legislature in Great Britain, which prevent
trustees from investing money in colonial stock.
But that does not apply here. A great deal of
this Bill consists of provisions giving power to
make regulations, and I think it is better to pro-
vide the necessary machinery by regulation than
by hampering the Bill with it. Forms of cer-
tificates and receipts and transfers and such are
provided for. I do not think there is anythirg:
further I need comment upon now.
Mr. F1sHER : What about the bank scare?

The COLONIAL TREASURER: I do not
think there is any great likelihood of that
happening, because the money we want is not
money ordinarily employed in trade. It would
not be a good thing for the colony to withdraw
money from trade and lock it up in stock, but it
does not follow that when a man does invest in
stock of this sort the money will be locked up.
If he wants money he can sell the scrip, and that
is the reason why we have provided for an easy
method of transfer. Another convenience will
be this: That if a trustee has invested £500 in
this stock, and finds he requires £50 to carry on
the estate, he can dispose of scrip to that amount
without having to realise on the whole of it. I
move that the Bill be now read a second time.

Mr. POWERS : I donot think there can be
very much objection to this Bill from this side
of the House. It will be a good thing for the
country all round, and there is nothing in the idea
that it will lead to movey being withdrawn from
trade. So far as the State is concerned, clause 8
will be a good thing for us. The money will be
transferred and appropriated to pay off other
liabilities and the people who receive it will pay
it into the banks. At present we are getting in
a certain amount of money, and it has to be put
in some bank or in a safe; therefore it ispaid into
a bank, and we remain liable. Under this clause
the money will be put into this Government
stock, and people will have the Government
security. After the full explanation of the
Premier I shall support the Bill. I do not know
whether the hon. member for Clermont will con-
sider this is trespassing upon his State bank ;
but we are getting along, and the Bill should go
through without opposition.

The Hox. J. R. DICKSON : This is a very
important measure, and demands very full con-
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sideration. To some extent it will be a greab
boon to trustees and others who have to exercise
fiduciary powers, and who will be relieved of &
great deal of that responsibility which attaches to
them should they make unsound investments,
But a Bill of this kind is a measure that ought to
be dealt with tentatively and upon very gunarded
lines. I would regard it as a great public
calamity that circulating funds which promote
business and provide for the industries of
the colony should be withdrawn from legitimate
circulation and locked up in Government deben-
tures. While I certainly do not wish to see our
outside liabilities enlarged, I do not agree with
the Premier that it would be beneficial to the
colony if we transferred the whole of our lia-
bility to British investors on to the shoulders of
local residents, whose funds could be far more
profitably employed in developing our industries.
‘We must bear in mind the times in which this
scheme is proposed. If we were in ordinary
times of commercial prosperity and financial
activity, and money was coming into the colony
through confidence in our resources and a desire
on the part of capitalists abroad to invest money
here to develop our industries, then there would
not be the same danger that there is now.
But we are now in a state of panic. Financial
distrust has arisen which has tended to load the
Government Savings Bank with moneys put
there for the sake of being covered by a Govern-
ment guarantee, though they are not earning any
interest, There is about £70,000 or £80,000 of
what I call panic money lodged in the Govern-
ment Savings Bank, and it would be a great
deal better for the community if that money
were circulating in channels of industry and
thereby prometing the prosperity of the colony.

An Ho~NouraBrE MEMBER: It is in the
Queensland National Bank.

The Hon. J. R. DICKSON : Those whoare in
the position of trustees and put theirtrust moneys
into the Government Savings Bank come under a
different class altogether ; and so far as they are
concerned I .contend that the Bill will be of con-
siderable benefit, But at present money is
not flowing into us; gold is flowing out of
the colony; and that is occasioned by the
lamentable fact of the short value of our exports
in the Kuropean markets. In normal times a°
measure of this sort might be introduced on a
more comprehensive scale than is now desirable ;
and it would be wise for the Premier to limit to
a certain amount the emission of these debentures
annually. I believe a better price would be
gob, the value of the stock would be main-
tained, and the trading currency would not be
interfered with. What I mostly apprehend is that
people will refrain from putting their money into
any enterprise or industry, but will prefer to
continue to place it in the Government Savings
Bank, which is departing from its true character
of being merely a repository forthe savings of
the industrious. The Colonial Treasurer stated
that any person who bought this stock would be
able to transfer it ; but we know that in Queens-
Iand there is no regular or fixed market price for
Government stock. There is not the money to
buy it. The trading community need all their
money, and will continue to do so as long as the
stream of money is flowing out of the colony. T
approve of the Bill as affording great facilities
to the class T have referred to; at thesame time
I would recommend the Colonial Treasurer to
accept an amendment limiting the issue of these
debentures to a certain sum periodically.

