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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

THURSDAY, 1 DEC:EJMBER, 1898. 

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

TRUSTEES AND EXECUTORS ACT 
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. 

APPOINTbrENT OF REPR:EJSENTATIVES. 
The SPEAKER further announced ohe receipo 

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. Jnstin Fox Greenlaw Foxton, 
and Mr. 'fhomas GlasRey, to be representatives 
of Queensland in the Federal Council of Aus
tralasia. 

PETITION. 
SU:PPREssroN OF GAMBLING AcT. 

Mr. OOLLINS presented a petition from a 
number of residents of South port in reference to 
the Suppression of Gambling Act, 

Petition received. 
'fOOWOOM:BA TOWN HALL BILL. 

R:EJPOR'I' 0~' SELECT COMMITT:EJE. 
Mr. GROOM, as chairman, presented the 

report of the Select Committee ·appomted to 
inquire into this Bill, and moved that the pa,per 
be printed. 

Question put and passed. 
The second reading of the Bill was made an 

Order of the Day for Thursday, 8th instant. 
QUESTIONS. 

MAIL O.!i'F!CERs, NoRTHERN RAILWAY. 
Mr. McDONNELL asked the Premier-
!. Have there been two appointmentR made as tra

velling mail officers ilpoil tbe Northern Railway from 
Townsville to Hughenden? 

2. If so, how many applications were received for said 
positions? 

3. Were the positions offered to classified letter 
carriers who held certificates from the Public Service 
Board under section 32 of the Public Service Act or 
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 0FJ!'ICES. 
Mr. CURTIS (on behalf of Mr. Drake) asked 

the Premier--
What amount of bnsiness ht!.s been done at the 

Petrie Terrace Post and Telegraph Office and at the 
P~ed llill Post and Telephoue OifiL>B, respectively, during 
tlw past twelve months r 

The PREMIER replied-
A return is being prepared, giving the information 

de--ired. r.l'his question should have beP,n submitted as 
a motion for a return. 

THE BoY LEPER. 
Mr. KEOG H asked the Home Secretary-
1. Is it a fact that the boy recently sent to the lazaret 

was a pupil at the ~ormal School, Brisbane, as reported 
in a Brisbane publication called the Sl!·eet? 

2. "'ill the :IIinister be good enough to place all 
papers, including the sehool roll and Under Secretary's 
correspondeuce, on the table of th1' House? 

The HOME SECRETARY replied-
1. ~0. 

COMMERCIAL REPRES~TATIVES OF THE 
GovEl\NMENT. 

Mr. GROOM asked the Premier-
!. Whether any reports have been received from Mr. 

Russell, the commercial representative of the colony to 
the United States ; Mr. Heussler, the corn mercial 
representative of the colony to Germany; Mr. Finucane, 
the commercial representative of the colony to southern 
Europe? I! so, will he lay the reports on the table of 
the House? 

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

The PREMIER replied---
J. Three reports were received from Mr. Russell; 

monthly reports and a final report were furnished 
by- Mr. Heussler: and Jir. Finucane has reported 
from time to time on special subjects. The reports 
have been made public through the Press, and n,re too 
voluminous to justify the expenditure involved in 
laying them upon th\' tahle of the House; but if the 
honourable member desire:·. to see them, be can do so 
at the Chief Secretars's Office. 

3.-
Mr. J. D. Russeli-

Salary, one year 
Allowance and return 

passage, etc. 

Hon. J. C. Heussler
Salary, one yer:tr and 

three months 
Allowance and return 

pas•,age, etc. 

l\ir. W. Finucane
Salary, two years and 

£ s. d. £ 8. d. 
300 0 0 

430 7 10 

733 6 8 

575 11 10 

730 7 10 

1,308 18 6 

one month ... 1,008 7 8 
Allowance, passage, 

and expenses, etc. 732 12 5 
1,741 0 1 

Grand total £3,780 6 -5 

RESIGNATION OF Jt:DGlil NOEL. 
Mr. McDONALD asked the Premier-
Has a new judge lleen appointc-l to the District Court 

in place of Jndc:e Xoel, resigned P 

The PRJ<J:\HER replied-
As already stated, in answer to 3Ir. McDonald's ques

tion of 23rd X ovember ultimo, Judge Noel has not 
tendered his resignation, and consequently the neces~ 
sity for the appointment referred to has not arisen. 

Mr. DA WSON : 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, pac,ed, 
and ordered to be transmitted to the Council for 
their concurrence. 

