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The SPERAKER took the chair at half-past 8
o’clock.

TRUSTEES AND EXECUTORS AQT
AMENDMENT BILL.
ASsENT.
The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the Governor, intimating that His
Excellency had assented to this Bill.

FEDERAL COUNCIL OF AUSTRALASIA.
 APPOINTMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES.

The SPEAKER further announced the receipt
of a message from the Governor, intimating that
His Excellency, on the advice of the Executive
Council, had been pleased, on the 30th Novem-
ber last, to appoint the Hon, Andrew Henry
Barlow, the Hon. Justin Fox Greenlaw Foxton,
and Mr, Thomas Glassey, to be representatives
of Queensland in the Federal Council of Aus-

tralasia.
PETITION,
SUPPRESSION OF GAMBLING A(CT.

Mr. COLLINS presented a petition from a
number of residents of Southport in reference to
the Suppression of Gambling Act,

Petition received.

TOOWOOMEBA TOWN HALL BILL.
Rerorr oF Srucr CoMMITTRE.

Mr. GROOM, as chairman, presented the
report of the Select Committee appointed to
inquire into this Bill, and moved that the paper
be printed. .

Question put and passed.

The second reading of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for Thursday, Sth instant.

QUESTIONS.
Marn OrrioErs, NORTHERN RAILWAY.

Mr. McDONNELL asked the Premier—

1. Have there been two appointments made as tra-

velling mail officers tipon the Northern Railway from
Townsville to Hughenden ?
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2. If so, how wany applications were received for said
positions ?

3. Were the positions offered to classified letter
carriers who held certificates from the Public Service
B%znrd under section 32 of the Public Service Aet of
1896 ¢

The PREMIER replied—

1. The appointments have not been made.
2. Ten applications have been received.
3. The positions have not been offered to anyone.

PETRIE TERRACE AND RED HILL PosT OFFICES.

Mr. CURTIS (on behalf of Mr. Drake) asked
the Premier-—

‘What amount of business has been done at the
Petrie Terrace Post and Telegraph Office and at the
Red Iill Post and Telephone Office, respectively, during
the past twelve months ¥

The PREMIER replied—

A return is being prepared, giving the information
desired, This question should have been submitted as
a motion for a return.

Tue Boy LEPER.

Mr. KEOGH asked the Home Secretary—

1. Is itafactthatthe boy recently sent to the lazaret
was & pupil at the Normal School, Brisbane, as reported
in a Brisbane publication called the Strees?

2. Will the Minister be good enough to place all
papers, including the school roll and Under Secretary’s
coirespondence, on the table of the House ?

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

1. No.
~ COMMERCIAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE

(GOVERNMENT.

Mr. GROOM asked the Premier—

1. Whether any reports have been received from IMr.
Russell, the commercial representative of the colony to
the United States; Mr. Heussler, the commercial
representative of the colony to Germany ; Mr. Finucane,
the commereial representative of the colony to southern
Europe? Ifso, will he lay the reports on the table of
the House?

2. What was the total cost to the colony of the visits
to the respective countries of each of the gentlemen
named ?

The PREMIER replied—

1. Three reports were received from Mr, Russell;
monthly reports and a final report were furnished
by Mr. Heussler: and 3Mr. Finucane has reported
from time to time on special subjects. The reports
have been made public through the Press, and are too
voluminous to justify the expenditure involved in
laying them upon the tahle of the House; but if the
honounrable member desirex to see them, he can do so
at the Chief Secretary’s Office.

20—

Mr. J. D. Russell— 8. d.
Salary, one year
Allowance aud refurn

passage, ete.

£ s d.
300 ¢ 0
430 7 10

730 7 10

Hon. J. €. Heussler—
Salary, one year and

three months
Allowance and return

pasuage, ete.

733 6 8

576 11 10
— 1,308 18 6

Mr. W. Finucane—
Salary, two years and
one month . 1,008 7 8
Allowance, passage,

and expenses, etc. 732 12 5

1,741 0 1

Grand total £3,780 6 5

REsieraTION OF JUDeE NOEL.
Mr. McDONALD asked the Premier—
Has a new judge been appointed to the Distriet Court
in place of Judge Noel, resigned
The PREMIER replied—

As already stated, in answer to Mr. McDonald’s ques-
tion of 23rd November ultimo, Judge Noel has not
tendered his resignation, and consequently the neees-
sity for the appointiment referred to has not arisen.

Mr. DAWSON : Has not Judge Noel applied
for his retiring allowance ?
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LIFE ASSURANCE BILL.
FirsT READING,

On the motion of Mr. CROSS, leave was given
to introduce a Bill to deal with life assurance
companies and kindred matters.

At a later hour, the Bill was read a first time,
and the second reading made an Order of the
Day for Thursday, 8th December.

MINING BILL.

THIRD READING,

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
MINES, this Bill was read a third time, pazsed,
and ordered to be transmitted to the Council for
their concurrence.

PRESS RAILWAY TICKETS.

Mr. ANNEAR, in moving—

That there be laid upon the table of the House a
return showing—

1. How many Press tickets were issued by the Railway
Department at Maryborough during the past six
months.

2. The names of those to whom the tickets were
issued, the names of those who signed the requisitions,
and the mnames of the papers for which they were
issued.

3. The destination in each case, and for what purpose
the tickets were required—
said: T am very sorry indeed that I have not
been allowed to keep the promise I made to the
hon, member for Enoggera this day fortnight,
when I said that this motion would not, as far as
I was concerned, take more than three minutes —~
that is about the time it would take to read the
motion. But the motion has now been called
““not formal ” on two occasions by hon. members
sitting in opposition, and it is therefore incum-
bent on me to show hon. members why they
should vote for this return to be laid on the
table. We bave on several nccasions heard one
of the members who called ““not formal” to this
motion speak about political immorality. I
quite agree with that hon. member that we
should uphold the standard of political morality
as much as possible, and it is in that interest
that I move for this return to be laid on the
table. Hon. members are aware that when
members of the Press are on duty reporting for
their papers they are allowed certain concessions
by the Railway Department, and I believe that
up to the present time the Press—what I call a
Press worthy of the name—has never abused
that concession.

HoNOURABLE MTMBERS : Hear, hear

Mr. ANNEAR: Some hon. members may
wonder why I move for this return. The reason
is that some respectable members of the Press
in my electorate have had suspicion cast upon
them that they have used the requisition to travel
at reduced fares when not on Press duty, and I
desire to remove that suspicion from those
gentlemen. I am confident that there is not
one gentleman connected with the respectable
Press in Bundaberg or Maryborough who would
be guilty of signing a requisition to obtain a
railway ticket at half-fare when he is not
travelling on Press duty.

Mr. JeENKINSON : Nor in Gympie.

Mr. ANNEAR: Nor in Gympie; I thank the
hon, member. I should have included Gympie,
but I mentioned the two towns more particularly
concerned in my motion. I shall give an illus-
tration of what I mean. Suppose 1t was decided
by the political association, for which hon,
members opposite have a great respect——

MzemBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear !

Mr. ANNEAR : Suppusing that association
decided to call a conference of their friends
throughont the colony, and the different branches
of the association elected delegates to attend
that conference and represent what the political
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association represents—that is, the views of the
national, liberal, and constitutional party sit-
ting on this side of the House.

Hoxouvrasre MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. ANNEAR: When I make that state-
ment T do not wish it to be inferred that there
are not gentlemen on the other side of the
House who uphold the Constitution of this
country. I know there are a lot of them ; I see
two or three in front of me at the present time;
but we know that whenever the question of the
Constitution comes before this House there are
hon. members on the opposite side who vote
against the Constitution on every occasion.

Mr, DunsrorD : I have never seen the Con-
stitution here yet.

The Hong SECRETARY : You would not know
it when you did see it.

Mr. ANNEAR : If it was decided, I say, that
delegates from Bundaberg or Maryborough
should attend a conference of the political
association in Brisbane, what would be thought
of the proprietor of the Bundaberg Muil, or of
the Bundaberg Star, or of the Maryborough
Chronicle, or the Wide Bay News if any of those
delegates went to them and said, “I am going
to Brisbane solely to report for your paper; I
want you to sign this requisition.” The pro-
prietor or editor of a paper who would do that
would be a party to a conspiracy to defraud the
railway revenue, and not one of them would be
a party to it. On th»t requisition the follow-
ing certificate has to be signed by the editor or
proprietor :—

T certify that the abovenamed gentleman is perma-
nently employed by the proprietor of this newspaper,
and is travelling only on Press business.

And the person who receives the ticket has to
sign the following :—

Received the ticket requisitioned for above to be used

by me only on Press business.
I shall now quote from the official organ of the
labour socialists of this colony, a paper called
the Worker. I believe its office is in what is
known as the “temple of dry bones,” in Turbot
street—the Trades Hall.

HoxouraBLE MEMBERS : Ob oh! Hear hear!

Mr. ANNEAR : I amglad to say that several
hon. members opposite who are respected in this
House and throughout the country are not under
the influence of this paper, Now, I shall show
why I wish to convinee hon. members that it is
necessary that they should vote for this return
being laid on the table of the House. I have to
go to the Worker.

MenBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. DuxsrorD: A cheap advertisement for
the Worker.

Mr. ANNEAR: I shall quote from the
Worker of 11th June—

The Labour in Polities Convention was opened on
Friday morning, 3rd June. Mr. A, Hincheliffe, s secre-
tary of the joint executive, temporarily occupied the
chair, and read credentials of the delegates, which were
formally accepted.

The {ollowing is a list of the delegates elected by the

various labour unions and labour political organi-
sations, and who attended the convention t—
Now, hon. members all know, and the public all
know, that there was no necessity to send a
reporter to repert the proceedings of that meet-
ing for any raper in the colony, because the
meeting was held with closed doors, and its busi-
ness was not reperted in the daily Press of this
city.

Mr, McDoNALD : Yes, it was,

Mr. ANNEAR : It was held with closed doors.
T believe most of the delegates present with the
exception of the secretary represented an electo-
rate in the colony, but ‘I think Mr. Hincheliffe
represented three or four. And yet he is the
gentleman who tells us that there should be one
man one vote !
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Mr, DunsrorD : He only represented one.

Mr. ANNEAR: I find Mr. J. M. Dawson
represented the electorate of Maryborough.

HoNOURABLE M EMBERS : What Dawson ?

Mr. ANNEAR : I wish to state that that was
not the hon. member for Charters Towers. Mr.
J. M. Dawson was the endorsed candidate of
this executive in Turbot street for the Burrum
at the last general election in opposition to my
friend the present hon. miember, Mr. Tooth.
He is also the endorsed candidate for the next
general election, and I shall tell hon. members
who this gentleman is. He has a very lucrative
business in the town of Maryborough as a pawn-
broker.

HoxoURABLE MEMBERS : Oh, oh!

Mr. ANNEAR : What will the people in the
country think when they know that the Labour
executive endorse a usurer of this kind?

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Oh, oh!

The SPEAKER: Order! I hope the hon.
member will not go outside the question. He
will have every opportunity of proving his case,
hut it seems to me that he is now going outside
the question.

Mr. ANNEAR: I am only giving an illustra-
tion of one thing that the return will show, I
would not have mentioned this Mr. Dawson, but
hon. members pressed me todoso. T wish to show
that my respected friend, the hon. mewmber for
Charters Towers, is not the person referred to.
I wish to prove that this gentleman did not
receive a first-class fare at half-price to report
for what is called a newspaper, but to attend
this conference. Then I find from the Worker—

Convention continued its sittings at the Trades Hali
on Wednesday, Mr. T. Glassey, M.L.A., in the chair.

The constitution and election of the central executive
oceupied the greater portion of the sittings, and after a
protracted debate it was unanimously decided that the
central executive consist of the chairman, and secondly
the parliamentary Labour party, the president and
secretary of the Amnstralian Labour Federation; the
S}ected members to be elected by and from the Conven-

ion.

A ballot was then taken, resulting in the election of

the following gentlemen, who, with the officers above-
mentioned, will constitute the central political execn-
tive:—W. Xidston, J. C. Stewart, C. McDonald, T.
McDonnell, Geo. Jackson, and J. Dunsford, MM.L.A.,
J. M. Dawson, A. Moffatt, J. Wilkinson, W. C. Higgs,
and J. Bond.
These latter are laymen, and Mr. J. M. Dawson
came to this meeting as a delegate representing
Labour unions in Maryborough and the Burrum.
He is also a member of the executive which
held its meetings in the palatial hall T have
referred to. Now, if this return be laid upon
thetable—and I think it should be-—it will remove
the suspicion which rests upon gentlemen con-
nected with the respectable portion of the Press
in the town I represent. I may tell hon. mem-
bers that I received certain information from
some of my constituents in Maryborough, and
they requested me to try to remove this suspicion
from the gentlemen I bave mentioned.

Mr. KipsToN: Have you spies out there ?

Mr. ANNEAR : T have no spies anywhere.
The work I and other hon. members on this side
do will bear the light of day.
h}'IONOUBABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear! Oh,
oh!

Mr, ANNEAR : We hold no meetings with
closed doors. I am very glad the hon. member
made that interjection. I have no spies, and I
have no fear of any man in the colony. But
when' other people preach about political purity
they should practise what they preach, and I say
that this man is not connected with any paper
as o reporter. He may have invested money in
the paper, but when he signed that requisition
he stated that he came to DBrisbane on Press
business connected with the paper.

Mr, K1psTON: You are assuming all that.
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Mr. ANNEAR : That is what I am told in
Maryborough by reliable people, and when this
return is laid upon the table it will prove
whether my informant is correct or not.
move the motion standing in my name.

HoxOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. GLASSEY : It is quite refieshing to hear
the hon. member move a motion such as this,
more particularty upon a Thursday afternoon,
when hon. members generally want a litile
outiet. I may say that I have not the slightest
objection to the hon. member having this return
Jaid on the table in order o gratify his desire.

Mr. ANNEAR: Why did you call “notformal?

Mr. GLASSEY : T did not eall ““not formal,”
but we were very anxious to hear what the hon.
member had to say. This motion is not due to a
regard for purily of action and to save the public
revenue so much as to a desire on the hon.
member’s part to have a little slant or cut at my
friend, the future member, I hope, for Burrum.

Mr. ANNEaB: I hope not.

Mr. GLASSEY : The hon. member sneers at
Mr. Dawson becauss he happens to follow the
occupation of a pawnbroker, but let me tell the
hon. member that there is no man in the colony
who stands higher in the estimation of the public
where he is known than Mr. Dawson. I remem-
ber that gentleman many years ago as a school
teacher in the public service at Fassifern.

An Hoxourasre MemBer: ‘‘How are the
mighty fallen ?”

Mr. GLASSEY : Mr. Dawson then occupied
a high and honourable position in the estimation
of the people of Fassifern, and though he may
now, as the hon. member alleges, follow the
occupation of 2 pawnbroker, what is there wrong
in that? Mr. Dawson is a general dealer and
auctioneer, and if he works in with his other
business the business of a pawnbroker, is there
anybhing wrong in that ? The hon. member for
Maryborough describes this gentleman as a
““usurer.” Does he describe the various pawn-
brokers of this town as usurers ?

Mr. ANNEAR: Yes, they all are,

Mr. GLASSEY : Does he describe auctioneers
as usurers 7 It has been asserted and insinuated
from time to time that the hon. member has
not heen slow to make a considerable profit
on the sale of explosives and cement to contrac-
tors. 'The hon. member himself has sailed very
close to the wind as far as corruption is con-
cerned. It is alleged that as a member of
Parliament, occupying a position of responsi-
bility, he has frequently used his position and his
parliamentary ticket to travel to different parts
of the country to sell his wares to contractors.
This is the gentleman who tells us that Mr.
Dawson is defrauding the public revenue because
he travels to Brishane to attend a conference on
a Press ticket ! Is there anything more wrong
in Mr, Dawson travelling to Brisbane on a Press
ticket to attend a conference than there is in the
hon. member for Maryborough, Mr. Annear,
stepping into a train and _travelling to different
parts of the country on his parliamentary ticket
to sell his warss? I ask where is the difference?

MEMBERS of the Labour party : None whate

ever.

Mr. GLASSEY : Ifind nofault with the hon,
member for doing that, but let me remind the
hon. member that when he charges other persons
with attempting to defraud the public revenue in
such a way, he has not been slow to do the same
thing hims=If in connection with his commereial
business.

Mr. AxNEAR: If T have done anything wrong
you proveit. You tried to, and you can’s.

Mr. GLASSEY : I have never attempted to
prove it, nor would I have said asingle word about
it on the present occasion, but I think that ** per-
sons who live in glass houses are not in a position
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to throw stones.” The hon. member has followed
the occupation of a commission agent for the
sale of explosives and cement for years. He
sells explosives and cement, and I find no fauls
with that, but I say that he travels frequently
on his parliamentary ticket to sell those wares.
And if it be true that Mr, Dawson travelled to
Brisbane to attend this conference and obtained
a railway ticket in the way mentioned, he cer-
tainly violated no moral law any more than the
hon. member for Maryborough has done from
time to time.

tTille HoME SECRETARY : There is no parallel
at all.