Mr. FISHER: I congratulate the Govern-
ment on bringing in a Bill of this sort. The
hon. member for Bulimba views it with alarm,
because if taken advantage of to a large extent
it will create a shortage in the money de-
posited in the various commercial banks, buf
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I do not agree with him in that. I agree with
him that people have invested their spare money
over and above what may be called ‘‘savings”
in the Government Savings Bank, and I believe
it is the duty of the Government to find a
safe place to invest the money belonging to
the people. 1t has been found that the Govern-
ment have Leen paying for their own money
far more than they can get it for here now;
and the issuing of debentures, as proposed in
the Bill, will not only be of advantage to people
who are bound to invest in good securities but
also to the country as a whole. As to the
withdrawal of money from the commercial banks,
I may remind the hon. member for Bulimba
that the money deposited in the (Government
Savings Bank is in the Queensland National
Bank. I would like to hear the opinion of
the hon. member for Clermont, who is specially
fitted to deal with this question. I do not
intend to go into the question of State paper,
although I have grave doubts as to the utility
of any such method. Some credit is due to the
Government which carries out proposals such as
are contained in the Bill. T am not competent
to go into the whole question, but I am sure
that enabling people with small sums of money
to invest to take up these debentures will benefit
a large class. I agree with the Premier that the
debentures might be issued for £10. I also
think that it would be better to fix the rate
of interest for the whole currency of the
debentures, and not allow it to be fixed from
time to time by either the Governor in Councl
or Parliament. We cannot do better than
pass the Bill as soon as possible. I believe
some of my colleagues are prepared to speak
upon the question of the investment of trust
moneys, and it should be made clear by some
hon. member representing the Government if it
is not necessary to have special powers given to
trustees to enable them to take up these deben-
tures, The objection in Kngland to allowing
trustees to invest in colonial stocks was due, L
believe, to the fear that in case any of the
colonies cut the painter they might repudiate
payment. That cannot apply in this case. I
have no fear of any harm being done to the
commercial banks by the passage of the Bill, and
I have every confidence that many people will
take advantage of it.

Mr. HARDACRE : Iam opposed to the Bill,
and even if T am the only member on this side, I
shall vote against it, because I think hon. mem-
bers on this side are being “had.” I entirely
agree with the principle of the Government find-
ing safe investments for the savings of the people.
The establishment of any bank on a true founda-
tion is a good thing. The object of a bank is to
collect small sums and lend them in large
amounts. It brings the borrower and the lender
together ; but the Bill will not do that at all.
It is solely intended to use the money in the
1’:(?r'(l)lve)rnment Savings Bank to pay off the Treasury

ills.

The CoroNiaL TREASURER : No. e

Mr. HARDACRE : Yes; and that is a great
danger. I find that the total liabilities of the
savings bank at present is £1,899,107. That is
invested in this way—4£940,499 1s already in-
vested in Government debentures; £225,000 is
invested in Treasury bills; lent on mortgage,
£300; and at fixed deposit in the Queensland
National Bank, £520,000. That means that there
is locked up a sum of £1,683,299, the liquid
assets only amounting to £215,808. That being
s0, I strongly object to any more of the liquid
assets being converted into fixed deposits in
Queensland Treasury bills. If there was to be
even a small run on the savings bank it would be
impossible for the Governmen$ to pay the credi-
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tors. If there is one thing we should see to it is
that the savings of the people are ready for them
whenever they go for them.

Mr. KivaesBtrY: How would you pay in-
terest if you keep the money in the savings
bank?

Mr. HARDACRE: There 1is already
£1,683,000 lent out, and the higher rate of in-
terest at which it is lent enables the Government
to pay interest on the whole amount. If there
are no liquid assets it makes the bank utterly
insecure.

The Coronian TREASURER: You defame
everything. You cannot even let the Govern-
ment Savings Bank alone.