PRESS RAILWAY TICKETS. 
Mr. ANNEAR, in moving-
'l'bat there he laid upou the t<Lble oi the House a 

return showing-
1. How many Press tickets were issued by the Railway 

Department at 2\'Iaryborough during the past six 
months. 

2. 'rhe names of those to whom the tickets were 
issued, the names of thos-e who signed the requisitions. 
and the names of the papers for which they were 
issued. 

:1. The destination in each case, and for what purpose 
the tickets were required-
said: I 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 ~hree 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 have on several occasions 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 a.ware that when 
members of the Press are on duty reporting for 
their papers they are allowed c8rtain 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 conces;ion. 

HoNOURABLE MmmERf:l : 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 ca.st upon 
them that they have used the requisition to travel 
at reduced fares when not on Press duty, and I 
desire tu remove that suspicion from those 
gentlemen I am confident that there is xwt 
one gentleman connected with the respectable 
Press in Bnndaberg or Maryborough who would 
be guilty of signing a requisition to obtain a 
railway ticket at half-fare when he is not 
tr;.~velling on Press duty. 

Mr. JENKINSON: 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--

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
Mr. ANNEAR : Supposing 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 

association represents-that is, the views of the 
national, liberal, and constitutional party sit
ting on this side of the House. 

HoNOURABLE 11EMBERS : Hear, hear! 
Mr. ANNEAR: When I make that state

ment I 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 011 every occasion. 

Mr. Du~SFORD: I have never seen the Con
stitution here yet. 

'l'he HOME SECRETARY : You would not know 
it when you did see it. 

Mr. ~\.NNEAR: 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 Mail, 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 eonspiracy 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 :-

I certify that the abovenarned ;;entleman 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 th" following :-

Received the ticket requisitioned for above to be used 
by me only on Press business. 
I ,hall now quote from the official organ of the 
labour socialists of this colony, a paper called 
the Worke1·. I believe its <•ffice is in what is 
known as the "temple of dry bones," in Turbot 
street-the Trades Hall, 

HoNOURABLE ME~IBERS: Oh oh! Hear hear! 
Mr. ANN:EiAR : I am glad 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 convince 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. 
ME~IBERS d the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DuNS FORD: A cheap advertisement for 

the Worker. 
Mr. AN NEAR: I shall quote from the 

Wo1·ker of 11th June-
The Labour in Politics Convention was opened on 

Friday morning, 3rd June. 1fr. A. Hinchcliffe, as secre
tary of the joint executive, temporarily occupied the 
chair, and read credentials of the delegates, which were 
formally accepted. 

'fhe loll~ wing is a list of the delegates elected by the 
various labour unions and labour political organi
sations, and who attended the convention:-
Now, hon. members all know, and the public all 
know, that there was no necessity to send a 
reporter to repcrt the proceedings of that meet
ing for any 1 a per in the colony, because the 
meeting was held with closed doors, and its busi
ness waH not repnted in the daily Press of this 
city. 

Mr. McDONALD: Yes, it was. 
Mr. ANN EAR : It was held with closed doors. 

I believe most of the delegates present with the 
exception of the secretary represented an electo
rate in the colony, but I think Mr. Hinchcliffe 
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. DUNSFORD : He only represented one. 
Mr. ANNEAR: I find Mr. J. M. Dawson 

represented the elEctorate of Maryborough. 
HONOURABLE MEMBERS : vVhat 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. n.ember, 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. 

HoNOURABLE ME}fBERS : Oh, oh ! 
Mr. AN NEAR: 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 SPEAKElt: Order! I hope the hon. 

member will not go outside the question. He 
will have every opportunity of proving his case, 
but it seems to me that he is now going outside 
the question. 

Mr. AN NEAR: I am only giving an illustra
tion of one thing that the return will show. I 
would not hrwe mentioned this Mr. Dawson, but 
hon. members pressed me to do so. I wish to show 
that my respected friend, the hon. member 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 fiud from the Worker-

ConventiOn continued its sittings at the Trades Hall 
on Wednesday, J\Ir. T. Glassey, llf.L.A., in the chair. 

The constitution and election of the central executive 
occupied the greater portion of the sittings, and after a 
protracted debate it was unanimously decidt'd that the 
central executive consist of the chairman, and secondly 
the parliamentary La,bour party, the president and 
secretary of the Australian Labour Federation; the 
elected members to be elect€cl by and from the Conven
tion. 