Mr. GLASSEY : T think the cases are on all-
fours, except that in my judgment, if there is
any breach of moral law, the hon. member for
Maryborough is a far greater sinmer in that
respect than Mr. Dawson. To come to the
question of Mr, Dawson obtaining a ticket in
the way mentioned : Mr. Dawson has been one
of the proprietors of the Pafriot newspaper
from its inception, and the hon. member for
Maryborough must know that. And when Mr.,
Dawson travels to any part of the country he
cannot divide himself into two individuals,
While travelling on business he is travelling at
the same time for the purpose of getting the best
and most reliable information for the columns of
his paper. If he is the proprietor of that paper
what moral law did he break in obtaining a Press
ticket to travel to Brishane and report proceed-
ings which he had an opportunity of attending ?
I regret that the hon. member for Maryborough—
whom we are always pleased to hear, and who
entertains us, especially on occasions like this,
when we have alittle time at our disposal—should
have made this motion, I may fairly say that
the hon. member is generally respected by
members of this Houss ; but, in my opinion, he
never descended so low, in order to get acut at a
political opponent, as he has done in the action
he has taken thisafternoon. It will not redound
to his credit to ask for this return—what for?
To attempt to prove that certain persons, one of
whom he has mentioned, Mr. Dawson, did some-
thing dishonourable in obtaining a Press sicket
to come to Brishane to attend the conference
which sat in June last.

The Homr SECRETARY : But the declaration
says, ‘‘and is travelling only on Press business,”

Mr. GLASSEY : Well, was he not travelling
on Press business? Was the mere fact of his
taking part in the conference going outside his
Press business?

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC LaANDS: The
conference was closed to the Press.

Mr. GLASSEY: Then how did the reports
get into the papers from day to day ?

MEMBERS on the Government side : Spies.

Mr, GLASSEY : HEvery day as the conference
went on reports of the proceedings appeared in
the papers,

The SECRETARY ¥OR PuBLic LANDS: The
Press were not admitted—on a vote of the con-
ference.

Mr. Dawsox : Only the respectable Press were
admitted.

Mr. GLASSEY : The Press generally were
not admitted by a vote, but is it usual for the
political association when holding a conference to
open the doors to the Press generally ? No ; they
select a portion of the Press most favourable to
themselves, and supply accurate and true reports
of their proceedings, so that they might not be
misrepresented to the country.,

The HoME SECRETARY : What about the man
who got a Press ticket to report those pro-
ceedings ?

Mr. GLASSEY : I come back to what I said :
I have never seen the hon. member for Mary-
borough taking such a mean advantage of his
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position to cut at an individual for whom he
always professes to have respect—to have it
appear in Hansard that this man had done some
dishonourable act with a view of defrauding the
public revenue of some small amount. I think
it is unworthy of the hon. member. But, again,
assuming that what the hon. member has said is
true—that Mr. Dawson obtained his ticket in
the way mentioned—I contend that the hon.
member himself is far more guilty of a violation
of the moral law every year and almost every
month of his life, I regret that he should have
attempted to sneer at Mr, Dawson for being a
pawnbroker, because Mr. Dawson is a respect-
able man in Maryborough, with a respectable
family, every one of whom has a decent record.
Mr. Dawson’s character and career inthiscountry,
extending over a period of twenty or twenty-four
years, will compare very favourably with that
of the hon. member for Maryborough, Mr.
Annear, or of any other member of this House.
1 would be failing in my duty, and would be dis-
loyal to aman for whom I have the highest respect
—a man I hope yet to see in'this House—if I had
not mentioned what I have in vindication of his
position. The hon. member for Maryborough,
Mr. Annear, knows Mr. J. M. Dawson very
well, and I ask him when he comes to reply if
he can put his finger on one single spot or_stain
of a disreputable nature concerning Mr. J. M.
Dawson or any one of his family,

An HonoUraBLE MEMBER : He did not say so.

Mr. GLASSEY : If he does {ravel on a Press
ticket for the newspaper of which he is part
proprietor he is not alone in that respect; I
believe it has been done as long as the system
has been in operation, and I see no harm in it.
It is perfectly justifiable, and he has a perfect
right, as part proprietor of a public paper, to go
to Brisbane from time to time to get the most
reliable information. It is done every day,
therefore there is no ground for the sneer the
hon. member made regarding Mr. J. M.
Dawson, more particularly with regard to what
he terms political immorality, If there is no
more political immorality practised by any other
member—-

The HoME SECRETARY:
immorality.

Mr. GLASSEY : If there is no more political
immorality practised by the hon. member—if he
stands on as high a pedestal as far ag honour and
integrity are concerned as my friend, Mr. J. M.
Dawson—he will be able to retire from politics
with clean hands.

HonouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. McDONALD: I quite approve of a
motion something similar to this being passed,
but I do not think the hon. gentleman has gone
far enough. I think it is about time we had a
return showing the various free passes given
throughout the colony not only to pressmen but
to people generally. I think the hon. gentleman
has wasted a considerable amount of time in
bringing this motion forward in the way he has
done. If he objects to hon. mambers on this
side not allowing the motion to go as formal, T
would point out that there are dozens of
questions asked every session requiring ten times
the detail that would be required by the motion
he has submitted. Why did not the hon. gentle-
man get the information in the ordinary form of
an answer to a question ?

Mr. ANNEAR: I gave it first in the form of a
question, but was told it was too voluminous.

Mr, McDONALD : If that is so, I withdraw
my remarks on that point.

Mr. BrownE: If it is too oluminous there
must be a lot of them.

Mr, McDONALD : That is the only coneclu-
sion we can come to—that the case the hon.
gentleman referred -to - is not the only one in

It was impolitic
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Maryborough. There must have been & large
number of Press tickets issued from time to time
in Maryborough, more especially during the last
six months. If the hon. gentleman wanted to
get a fair return he should have extended the
matter over a longer period. We should have a
return, not only showing the Press tickets issued
in Maryborough during the last six months, bu
a return of all free passes issued by the Railway
Department for other than departmental pur-
poses from the 1st July, 1888, to 1st July, 1898,
That would be a fair period, by which we would
be able to judge what the various papers of the
colony have been doing with these Press tickets H
also other people who have travelled on railway
passes, and got railway passes for their friends.

he hon. gentleman went out of his way to
bring in matter that was foreign to the queation,
He started by talking about the convention, and

said that no reports were issued, and yet he -

brought the Worker, from which he was quoting
the very report

Mz, AnxEaR : I said in the daily Press.

Mr. McCDONALD : When the hon. gentleman
and his friends held a caucus meeting in the
Treasury building, at which there was a good deal
said on both sides, I believe, did they admit the
Press? ’

MzeuBERS on the Government side ; Certainly

not.

Mr. MODONALD : When they hold meetings
on the Lucinda do they invite the Presy ?

MEMBERS on the Government side: No.
The convention was held with closed doors,
The Press was not admitted.

Mr, MODONALD : I am dealing with the
question the hon, gentleman laid so much stress
on about the convention being held and the
Press not being admitted ; so that after all we
find nothing extraordinary in holding a con-
vention at which the Press are not admitted. I
think the hon, gentleman went out of his way to
dragin the convention. If he wanted to show
that Mr. Dawson was there on that day, he
could have shown that without indulging in the
language he indulged in concerning that gentle-
man.

Mr. ANNEAR : I never said a wrong word of
anyone,

Mr. McDONALD : The inference to be drawn
from the hon. gentleman’s remarks that there
were certain respectable members there

Mr, AnNEaR: I did not say ‘“respectable,”

Mr. McDONALD: The inference was that
other members were not respectable. As s
matter of fact the convention was held, and no
doubt Mr. Dawson was there, Nobody deniss
it, but the hon. gentleman must not say that Mr.
Dawson came down purely on that business,
How does the hon. gentleman know what Press
business he came on?

The Hour SecrerarY : Mr. Dawson said he
came only on Press business. He certified to it,

Mr. McDONALD : How does the hon. gentle-
man know? Has he access to the papers in the
office ?

The HoME SECRETARY : I know what s the
form he has to sign hefore he gets the ticket.

Mr. McDONALD : The hon. gentleman says
a cerbain form has to be signed. Thsn we can
only come to one conclusion, and that i that he
has had access to the papers.

Mr. Hamriron : There is circumstantial evi-
dence.

The HoME SEORETARY : The ticket could only
be obtained on one form.

Mr. KipsroN : Bub it is not proved that he
gotb it at all,

Mr. McDONALD : That is the point I wish
foget at. Up to the present time we do not
know that Mr. Dawson had a pass at all. The
hon. gentleman first of all stated shat there was
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a certain suspicion hanging over the heads of the
Maryborough Press, and he wanted this return
in order to remove that suspicion, but at the
same time he says he knows the Press of Mary-
burough is not guilty. If he knows that, why
does he wan$ the return?

The SECRETARY FOR PuUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
He wants evidence.

Mr. MoDONALD : The hon, gentleman must
have known there was no suspieion hanging over
these peouple, and his suspicions relate, not to the
Maryborough Press, bub to the Press elsewhere.

Thes Homr SrCrRETARY: They ought to be
clear«d.

Mr, McDONALD : Why did not the hon.
gentleman inquire as to the Bundaberg Press?
I notice also he carefully left Gympie out. [
think he has given his case away entirely. In-
speaking of the Labour conference he also made
the remark that Mr. Hinchcliffe represented a
numbher of districts,

Mr. AxNEAR: I madea mistake.

that,
Mr., McDONALD: I am glad the hon.
gentleman withdraws that. As I =aid in the
earlier portion of wy remarks, the motion is not
broad enough, and therefore Iintend to move by
way of amendment that after the word ““show-
ing ” the following words be inserted :—

All free passes issued by the Railway Department for

other than departmental purposes from 1st July, 1885,
to 30th June, 1893, with the names of the persons to
whom h passes were issued, the duration of such
passes, the reasons for granting same, and the estimated
cush value of the sdne.
The hon. gentleman will still be able to get the
informstion he requires, but I do not think it is
a good thing to select one particular place to
which this refura should apply.

Ar. ARMSTRONG : It would take too long $o
malke the return out.

Mr. McDONALD : It may take a long time,
but it will be a most valuable return. These
free pasves have not only been confined to this
colony, but have been granted to persous in
Queensland to travel over the lines in the other
colonies, and I think such areturn as my amend-
ment asks for would be a useful guide to the
Government in determining what svstewn should
apply to the issue of free passes in future.
~ Tho SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : I am rather surprised that this
amendmsnt does not provoke more disenssion. I
do not uvaderstand the amendment. If if had
been brought forward as a substantive motion we
could then consider the ad visability of supporting
it or obherwisa, but it seems to me very clear that
it is merely a red hsrring drawn across the trail.
There hus been more or less of a charge brought
forward—at any rate it is implied by the motion
of the hon. wember for Maryborough—that somne
improper conduct has taken vlace in the matter
of Prees tickets—that the privilezs has been
abusad. If it has beeo shown that other tickets
have been given Improperly, it in no way
affects this particulur eomplaint which is made
by the member for Maryhorough. Apparently
it is narrowed down to one case—there may be
maore cases—but I do not undesstand how the
hon., membsr for Bundabery can take up the
position thab this is no breach of moral law, It
certainly seems to me that if the gentleman
whose name has been mentioned went to a con-
ference, not as z memb:r of the Piess, bubasa
private individual, and if he expressly obtuined
the ticket, having to make this statement—

I certify that the above-named gentleman—

That is to say, the one who gets the ticket—
is permanently employved by the proprietor of this.
newspaper, and is travelling on Press business,

I withdraw
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The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
should confite himself now to the question
whether these words should te inserted or not.
The wain question is not now before the House.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : T at once submit to your rvling,
Mr. Speaker. The amendment evidently has
the effect of preventing the msin question being
discu-sed.

Mr. Tumiev: Not after the amendment is
disposed of.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : Just so; but it would be
preferable to discuss the main question before
thig alternative is discussed. It confirms me in
the impression I formed that the intention of
the amendment is not only to distract attention

_from the particulsr complaint which has been
made, but it is apparently mtended to burke or
prevent discussion. At this stage of the pro-
ceedings I decline to consider whether the
amendment is a desirable matter to be con-
sidered or not. I shall oppose it on the ground
that I detire to speak on the main question, and
notupon the amendment, Thereare two reasons
then for objecting to the amendment.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman knows
perfectly well that the amendment is not in-
tended to burke discussion on the main question.
He knows periectly well that when the amend-
ment to insert certain words is disposed of,
whether they are inserted or nct, the main
question will then be open for discussion. It is
absolutely & matter of indifference, so far as the
main question is concerned, whether these words
are inserted or not, hecause then the main
question will still be open for discussion,

The SECRETARY For PuBLic INsTRrerIoN: It
will not be the same 1main question.

Mr. Stumm: It will not be the same question

then.

Mr. TURLEY : The junior memberfor Gympie
says it will not be the same muin question.

My, Stomm: No more it will, ” Press tickets
are not free passes,

Mr. TURLEY : It has nothing to do with
Press tickets or free passes. The question is
not that the motion be omitted, but simply that
certain words be inserted in the motion, making
the rcturn more comylete,  'We can easiiy under-
stand_hon. members on the other side opposing
a motion such as that. I rememberthe question
was brought forward in 1898, and I think it was
brought forward again in 1894, with the result
that hen. members on the other side to a man
voted against any such return being laid on the
table of the House to show the way free passes
had been issued to large numbers of persons for
various purposes. It has been the rule, practi-
c:lly, all raund. We know perfectly well that
free passes were issued years ago to an almost
unlimited extent. Almost every person in autho-
rity simply asked for a free pass, and got it with-
out trouble. People who were in a position to
pay for their railway tickets, simply because
they happened to be in Parliament, or because
they knew someone in authority, thought it was
not worth while paying, and asked for free
passes, Here we have a question raised about
certuin concessions to the Press. If it is neces-
sary that a guestion of this sort should be raived,
it 1s neces-ary that the country siould be fur-
nished with a complete list of there concessions.

The SECRETARY FOR Punric Laxps: They
have hesn granted to the Press for the. last
twenty vears. '

Mr. TURLEY : No return has been asked
previously regurdirg the Press tickets granted
to any individnal or in any town.
the hon. member for Flinders, I take it, is to get
more information for the community. = He does
not want to limit it to one man or two men
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becanse there happens to be a little political
feeling between them and a member of this
House. He wants the whole thing to go out to
the public. He does not want it to be limited to
six months. He wants the whole thing, and if
the hon. member for Maryborough choores to
amend his motion he can get all the information
furnished. That seems to be a reasonable re-
quest, Why should we be humbugged round
wanting to find out how Mr. So-and-so travelled
on the Press concession? He may have gone
100 miles on the railway, but because he has a
political opponent on the other side of the House,
that political opponent must come down here
and say, “I want this information concerning
Mr. Jones. It does not matter about the other
people. It does not matter how much corruption
bas been going on previously in connection with
the Railway Department; I am prepared to

" cover that up so long as T can get this dig at a

political opponent.” That is absqlutely mean.
‘We on this side are not endeavouring to cover
anything up.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:
Yes, you are,

Mr. TURLEY : We want not only the return
that the hon. member for Maryborough has
asked for, but we want the whole thing made
public—not that it should be confined to the con-
cession issued to one person.

The SEcRETARY FOR PuBLic LaNDs : There are
10 concessions to the Press. Itis provided for by
the rules of the Railway Department.

Mr, TURLEY : It is just as much a conces-
sion to the Press as to other persons.

The SEcRETARY FoRr Punric Lanps: No more
than it is a concession to give a ticket to a child
for half-price.

Mr. TURLEY : If a number of people goin a
body and talke tickets for a certain journey, they
get those tickets for less than a single individual
would get a ticket.

The SecRETARY FOR PrBLIC LANDs: That is
the rule of the department.

Mr. TURLEY : Never mind whether it is
the rule of the department or not. That does
not interfere with its being a concession granted
to those people because they go in a body. In
the same way this is a concession granted to the
Press, because it is presumed—and a great deal
of it is presumption—that it Is necessary that a
person connected with the Press must travel at
haif-price because he will be able to get reports
of meetings, and thereby disseminate news,

The SECRETARY FOR PTUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Because the Railway Depar ment can sell more
tickets than it could at the higher rate.

The Secrerary ror Pusric Lanps: It is a
trade discount.

Mr. TURLEY : It is nothing of the sort.
The fact is, it is all in the interests of the news-
papers—just as they get their telegrams at about
half the amount that ordinary people have to
pay, and just as they used to be carried free.

The SECRETaARY FOR PuBLIC INSTRUCTION:
They give large orders,

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LaNDs: It is a
discount for taking a quantity.

Mr. TURLEY : Itis a concession whichever
way the hon. member likes to take it. Although
it has not struck us on this side before—there is
a great desire on the other side of the House to
uphold the standard of political morality, Wehave
not notized that desire before, and, as a matter
of fact, I do not think there is a great deal of it
existing at the present time. It seems to me
that woat we have noticed in conunection with
political dodges—I suppose that is the best
word—with hon, members opposite his been
what we would consider as political immorality.
Anyway, they now appear to be mending their
ways, and they are going to stand on the side of
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political morality. They contend that it is
necessary that something which concerns a
political opponent should be stated in a return
to be_laid on the table of the House, even
though they have no actual knowledge that he
has committed the act alleged against him, It
is because we wish to know hLow this political
morality has been upheld by bon. mewbers oppo-
site in the past that the Lon, member for Flinders
has moved this addition to the motion. Hitherto
we have been unable to get a return on thas
subject in Queensland. But I shall poiut out
how political morality in this connection has
been upheld in the adjoining colony. I have
here & return from the 1st of June, 1891, o the
st of October, 1894, showing the reasons for the
issue of free passes, and the gerind for which
those passes were available in New South Wales.
This return is only from 1881 to 1894, and it was
laid on the table of the New South Wales
Assembly on the 20th December, 1894, but it
was moved for a cousiderable time before that.
It is 60 be found in ““ Votes and Proceedings” for
1894, volume IV., page 655. In that list I find
the name of “Mrs. Annear, wife of an M.P. of
Victoria,” passfrom 26th Oc ober to 26th Novem-
ber. Then thereisanother entry, ““ Mrs, Annear,
wife of M.P. from Victoria,” pass from 17th
Deceraber, 1893, 1o 81st Jauuasy, 1894,

Mr. ANNEAR: Is thece anytiing wrong in
that ? .