Mr. HARDACRE: Not one word in my
speech has defamed the bank.

The CoroNiAL TREASURER : You are trying to
create a scare, )

Mr. HARDACRE : T am trying to donothing
of the sort. I say thatat present the institution
is secure ; but if this programme is carried out
it will not be secure, because there will be no
liquid assets.

The Hon, J. R. DicksoN : Tt is reducing its
deposit liability, and transferring it to stock.

Mr. HARDACRE: If we take the liquid
assets, and place them at a more fixed deposit,
how are the creditors to be paid? I know there
is no rush at the present time, but that is because
the people know their money is absolutely safe ;
but if we take away the liquid assets, then there
may be a rush. That is the reason why I am
opposed to the Bill. We ought to safeguard the
savings bank as much as possible; and I think
the present proposal is a danger to the insti-
tution, If it was for the purpose of getting
investments outside the institution I should have
no objection whatever, but it will cause those
persons who have money in the institution to
divert it into the purchase of Treasury bills, I
think if it were proposed that £300,000 worth of
savings bank money should be expended in the
purchase of Treasury bills, every member would
oppose it. This Bill proposes to do a somewhat
similar thing, and for that reason I am opposed

to it.

Mr, STEVENS: I think there is a great deal
in the contention of the hon. member for
Bulimba, that this will be the means of with-
drawing large sums of money from ecirculation
and having it locked up in a ‘manner that it
cannot be used as quickly as persons may desire,
When I saw the Bill first I had that impression,
and it has been confirmed by what fell from the
hon, member for Bulimba, who may be considered
an authority on the subject. The answer to his
argument was that there was a certain amount of
money not being used at the present time. That
would only apply to the £70,000 deposited in the
bank and on which no interest is payable. That
money is undoubtedly placed there on account of
the fear people have of investingit elsewhere, but
before long confidence may be restored, and that
large sum of money be put into circulation. I
believe this Bill will induce people to withdraw
their money from other financial institutions,
and place 1t in Government funds. It would
undoubtedly be perfectly secure so long as the
Government had any assets, but it would not be
so available as the money in the bank., We
all know there are times of depression, when em-
ployment is scarce, and if persons invest their
money in Government stock and wish to realise,
they will only be able to do so at some loss, and
the money lenders will reap a rich harvest. I
am not quite convinced on this subject. I have
my doubts, and if I felt a little more strongly
than I do I should be inclined to oppose the
Bill. At any rate, T hope the Government will
agree to the amendment suggested by the hon.
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member for Bulimba, that only a certain
amount of money should be placed on the market
annually,

Question put and passed’; and the committal
of t?e Bill made an Order of the Day for Monday
next.

AGRICULTURAL LANDS PURCHASE
BILL.

ResuMPTION O0F COMMITTEE.

On clause 5—

Question—That the following words be added
to the clause, ““Provided that not more than
£50,000 shall be available for this purpose in any
one year without special appropriation by Parlia-
ment ’—put ; and the Committee divided :—

Avms, 21,

Messrs. Powers, Drake, I'isher, Jackson, Wilkinson,
Browne, Dunsford, McDonald, Turley, Dawson, King,
Rawlings, Reid, Leahy, Kerr, Ogden, Boles, Hardacre,
Cross, Archer, and Murray.

Nozs, 26.

Messrs. Nelson, Barlow, Tozer, Philp, Dickson, Callan,
Morehead, Cameron, McMaster, Watson, Morgan, Bell,
‘Thomas, Dalrymple, Corfield, Armstrong, Crombie, Lord,
Kingsbury, Midson, Battersby, Chataway, Smith, Agnew,
Stephens, and Phillips.

Resolved in the negative.

Clause put and passed.

. The Hown. J. R. DICKSON moved the follow-
ing new clause, to follow clause 5:—

The total amountexpended in paymentforland under
this Act shall not exceed, in any period from the 1st
day of July in any one year to the 30th day of Junein
the following year, the sum of £100,000.

Mr. POWERS questioned whether theamend-

ment meant anything. The object of the Com-
mittee was to limit the amount of the lability to
be incurred in any one year; but debentures
might be taken in exchange for land up to
£300,000, on which only £100,000 might be paid.
It would depend upon how the debentures were
made payable.
. The How. J. R. DICKSON thought the mean-
ing was perfectly clear that the total amount to
be expended in one year, whether the land was
paid for in debentures or in cash, should not
exceed £100,000.