A b'•llot 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. };idston, J. C. Stewart, C. ~IcDonald, F. 
McDonnel!, Geo. Jackson, and J. Dunsford, 3DLL.A., 
.r. M. Dawson, A. Moffatt, J. Wilkinson, W. C. lligJ2;"i, 
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 I have 
referred to. Now, if this return be laid upon 
the table-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 informatinn from 
some of my constituents in Maryborough, and 
they requested me to try to remove this suspicion 
from the gentlemen I have mentioned. 

Mr. KmsTON : Have you spies out there? 
Mr. ANNEAR : I have no spies anywhere. 

The work I and other hon. members on this side 
do will bear the light of day. 

HoNOURABLE 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 practi•e what they preach, and I say 
that this man is not connecte_d with any paper 
as a reporter. He may have m vested money in 
the paper, but when he signed that requisition 
he stated that he came to Brisba.ne on Press 
business connected with the paper. 

Mr. KIDSTON: You are assuming all that. 

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 mv informant is correct or not. I 
move the motion standing in my name. 

HoNOURABLE TviE~IBERS: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. GLASSEY: It is quite refteshing to hear 

the hon. member move a motion such as this, 
more particularly upon a Thursday aftern~:>On, 
when hon. members generally want a !JtLle 
outlet. I may say that I have not the shghtest 
objection to the hon. member having this return 
laid on the table in order to gratify his desire. 

Mr. ANN EAR: Why did you call "not formal?' 
Mr. G LASSEY : I did not call "not formal," 

but we were very anxious to hear what the hon. 
member had to saY. 'I'his motion is not due to a 
reaard for puriLy of action and to S[l,Ve the public 
re~enue 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. ANNK\R: I hope not. 
Mr. GLASSEY: The hon. member sneers at 

Mr. Davrson because 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 J\'Ir. Dawson. I remem
ber that gentleman many years ago as a school 
teacher in the public service at Fassifern. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : ''How are the 
mightv fallen?" 

Mr: GLASSEY: Mr. Dawson then occupied 
a high and honourable position in the estimation 
of the people of l<'assifern, and though he may 
now, as the hon. member allege,t, follow the 
occupation of a pawnbroker, what is there wrong 
in that? Mr. Dawson is a general dealer and 
auctioneer ltnd if he works in with his other 
busitws• the businebs of a pawnbroker, is there 
anvLhing wrong in that? The hon. member for 
Maryborouo-h de<cribes 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: Doe, he describe auctioneers 

as usurers? It haa 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 hem. memlwr himself has sailed very 
close to the wind as far ail 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 
parli;mentary 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 bec::tuse 
he travels to Brishane to attend a conference on 
a Prec;s 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 Th'Iaryborough, Mr. Annear, 
stepping into a train and travelling to different 
parts of t,be cmmtry on his parl_iament~ry ticket 
to sell his Far>'S? I ask where rs the drfference? 

MEMBERS of the Labour party : i'<one what
ever. 

lUt'. GLASSEY: I find no fault 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 wav, he has not been slow to do the same 
thing himsdf in connection with his commercial 
business. 

Mr. A~NEAR: If I have done anything wrong 
you vrove it. Y on tried to, and you can't. 

l\Ir. GLASSEY: I have never attempted to 
prove it, nor would I have saidasingleword 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 
eale of explosives and cement for years. He 
sells explosives and cement, and I find no fault 
with that, buc I say that he travels frequencly 
on his parliamentary ticket to sell those wares. 
And if it he 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 
h. on. mef!lber for Mary borough has done from 
tune to t1me. 

The Ho;;m SECRETARY : There is no parallel 
at all. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I think the cases are on all
fours, except that in my judgment, if there is 
any breach of moral law, the hou. member for 
Maryborough is a far greater sinner 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 Pat?·iot newspaper 
from its inception, and the hon. member for 
Maryborough must know that. And when Mr. 
Dawson travels to ::my 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 Brisbane 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 a little time at our disposal-should 
have made this motion. I may fairly say that 
the hon. member is generally respected by 
members of this Housfl ; but, in my opinion, he 
never descended so low, in order to get a cut at a 
political opponent, as he has done in the action 
he has taken this afternoon. 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 ticket 
to come to Brisbane to attend the conference 
which sat in June last. 

The HoME SECRETARY : But the declaration 
says, "and is travelling only on Press business." 

:Ylr. GLASSEY: ·well, was he not travelling 
on Press business? vY as the mere fact of his 
taking part in the conference going outside his 
Press business? 