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRGOTION :
They are given to the wives of all members of
Parliament,

Mr, TURLEY : No member on this side of
the House has ever applied for such a thing
either in Queensland or in any other colony.
They look upon it as absolute corrnption to
use their position in order that they and their
families may travel {ree.

The SgcreTaRY ForR LaNDS:
Black in New Sonth Wales ?

Mr, TURLEY : T don’t know.

The SECRETARY FOR LanDs : I thought you
said ““in any other colony.”

Mr. TURLEY : I said that members on this
side of the House had never used their position
to get any concessions of the sort either in this
colony or in any other colony. There is another
entry in this list, stating that Mrs. Annear,
wife of an M.P. from Queensland, bad a pass
from 30th January, 1894, to 8rd February, 1894,
and yet another entry to the effuct that Mis.
Axnear, wife of an M.P. from (Jueensland, had
a pass from 21st February, 1894, to 3rd March,
1894, Here we see that passes have been
obtained in New South Wales for & lady of the
name of Mrs. Annear, wife of an M.P. of
Victoria, on two occasions, and thet on two
other occasions the same name is entered as the
wife of an M.P. of Queenstand. At the time
referred to thers was no Mr. Annear who was a
member of the Legislative Assembly of Vietoria,
but there was a gentleman of that name who
was a member of the Queinsland Assembly.

The SECRETARY ¥OR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
It was a clerical error, if that is sn.

Mr. ANNEAR : It is unworthy of you.

Mr. TURLEY: And yet the hon. member
stands up here and says, “We want to hold
aloft the standard of political morslity.” Wiil
the hon, gentleman say there is any political
morality in a member takiny advantage of his
position in this House to get frew railway travel-
ling for himself, his family, and acquaintaaces,
not only in this colony, But also in the other
colonies? There is mo membsr on this side of
the House, I think, who would attempt to uss
his position to get free railway passes for his
family or acquaintances in this colony, wher: he
lives and is a taxpayer, let alone thronghout the
whole of Australasia.

What about
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Mr. ANNEAR : Those passes were sent to my
wife unsolicited.

Mr. TURLEY : Of course I have to take the
hon. member’s word. .

Mr. ANNEAR : You prove otherwise,

Mr. TURLEY : According to the Standing
Orders I am not allowed to say otherwise.
The hon. member says those passes were sent
unsolicited. I say they are not sent from any
colony until they are applied for. Is the Rail-
way Commissioner in Ghis, or any other colony,
in the habit of sending free railway passes
wholesale to people who have never applied for
them? Does the hon. member mean to tell us
that that is the way the railways are carried on
in Austrahia? If that is so, how is it that
these passes were so close together—that one
was an extension of the other? The hon,
member knows it is nonsense to make that
statement.

Mr. ANNEAR: Not one of those passes was
obtained by false pretences.

Mr. TURLEY: I never_ said they were
obtained by false pretences. I simply said that
when hon. members opposite stand up to talk
about political morality, and attempt to teach us
on the subject, they should take a lesson from us,
and not attempt to use their position, even in
the colony where they are taxpayers, to induce
the Railway Commissioner to allow them and
their families to travel on free passes. If I had
done anything of that sort—if anything of that
sort conld be found against my name in a return
furnished to any Parliament in Australia—I
should be ashamed to stand up in this House
and move the motion standing in the name of the

-hon. mwember for Maryborough.

Mr. BATTERSBY : It is about time now that
we had done with this discussion. We might as
well go to a division and settle whether the hon.
member for Maryborough shall get his return or
not. Judging from the arguments of the other
side, something has happened which they do not
wish to be found out. Ishall vote for the motion
of the hon. member for Maryborough, and I hope
it will be supported by the majority of the mem-
bers of the House. Al T want to do is to get at
the truth of this master, but hon., members
opposite gre afraid of the truth. I am going to
vote for the motion, and it doss not matber two
straws to me whether I am in the majority or
the minority. The hon. member for Bundaberg
made a very good defence, but he only killed the
matter, so far as T am concerned. I shall say no
more, bub shall vote for the return, and if the
amendment goes to a division, I shall vote for
that also, so that we shall know what the colony
has been doing. )

Mr. STEPHENS : I am suve that if the hon,
member for Flinders persists in his amendment
it will lead to resulis which he does not anticipate,
He is asking for a return of all free tickets issued
during the last ten years, but I may point out to
him that a lot of mechanics and others, who had
bad luck, obtained free tickets to go to other
parts of the colony looking for work. - Some of
them found better luck, and are now doing very
well, and I think it would be unfair to rake up
the fact that they had had to apply for free
tickets. In many cases they have paid for their
tickets sinee, and it would be unfair to resurrect
their names and let the whole world know that
they were hard up at one time, and had to apply
for free tickets.

3r, KIDSTON : Hon. members on the other
side are assuming a new and unusual rdle in
upholding political morality. If they are so
very anxious to do bhat in particular cases they
should be prepared to do it in all cases ; but I
think if this polisical morality is upheld too far,
they will be sorry.they ever moved inthe matter
at all. It seems to me that the debate so far has
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been a very eloquent commentary upon the
statement of the hon. member for Bundaberg
‘“that those who live in glass honses should not
throw stones.” Never since I came into this
House have I seen the mover of a motion get
such excvllent cause to be sorry that he moved it
as the hon. member for Maryborough has this
afternoon.

Mr, ANNEAR: I am responsible for my own
actions,
Mr. KIDSTON : The hon. member has come

out in a new role this afternoon.
Mr. ANFEAR: You evidently don’t like it.

Mr, KIDSTON : He has come out as a sort of
political Condy’s fluid. I am sure the electors
of Maryborough who know him, and who know
his past political history, will be much more
astonished than those in the vest of the colony
who do not know him. One thing that astonished
me in the hon. member’s speech was the shame-
less way in which he used his position in this
House to traduce the character of a man who is
not here—

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
is wandering from the question befors the House,
which is the insertion of the words proposed by
the hon. member for Flinders.

Mr. KIDSTON : T am in favour of the amend-
ment, but I am also in favour of the motion
itself—apart from the motive of the hon, member
for Maryborough in moving it. But if the
moticn is desirable, the amendment is no less so.
If it be desirable to find out the truth in one or
two particular cases, it can surely be none the

less desirable to find it out in connection with

other matters. The hon. member in moving the
motion assumed something, and based his whole
argurent upon that assumption—an assumption
that he had no right to make, but which gave
him an oppertunity of attacking a man——

The SPEAKER: Order! T have already
ruled the hon. member out of order in referring
to that matter.

Mr. AxNeAR: I made no attack.

Mr. KIDSTON : If I cannot refer to what the
hon. member said in moving the motion I shall
sit down, ¢nd have something to say with refer-
ence to his extraordinary conduct when the
amendment is disposed of,

Mr. STEWART : T am sorry that for once I
shall be compelled to vote against an amend-
ment moved by the hon. member for Flinders,
my reasoen being that if it be carried we shall not
get the information that is asked for in the
motion made by the hon. member for Mary-
borough.

Mr, McDoxarp : It will include that.

My, STEWART : The hon. member moved
for a return of all free passes, but these tickets
were not free passes.

Mr. McDoxarLp: I only moved an addition to
the motion.

Mr. STEWART : The hon. member explains
that his amendment is only an addition, but I
still think it ought not to be pressed, because it
appears {0 me that it woull be rather a large
order under the present circumstances, I should
be quite willing to vote for an amendment which
would leave out the words ““in Maryhorough,”
so as to bring the » hole colony wuderthe reiurn,
but at present I think it is rither a large order,
and it has rzally neo direct connection with the
subject,

Amendment put ; and the House divided :—

Aves, 23,

Messrs. Glassey, Kerr, Kidston, W. Taorn, Jackson,
Sim, Browne, Hardacre. Groom, Drake, Kmg, Yogarty,
Keogh, Daniels, McDonnell, Turley,  Dawson, Dunsford,
Dikley, McDonald, Battersby, Cross, and Maughan,
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Nogs, 33.

Messrs Dickson, Philp, Toxton, Dalrymple, Chataway,
Murray, Smith, Annear, Finney, Moore, Newell, Callan,
McMaster, Grimes, Stephenson, Stephens, Bell, Leahy,
O’Connell, Smyth, Hood, Castling, Bridges, Petrie, Cribh,
Lord, MeGuhan, Stoaart, Hamiltoa, Collins, Armstrong,
Stumm, and Stewart.

Resolved in the negative.

Original motion pus.

Mr., STEWART : I think it is very desirable,
not only that the information asked for in the
motion made by the hon. member for Mary-
borough should be obtained, but also that some
further information should be got. The basis of
the hon. gentleman’s motion 1s that a certain
privilege given to the Press has been abused. If
that has happened in Maryborough—I am not
saying whether it has happened or not, and I do
not think the hon. gentleman was justified until
he knew the facts absolutely. in saying that it
had or in founding a charge against a particular
person——

Mr. ANNEAR: T founded no charge against a
particular person.

Mr. STEWART: The hon. gentleman did.
He mentioned the name of a certain individual
in Maryborough, Mr. J. M. Dawson, who he
alleged attended the Labour Convention held
in the Trades Hall in June last as a delegate.
He even went so far as to say that that gentle-
man travelled from Maryborough to attend that
convention

‘Mr. AxxEaR: I did not.

Mr. STEWART: On a Press ticket, and
travelled back from that convention on a Press
ticket., He went even further than that, and
said that he obtained that ticket by false pre-
tences. I was very much amused as I listened
to the hon. gentleman’s diatribe, and his charges,
and his insinuations. Perhaps it will be infor-
mation to hon. gentlemen, and to the House, to
hear that Mr. Dawson travelled down to the
convention by the “ Burwah,” and that he went
back from the convention to Maryborough by
the “Burwah,” so that the hon. gentleman’s
castle in the air falls to the ground.

MEeMBERS on the Opposition side: Oh, oh!
Hear, heur !

Mr. ANNEAR: Then his name will not appear
in this return.

Mr. STEWART : The hon. gentleman
descanded to details, and I am only following
on that particular detail. When other details
are brought forward in this Chamber I am sure
that hon. gentleman will be able to deal with
them. I have no wishto continue the disenssion,
but I desire to have much fuller information
than is asked for in this return. The hon.
gentleman’s contentiom is that a special privilege
granted to the Press has been abused in Mary-
borough. I believe that privilege has been
abused in many other places, and I think itis
very desirable in the public interest that we
should know exactly how the matter stands.

Mr. BrowxE: How do you know he travelled
in the ““ Burwah”?

Mr, STEWART : T am as certain of itas{ |
am that I stand here,

Mr. HARDACRE: Do you know it of your own
knowledge ?

Mr. STEWART: I know it of my own
knowledge. To put myself in order I move the
omission of the words “at Maryborough,” so
that the first portion of the motion will read,
“How many Press tickets were issued by the
Railway Department during the past six
months ¥ 1 am sure the hon. gentleman and
those associated with him ecannot have the
slightest objection t0 the amendment. When
that return 1s laid on the table we shall know
exactly how these Press tickets are being dealt
with all over the colony, and I think the infor-
mation is very much needed,
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Mr. STUMM : T hope the House will accept
the amendment proposed by the leader of the
reasonable section of the Lakour Opposition. I
should like to see this return made to apply
generally all over the colony, because I am satis-
fied that the Press will come trinmphant out of
the insinwations made against it. I do not believe
there is any paper in the eoslony—certainly not
one of any standing—that would apply for a
Press ticket at half-fare, and sign a declaration
that ‘“the abovenamed gentleman is permanently
smployed by the proprietors of this paper, and
is travelling only on Press business,” when the
real object of the journey is something totally
different. If that were the case, the sooner safe-
gnards are taken to prevent the Railway
Department from being defrauded the better.
There havé been some very disagreeable and
most unfair things said this afternoon; but I
will not enter into them.

Mr. TURLEY : Axe they true?

Mr. BrowNE: One statement is untrue—
against & man that could not defend himself,

Mr. STUMM: I think the hon. gentleman
who interrupts ought to be the last to attempt to
read a lecture in this House on political
moralit%

Mr. Dawsox: The mover of the motion bit
off more than he could chew.

Mr. STUMM : I believe that if we agree to
this amendment it will be practicable to get the
information in the course of a week, but if it is
magde for a longer term we cannot get it before
the session is at an end, and suspicion will be
cast all round ; T do not think that is desirable.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. member for Gymypie
said I should not attempt to lecture the House.
I'have never attempted to do anything of the
sort; but I can aswure that hon. gentleman and
any other hon. member on the otherside that when
they come down to the business of throwing mud
tl}ljeiy will find moembers on this side just as well
able——

M=eMBERS on the Government side : Hear, hear!

Mr, Dawsox: And we will guarantee that
most of it will stick,

The SECRETARY ¥oR PUBLIO LaNDs: A life-
long experience !

Amendmentagreed to ; and motion, asamended,
put and passed.

CASE OF LIEUTENANT-COLONEI,
BLAXTLAND.

Mr, DRAKE, in moving—

That the House will, on the 8th instant, resolve itself
into a Committee of the Whole to consider of an
Address to the Governor, praying that His Excellency
will cause to be placed on the Supplementary Estimates
for the present year the sum of £1,000 for Lieutenant-
Colonel G. G. Blaxland in compensation for loss of
employment and consequent injuries—
said: In dealing with this matter I shall
endeavour to occupy only sufficient time to make
the matter clear to the Xouse and to assist
members in following the evidence which
accompanies the report of the Select Committee.
A committee was appointed by the Houss to
investigate this case, and they have presented a
report to the House, through me, in which they
unanimously agree 1n recommending that Parlia-
ment should award this amount of money as
compensation to Tieutenant-Colonel Blaxland, I
presume hon. members have a copy of the
report and evidence in their possession. Lieu-
tenant-Colonel Blaxland was appointed to the
position of Commandant on the 18th December,
1879, hy notification in the Gazette. Hisservices
were dispensed with by a letter writ*en by direc-
tion of the Premier, Sir Thomas MeTlwraith,
on the 8th June, 1882. The ters of the appoint-
ment will be found in Apypendix A, and the
letter dispensing with his services in Appendix
B. Tt will be noticed by members that whereas
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Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland was appointed in
the usual way by notice in the Guazette, his
services were dispensed with in a summary
manner by the letter found in Appendix B.
Upon his dismissal his first anxiety was that all
his papers and affairs, of which he had control,
should be properly audited. An auditor was
appointed, and matters connected with his
papers were found to be in perfect order; but
1t was not until the 10sh August, 1882, as found
in Appeudix C, that he invited Sir Thomas
Mecilwraith to state the reasons for his sorvices
being so suddenly dispensed with, and he received
a letter, which is given in Appendix D, and of
which this is a suiomary—

I think you labour under & misapprebension in think-
ing that the official letter-terminating your services as
Commandant in the Voluntesr Force in any way
implied that you must havs been guilty of something
mean or dishonourable. I do not thmk it does, and I
can assure you that there was no intention whatever of
making the slightest personal objection to you. .

The position of Commandant of Volunteers requires

very peculiar qualifications, which, it is no disparage-
ment to your general ability, to say you do not in my
opinion possess.
Subsequently an official letter was written on
the 27th June, 1883, containsd in Appendix E,
by the Under Colonial Secretary, in which he
states—

The Government were of opinion that you are unfitted
for the duties devolving upon you.

That was the evidence before the committee
upon which Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland was
dismissed, and in their report they say—

In the absence of any further evidence on this point

the committee cannot infer from these expressions the
existence of any grounds which would, in their opinion,
justify the dismissal of Lientenant-Colonel Blaxland
from the position of Commandant.
I should like to say on this point that the ground
uponn which this claim is made to Parliament is
simply this: The committee consider that a
wrong was done to an individual by the State,
and they consider that—no matter what may be
the lapse of time or changes in the personnel of
the Government—where the State has done a
wrong to the individual it should make redress.
If that principle is right, and the House agrees
with the committee that a wrong was done to
Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland, then I think it
should come to the conclusion that some redress
is due to him for the loss and injury he has
suffered. Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland, I may
mention, before he came to this colouy, wasa
military man by profession. Hehad served very
creditably with the British army from 1864 to the
time when he was a lieutenant in the 99th Regi-
ment. If hon. members will turnto theappendices
they will find in Appendix G a certificate that
he passed the school of musketry at Hythe.
Subsequently, on the 3lst July, he passed
through a course of instruction, and was ap-
pointed to the position of superintendent of
gymnasis for the whoie of Ireland. That posi-
tion was so good that it justified bim in resigning
the position he then held as adjntant to his
regiment, and for the nine months before he
came to Queensland he was holding that posi-
tion, Hon. members will also see in Appendix
K a reference to the examination which had been
passed by Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland, signed
by the Adjutant-General, and with this post-
seript—-

His Royal Highness has been pleased to remark upon
the creditable manuer in which this officer has answered
the guestions put to him.