Mr. POWERS said what he meant was that
under the clanse as proposed the Government
might incur liabilities for the purchase of land to
any amount by making only £100,000 payable in
each year. He understood the Secretary for
Lands to say that he was prepared to accept
£100,000 as the limit of liability that could be
incurred in any one year.

The SEcRETARY FOR Lanps: I did say so.

The How. J. R. DICKSON said he would
withdraw his clause to give way to the hon.
{ngmber for Leichhardt, and would propose it
ater.

New clause, by leave, withdrawn.

Mr. HARDACRE moved a new clause to
provide that the particulars of every contract
involving in itself or in the aggregate with
others an expenditure of more than £10,000 for
any one piece of land, or adjacent portions of
land, should, before the contract was entered
into, be affirmed by Parliament. The purpose
of the amendment was to provide some little
safeguard, and prevent the Government giving a
higher sum than £10,000 for any one piece of
land without the knowledge of the House. He
was not going to discuss the amendment, but
would simply move it and go to a vote on it.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said that
last night the Committee negatived a much
wider proposal on the motion of the hon. member
for Albert, and the present amendment was
wholly inadmissible.

New clause put and negatived.

The Hox, J. R. DICKSON moved a new
clause, providing that the total liability incurred
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in the purchase of land under the Billin any one
year should not exceed £100,000.

New clause put and passed.

Mr. CURTIS moved a proviso to the last
new clause providing that the amount of land
unsold at any time, and held by the Minister
under the provisions of the Bill, should not
exceed in value £100,000. That would not limit
the buying power of the Government so long as
they could find purchasers for the land they
bought, They could under the proviso buy
£500,000 worth of land so long as they could get
rid of it, but it would prevent a hability for
perhaps £500,000 expended in the purchase of
land which the Government might subsequently
be unable to sell,

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said the
proposal to regulate the buying of land by the
selling of it meant that the Government would
have to look out for purchasers before they could
buy land, and that would cripple the Bill. Such
an amendment was unnecessary, as Parliament
could review the doings of the Government
every year, and could pull them up if they did
anything wrong.

Mr. CURTIS pointed out that the Govern-
ment was only limited to the expenditure of
£100,000 in one year, and if they bought £100,000
worth of land and sold £50,000 worth they could
then buy another £50,000 worth.

Mr. STEVENS thought the amendment was
based on sound business principles. There were
very few estates in any part of the colony which
consisted entirely of first-class land, and would
be likely to be sold at a paying price; and the
probability was that, unless some safeguard like
that contained in the amendment were adopted,
portions of estates would be left on the hands of
the Government from time to time, so thatin
the course of years they might have a consider-
able area unsold. The amendment would have
the effect of making the Government more
cautious in their purchases.

The Hox. J. R. DICKSON thought the
amendment would cripple the operation of the
Bill. The Government would not purchase
small areas of land, but large estates; and if
after they had bought £100,000 worth of land,
and had ‘sold £50,000 worth, they were offered
an estate for £75,000 or £100,000, they would be
debarred by the amendment from purchasing it.
The limitation of the expenditure to £100,000 in
any one year was quite sufficient safeguard with-
out imposing such a condition.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said the
clause meant that they should issue debentures
for the purchase of land, and Parliament would
have full control in the matter. Xach year
Parliament counld ascertain how much land had
been sold, and if it chose instruct the Govern-
ment not to buy any more next year.

Mr. STEVENS : By passing another Act.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS: Or by a
resolution, which no Grovernment would dare to
disregard.

Mr. POWERS said if that was the only safe-
guard they might just as well adopt the amend-
ment, which simply meant that the Government
could buy as much land as they liked so long as
they could find purchasers.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS asked if
the hon. member did not see that they would
then have to get purchasers in advance? They
would have to get a whole lot of purchasers on
their books before they could buy land, How-
ever, if the Committee insisted on such an
amendment, he had xnot the slightest objec-

tion,
Mr. POWERS said the Government would
not have to look for purchasers, but could buy
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£100,000 worth of laud right off, and when
purchasers were found for £50,000 worth they
could buy another £50,000 worth.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said large
estates could not be bought like a cabbage in the
market, but would have to be bought when they
were offered, and on the best terms the Govern-
ment could get.