The SECRETARY ]'OR PUBLIC LANDS : 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 GDvemment side : Spies. 
Mr. GLASSEY: Every day as the conference 

went on reports of the proceedings appeared in 
the papers. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : The 
Press were not admitted-on a vote of the con
ference. 

Mr. DAWSON: 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 
sdect 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 

position to cut at an individual for whom he 
always professes to have respect-to have it 
appear in Hcmsard that this man had done some 
dishonourable act with a view of defrauding the 
public revenue of some small amount. I thi!Jk 
it is unworthy of the hon. member. But, agam, 
assuming that what the hon. member has said is 
true-that :Mr. llawson obtained his ticket in 
the way mentioned-! 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, beeauRe Mr. Dawwn is a respect
able man in Maryborough, with a respectable 
family, every one of whom has a decent record. 
JYir. Dawson's character and career in this country, 
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. 
I would be failing in my duty, and would be dis
loyal to a man 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. :!','[. 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 : 1£ he does travel 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 immoralit.y practised by any other 
member--

The HOME SECRETARY: It was impolitic 
immorality. 

J'.Ir. GLASSEY: If there is no more political 
immorality practised by the hon. member-if he 
stands on as high a pedestal as far as 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 fluite approve of a 

motion something simila1· 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 
ha, wasted a considerable amount of time in 
bringing this motion forward in the way he has 
done. If he objects to hon. members on this 
side not allowing the motion to go as formal, I 
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. vVby 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 
mv remarks on that point. 

"Mr. BROWNE : If it is too olnminous there 
must be a lot of them. 

Mr. McDONALD: That is the only conclu
sion we can come to-that the case the hon. 
gentleman refBrred to is not the only one in 
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Maryborough. ~~ere n~ust have be_en a large 
number of Press cwkets Issued from time to t,ime 
in Maryborouf!h, more especially during tne 'last 
six months. If the hon. gentleman wanted to 
ge~ a fair return he ,hould hiwe extended the 
matter over a longer period. We should have" 
return, not only showing the Press tickets issued 
in Maryborough during the last six months, but 
a return of all free passes issued by the Rail way 
Department for other th,m departmental pur
poses from the 1st July, 1888, to 1st July 18fl8. 
That woul~ 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; 
also other people who have travelled on railway 
passes, and got rail way passes for their friends. 
The hon. gentleman went out of his way to 
bring in matter that we~s foreign to the que'<tion. 
H~ started by t.t!kin'( about the conveution, and 
satd that no reports were issued, and yet he 
brought the Jforker·, from which he was quoting 
the very report--

Mr. ANNEAR: I said in the daily Press. 
Mr. MoD ON ALD : "When the hon. gentleman 

and his friends held a caucus meetino- in the 
Treasury building, at which there was a ';;ood de<! 
said on both sides, I beliPve, did they O:i:lmit the 
Press? · 

MEMBERS on the Government side : Certainly 
not. " 

Mr. MoDONALD : When they hold meetinc s 
on the Lucinda do they invite the CPress? ' 

MEMBERS on the Government side: Nv. 
The convention was held with closed cloorcc. 
The Press was not admitted. 

Mr. McDON.ALD: 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 th~t after all we 
find. nothing. extraordinary in holding a con
ventiOn at whwh the Press are not admit,ted. I 
think the hon. gentleman went out of his way to 
drag in the convention. If hE> wanted to show 
that Mr. Dawson was there on that day, he 
could have shown that without indnlqino- in the 
language he indulged in concerning that "gentle
man. 

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

Mr. McDONALD: The inference to bedrmcn 
from the hon. gentleman's remarks that there 
were cert•>in respectable members thel·e--

Mr. ANNEAR: I did not s 'Y ''respectable." 
Mr. McDONALD: The inference w:::; th"t 

other members were not rz;,pectahle. As 
matter of fact the conveution was held and no 
?oubt Mr. Dawson was there, Nobody deni, s 
It, but the hon. gentleman must not say that .Mr. 
Dawson came down purely on that lmsinest<. 
How does the hon. gentleman know whRt Press 
business he came on ? 

The HmiE SECRETARY : l'vlr. Dawson said he 
came only on Preqs business. He certified to it. 

Mr. McDONALD: How does the hon. '(entle
man know? Has he access to the p-:tp~rs in the 
office? 

The HOME SECRETARY: I kno"· wh. t i>l the 
form he has to Rign before he gets the ticket. 

Mr. McDONALD: The hon. genthnan s>v.: 
a certain forn1 has to be sis;ned. Th~;n \Ve c~n 
only come to one conclueion, and that i, that he 
has had access to the pttpers. 