8o that hon, members will sea that Lieutenant-
Colonel Blaxland was a soldier by profession
before he came to Queensland. He was in
Queensland for two years before being appointed
Cowmmandant, and during that time he was occupy-
ing the position of an otncer in the Volunteer
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Force. Now with regard to Lieutenant-Colonel
Blaxland s abilities as a military officer, it ap-
pears from the testimonials which he brought
with him from the old country, and from
the evidence which has been given by the
witnesses, that his military qualifications and
efficiency were of a very high order indeed.
I may remark here that at the time Colonel
Blaxland was Commandant there was no military
officer in the colony occupying a higher position
than himself, so that in getiing evidencs with
regard to the way he discharged his duties we had
to take the evidence of officers who are now gene-
rally occupying higher positions in the force, but
who at that time were his subordinates. The first
witness who was examined was Major Tooth,
the present member for Burram. He was asked
—question 77—

What was the condition of the Volunteer Force during
the time Colonel Blaxland was Commandant? I was n
charge of the Wide Bay Distr'et, and my experience is
that during the time Colonel Blaxland was in office the
foree was never more popular or more efficient, and I
do not think the discipline was ever better. I never
knew it better than during the time he was Com-
mandant.

Then he was asked—question 80—

‘Was he good drill¢ I consider him one of the best

drills we ever had. Certuinly he was the only Comman-
dant who took the trouble to come and drill the men.
and who took any interest in them. I know he was up
inmy district several times, and he uot only came on
parade but he drilled the force. I know I learned rsore
arill from Colonel Blaxland than from snyone else. e
would come and give us lectures. too, on nilitary sub-
jects. He i the only man I ever heard lecture on the
law of projectiles, ¢r anvthing like that.
The next witness was Major A, B, Harris, who
now occupies the position of deputy assistant
quartermaster-general on the statf. He wax a
volunteer officer at the time Colonel Blaxland
was Commandant. At question 87 he was
asked—

Was the force popular in his time? Very.

You have had a good deal of experience in the
Defence Force. Would you consider Colonel Blaxland
a good drill? ZFixcellent at the time. Of course the
drill has altered from year to year, but in his day he
was the best drill in the colony.

The volunteer branch of the force has fallen offa
good deal since his time ? Very much.

The next witness was Captain Hinton, who was
in the artillery branch of the service. He was
asked—question 95—

Was the service popular at that time with the men?
Yes, very.

From your knowledge and experience, do you consider
that Colonel Blaxland was a good drill? A very good
drill. :

Did he enjoy the confidence of the men? Ves.
Lieuntenant-Colonel Newman was asked a similar
question—105—

In your opinion is Colonel! Blaxland a good drill#
Certainly, the best infantry drill I have ever seen.

Was he liked by the men and by his brother officors &
Very much. He was very popular.

Captsin George Alex. Macfarlane, who at the
present time is a captain in the Moreton Regi-
ment, and is one of the very oldest volunteer
officers in the colony, was asked—question 120—

From your experience do yvou counsider that Colonel
Blaxland was a good dvill¥ I do.

TWas he a good disciplinarian? He was, and he was
very well liked by the officers and men; in fact the
men would do almost anything for Colonel Blaxland
while he wzs Commandant, and go anywhere with him.
The force was never ina better position.than it was
while he was Commandant.

Lieutenant James Richards Sankey, who was
then, and is still, a lieutenant in the volunteer
branch of the Defence Force, was asked-—ques-
tion 133—

When did you get your first commission? In 1881.

That was during the time Colonel Blaxland was Comn-
mandant? Yes. :

[ASSEMBLY.]

Colonel Blaxland,

Tas the Volunteer Force popularat that time? From
the encampment of 1878 the Volunteer Force took a
great impetus, and was extremely popular.

Do you think the popularity of the Volunteer Force
was owing at all tothe personality of the Commaniant?
Theve can be no doubt at all about it; it was referred
to on many oceasions and by many people connected
with the force, The me:n at that time declared that
they wounld follow Colonel (then Major) Blaxland any-
where, and do anything for him. His influence at the
encampment +t Lagle Farm in 1873 was very marked
indeed. We were then simply a lot of raw levies, and
knew very little of drill, but in about two days after
Colonel Blaxland took us in hand the men worked like
a machine There was a marked tmprovement on any-
thing we had had before in the Defence Force of
Quesnsland.

You consider that that was actually an epoch in the
Volunteer Force? Yes.

Then he was asked by Mr. Maughan—

Do you consider him an efficient drill? I consider
Lieuteuant-Colonel Blaxland the most efficient driil we
have ever had in Queensland.

And in the matter of discipline? Very striet, very

thorough, very effective, and at the same time com-
manding the thorough confidence of the men.
I have only quoted an answer or two from each
of the witnesses. who were examined, so that
hon. members will see that there is a consensus
of evidence from the members of the old Volun-
teer Force as to the ability of Colonel Blaxland
and the valuable services he performed in con-
neetion with the Volunteer Force. As hon.
members will see from Appendices D and E,
Colonel Blsxland was suminarily removed in
1882, and from that time the Volunteer Force
deciined in numbers, in efficiency, and in
popularity until a Commandant was brought in
from ourside—Colonel, the present General
French—who came to the colony, and while he
was here the present Deferce Act was passed,
founded upnn the Defence Act of Canada, from
which time the present Defence Force dates its
existence. As a further proof of Colonel Blax-
land’s fitness for the position of Commandant, I
refer hon, members to paragraph 5 of the com-
n:ittee’s report—

Three years subsequent to his dismissal, in the year
1885, on the occasion of an anticipated invasion, Lieu-
tenant-Colonel Blaxland was specially selected to
organise the Defence Fores in the Northern portion of
the colony, and upon the termination of his duties
received the commendation of General French for the
very good service performed by him.

If hon. members will turn to question 32 they
will find that Colonel Blaxland was asked—

Sinee you lost the position of Commandant have you
been in service with the Defence Force? Yes; I was
speeially selected at the time of the Russian war scare
to goup North to start and organise the various forces
which now exist there. There were none at all at that
time., They had only a few arms and some ammunition
for rifle clubs.

Tn what year was that? In 1885 or 1886.

How long did you oceupy that position? I held that
position for about six months, and during the first
fortnight I managed to train 254 men and put them
into camp for six days at Whitsuntide.

Appendix N is a letter which was written by
Colonel French, at the termination of that period
of employment, to the Colonial Secretary—

With reference to the temporary employment of
TLieutenant-Colonel Blaxland at Townsville, I have the
honour to pointout that if the Government ave satisfied
that all danger of invasion has passed away for the
present, there no longer exists any good reason for
retaining this officer on duty. I consider that Iieu-
tenant-Colonel Blaxland has performed very good
service during the period he has been stationed in the
Northern district, and I hope that the Government
may be pleased to allow him a gratuity of a month’s
pay and allowances in the event of their deciding to
relieve him from duty.

I mention this because it seems conclusive that
so far as military efficiency was concerned
the Government were not dissatisfied with
Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland. Therefore, what-
ever reasons may be discovered in the two letters
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which are quoted in the appendices, it cannot
have been on account of unfitness for the per-
formance of the particular duties for which
Colonel Blaxland had been enguged. The sixth
paragraph of the report is as follows :—

The committee ses no reason to doubt that Lisutenant-
Colonel Blaxland endured considerable miental distress
in econsequence of his abrupt dismiseal and the injurious
comments t0 which it gave rise; that his bodily nealth
beeame thereby impaired, and that he was prevented
irom obtaining employment.

Lisutenant-Colonel Blaxland was asked to be
rather more definite with regard to the distress
that he had suffsred in consequence of his dis-
missal, and he pointed out that from conversa-
tions which he had had with persons it was
apparent—although probably it was never the
intention of the notice that he received that his
services had been dispensed with—but, as a
matter of fact, many persons had conceived the
idea that Colonel Blaxland was leaving unier a
cloud. At question 173 he was asked by Mr.
Macdonald-Paterson—

By Mr. Macdonald-Paterson: Iunderstand you had a
great deal of worry over the condition of affairs
subsequent to your abrupt dismissal? Yes. I suffered
a great deal of mental agony. People seemed to look
upon me with suspicion. When I was so summarily
dismissed there was a suspicion that my accounts were
not right. The matier was mentioned to me by friends.

By the Chairman: That was the reason you
immediately demanded an audit? Yes.

By Mr. Macdonali-Paterson : You have not enjoyed
good health for some time? XNo.

Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland also states that in
consequence of the reports that were spread
about he was unable to obtain employment in
other countries, as hon. members will see by
reference to question 37.

Have you made any attempt to get any military
service outside the colony? Yes, I tried in ali the
Australian colonies, I tried in New Zealand, I tried in
Cape Colony, and I have tried in China.

Do you eomsider that you have been placed at any
disadvantage in applying for service outside? In each
case the replies I received were much to the effect that
a8 I was not good enough for Queensland I was not
good enough for them. If there had been any reason
given for my dismissal, perhaps it would have been all
the better for me.

So that I think the committee were justified in
coming to the conclusion that there i no reason
to doubt that Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland
endured considerable mental distress in con-
sequence of his abrupt dismissal und the injurious
comments to which it gave rise, that his bodily
health was thereby impaired, and that he was
prevented from obtaining employment. With
regard to the expenditure that was incurred by
Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland, he informed the
committee that this payment was made with
the knowledge that it was intended to appoint a
properly qualified commandant at a salary of

700 a year, which was recommended by the
committee of 1882, and in the belief that when
the appointment was made he would of necessity
receive the position, having served so long and
so creditably with the force. It was the custom
then for volunteer officers to incur a great deal
of expense, which is not now borne by the officer
himself. On this point I would refer hon. mem-
bers to the evidence of Lieutenant-Colonel
Blaxland at questions 46, 47, and 48 :—

You speak of the actual expenses incurred by you
while Commandant at £500 a year—what were those,
particularly? There was one, notably, at Ipswich
camp. If you notice, one of my paragraphs says I had
to subscribe to the volunteer entertainments. At the
camp at Ipswich, in 1880, I had to hear the whole of
the expenses of the mess guests—that iz the public
guests. 8ir Arthur Palmer was there, and Sir Joshua
Peter Bell, who was then Acting Governor, and the
corporation of Ipswich came out in a body and sat
down to lunch. My bill for the three or four days of
the camp was £45.

[1 Drosmsez.]

Colonel Blaxland. 1335

Were you in the habit, then, of paying for entertain-
ments of that sort® I had to pay for evervthing as
Commandant. It came out.of my private pocket.

You speak of the expense of obtaining uniform,
equipment, and outfit? 1 had to buy horses and
uniform. My horses. unilorm, and camp equipmens [
value at £300 at least. They cost me that. I had to
get two horses and full-dress uniforta. The reason why
uniforms were so expensive was that in those days
there was very little known here about the making of
upiforms.

An old volunteer officer, Lieutenant Sankey,
also gave an opinion on this point. He was
asked—

You can tell us something, perhaps, about the
expense a voluuteer officer incurs? At the present
time g volunteer officer incurs very littie expense, buv
in the old days he incurred considerable expense.

Trom 1878 onwards did officers in ths Volunteer
Yorce require to put their hands into their own pockets ¥
Yes, to & very considerable extent. At that time it was
quite a usual practice for voluntesr officers to entertain
their men on the march. We had regnlar monthly
parades down the Valley or along the Ipswich road,
and an officer was invariably expected to entertain his
men on the march.

Those extracts will give hon. members some
little idea of the expense which officors of
voluntesrs at that time wsre called upon 6
incur. Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland, in his zeal
for the service, and in his desire to make the
Volunteer Foree as efficient s possible, tncurred
this expense, and naturally incurred it in the
expectationn that he was going to occupy the
position of a more highly paid Commandant. It
has been asked why did not Lieutenant-Colonel
Blaxland make his claim svoner? A petition
was presented to the House by bim in 1884,
through the late Mr. Francis Beattie, and, like a
great many other persons outside Parliament,
Lieutenant-Colouel Blaxland had the idea that
the petition having been received, Parliament
would at once on its own motion take the master
into consideration, and do justice to him, and he
did not at that time push the matter any further.
Of course we know as a matter of fact that when
a petition is presented to Parliament, unless
it is followed up in some way, it does nov
generally meet with the consideration of Parlia-
ment, In paragraph 8 the committee state that—

Having carefully considered the whole of the evi-

dence, they are of opinion that the petitioner was
harshly trealed by the Government, and has a fair
elaii upon the consideration of Parliament.
And they recommend that this amount of
£1,000 be awarded to him. The motion now is
to go into committee upon the claim, and I
trust the House will allow the motion to pass
this afternoon, so that there may be a chance of
having the matter considered before the close of
the session. In the interval hon. members will
have an opportunity of reading tha whole of the
evidence, and I think if they do so they can
hardly fail to come to the same conclusion as
that which has been arrived at by the select
commibtee.

Mr. JacksoN: Has he not received some com-
pensation in the way of employmentin the Civil
Service?

Mr DRAKE : Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland
was employed for some little time as associate to
one of the judges, and about five years after-
wards he received a position as warden’s clerk,
or clerk of petty sessions, and he is now occupy-
ing a position temporarily in the Government
Savings Bank at a very small remuneration. I
hope the House will allow the motion to go, and
T feel sure that if hon. members will read the
report and evidance they will be dixposed to
grant what is recommended by the committee,

The PREMTER : The hon. member who
introduced this motim occupied a lot of time
unnecessarily in endeavouring to prove that
Colonel Blaxland is and was a smart military
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officer. Hveryone who knows him admits at once
that he is a soldier, and that covers being a
clever man at drill and everything else. I do
not believe that there has been s smarter military
man here, but that dois not justify the hon.
member incoming down to this House and ask-
ing for a vote of £1,000 as compensation to a
man whose connection with the force cossed
sixteen years ago, and who should have made his
claim, if it were a just one, many years ago. I
would ask why Colonel Blaxland slept upon Lis
claim for sixteen years?

My, PrTRIE : Because he never got a chance to
bring it forward.

The PREMIER: If it were a just claim, it
should have been submitted to Parliamens
several years before this, hut to bring it up
sixteen years after he ceased to be prominently
connected with the force, and to ask for the sum
of £1,000, actually two years’ salary at the rate
at which he was then engaged, seems to be deveid
of reason. I have looked through the report of
the committee and the evidence very carefully
indeed, and 1 cannot discover the slightest claim
upon the State for that or any other sum what-
S0EVEr.

Mr. DRARE : He is still connected with the
Defence Force.

The PREMIER" He is not an officer receiving
salary, He holds a rank in the Defence Foree,
but unforfunately that renk has been the diffi-
culty in giving him employment. It is the very
fact of his holding that high i1ank which hu
prevented him from being appoin‘ed to a sub
ordinate position. As I have said, he i an
excellent military officer, and I consider it a
misfortune to the Defince Force that he was not
continuously employed in the service. He wasa
great favourite with the corps to which he was
attached. He was an excellent drill, »s has been
testified over and over again, and I can say
nothing which will reflict en his ability either
as a soldier or a gentleman. But at the same
time I see no claim upon the State whatever in
this direction. The facts sare plainly set forth
in the report of the Committee, and thronghout
the evidence. He was appointed to the
force in 1879, and his services were dispensed
with in 1882, and if he had any claim whatever
upon the State it should have been made long
before 1898, I lay some stress upon the fact
that representations which appear to have been
made to previous Governments have been com-
sistently ignored.

Mr. LEauy:
Government,

The PREMIER : I hope no Government will
recognise the claim of a man to such a large
amount of money for loss of office to which all
men are subject. Have we not had several
cases in which the evidence—

Mr, PETRIE: Under different circumstances,

The PREMIER : This officer was dremed by
the Government of the day not to be wholly
suitable for the position, and they had a perfect
right to dispense with his services. There was
no binding contract. It was merely an appoint-
went year by year, and Parliament at any
moment might have dropped his salary from the
Estimates, and dispensed with his services
without sny notice. Succeeding Commandants
have been engaged for certain periods of service,
but he was not. The Government declined to
submit any coutract to Pariiament ov to ratify
any contract with him, and hisremuneration and
appointment were simply held at the pleasure of
the Government, and after three years’ tenure of
office the Government deemed that he was not
wholly suitable for the position which he occupied.
I am not desirous of entering into that matter,
because it is a matter of history, and thers are
none of the present members of the Defence

He never had a considerate
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Victoria Bridge Bill.