Mr. CROSS said there would be heaps of
people ready to sell land to the Government, and
get 4 per cent. interest. At present they could
get nothing for land, and every time the Secre-
tary for Lands spoke he was more convinced
that he knew of many offers that would be made.
The new clause proposed by the hon. member
for Rockhampton was an excellent one, and had
been moved by a thorough business man. The
Secretary for Lands did not give the hon.
member credit for sincerity, and treated the
clause as nonsense. He seemed inclined to
dictate to the House what should be done and
what should not.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS had no
doubt he should receive heaps of offers from per-
sons willing to sell land, but he was not going to
take the first offer that was made. The Govern-
ment would invest the money to the best advan-
tage and drive the hardest barzains they could.
When he was discussing the matter with the
hon. member for Rockhampton he could under-
stand what he was about, but he could not
understand the finance of the hon. member for
Clermont.

Mr. STEVENS admitted that the Secretary
for Lands had been very long-suffering, and had
shown a great amount of good temper, but still
he must give hon. members credit for good
intentions. He had not lost faith in the amend-
ment by anything that had been said, It was
not necessary that the whole sum should be
spent on one estate. There might be smaller
areas quite as good for the purposes of the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said it was
not proposed that all the money should be put
into one estate. It might be invested in three
or four different portions of the colony. With a
limit of £100,000 in one year and the sharp eye of
Parliament, there would be a sufficient check
upon the Government, who would have to inform
them what had been done up to the end of each
financial year. Then if Parliamsnt were not
satisfied it could put on the brake. There would
not be such a craving for land that the
Government would want to exceed the powers
given by Parliament.

Mr. STEVENS did not think a resolution
brought in to limit the power of Parliament
would have the least chance of being carried.
The Government could bring forward arguments
that would be sound at the time, and say that
there was a better chance of selling land in
future, or point out that land was rising and
should be bought at once.

Mr. CURTIS said in the other colonies where
legislation of this kind had been passed the
contracts made were provisional and depended
upon ratification by Parliament, The Govern-
ment here had a great objection to that, but i$
was desirable that some limit should be placed
upon their power to pledge the credit of the
country. The effect of his amendment was that
the power of the Government to purchase land
should be limited by their ability to sell it.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY did not
think that a reasonable proposition. The same
objections were offered when the Land-Grant
Railway Act was before them. There was
always a suspicion on the other side of the Com-
mittee that Ministers were not capable or were
not honest in their conduct of affairs, but
he had never found in the history of the
colony any instance in which this limiting
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power had to be exercised. If he thought
there would be any danger it would be different.
He could not see what harm there could be in
the Government being empowered to purchase
land to the extent of £100,000 a year under the
provisions of the Bill. The effect of the pro-
position would be to so cripple the hands of the
(tovernment as to malke the Bill worthless.

Mr. POWERS said that nobody ever mis-
trusted a Government wore than the hon. mem-
ber himself when in opposition. On one occasion
he spoke seven hours against the administration
with which he was now connected, and said he
would not trust any Governmnent with anything
for unspecified railways, though they had to be
submitted to the House afterwards,

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said the
hon. member for Maryborough was a member—
or very nearly a member—of the Government
that wanted the House to vote £1,000,000 for un-
specified railways. The effect of the amendment
would be to keep men waiting for land, and that
was exactly what they did not want. The Go-
vernment were responsible to Parliament every
year, and that was a suflicient check.

Mr. MURRAY did not think it was desirable *
that the Government should be encouraged o go
too extensively into the business. If they had
no land of their own it would be different ; but
they had 400,000,000 acves to dispose of ; and it
was utter nonsen<e to buy private land. He did
not see why any objection should be taken to the
proposal of the hon. member for Rockhampton.

New clause put; and the Committes divided :—

Ayrs, 21.

Messrs, Archer, Curtis, Cross, Kerr, Ogden, Murray,
Jackson, Boles, Hamilton, Browne, Reid, Stevens, King,
3fcDonald, Powers, Dawson, Dunsford, Rawlings, Drake,
Fisher, and Hardacre.