Force who can throw any light upon the actual
circumstances which led to his dismissal. He
appears to have been very highly respected, and
he is still ; but I cannot get from the department
any information as to the real circumstances
which separated him from active service beyond
the correspondence which has been published by
the committee. That he had the respect of the
volunteer corps is true, but at the same time the
hon. member, in his remarks, led us to infer that
in his time the volunteer corps were in a thorough
state of efficiency, which is not borne out by the
report of the committee of inquiry which was
held in 1881, referred to in the petition, or by the
repors of Sir Peter Scratchley, who deplored the
growing decadence of the force. He did not
attribute that decadence in any way to any
defect in Colonel Blaxland’s supervision, but to
some internal weaknesses which tended to
deteriorate the service. He certainly spoke in
very high terms of Colonel Blaxland as a
soldier, but the allegation in the petition that the
report of the committes of inquiry in 1881 cleared
the petitioner of all blame for the then undesir-
able state of the Volunteer Force is not correct.
Even he himself admits that before he ceased his
copnection with the force it was in an unsatisfac-
tory state; but although its deterioration isnot
attributed to Colonel Blaxland, the statement
that he was exonerated from all blame is not
correct. I read the records of Parliament care-
fully last night, and I can find nothing to show
that he was exonerated from all blame, unless it
can be construed that silence is praise. There is
nothing ssid by the committee of inquiry or by
Sir Peter Seratchley exonerating the Comman-
dant from all blame. I am not mentioning this
as a censure upon Colonel Blaxland, but simply
to show that the statement in his petition that he
was relieved of all blame for the unsatisfactory
cendition of the force is not supported in any
way. e is not condemned forit, but the report
is silent as to any exoneration for the condition
of affaivs which then existed. That, however, is
by the way.

At 7 oclock the House, in accordance with
Sessional Order, proceeded to Government busi-
ness.

VICTORIA BRIDGE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

On the Order of the Day being read for the
consideration of this Bill in committee,

The PREMIER: Mr. Speaker—I beg to
move that you do now leave the chair.

MMr. GLASSEY : Before you leave the chair
I desire to ask the Premier as to what the busi-
nezs is lkely to be in the future——

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon, member
cannot do that on this motion,

Mr. GLASSEY : I merely want to ask the
Premier what business is likely to be gone on
with.

The SPEAKER: Does the hon., member
mean to-night?

Mr., Grassuy : No, not to-night. :

The SPEAKER : Then the hon. member is
1ot 1n order.

Mr. GrassEy: Very well, T will have an
apportunity when the House is rising.

Question put and passed.

COMMITTEE.

On clause 1 Consiruction and short title”—

Mr. GRIMES was surprised to see the com-
mittal of the Bill on the business-paper for this
evening. Important alterations were embodied
in the amendments which had been handed
round to hon. members, and though he had
taken the earliest opportunity of sending copies
of those amendments to four divisional boards in
his electorate, who had been brought within the



Victoria Bridge Act

benefited area and compelled to pay a portion of
the expense under the original Act, there had
as yeb been no opportunity for them to reply.
The Premier’s amendments would come as s
surprise to the divisional boards interested, and
he thought it was rather hurrying legislation to
press the Bill on in committee this evening.

The PREMIER was sure his hon. friend had
not read the Bill and the amendments or he
would see that the latter were purely clerical
and consequential. There was no interference
with the principle, nor would he, at the instance
of any local authority, at the present time allow
any interference with the principle upon which
the original Bill had been passed. It was just
as well that hon. members should understand
that. This Bill was simply to apportion the
balance of the original indebtedness'in the same
proportion as was indicated in the original Act,
and which to any ordinary individual the original
Act would have covered. But there had been
legal interpretations as to whether the preamble
in the original Act dominated the 19th clause,
or the 19th clause dominated the preamble,
and to remove the ambiguity this Bill was
now introduced—to define clearly that one
moiety of the total cost incurred in the construc-
tion of the bridge should be borne by the Govern-,
ment and the other by the local authorities,
The amendments were merely for the purpose of
making clearer the process of elections in con-
nection with the groups and of giving the board
fuller information from the returning officers.
There was only one featureof the Bill which might
be the subject of discussion and that was with
regard to the bridge allotment, and he would
explain the position with respect to that when
they came to the clause dealing with it. He
would repeat, for the information of the hon.
member and other hon. members who had ex-
pressed disapproval of the principle of the
original Act, that if any attempt was made to
alter that principle he should deem it his duty
to withdraw that Bill rather than allow any
alteration to take place.

Mr, McMASTER did not expect that the
Premier would accept any amendment that would
in any way interfere with the principle of the
original Act; at the same time, he thought, with
the hon. member for Oxley, that the Bill was
being pressed on rather hastily, What he took
most exception to himself was the latter part of
the 5th clause, which was a most arbitrary
clause.

The CHAIRMAN : I remind the hon. mem-
ber that clause 1 is now before the Committee.

Mr. MoOMASTER was aware of that, but the
Premier had spoken to the Bill as a whole, and
following such an example surely they could
reply to the hon. gentleman? 'They were repre-
senting local authorities in this matter. Like
the hon, member for Oxley, he had sent a copy
of the Bill and amendments to the local autho-
rity he had the honour to represent in that House,
and he had not had any reply. There was no
doubt that the local authorities took exception
to the Bill as a whole, but the last clause was
certainly one upon which they should have an
opportunity of expressing an opinion. He
could not read it because he had been ruled out
of order.

The CHATRMAN : T hope the hon. gentle-
man will not take it in that way.

Mr. MCMASTER : I cannot take it in any
other way.

The CHATRMAN : I drew the hon. gentle-
man’s attention to the fact that clause 1 was
before the Committee. I will also draw his
attention to Standing Order 258, which says—

‘When a clause or amendment is under discussion, a
meunber speaking shounld confine himself to the matter
of that clause or amendment.

[1 DEcEMBER.]

Amendment Bill. 1887
T trust the hon. member will not think I am
exceeding my duty in doing what I consider the
House elected me to do—that is, to carry out the
Standing Orders impartially.

Mr. McMASTER: He did not say the
Chairman was exceeding his duty, and he
hoped the Chairman did not think hon. mem-
bers were exceeding their duty when defending
the rights of those who sent them to that
chamber.

Mr. MatveEAN: You are making a second-
reading speech,

Mr. McMASTER: He was not. He was
simply saying that he thought the Bill might
stand over till the beginning of next week, so
that hon. members representing local authorities
could get the opinions of those local authorities.
He was not speaking for the municipality of
Brisbane, because only a portion of that munici-
pality was in his electorate ; but the Booroodabin
division was in his electorate, and he was there
to look after their interests, He had no amend-
ment to propose ; and if the local anthorities did
not send him any amendment he had no inten-
tion of blocking the Bill or moving any amend-
ment, so far as he knew at present.

Mr. JENKINSON: Have they had time to send

any ?

Bylr. McMASTER: They had not had time.
He had given the clerk of the Booroodabin
Board a copy of the Bill and a copy of the
anfendments which he obtained last night, and
the clerk told him this morning that he would
send them to the chairman at once, but he had
had no opportunity yet of finding out the
opinion of the board, or whether they wanted
him to do anything or not. In justice to hon.
members representing outside local authorities
the Bill might be allowed to stand over till next
week. If the hon. gentleman intended to push
it through, as was done last year, of course they
could not help it.

The PREMIER: If there was anything in
the amendments which introduced a new prin-
ciple he would at once listen to the remarks
made by the hon. member for Ozley and the
hon. member for Fortitude Valley, Mr. McMas-
ter ; but the only clause on which there was any
difference of opinion was the amendment at the
end of clause b, and he was willing to give hon.
gentlemen every opportunity of discussing that ;
but he was certain that those two hon. members
were themselves better judges of what was good
and beneficial to the local authorities than the
local authorities themselves. They were excellent
representatives of local authorities ; he felt that
they were the embodiment of the wisdom of
local authorities, and there was not the slightest
reason why the Committee should delay the
further consideration of the subject, especially as
the session was drawing to a close.

Mr. MocDONNELL : He thought the local
authorities interested had taken very little in-
terest in the Bill. Rarly in the year there was
a conference in connection with the Victoria
Bridge Bill, initiated, he thonght, by the
Hamilton Board, but very few local authorities
were represented. A deputation was appointed
to wait on the then Home Secretary, the present
Premier, and the members representing the dis-
tricts in which thelocal authorities were situated
were invited to be present, The hon. member
for Toombul and himself attended, and the only
board represented was the Hamilton Board. At
that time the hon. gentleman suggested that they
should call another conference of the local autho-
rities interested, and that was done, with the
result that only one local authority turned up.
He had therefore come to the conclusion that the
local authorities were satisfied with the Bill.
They were not at first, and he and other hon.
members opposed it because they thought the
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Government should build the bridge as a national
work, but when they did not serure that they were
satisfied to a-cept what they could get. When
the Brisbane muuicipa.ity were invited to the
conference early in the year they declined to
send a represeutative. This Bill bad been
printed since the 9ith Novemwber, and there had
been sufficient time for the loeul authorities to
consider it ard approach their representatives.
They had not done so, and he was justified,
under the circumstances, in supporting the Bill.

Mr. GRIMES : Speaking for himself, he was
very much obliged to the Chief Secretary for
the rather flattering compliment paid to him
and the hon. member, Mr. McMaster, but was
not quite sure that his information anl know-
ledge of divisional boards was as good as the
hon. gentieman represented. He had been
rather out of touch with them for the last five
years, andd they might view some provisions of
the Bill in a stronger light than that in what
he viewed them. Xe thought there was a
danger, and those who felt where the shoe
pinched would see more danger than he saw,
He had no doubt he would receive by Monday
next a leiter strongly condemning a portion of
the amendments that had been handed round.
He was not anxioas to interfere with the prin-
ciple of the Bill, but the sting of this new Bill
was in some of the amendments. In reference
to the remark of the hon. member, Mr.
MecDonnell, that only one board took wny
action, he might say that the reason why the
other boards interested did not take action was
that they wanted to repesl the Bill altogether,
and fall back on the old system of collecting
tolls. The other boards were not anxious for the
repeal of the Act, but they wanted a readjust-
ment of the responsibility, That was the reason
why they did not join with the Hamilton Board.
They thonght that board was going too far,

Mr. PETRIE: As representing one of the
local authorities, quoted by the junior member
for Fortitude Valley, he might say that the
Hamilten Board is opposed o the principal Act,
and called a conference with the idea of amend-
ing it. Nobody turned up at that conference ;
the hoard were utterly disgusted, and blamerd
the North Brisbane Council. He was opposed
to the original Act, and was defeated in his
efforts to bave it amended, Although the
Hamilton Board had done its best to get justice
done, the Brishane Municipal Council had been
so dilatory that they had been dgbarred from
doing anything. He thersfore felt disposed to
accept almost anything the Premier might bring
forward. Possibly if the conference had been
held things might have turned cut better for the
local authorities on the north side of the city.
He agreed that the Bill might well be postponed
for 4 few days, sothat the amendments to clause 5
might be considered,

Mr. CRIBB submitted that the discussion had
been altogether irregular, If hon. members had
wished the consideration of the Bill to be post-
poned they should have opposed the motion
““that the Speaker leave the chair.”” As they
had not done so the discussion should be confined
to the question bhefore the Committee—clause 1.

Mr. McCMASTER could not allow the state-
ments of his colleague and the member for
Toombul to go unchallenged. His colleague
stated that the local authority in that portion of
the city which he represented took no interest
in the matter. That was not so. The hon.
member for Toombul put the whole blame on the
city council. The local authority which the
hon. member represented thought they would
get all the other local authorities to join
them in sitting on the Government straight
away. That board asked for a repeal of the whole
Act, and the Brishane Council having approved
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of the Act last year by one vote—which they
would not have done had the member for North
Brisbane, Mr. Fraser, been in his place in the
council—they could not stultify themselves by
asking for the repeal of the Act. The hon.
member for Toombul last year tried to have his
Jocal authority exempted from the operation of
the Aecs, but he (Mr. McMaster) voted against
that proposal. .

Mr. DuxsrorD : What is the question before
the Committee ?

Mr. LEaHY : Stonewalling.

The CHAIRMAN : I would remind the hon.
member that there is nothing in clause 1 in
reference to the municipality of Brisbane or the
Toombul Divisional Board.

Mr. McMASTER : Neither was there any-
thing in it with regard to the conference of local
authorities. The Chairman would not allow
him to speak, but he would again ask the
Premier whether it would not be well to delay
the passage of the Bill, so that the local authori-
ties might have an opportunity of expressing
their opinions ?

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member is not
correct in saying that I will not allow him to
speak.

Mr. McMasrenr : Except on the 1st clause.

The CHAIRMAN : This is the third ocea-
sion on which the hon. member has risen and
addressed himself to the Bill generally.

Mr. McDONNELL : The point he had raised
was that they had not been approached by the
local authorities interested. The Bill had been
pefare the country for the last month.

Mr. MocMasTER : Not the amendments.

Mr. McDONNELL: The hon. member had
taken exception to the Bill as a whole. He (Mr.
McDonnell) had not said that the Booroodabin
Divisional Board appeared to take no interest in
the Bill. What he did say was that that board
was not represented in the deputation which
waited on the late Home Secretary, and that
the Hamilton Board was the only local authority
present at the conference summoned by thab
body. He had therefore come to the conclusion
that theres was very little interest taken in the
matter by the local authorities.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed.

On clause 4—*° Election”—

The PREMIER moved the insertion in sub-
clause () of the word ““any” before the words
““such election.” The amendment would remove
the apprehension which existed in the minds of
the members of some of the local authorities that
the elections in all the groups were to be held on
the same day.

Amendment agreed to.

The PREMIER moved the insertion in sub-
clause (n) of the words *“ and to the board” after
the word ‘“ Minister.” The subclause provided
that the returning officer should forthwith report
to the Minister the name of the representative
elected, and the board might also very justly
claim to be made acquainted with the result of
the election,

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. GRIMES wished to call attention to sub-
clause (J), if he was in order in doing so. The
taxation under the Victoria Bridge Board Act
was obtained from ratepayers according to the
value of their property, and the voting power of
ratepayers in local authorities was based upon
the relative values of property. In su]oclause )
it was proposed to introduce the principle of one
man one vote, and that was an innovation that
would not work well,

The CHAIRMAN : I would remind the hon,
member that the clause has now been amended
down to subclause (n), so that the hon, mem
ber is not in order in going back to subclause (J .
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Mr. GRIMES thought he was in order in
speaking to the whole clause. The whole prin-
ciple of the voting would be upset by the numberof
votes each voter had to cast inthe election of the
bridge board. R
. The CHAIRMAN : The hon, member will be
in order in discussing the whole clause, but he
cannot go back and amend before the last amend-
ment which has been made.

Mr. GRIMES : The Chairman misunderstood
him, as he had proposed no amendment, but was
directing the attention of the Premier to the fact
that subclause (j) introduced a new principle.
In voting for the members of local authorities,
the voter had a number of votes according to the
value of his property. The subclause he had
referred to introduced the principle of one voter
one vote, so that the man who held a large amount
of property, and had to pay a proportionately
large amount towards the taxation under the
Act, would have no extra voting power,

The PREMIER: The hon. member was
labouring under a misconception. If he would

, turn to the principal Act, he would find that the
first group consisted of the shire of Cooparoo
and the divisional boards of Sherwood and
Stephens, Assuming that each of those local
authorities consisted of nine members, there
would betwenty-seven members who wereentitled
to vote for the representative for the group, and
each of those twenty-seven members could only
have one vote. It was the members of the local
authorities who were referred to and not the
ratepayers.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

The PREMIER proposed the following new
clause :—

The following provision is added at the end of sec-
tion 11 of the Principal Act:—

Land vested in and in the occupation of the board

shall not be deemed to be ratable land within the
meaning of the Valuation and Rating Act of 1590, or
any Act amending or in substitution for that Act.
The reason for the clause arose from the fact that
in South Brishane the board had to maintain in
good order Victoria place, extending from the
southern abutments of the bridge to the align-
ment of Stanley street. That was a very large
piece of land, and its maintenance entailed a
considerable expense upon the Victoria Bridge
Board. The board were quite willing to continue
to keep that approach to the bridge in good order,
but they complained that a portion of their land,
which had been ,purchased for the purpose of
widening the approach, was amenable to pay
rates to the South -Brisbane Municipal Council.
They contended that their property should be
placed in the same position as the property of
the Government and be exempt from rating,

Mr. DIBLEY pointed out that a portion of
the land was already let for wharfage purposes,
and that there was nothing to stop the hoard
from letting the remainder of the land for build-
ing purposes. In the event of that being done,
{,hedcouncil should have the right to rate the
and.

Mr. LeanY : Is would not be in the “occupa-
tion” of the board then.

Mr. TURLEY agreed with the proposal to
exempt the land from rating as long as it was in
the occupation of the board, but held that if the
long frontage from the bridge to the hotel, or any
portion of it, were improved by the board and
let, or if it were let on a building lease, the por-
tion so let should be liable to be rated by the
municipal authority.

Mr. McMASTER contended that if the board
were placed on the same footing as a local
authority, then even if the property were let it
would be exempt from rates, as under the
Valuation Act no rates could be collected on
properby held by the Government or by the
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local authority. The Brisbane Municipal
Council were losing something like £900 a year,
besides the endowment they would get on that
amount, through the operation of that principle.
At the time the matter was before the House he
pointed out how the provision would operate,
but it was then said that the local authority
could put the rates on the rent. However, he
did not think that board would have the same
status as a local authority, but that the muni-
cipal council eould collect rates on the property
if it was let.

The PREMIER: If the board let the land it
would no longer be in the ocenpation of the
board, 'and it would in that case be amen-
able to rates; but so long as it was in the
qccupation of the board it would be amenable to
rates, in the same way as the lands leased to
pastoral lessees were amenable to rabes.

Mr. TurLey : Is this clause sufficiently clear
to carry out that intention?

The PREMIER : The clause was prepared
under very careful legal supervision, and was
certainly framed on that principle.