Nozs, 30,

Messrs, Nelson, Barlow, Tozer, Dickson, Morehead,
Philp, Watson, Thomas, Turley, Wilkinson, Battersby,
Kingsbury, O'Connell, Callan, Cameron, Corfield, Bell,
Dalrymple, Morgan, McMaster, Armstrong, Crombie,
Foxton, Stephens, Chataway, Lord, Smith, Midson,
Phillips, and Agnew.

Resolved in the negative, )

On clause 6—“QOwner may receive price by
way of grants of Crown lands™—

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said he
proposed to negative the clause,

The Hox. B. D. MOREHEAD said he hoped
the clanse would not be negatived. By surround-
ing the clause with proper safeguards it would
enable lands on the Darling Downs, say, to be
exchanged for Western lands. Heknew of cases
in which individuals and companies had freeholds
on the Darling Downs and also large leaseholds in
the West, and it would be greatly to the.interest
of the State if those people and companies were
given grants of land on their leaseholds in the
West in exchange for freeholds on the Downs
He would not allow freeholds to be exchanged
for land in the West on another person’s lease-
hold, as that would be robbing Peter to pay
Paul. He asked the Secretary for Lands to
allow the clause to remain in the Bill. It was
not & matter of compensation, but of contract.
He would only allow the exchange in the case of
a man who was in the dual position of a free-
holder inside, where the land was required for
close settlement, and also a leaseholder outside.

Mr, CURTIS said that the argument of the
hon. gentleman practically meant that land
in one division of the colony should be given for
land taken back by the Government to the
detriment of the State and of the district in
which the exchanged land was situated. The
people of the Central district knew that the evil
of landlordism existed in the Southern division,
and they objected tc it being created in an
intensified form in their district. If the pro-
posal he had made the previous evening had
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been agreed to, and the operations of the
Bill had been confined to the South, the
people in the Central and Northern divisions
would have had no objection to the clause.
But they certainly would object to the holders of
land on the Darling Downs being paid by means
of their land at the rate of five or six acres for
every one acre on the Downs. He trusted the
Government would adhere to their resolution to
abandon the clause, otherwise it’ would give
intense dissatisfaction to people in other parts of
the colony. The best way to pay people for
their land was by debentures.

Mr. BELL said the hon. member alluded to
the Darling Downs as if it were an ‘‘awful
example,” and the only landlord-ridden district
in the colony. A few months ago he was in
the Central district, and passed through miles of
alienated country between Clermont and Spring-
sure which was quite equal to any on the
Darling Downs, and he ventured to say that, if
the people in the Central district ever got
separation, the first thing they would do would
be to make a similar proposition to that which
the Government were now making—to buy back
those lands. He agreed with the hon. member
that there was no necessity for the clause, and if
they passed it they would be laying in store for
future generations the same difficulty as they
were suffering under now,

The SECRETARY FORLANDS said he had
promised some hon. members that that clause
should be negatived. The principle had been
given up by the Government, and he trusted
hon, members would come to a decision.

Clause put and negatived.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
LANDS, clause 7 was amended by the omission
of the words “ or by granting to the owner any
Crown lands specified in the contract in exchange
for the land so acquired.”

Mr. CROSS said the principle involved in that
clause was most vicious. It perpetuated an evil
under which the people of the colony would be
“sweated ” to the extent of cent. per cent. in
interest in less than twenty-five years.
tested against the clause. It was mno credit to
any Government which introduced it. He
thought the Government ought to do exactly
what the banks did—pay for fhe land by issuing
credit against values.

The CHAIRMAN : T hope the hon. member
will confine his remarks to the clause.

Mr. CROSS said he was endeavouring to do
so, and thought he was perfectly justified in
pointing out thut the people of the colony would
be weighed down and “‘ sweated” to an enormous
extent by the interest charges under the clause.
He could. back his objection to the clause by
quoting those of the Premier.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS pointed
out to the hon. member that if the Government
was going to be “‘sweated ” at 4 percent. they were
going to ““sweat ” the purchasers at b per cent.

Mr. OROSS said that in 1891, when the same
Bill was being debated, the Hon. B. D. More-
head expressed opinions precisely similar to those
he had just set forth. [The hon, member
read a passage from Mr. Morehead’s spesch
showing that a transaction to the extent of
£250,000 on those conditions would leave £7,500
as an additional burden on the taxpayers of
the colony.] Perhaps the Secretary for Lands
would sneer at that opinion also.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said he
would not take the opinion nf any man, not even
of Mr. Gladstone, on a matter of that kind., If
he could borrow money at 4 per cent. and lend it
at b per cent., he would snap his fingers at all the
political economists in the universe.