Mr. TURLEY : Perhaps the person who
framed it had not in his mind the fact that the
board might let the land for building purposes,
or improve it and then let it. He should like
the Home Secretary, who was a member of the
legal profession, to tell them whether, in his
opinion, the municipal council would be able to
rate the land if the board improved it and let i,
or if they let it on a building lease. 1t seemed
to him that the clause was hardly clear enough.

The PREMIER was just reminded of an
analogous case. The Railway Department had
certain land in Roma street, and as long as that
land was in the possession of the department
unimproved, of course no rates were paid upon
it to the Brisbane Municipal Council. But when
shops were erected on the land and leased, the
council collected rates from the lessees.

Mr. DIBLEY believed he was correct in say-
ing that the Brick and Tile Company leased a
portion of the land in question for wharfage pur-
poses, and that being so it was certainly not in
the oceupation of the board.

New clause put and passed.

On clause 5—“Amendment of 61 Victoria No.
15, s, 20"—

The PREMIER : This clause dealt with the
contributions of groups of local authorities for
the purpose of providing such sums as might be
necessary under a precept issued by the board.
It provided that it should be the duty of the
clerk of every such local authority, as soon as the
valuagicn lists of the district were compiled, to
furnish to the board a statement certified to be
correct, showing the total value of the ratable
land in such district as ascertained by the
valuation list. That was a great improvement,
because the original Act left it somewhat doubt-
ful as to how the board were to obtain any
satisfactory basis on which they could ascertain
the amount of revenue they would derive under
any precepts that were issued. But upon con-
sultation with the board, it had been decided to
submit the two following paragraphs as a further
amendment :(—

Such statement shall be and remain conclusive evi-
dence of such value until a fresh valuation has been
made and a fresh statement of such value has been
furnished to the board.

When a local authority makes default in the pay-
ment to the board of the sum stated in a precept issued
to it within the time therein limited, the board may
cause a copy of such precept, certified as correct under
the hand of the chairman of the board, to be filed in
the office of the Registrar of the Supreme Court, and
thereupon such precept shall be deemed to be a
judgment of the Supreme Court for the sumn stated
therein, and may be enforced with costs accordingly.
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He presumed that the last paragraph was one on
which there might be some difference of opinion.
His attention was directed to it by the bridge
board, on the ground that the original Act gave
the Treasurer power to enforce the precepts, bus
that it was doubttul whether the board itself
had that power directly. He admitted that it
was very direct action, but he did not view it
with the alarm that some of the local authorities
seemed to regard it. e should be glad to hear
an expression of opinion on the matter from hon.
members representing the local authorities con-
cerned.

Mr. McMASTER : As one of such members
he had no hesitstion in saying that it was a most
arbitrary provision. It was as much as to say to
the local authorities, “Stand and deliver!”
““ Your money or your life I” Nolocal authority
would object to give the bourd the same power
that the Treasurer had now-—namely, if there
was a defaulting local authority, to step in and
orgier a levy to be mnde on the rates. But it
might happen that a precept might be lodged
and judgment entorced against a local authority
at a time when they conld not pay it without
very great inconvenience. Many local authori-
ties were at present so loaded with debt, on
account of the endowment on which they
depended having been cut off, that it was impos-
sible for them to make their payments up to date,
and the chairman of the bridge board might say
he would have his money no matter who suffered.
And it must be remembered that the board was
a changing body. Local authorities changed
their members every three years, and munici-
palities every two vears, so that in two or three
years not ons of the present members of the board
might have aseat uponit. And it was rather too
arbitrary to say that immediately a precept wus
lodged with the Registrar of the Supreme Court it
should be deemed to ke a judgment of the court.
I6 carried costs just as if they had gone through
all the preliminaries of a trial, and, therefore, he
contended that it was too much power to be
placed in the hands of a board that was, to some
extent, irresponsible, because, although the
members would be members of local authorities,
there was no control over them when once they
were gazetted. They would then be masters of
the situation, and could snap their fingers at the
local authorities. The Premier should not forget
that most local authorities had been asking the
Government to allow the principal of the debts
they owed the Government to stand over for a
time, becatse they were unable to keep up their
payments. They were in great difficulties owing
to the endowment being kept so low, and that
made it more necessary that this great power
should not be given to the bridge board.

Mr. DRAKZE regretted that the Premier
could not see his way to accede o the suggestion
he made last night that there should be some
reasonable interval between the second reading
and the committal of this Bill, in order that the
local authorities should have an opporbunity of
expressing their opinions on the subject. He did
not claim to represent any loeal authority, but
still in matters of this kind he always
endeavoured to obtain the views of the local
authority in his electorate. The Ithaca Shire
Council held a meeting to-day, and passed this
resolution—

That this council protests against any further precept
or claim in connection with the Vietoria Bridge, but
that this resolution be forwarded to the members for
the district, askirg them to use all their efforts to
oppose it.

No doubt if other loeal authorities had had
opportunities of expressing their opinions they
would have done so.

The PrEMIER : They have had ever since the
8th November.
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Mr. DRAKE : That argument was used last
year. It was considered that as soon asa Bill
was laid on the table the local authorities would
study it a% once, but he might point out that the
Local Government Bill was circulated all over
the colony for the purpose of obtaining opinions
upon it before it was introduced at all, bub
nothing of the kind was done in regard to this
Bill, or to the Act passed last year. The reason
why there was such an objection to this Bill was
that the local authorities complained that it was
unjust to ask them to bear this burden—-

The Premizg: It is no use re-opening that
subject, because it was all settled by the Act
passed last year.

Mr. DRAKE: The hon. gentleman had
admitted that there wers inequalities in regard
to the rating, and where an Act of Parliament
inflicted an injustice it was the right of any hon.
member to continually urge that it should be
altered. He was not speaking particularly in
regard to this clause, because the local authority
he had referred to had no particular objection to
it, although the hon. member for IFortitude
Valley spoke strongly in condemnation of it.

The PREMIER : You could not get them to agree.

Mr. DRAKE: They might not all agree, but
they could find out what the weight of evidence
was. He objected altogether to the way in
which the Bill was being forced on, as it was not
of an urgent nature and there was no necessity
for passing the committee stage of it to-night.
He had nothing particular to say with respect to
this clause, as there were two sides to the ques-
tion, but he thought that the power, under the
Act of 1897, for the Treasurer to step in and
levy rates was quite sufficient.

Mr, Leany: It is not a good power to give a
Treasurer.

Mr. DRAKTE:: In one sense it was, because it
was not likely to be enforced, whereas this clause
proposed to give a much greater power to the
bridge board. It might put the board into the
position of a tyrant. Some of the local authori-
ties affected by the Act of last year had all they
could possibly do to meet the wants of their
districts without having that new burden thrust
upon them.

Mr. FINNEY pointed out that some of the
local authorities combined to pay for the bridge
had been put into a very unfair position. The
shire councils he represented objected to being
taxed for a bridge which they believed was of no
benefis to them. The Toowdng council had a
most expensive road to keep up, for the river
bank on one side of it required heavy expendi-
ture to repadr slips caused by floods, and the road
itself had to carry the traffic of all the funerals
of the whole city, and the shire council got no
outside aid to keep that road in repair.

The CHAIRMAN : 1draw the hon. member’s
attention to the fact that all that he has said was
said on the Bill of last session, and his remarks
do not in any way apply to the amendment
before the Committee,

Mr, FINNEY : The amendment before the
Committee gave an arbitrary power to the board
to crush the Toowong Shire Council, and he was
shewing a reason why they should nothave such
an arbitrary power in the Bill. He was asking
the Premier not to permit such an arbitrary
power to crush lncal authorities that were
already struggling for a bare existence.

The CHAIRMAN : I am sure the hon, mem-
ber will see that the payment to be made by each
local authority was settled last session.

Mr, FINNEY : Not this payment.

The CHAIRMAN : The payment was decided
by the Act passed last session. The hon. member
will see that the amendment does not in any way
bear upon the contribution which each local
authority shall pay. That was settled long ago.
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Mr. McMAsTER : Not this method of payment.

The CHAIRMAN : I trust the hon. member
for Fortitude Valley will assist me to earry on
the business of the Committee in a proper
manner. The hon. member for Toowong, I am
sure, wants to see the business carried on pro-
perly. There is an amendment before the Com-
mittee, and I trust hon. members will confine
their remarks to i6, We are in committee now ;
the Bill is not on its second reading.

Mr. FINNEY : He would bow to the Chair-
man’s ruling, and would rest satisfied with eater-
ing his protest against such an extraordinary
clause and amendment. Why should this extra
arbitrary Bill be passed now ? This £3,000 was
not in the Act passed last year, nor was this
arbitrary clause in it. He did not suppose the
bridge board would do anything unfair, but
they never knew what mighs be done, and why
should this board be invested with arbitrary
powers which no other board was invested with ?
It looked as if the local authorities were not to
be trusted at all, and he could not see why the
Premier should not be satisfied with the same
power as the Treasurer had now for collecting
money due by local authorities.

The PREMIER : Some hon. members repre-
senting local authorities seemed very apprehen-
sive that the bridge board would carry out the
amendment in so drastic a way as to very much
interfere with the financial ability of the loc:l
authorities to pay the precepts. Be did not
think for a moment that the bridge board would
act in that harsh manner. But the local
authorities must recognise that they would have
to meet those precepts.

Mr. Finney ; Of course.

The PREMIER : He was very glad to hear
that interjection, because they had had during
the debate some expressions which would imply
that the precepts might stand over until it suited
the convenience of the Jocal authorities to pay.
He hoped that was not the general feeling. He
hoped the validity of the precepts would be
acknowledged, but he did not want the bridge
board to take such drastic action as would cause
a judgment of the Sapreme Court, as provided
for by the amendment, to be immediately
enforced, when perhaps a little indalgence might
fairly be granted to a local authority. To that
extent he was inclined to recognise the expression
of the opinion of members of the Committee, and
he was, therefore, prepared to move that the word
‘“thereupon,” in the 3rd last line of the amend-
ment, be omitted with a view of inserting
“at the expiration of sixty days thereafter.”
He thought that was meeting the local authorities
in a very reasonable way. Hesaw a great advan-
tage in this clause—in its direct action between
the board and the local authorities, because he
did not approve «f the intervention of the
Treasurer. He thought the amendment was
advantageous in every sense, and with the con-
cession he was prepared to make he hoped it
would meet with the approval of the Committee.

Amendment, by leave, amendead.

Mr. LEAHY thought there was a good deal
to be said on behalf of the contention of the
hon. members for Fortitude Valley and Too-
wong. He did not think the amendment pro-
posed by the Premier, though it modified the
position, removed the objection. It was a very
objectionable proposal, as it conferred a power
never conferred by any statute before, as far as
he knew. It gave a power which the Supreme
Court did not possess, and which the Govern-
ment did not possess. It was entirely opposed
to British practice and British sense of justics
that an irresponsible body sheuld take upon
itself to levy upon another body streight off,
without going through any process of law. He
was astonished at the hon. gentleman taking up
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such a position, and it devolved upon him to
show what necessity there was to give such an
extraordinary power, Local authorities could
sue and be sued under the present law, and
he did not know of an instance where the pre-
sent law had not been sufficient to compel them
to meet their liabilities, And if the present
law had been sufficiently powerful hitherto,
what reason was there to suppose that it
would not be suflicient to make them pay their
just liabilities in this case? He could under-
stand the hon. gentleman wanting to relieve the
Treasurer from the unpleasant duty of enforcing
payment; but there was no necessity to jump
from that to a remedy that was far more
objectionable. IFf they pussed the Bill without
this power, and the present law was found
wanting as far as enforcing payment was con-
cerned, it would be easy next year to come and
say so, and the full strength of the Chamber
would assist in passing a measure, however
stringent, that would make the local authorities
take up the position they ought to oceupy. This
was not a matter that affected him except in
principle, It was a principle that was obnoxious
to give to any half-dozen individuals such
extraordinary power.

Mr. Cross: Can you show that it is not
necessary ?

Mr., LEAHY : This was a new departure,
and the onus of proof was on the hon. gentleman
making the depavture o show that it was neces-
sary or justified. If this was going to be the
law in one cass, how far was it going to be put in
force? The principle was a bad one, and he
hoped it would not be insisted upon.

The HOME SECRETARY : There was
nothing so very extraordinary about the proposal
after all, The hon. member was familiar with
the case in which an award was made a record of
the court, and immediately became a judgment
of the courtand éxecution could be issued thereon.

Mr. Finvey: That is after trial.

The HOMY SECRETARY : That was so,
but he would show the analogy. There was no
need for a trial when a mun himself admitted
that a certain amount was due. If hon. mem-
ber: read the original clause as well as the
amendment they would find that the amount of
the precept depended on the return furnished by
the elerk of the local authority wpon which the
precept was made, and it was not till they made
default in payment of what they admitted to be
due that the precept was made a judgment of
the court.

Mr. McoMastER: The local authorities must
make their valuations at a certain time in the
year,

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes. They had
to practically admit that so much was due by
them, and that did away with the necessity of
asking an arbitrator, or a jury, to assess the
amount.

Mr. MoMasrer : Why alter the power under
the old Act?

The HOMYE SECRETARY : He presumed
because the power had not been found sufficient.

Mr. BRIDGES: Some of the boards had
failed to pay the precepts that had been issued,
and some power should be given to compel them
to do so. There was really no mschinery to
compsl the boards to pay. Seeing that a neces-
sity had avisen, it was for them to say what
were the best steps to be taken., He thought,
with the Premier, that sixty days was sufficient
notice to give, and that it would remove all
possible hardship, XKither they must authorise
the bridge bosrd to collect the debfs or exempt
from payment those boards that would not or
could not pay. It did not seem that they could
exempt  them, and - therefore the only plan
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was to accept the amendment before them, and
give the bridge board power to enforce its
precepts,

. Mr., GRIMES: The hon. member who had
just sat down did not speak very feelingly on the
subject, because he did not represent a board
that had to bear any portion of the burden. He
wished to correct the hon, member’s statement
that there was no power to enforce payment of
the precepts. Under subsection 4 of clause 20
of the principal Act, power was given to the
Treasurer to collect a special rate for the pay-
ment of the precept if the board did not collect
such special rate, which they were empowered to
do under the Act. It was proposed now to give
an extraordinary and arbitrary power to the
bridge board, which, in his opinion, they should
not possess. Ie wished to point out that even
the amended amendment would not help them
much, because when the board issued a preceps
they had to name a time limit. It might be, in
the ordinary course, sixty days, but there was
nothing to prevent them from fixing the time at
fourteen days. He was sure there wounld be a
great outcry amongst the boards against the
arbitrary power conferred by the clause.

The HOME SECRETARY : It was all very
well to give the Treasurer power to step in as
provided under subsection 4 of clanse 20 of the
principal Act, but if they gave similar power to
what was practically a local authority there
would be conflict at once between the officers
of the two local authorities. On the one hand
there would be the bridge board going in to collecs
the rates, and on the other the local authority
itself. That would not be desirable at all. If
the two local auchorities were to work without
interfering with each other it was desirable that
one of them should have the authority of the
Supreme Court for what it was doing.

Mr. GRIMES pointed out that hitherto mest
of the local authorities had not collected a special
rate, but the precepts had been paid out of
general rates. In cases where the precept was
unpaid the bridge board would step in and col-
lect a special rate.

Mr. McMASTER: No doubt the proposal
now made by the Premier was a modification of
what he at first proposed, but for all that it was
objectionable. The hon. member for Nundah
spoke very glibly on the subject because his Qis-
trict was not interested. He did not care who
sank so long as he swaw. The power now asked
for had never been given to a local authority
before.

My. Cross: You must make a beginning
somewhere,

Mr, McMASTER : If such a system was to
begin let it begin with those who could best
afford to deal with it and the Government.
If a local authority borrowed money from the
Government and failed to pay, the Government
had not the right to go to the Supreme Court.
They could step in and collect the rates.

Mr. TurLEY: The board cannot do that in
this case.

Mr. McMASTER: They could do worse
under the amendment, He would not object to
giving the bridge board the power to step in and
collect the rates., Parliament had passed an
Act aunthorising local authorities to borrow
money outside the Government, but they had
not given the mortgagee such a power as was
now asked for. He could only collect the rates.
It was too arbitrary a power to hand over to a
board which was not appointed by the rate-
payers, but by the members of the various local
authorities. IHe challenged any hon. member to
mention one local authority which had refused to
pay its precept. The board had not been in ex-
istence twelve months yet, Some of them had
levied rates and paid their precepts. He believed
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that the amendment had not emanated from
the Premier, but that he had been asked to move
it by the bridge board. There might have been
something to be said in favour of such a proposal
if the board had heen in existence for two or
three years, and some of the local authorities
had shown that they were determined not to
pay, but there was no evidence that any of them
had refused. The hon. member for Nundah was
the only hon, member who had made a state-
ment to that effect ; but the hon. member knew
nothing about the watter, as he was not inte-
rested. Hon. memhers who represented local
authorities who were interested would be failing
in their duty if they did not endeavour to get the
amendment modified. It had to be remembered
that more rates were collected in the two months
preceding the 1st of November than during any
other period of the year, and it would be a great
hardship if the local authorities should be made
to fork out by such a clause as this. The least
the Premier could do was to extend the time to
ninety days.

Mr. FINNEY had not heard of any local
authority refusing to pay the precept of the
bridge board. The Bill was one-sided; the
people weuld objecs to it, and the Government
would have to amend it. If a bridge in any of
the local authorities broke down, it would have
to be put up again by the local authority within
whose boundaries it was, without any help from
outside, It was a one-sided, unfair Bill, without
mutuality, and it was a great pity that Victoria
Bridge had not to be piid for by the two munieci.
palities of North and South Brisbane.

Mr. BRIDGES : He had brought down on
his head the wrath of the hon. members for
Fortitude Valley and Oxley, but the hon.
members had not disproved what he had said.
He reminded the hon. member for Oxley that
last year he was a staunch supporter of the Bill.

Mr. GrivEes: I opposed it.

Mere, BRIDGES: The hon. member said that
he had friends on both sides. It had not been
denied that some of the local authorities had
failed to pay their precepts. The senior mem-
ber for Fortitude Valley said that they had not
refused. That was not his contention, but they
had neglected to meet their obligations, and that
was equivalent to a refusal. Some of them had
paid twice, while others had not paid at all. He
was not there to say whether the clause was too
arbitrary or not, bat certainly the bridge board
ought to have some power tocollect their precepts.
He was there on an equal footing with other
hon. members, and if, when he spoke on a
matter before the House, he was accused of
being too free in his speech, or of speaking on a
subject in which he was not interested, he should
not allow such statements to pass without
endeavouring to answer them. Many of the
ratepayers in his electorate contributed towards
the payment of the precept in connection with
the bridge, though the electorate itself was not
directly interested in the matter. He agreed
with the hon. member for Toowong that the whole
of the cost of the bridge should have been paid
by the two wunicipalities of North and South
Brishane, but if other local authorities had to
contribute, acd did not do so, some power
sgould be given to enforce the precept against
them.

Mr. McDONNELL was inclined to oppose the
clanse, He agreed with the hon. member for
Balloo that until the provision in the present
Act for the enforcement of payment of the
precept by local authorities making default had
been proved to be insufficient for the purpose,
there was no necessity for sucha drastic clause as

this, .
The PREMIER had held similar views with
regard to the proposal when«it first came under
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his consideration. On reading the section in the
Act dealing with the subject he saw clearly that
the Treasurer had all the powers that it might
perhaps be necessary for him to exercise, and a
great deal more than he would probably exercise.
The weak point in conneetion with that vicarious
action of the Tressurer was that he was not
likely to act so directly as the bridge buard,
which was not in any way affected by other con-
siderations. Therefore he had a few interviews
with the board, and ultimately he gave his con-
sent that the matter should be referred to the
Crown Law Officers. It was referred to the
Crown Law Officers, counsel’s opinion was
ovtained on the subject, and this clause was the
result of the most careful consideration.

Mr. Leany: Is not the ordinary provision
sufficient in_this case?

The PREMIER: No, that only gave the
Treasurer power to step in and collect the rates.

Mr, Lrary: Read section 6 of the present
Act, which says that the board is a corporate
body, and can sue and be sued.

Tne PREMIER : Section 6 merely stated that
the Loard could sue and be sued, but he took it
that subsection 4 of section 20 was the provision
which dealt with the manner in which precepts
should be enferced. It prescribed a certain form
by which alone precepts could be enforced. The
clause under consideration was submitted to the
Crown Law Officers, and he was acting on their
advice. It was a necessary provision, and, with
the concession he had made, it would not in any
gense arbitrarily or injuriously affect the local
authorities.

Mr. LEAHY : It was very interesting to
hear the hon. gentleman talk in high-sounding
phrases of the Orown Law Officers, but there was
nothing in it ; they were just as fallible as other
people. Therecertainly seemedtobeadualmethod
provided in the principal Act for the enforce-
ment of those precepts. By one method—that
prescribed in section 20—the Treasurer could
collect the rate where the local authority made
default. By the other method payment could be
enforced by obtaining a judgment in the Supreme
or District Court. Section 6 enacted that the
board should be a corporate body, and that it
should be—

Capable in law of suing and being sued, and of pur-
ehasing, holding, and alienating land, and of doing and
suffering all such other aets and things as bodies
corporate may by law do and suffer.

Surely under that provision the board could
sue in the ordinary way, and if judgment was
obtained the court would have its own rules
and means for enforcing its decrees, But there
was also the alternative of the Treasurer step-
ping in, and there was no necessity for that
alternative until it had been demonstrated that
the courts of the country were incapable of
administering justice between two conflicting
interests. The amendment weuld establish a
pernicious principle that was repugnant to all
ideas of British justice, and to all the instincts
of fair-minded men. The idea that any body of
men should be allowed to register their own
decrees

The HoME SECRETARY : Not their owu decrees,
but the admission of the local authorities con-
cerned.

Mr. LEAHY ; There was no admission. The
Jocal authorities were required to send certain
information te the board, and the secretarv of
the board determined how much they would Lave
to pay on that basis. But the secretary might
be prrfectly wrong ; the brard might make mis-
takes ; and he was of opinion that, under the §th
section of the principal Act, it was open to any
individual to apply to the Supreme Court to
compel them tostay proceedings. But there was
nothing in the matter that was worth insisting
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upon, unless the Government wished to show its
strength. If the opposition to the amendment
had come from the other side the Gouvernmens
would have given way long ago, and he hoped
the Premier would withdraw if.

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber, after lecturing the Premier for using high
sounding phrases, talked about the amendment
establishing a pernicious principle, and aboub
its being opposed to Briti-h justice. But he
must see that it was possible for anybody to
make a mistake. It was quite possible for the
officers of the Supreme Court, or even the hon.
member himself, to make n mistake. If he
wanted to rely upon the infallibility of any
human institution, whether a bridge board or any
othier boly, there was always a possibility of the
machine breaking down. The process which
was proposed to be inaugnrated by the amend-
ment was for judgment to be entered up on
what was practically the admission cf the local
authority that they owed the money.

Mr. LEauy : Where do you get that from ?

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon, mewm-
ber had apparently not read the Victortu Bridge
Act, wherein it was provided that the amount to
be contributed should be in proportion to the
value of the ratable land in the district as ascer
tained by the valuation lists in force for the time
heing. Those valuation lists were the product
of the local authorities themselves, and it was
the simplest thing possible to show what was
the proportion to be cuntributed. It was a sum
in compound proportion, which ninety-nine out
of every 100 ~chooltioys would work vut correctly.
It was on that practical admission of the local
authorities that judgment was to be entered up.
If the precept was wrongly made out, they had
the whole of the sixty days on which to set aside
the judgment, and probably the biidge board,
whose officer had made the mistake, would have
to pay the costs.

Mr. McMaster : Has any local authority this
power ?

The HOMI SECRETARY : He was not
aware that any local authority was in an analo-
gous position to the bridge board.

Mr. Leany : Has anybody in the world this
power ?

The HOME SECRETARY : VYes; any per-
son in an arbitration case who had an award
made in his favour had that power. It was for
the local aunthorities to say what money was due
by them, and that put the board in the same
position as the successful party in an arbitration.
There could be nothing strouger against a man
or a local authority than the admission ‘I owe
you so much.” The hon. member seemed to
know mwore about the matter than anybody else,
even than the Law Officers of the Crown, but it
was just possible that for once in his life he
might be mistaken.

My, CROSS said it was quite evident to the
minds of some hon. members there was some
thing behind this which had not been let out.
After listening to the discusssion, he had come
to the conclusion that the object of those hon.
members who had spoken in opposition to the
amendment wss to keep the clause as it wag, so
that the power would be in the hands of the
Treasurer, v ho might be squeezable—subject to
political influence.  In the first place there was
an obligation to pay upon a certain basis which
those who had to pay laid down for themselves,
The valnation was not n:ade on the sole
responsibility of the clerk ; it was agreed upon
by the responsible members of the local
authority, whoe submitted it to the bridge board,
and that bourd issued the precept in accordance
with that hasiz, The hon. member for Bulloo
suid that the board could sue and be sued, but
did he want to increase the expenditure - waste
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time and money in settling a thing that was
already settled? The payment of this money
should be removed from political interference,
and that could only be done by adopting some
such proposal as that made by the Premier,
especially when the hon. gentleman had gone so
far as to allow a period of sixty days to elapse,
which would give ample time for thelocal autho-
rity to enter any protest or take such action as
they might think proper. As he had said, the
Treasurer was a squeezeable man, and had to
keep his followers together, and therefore it was
better that he should have nothing to do with
these payments. It was not the voice of the
general ratepayer that they heard this evening,
but the voice of the property-holder, and he
hoped the Premier would stick to his amend-
ment, and that hon. mewbers opposing it, who
desired to see the purity of Acts of Parliament
maintained, would withdraw their opposition.

Mr. FINNEY : It was a remarkable thing
that when the original Act was passed nobody
saw the necessity for any such drastic provision
as this, which had suddenly dawned upon the
hon. member for Clermont and others who wished
to bring out a point which they considered should
be put into force. This was not the act of the
Government, but the act of the bridge board,
which had instigated the Government to briag
in a Bill that would be more fit for the Russian
Empire. It was proposed to bring machinery
into force that had never been tried before, and
that nobody saw any necessity for when the
original Act was passed. The ordinary machinery
for collecting debts was sufficient then, and it
was sufficient now, and he was sorry that the
Government had made such a proposition as this
at the instigation of the bridge board.

Mr. LEAHY wished the Premier to under-
stand that he had no desire to offend him in any
way. HKvery person who knew him would know
thatif he had anything to say he was not afraid
to say it, and what he wished to say was that
the hon. gentleman concluded his remarks by
bringing in the authority of the Crown Law
Officers, and he replied that that was a lofty
and high-sounding phrase, used for the purpose
of over-awing debates; but he had no intention
of offending the Premier. HMven if he had, that
hon. gentleman would have been quite able to
defend himself without the assistance of bhis
lieutenant, the Home Secretary.

Mr, McMASTER : Mr. Annear——

My, McDonarp ; Is this a stonewall ?

Mr. McMASTER: The hon. member could
call it what he pleased. Hon. members opposite
were not so anxious to do business when it
answered their purpose to talk. The hon,
member for Clermont said that they wanted the
Treasurer to have the power under the ciause
because they knew it would not be enforced.
The hon. member might be speaking for himself,
but he (Mr, MeMaster) would not assist any local
authority, in a position to pay, to evade the just
payment of its debts. He was quite correct in
his surmise that in this matter the Government
had been moved by some power behind them ;
and he regretted that the Premier should have
allowed himself to be moved by the bridge
board to introduce such an arbitrary clause,
which could only cause a great deal of illfeeling
amongst thoss who would have to pay under it.

Mr, GRIMIIS bad no idea of stonewalling this
meagsure. All he had asked was that time should
be given to the local authorities interested to
discuss it at their meetings. It had been forced
upon hon. members, and they had endeavoured
to show where it would pinch the local authori-
ties, and the difficulties which would occur
under it. He intended to call for a division on
the clause, as he wished it to be recorded in the
journals of the House.
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Question—That the words proposed to be
added be so added—put; and the Committee
divided :—

Avrs, 36.

Messrs. Dickson, Foxton, PLilp, Dalrymple, Chataway,
Lord, Murray, Armstrong, Newell, 0’Connell, Maughan,
Stewars, Moore, Daniels, Bridges, Dunsford, Stepheuson,
Cortield, Dibley, McGahan, Xing, Groom, Collins, Story,
$im, W. Thorn, Smyth, Morgan, Turley, McDonald, Kerr,
Browne, Jenkinson, Jackson, Hardacre, and Kidston.

Nogs, 11.

Messrs. Keogh, Finney, MeMaster, Bell, Grimes, Drake,

Battersby, Petrie, MeDonnell, Leahy, and Hamilton.
Parn.

Aye—Mr. Smith. No—Mr. Fogarty.

Resolved in the affirmative.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Preamble put and passed.

The House resumed ; the CHATRMAN reported
the Bill with amendments, and the third read-
ing was made an Order of the Day for Monday
next.

BRITISH PHARL\%%%P(EIA ADOPTING

COMMITTEE.

On clause 1—¢ Adoption of British Pharma-
copeeia”’— .

Mr. DRAKE: Since the Bill had passed its
second reading he had made inquiries outside,
and had been informed that nearly all the
chemists were in favour of this Bill being passed,
and that there would not be any inconvenience
owing to the shortness of notice.

Mr. GLASSEY : Perhaps the Home Secretary
would tell the Committee whether there had
been any protest from chemists in regard to the
time the Bill was to come into operation. He
was not aware of any, except from the one
gentleman, Mr. Maugham. He believed there
was a consensus of opinion that the Bill should
become law on the 1st January, the date
mentioned 1n the Bill itself.

The HOME SECRETARY : He had had no
protests whatever. The only communications
made to him were decidedly in favour of the Bill
becoming law on the 1sv January. The only
intimation to the contrary was what he had seen
in the Press, in a letter signed by Mir. Maugham.
He was also assured by a representative of the
Pharmaceutical Society that, on the appearance
of Mr. Maugham’s letter, he waited upon that
gentleman, and apparenily satisfied him that
there was no objection to_the Bill coming into
operation immediately. Unfortunately a firm
of manufacturing chemists wrote to the paper
and said something to which Mr. Maugham
felt bound to reply, because he could mnot
altogether subscribe to it, and then—so to
speak —he became obstinate in the matter.
That might or might not be true, but that was
his information. He thought they mighs accept
the testimony of the Pharmaceutical Society,
which represented the chemists throughout the
colony, that they desired the Bill to become law
at once. In fact, it was at their request that it
had been introduced. At firsh he told them
thst there would be no time to introduce it, but
being assured that it would not lead to much
controversy he consented to try and pass it this
session. He, however, assured them that if it
led to lengthy discussion it would have to be set
aside.

Mr. GLASSEY understood that Mr, Maugham
bad sent in a communication to the Home
Secretary ?

The HomE SECRETARY : Yes, I am wrong.
He did.

Mr. GLASSEY : He was not inclined to dis-
believe Mr. Maugham’s statements, but if he
stood alone—if the chemists and druggists on
the other side as well as the medical profession
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were willing that the Bill should come into force
on lst January, it might almost be said that
those interested were unanimous.

The HOME SECRETARY : He had a letter
from Mr. Maugham which he overlooked. He
was glad the hon. member rewinded him of it,
and he took the earliest opportunity of correcting
the statement he had made. After formally
protesting against the Bill coming into operation
on 1st January, Mr. Maugham wenton to say—

I will now with your permission give a few reasons

why such an amendment is necessary. XFirstly: It
would be impossible to stock a great many of the most
important new preparations under at least six months
from the passing of the Act. Secondly: As we have a
Food and Drugs Adulteration Aet now in foree. on and
after 1st January next any ehemist would be liable to
prosecution under the same, as a number of prepara-
tions, although strictly in accord with the test of the
pharmacopeeia of 1885, would not be so with the new.
Therefore as most of the chemists are well stocked
with the former preparations, to avoid prosecution and
comply with the Aet, it would be absclutely necessary
to destroy all such stock, incurring thereby great loss.
Thirdly : I think it only fair that a reasonable time he
allowed the trade to dispose of their stock in the
ordinary way of business, and gradually work up to the
new formulse of the pharmacopeeia of 1898, Lastly:
As an instance of the injury to chemists through the
hasty adoption of the new pharmacopeeia in Engiand,
I refer you to the Chemist and Druggist Journal for
the last six months for accounts of the numerous
annoying and pettifogging prosecutions taking place
almost daily.
He might mention that the Chemist and Druggist
had published notices in reference to the new
pharmacopeeia for the last six months, so that
chemists could hardly be said to be taken by sur-
prise. The hon. gentleman also said that it would
take six months to stock up with the new prepara-
tions, but he could hardly be aware that they
were all obtainable at the wholesale chemists
already, He had talked to several medical men
since last night, and they laughed loudly at the
objections put forward by Mr. Maugham. They
‘ridiculed his ideas.

Mr. GLASBSEY : The statement of the Home
Secretary was so far satisfactory, but he had
had conversations with Mr. Maugham, who felt
strongly with regard to the loss likely to arise
through the pharmacopeeia being brought into
operation immediately. ~While he was not
anxious to see people placed in a position such
as he described, he was extremely anxious to see
the Bill become law. Seeing that there had
been no other protests—although he gave Mr.
Maugham full credit for sincerity in the stand he
had taken—he thought they would he justified
in passing the Bill and allowing it to come into
operation at the earliest possible date.

Mr. McDONNELL : The Home Secretary
had spoken of the secretary of the Pharmaceuti-
cal Society waiting on Mr. Maugham after that
gentleman had written to the paper, That
information was not quite correct. Mr, Maugham
wrote afterwards to the paper, and the letter
which had been read by the Home Secretary had
appeared in the Courier, after the appearance of
the letter written by Thomason and Chater.
Mr. Maugham had seen him on the matter a few
times, and he understood that there were other
chemists—though not many—ywho held similar
views to Mr. Maugham with reference to the
insufficient time allowed before the Bill came
into operation. Mr. Maugham referred in his
letter to the Food and Drugs Adulteration Act.
The 1st clause of the Bill provided that the British
Pharmacopeeia of 1898 should, after the 1st
January next, “be for all purposes the pharma-
copeeia in force in Queensland.” Would it be con-
pulsory for chemists to have their preparations up
to the strength laid down in that pharmacopeeia ?
Another point was whether the Bill would be
compulsory or permissive ?