Clause, as amended, passed.

He pro-
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Clause 8 passed as printed.

On clause 9—

Mr, BROWNE moved that the following
words be added: ¢ Provided that the interest
charge on all moneys expended under the pro-
visions of this Act shall be charged to the
account of the division of the coleny in which
the debt is incurred, under the provisions of the
Financial Districts Bill of 1387.”

The SEORETARY FOR LANDS said the
amendment was not required. What the hon. .
member wanted would follow as a matter of
course in the adjustment of accounts.

Amendment withdrawn ; and clause put and
passed.

Clauses 10, 11, and 12 passed as printed.

On clause 13— Price at which land is fo be
sold ’—

Mr. HARDACRE moved the omission of
certain words, in order to substitute *‘lease-
hold ” for ¢ freehold.” They were all aware of
the evils that had resulted from the alienation of
some of the best land in the colony, and if the
clause were passed in its present form the evil
would only be perpetuated. The adoption of the
leasehold ~system would reduce the initial
expenses of the selector very considerably.
When a selector purchased land he had to pay a
much larger sum at the first than he would under
the principle of rental. At that late hour he
would not discuss the question of leasebolds as
against freeholds, but would leave the question
to the Committee to decide.

The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said the
amendment was totally opposed to the principle
of the Bill and to the prineiple of all their land
laws dealing with agricultural land. He could
not aceept it.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted stand part of the clause—put; and the
Committee divided :—

Axrs, 30.

AMessrs. Nelson, Barlow, Tozer, Stephens, Dalrymple,
Chataway, Battersby, Watson, Lord, Archer, McMaster,
Armstrong, Crombie, Callan, Corfield, O'Conuell, Bell,
Murray, Phillips, Cameron, Agnew, Morgan, _Philp,
Kingsbury, Smith, Foxton, Dickson, Morehead, Midson,
and Hamilton.

Nogs, 15.

Messrs. Boles, Curtis, Cross, Fisher, Dunsford, King,
McDonald, Reid, Dawson, Turley, Hardacre, Daniels,
Ogden, Drake, and Kerr.

Resolved in the affirmative.
The SECRETARY FOR LANDS moved the

clanse in a modified form, so as to_enable the
land to be thrown open to conditional or uucon-
ditional selection, but to exclude it from the
operation of section 74 of the Act of 1884,

" because the Government, purchasing land at £5

per acre, could not sell it at 2s. 6d. per acre.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
On clause 14—*¢ Annual rent ”—
The SECRETARY FOR LANDS said he

had previously mentioned that a mistake had
been made in the Bill from which that was copied,
as it contained the local works payments instead
of advance payments. The payments under the
Local Works Loans Act were made at the end
of the year, and those payments would be made
at the beginning of the year, which would save a
year’s interest, He moved that the clause be
awended by omitting the words ‘‘eight pounds
and sixpence,” with the view_ of inserting
“seven pounds twelve shillings and tenpence.”
Amendment agreed to ; and clause passed wit
a further consequential amendment. -
Clauses 15 to 17, inclusive, put and passed,
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Mr. TURLEY moved the following new
clause :—
Within thirty days after the meeting of Parliamentin

each year a report shall be presented to both Ilouses
of Parliament showing—

{a.) The locality and area of each block of land
purchased under this Act, and the name of the person
or company from whom it was acquired, the price paid
for the same, and the valuation for taxation purposes
as shown in the books of the local authority ;

(b.) The report of the board upon each transaction,
and-the conditions of settlement of -all land acquired
under this Act.

New clause put and passed.

Clause 18 was amended by the substitution of
the words ‘‘twenty-one” for the word *four-
teen,” in the 1st line of the clause; and, as
amended, put and passed.

Clause 19 was agreed to with an amendment
i)‘mltting the word *‘unconditional,” in the 3rd
ine.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
LANDS, the schedule, as printed, was negatived,
and_a new schedule, which he stated had been
certified to by the Auditor-General, was adopted.

The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported
the Bill with amendments, and the third reading
was made an Order of the Day for Monday next.

The House adjourned at eighteen minutes past
11 o’clock.