1898—4 0
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The HOME SECRETARY : After the Bill
became law, if a medical man in a prescription
mentioned, say, the compound $incture of cholo-
form and morphine—which was four times as
strong, in regard to some of its ingredients, as
the same preparation under the old pharmacopeeia
—and a chemist put in the preparation as set oub
in the old pharmacopceia, he took it that he would
be liable under the Foud and Drugs Act for
adulteration. The Bill would not make the
slightest differencein that respect. The liability
of a chemist would be just thesame as at present
if he put in some constituent which was not
mentioned in a prescription. The passing of the
Bill would fix a standard, and bring about
uniformity, but he was credibly informed that a
large proportion of the members of the medical
profession would not take the trouble to work up
the new pharmacopeia. They would continue
to work on the old lines, in which case they
would head their prescriptions “B.P., 1885”;
and then chemists would know that they were
not working under the new pharmacopeeia. The
probability was that the old pharmacopeeia would
continue in operation more or less—gstting
gradually less—for the rest of this generation,
until practitioners who had been educated under
the new pharmacopoeia were the only ones in the
profession. He was told that some medical men
actually now used some very old pharmacopesia
prior to the one which had just become obsolete.

Mr. MODONNELL : Thedifficulty was that
there was no pharmacopeeia in force at present in
this colony.

The SECRETARY FOR FPUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Yes, there is.

The HoME SECRETARY : Merely by custom—
there is no legislative authority for it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Perhaps not, but it is in universal use.

Mr. McDONNELL : That made a wonderful
difference. There was nothing compulsory. His
point was: If the drugs were not up to the
standard required by the new pharmacopceia,
could a chemist be prosecuted under the Food
and Drugs Act? For instance, the new tincture
of nux vomica would be twice the strength of
the old preparation ; could a chemist be prose-
cuted if he did not keep that preparation up to
the required strength of the British Pharma-
coposia of 18987

The Home SEORETARY : Ounly if he makes up
a prescription with the wrong strength contrary
to the preseription.

Mr, McDONNELL : The point was not clear.
Clause 1 said: “For all purposes the pharma-
copeeia of 1898 shall be in force inQueensland.”

The Hour SECRETARY : It does not say you
shall not take anything else.

Mr. McDONNELL : Was the Bill permissive
or compulsory ?

The HoME SECRETARY: From your point of
view it is distinctly permissive.

Mr., McDONNELL: That was what he
wanted to know, because if it was compulsory, if
a chemist kept anything in stock of the old
strength he could be brought up for adulteration.

The HoME SECRETARY : No.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : It was really not a question of
drugs at all ; what the hon. member meant was
preparations, What would happen if the Bill
passed would be that the preparations in any
prescription written after the first of the year
must be of the standard of the British Pharma-
copeeia of 1898, unless it was otherwise expressly
provided. But, as had been pointed out by the
Home Secretary, if a prescription provided that
the preparations should be those of the pharma-
copeeia of 1885, then they must be of that
standard ; and it would be essential for every
druggist for a very considerable time to come to
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keep two classes of preparations where the two
pharmacopeeias differed, because many doctors
would continue to specify the preparations of
the old pharmacopeeia, Dreuggists must also
be prepared to dispense under the old pharma-
copeeia, because a large portion of the busi-
ness of most druggists consisted in making up
again prescriptions which they had dispensed
before. The Adulteration of Food and Drugs
Act did not say that people should not get what
they a-ked for, but that they should not get
what they did not ask for. As to the objection
to that Bill by Mr. Maugham that druggists
must lose because they could not get rid of the
preparations they had now in stock, made aceord-
ing to the 1885 formula, they were bound to
keep them in stock, not only because many
doctors would prefer to order them, bub also
because they.would be required for making
up old preseriptions. There was, therefore,
nothing serious in that objection, Every phar-
maceutical society that had taken action in
that matter had taken the view that the change
had to be made, and the sooner it was made the
better, If Parliament did not say that the
druggists of the colony should adopt the phar-
macopeeia of 1898, then druggists and doctors
would have to come to some private understand-
ing among themselves, and that would lead to a
more uncertain state of things than that which
they proposed to do away by the Bill.

Clause put and passed.

On clanse 2—*“ Alteration of British Pharma
copeeia to have force in Queensland *—

Mr. BATTERSBY said the sooner the Bill was
withdrawn the better it would be for the colony.
‘Theclause before them contained a numberof jaw-
breaking words which only lawyers could under-
stand. He would rather be in a thunderstorm
than have to deal with jaw-breaking names,

Clause put and passed.

Cluuse 3 put and passed.

The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported
the Bill without amendment, and its third reading
was made an Order of the Day for Monday next.

SLAUGHTERING BILL.
REPORT STAGE,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I beg to move that the Bill be recommitted with
the view of considering the insertion of a new
clause to follow clause 20.

Question put and passed.

COMMITTEE.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
When the Bill was in committee there wasa
general feeling that too much power was placed
in the bands of the Minister administering the
Act. He felt himself that while it was absolutely
necessary that much must be left to regulations,
it was very desirable that some means should
be adopted to curtail or limit the powers of the
Minister even though he had the power to make
regulations. He found that in the Victorian
Act regulations had the full force of law until
they were disallowed by both Houses of Par-
liament ; but he was prepared to go farther, and
he therefore proposed the following new clause
to follow clause 20 :—

If either House of Parliament within the thirty days
next after any regulations have been so laid before such
House resolve that such regulations, or any of them,
ought to be annulled, the same shall after the date of
such resolution be of noeffect, without prejudice to the
validity of anything done in the meantime under such
regulalion or regulations, or to the making of any new
regulations or regulation.

He thought that would meet the views of the
Committee,

Mr. GLASSEY : He thought the amendment
would meet the views of a considerable number
of hon. members. Tt bad been contended all
along that it was unwise to place such exten-
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sive powers in the hands of the Minister
Undoubtedly the Executive of the day must
have very considerable power to frame regula-
tions, otherwise manyiActs would be inoperative.
At the same time it was well that a clause of
this kind should find a place in the Bill, and it
was quite safe to follow the practice of Vietoria,
where a similar measure had received a great
amount of consideration.

Mr., LEAHY thought it would be a great
improvement if the responsibility were thrown
upon the Government, seeing that the regula-
tions met with the approval of Parliament,
Under the clause as it stood the onus was thrown
upon private members, and the matter would
have to be discussed upon private members’ day,
when there would not be very much time.
Then, again, if any private member moved that
a regulation be not approved of, it might be
tantamount to a vote of censure upon the Go-
vernment, or at anyrate to a reflection upon she
Government, It would be better to alter the
amendment so as to provide that the regulations
should not have the force of law until approved
by Parliament,

The PREMIER: Theoretically the views
expressed by the hon. member for Bulloo might
commend themselves to hon. members; but if
they were put into practice the whole time of
Parliament would be taken up in discussing
regulations instead of legitimate legislative busi-
ness, The Government must be trusted to a
certain extent.

Mr. LEAHY : The amendment means nothing
as it stands,

The PREMIER : It would bring prominently
before hon. members regulations which were apt
to be obscured in volumes of the Gazette. They
would have to be placed before hon. members,
who could move resolutions regarding them if
they thought proper. The business of Parlia-
ment was increasing annually, and if they were
going to discuss all the regulations connected
with every department, they would never over
take it, even if they sat all through the year.

Mr. KIDSTON : The complaint was that there
was an increasing tendency to govern by regula-
tion, and it was for the purpose of minimising
that that the Minister consented to frame an
amendment that would limit the power of the
Government in this direction. But the proposed
remedy was a mere pretence. If a resolution
were carried against the Government, it would
be practically a vote of censure,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : There
have been several resolutions carried against the
Government in connection with the Education
Department.

Mr. KIDSTON : What was required was
that the Government should obtain the sanction
ot Parliament before these regulations had the
force of law. Of course they must give the Min-
ister power to make regulations, but there must
be some restrictions. It had been pointed out
that Parliament might not sit for six months
after the regulations were issued, but it had been
conceded that they might have the force of law
until Parliament met, and for thirty days after-
wards. At any rate the initiative should be
taken by the Government, and not by a private
member. He was not prepared to move an
amendment, but he should like to see some
amendment moved to the effect that within
thirty days after the meeting of Parliament the
Minister should obtain the sanction of the House
to such regulations failing the obtaining of
which the regulations should lapse.

The PREMIER: Anarchy and chaos would
reign until new regulations were framed.

Mr. KIDSTON : He did not think that either
would reign, because the result of such a law
would probably be that the Minister would issue
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no regulation which he had not good reason to
believe would obtain the sanction of Parliament.
If a regulation was passed which did not receive
the sanction of the Parliament there would be
no more of chaos than there was when they
repealed a Bill, becanse in refusing to sanction
the regulation the Minister would be given an
idea of the kind . of regulation on the subjoct
which Parliament would sanction, and there
need be no intervening period atall. He hoped
that amendment would be amended in such a
way as to cast the initiative in getting the con-
gent of Parliament to regulations upon the
Minister and not upon a private member.

The HOME SECRETARY would point out
the utter impracticability of the suggestion.
The hon, member proposed that no regulations
should have the force of law if within thirty days
after the meeting of Parliament they had not
received parliamentary sanction. Why, it was
six_weeks before they got through the Address
in Reply nowadays—since the hon. member and
his friends had come into the Chamber. The
hon, member must recollect that his principle, if
good as applied to regulations under this Bill,
would be equally good as applied to regulations
under every other Bill, Therefore they might
have fifteen or twenty sets of regulations, which
would give rise to fifteen or twenty debates, and
all would require to be affirmed by resolutions
before the regulations became law. ~And all this
was to be done within thirty days, or in about
half the time it now took them to get through the
debates on the Address in Reply and the Finan-
cial Statement. The hon. member must see that it
was utterly impracticable. If such a thing had
been practicable it would have been adopted by
older Parliaments long before the Parliament
of Queensland was established. Then, if the
affirmative resolutions to give the regulations
the force of law were not carried, or if they were
stonewalled beyond the hon. member’s limit of
time—thirty days—what would happen? The
law which they established in the various
branches of the public departments wounld be
cut off short; there would bs no law at all to
work under until new regulations were framed.
The only practicable way was to give the Go-
vernment power to frame necessary regulations
under every law, but Par'iament could fence the
matter round as much as it liked in the different
Acts. Regulations must have the force of law
as soon as they were promulgated in the Gazettc.
It would be better to introduce a new Bill
embodying the regulations than to adopt the
practice which the hon. member suggested.

Mr. KIDSTON : There were two absurdities
in the hon. gentleman’s statement. Either the
Minister would not be able to frame regulations
which would be passed by Parliament—and that
would not be very creditable to him.

The HoME SECRETARY : I did not say that. I
said there would not be time for him to get
affirmative resolutions passed.

Mr. KIDSTON : The other absurdity was that
the representatives of the people in that House
would take such action as would paralyse the
public business of the country,

The Home SECRETARY: They could not help
themselves as they would not have the time to do
what you propose.

Mr. KIDSTON : The hon. gentleman seemed
to proceed upon the assumption that either the
representatives of the colony were fools or they
had some wild desire to ruin Queensland. He
did not think there was any justification for
such assumptions, or for the hon. gentleman’s
suggestion that there would be any serious
danger to the continuity of the business of the
ublic departments if this power were given to

arliament. It was eminently desirable that
Parliament should have this power as it was the
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only thing likely to meet the present tendency
to government by regulation, and he hoped the
amendment would he amended in that direction.

The PREMIER : He had no desire to pro-
tract the debate, but he was not sorry it had
taken place, because it gave him an opportunity
of informing hon. members who had not long
been members of Parliament that they ought to
discriminate between the functions of the
Execative and the functions of Parliaments
There was a growing tendency on the part of
younger members to absort in the functions of
Parliament the functions of the Executive. Our
constitutional theory was that there was a line of
demarcation between executive functions and
parliamentary functions, and Parliament should
not seek to invade the prerogative of the
Executive. Executive functions were the province
of the Government of the day, and if they were to
submit to Parliament the regulations framed by
the Executive, not only would they be asking
Parliament to become co-partners with the
Executive, but they would be relieving them-
selves of responsibility which belonged to them,
and it would come to this—that regulations dis-
approved by Parliament would be the overthrow
of a Government. This was a very important
matter, and young politicians—he used the term
in no offensive sense—should really consider the
line of demarcation between the responsibility of
executive functions and the responsibility of
parliamentary duty.

Mr. LeEaHY : Tell us the line.

The PREMIER: ‘Parliament” meant a
council of talk, a council of deliberation.
“ Wyecutive ” meant action, and carried responsi-
bility with it. Every action had its own responsi-
bility——

Mr., Leany: To Parliament.

The PREMIER : To the country and to Par-
liament. Parliament represented the country
therefore it was responsible to the country. DBut
there was a natural tendency of Parliament to
endeavour to enter upon executive functions for
which Parliament was entirely disqualified.
That was recognised by all constitutional
authorities. He did not say this because he was
on the Government side of the House. The
same principle would, he was sure, be supported
by all thinking men on the other side who recog-
nised the line of demarcation between executive
and parliamentary functions.

Mr. KIDSTON : His argument was that the
tendency at present was for the Executive to
usurp the functions of the Parliament—to make
the Iaw rather than execute it. That contention
was admitted a few weeks ago by the Govern-
ment, and the result of that admission was that
they had brought in this amendment. The hon
gentleman must admit that if it was an evil
thing for Parliament to usurp the functions of
the Executive, it was no less an evil thing for the
Executive to usurp the functions of Parliament.
The Premier: I did not use the word
surp.”

Mr. KIDSTON : What the hon. gentleman
said had the same meaning. It was the function
of Parliament, not the function of the Executive,
to make the law. The boundary line between
the function of Parliament and the function of
the Executive came on the matter of making
regulations. It was partly making the law and
partly executing the law. It was just the
boundary line. He and other hon. members
were not seeking to usurp the proper functions
of the Executive ; they were simply seeking to
keep the Executive to_its proper functions—the
carrying out of the law made by Parliament.
There should be no law that had not been made
by Parliament.

Amendment put and passed.
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1348 Adjournment,

The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported
the Bill with a further amendment, and the
third reading was made an order for Monday

next.
ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER : I move that this Honse do
now adjourn, On Monday, after the third read-
ings—which I presume will be formal—we intend
to take the Marsupial Proof Fencing Bill, the
Brisbane Technical College Bill, the Brands
Bill, and—if time will permit—the Game and
Fishes Acclimatisation Bill.

Mr. GLASSEY : I desire to ask the Premier
whether it is not desirable that we should have
some knowledge as to what business the Govern-
ment is likely to go on with at this late period
of the session, There are no less than seventeen
orders on the paper not disposed of; whether
the Government have more Bills to bring for-
ward I do not know. I also wish to say that we
have now disposed of the Mining Bill -a most
important measure—and one, which I am sorry
to say, was rather late in coming into our posses-
tion,

Mr. Leany: It has to come back from the
other House yet.

Mr. GLASSEY : It may come back seriously
mutilated or amended, and may take a consider-
able time to dispose of, although I hope that will
not happen.

Mr. BRowNE: We are only half way through
the Estimates.

Mr. GLASSEY: We are not yet half way
through. We have arrived at that period of the
session when I do not think the Government are
justified in going on with legislation which will
cause a great deal of discussion. We have not
touched the Loan or Supplementary Estimates
either, and seeing that we have arrived at the
last month of the year, and that it is usual to rise
about the 16th December, I think we are entitled
to some statement as to what business will be
gone on with, I would ask the Premier to care-
fully consider the advisability of only taking
such measures as are non-contentious, so that
they may pass both Houses fairly quickly, and
we may then get on with the Estimates. In the
Supplementary Estimates alone there is room
for considerable discussion, and there are fifty or
sixty pages of ordinary Estimates as well as the
Loan and Supplementary Loan Hstimates. I
hope the hon. gentleman’s statement will indicate
that any future business will be of a non-conten-
tious character, so that we can close the session
within a reasonable time, If we had done
nothing else but pass the Mining Bill the session
would have been fairly fruitful, and I hope the
alterations made by the other Chamber will be
of such a minor character that it will not take us
long to finally dispose of the Bill,

The PREMIER : I may say that I desire to
pass at any rate such small non-contentious
measures as appear on the order-paper, but
which nevertheless are of considerable utility, so
that the other Chamber may have something to
go on with while we are discussing the Estimates.
1 am not in a position to state exactly what
business will be proceeded with. With regard
to the Mining Act Amendment Bill—an im-
portant measure—the Government desire that it
should become law, but we will have to delay
proceeding with it until we learn the fate of the
Mining Bill, which has now reached the Upper
House. However, I may say that on Monday
and Tuesday we will proceed with legislation,
and after that we will commence on alternate
days the consideration of the Hstimates. I
shall, however, be in a better position to make a
statement as to the progress of public business
on Monday or Tuesday next.

Mr. GLassEY : You will make a statement on
Monday ?
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Marsupial Fencing Bill.

The PREMIER : Perhaps I had better say
Tuesday.

Mr. Leary: The House will rise in time for
the Federal Council ?

The PREMIER: I have no hesitation in
saying that I hope the House will rise before
Christmas, and I hope hon. members opposite
will assist me to bring that about. On Tuesday
I hope to be able to make a statement.

Mr, ANNEAR: I wish to make a personal
explanation. Speaking on my motion this after-
noon, I made the statement that Mr. Albert
Hincheliffe represented four districts at the
conference in Brisbane. The information was
conveyed to me, but I find I wasin error. I
regret having made the statement, and I take
the first opportunity of expressing my regret.

MEeMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear!

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at four minutes to 11
o clock,