Mr. HAMILTON : There is circumstantial evi
dence. 

'l'he HOME SECRETARY : The ticket could only 
be obtained on one form. 

Mr. KIDSTON : But it is not proved that he 
got it at all. 

Mr. McDONALD: That is the point I wish 
to get at. Up to the present time we do not 
know that Mr. Dawson had a pa~s at all. The 
hon. gentleman first of all stated that there was 
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a certain suspicion hanging over the heads of the 
Maryborongh Press, and he wanted this return 
in order to remove that suspicion, but at the 
same time he ~>ys he knO\W the Preso; of Mary· 
b,n·ou-sh is not guilty. If he knows that, why 
d<W' he want the return? 

The SECRETARY FOR PU!lLIC INSTRUCTION : 
He 'f: ants evidence. 

Mr. McDON ALD: '['he hon. gentleman must 
have known there was no "uspicion hanging over 
these peuple, and his suspicions relate, not to the 
l\IaryboNUi(h Pre<~, but to the Press elsewhere. 

Th.; HOME SECRETARY: They ought to be 
cleared. 

Mr .• \IcDON.ALD: Why did not the hon. 
gent.leman inquire us to the Bundaberg Press? 
I notice also he carefully ldt Gympie out. I 
think he has given his case away entil'ely. In· 
speaking of the Labour conference he also made 
the remark that 1Y1r. Hinchcliffe represented a 
number of districts. 

Mr. ANNEAR: I made a mistake. I withdraw 
that. 

Mr. McDO~.ALD: I am glad the hon. 
geo>tleman withdraws that. As I ~aid in the 
earlier rnrtion of lllY remarks, the motion is nut 
bro;td enongh, and therefore I intend to move by 
way of amendm•cnt that •>fLer the wnrd "show
ing" the following words be inserted :-

All free passes isi'ued b; the RaHway Department for 
other than drpartmental purpose-q from h't July, 1881!1, 
to :3Jth ,June, 1893, with the names of the persons to 
whom ,_ueh passes were issueU, the duration of such 
pu~.sC'"', the reasons for granting P<tme, and the estimated 
c sh value of the same. 
The hon. gentleman will still be able to ll'et the 
inform\Lion lw requires, but I do not think it i8 
a ''"xl thing- to ·'· ,lect on8 p:uticular place to 
whie:1 thi' return . honld apply. 

:1 tr. )l-RJISTRONG : It would take too long to 
rnake the return out. 

lvir. ;\IcDONALD: It may take a long time, 
but it will be a modt valuable return. These 
free pas,es have not only been confined to this 
cJlony, but have been granted to persons in 
Queensland to travel over the lines in the other 
colonies, and I think such "'m turn as mv amend
ment ask~ for would be a useful guide to tllfl 
Gov rnment in determining vdw.t svst;etn !::hould 
apply :u the i,--.ue d frH pil.ssc,. in future. 

Tln SIWRETAitY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: I am rather surprised that this 
anwndn1 ,.nt d 1Jf> ,l :not provoke nwre discn:;;~ion. I 
do not n tders'ol,nd the amendment.. If it had 
been bronght forward ao a substantive motion we 
could then consider the ad vktbility of ;upporcing 
it or o!;herwi~·3, but it seen~s tcnne very clear that 
it h n1erely a red h)-erring (_..;:,awn across the tra.il. 
There b ,s been 1nore or le ,s of a. charge brought 
forward-at any r:<t" it is implied by the motion 
of th-_ hem. wember for J\Ltrybornugh-thutsome 
imp1·oper conduct h_"s t:1ken phce in the matter 
of J0 re'cd ticktt,--that the privile~<l has been 
abne~d. If it has been shown th;;t other tickets 
ha,·e bee' giv n impmperly, it in no way 
affect 1 this pa.rtienbr C;.Jmplaint which is made 
by the ruemb_r for J\.I-·ryhorough. Apparently 
it i:' n:1rrowed down to one case-thert:' rnay be 
more c:.1~ks-bus I do 110t unde;."ctand how the 
hon. member for Bu . .Jdabet,!; Cctll tttke up the 
position that thi" is no breac'fi of montlla··,·. It 
certainly seerns to rne that if the gdltleman 
whose llame has been rnentinned went to a con
ference, ldJt us ~ men1b 'I' (Jf th1_, P1 ,,ss, but a'3 a 
private individnctl, :tnd if he e'<pres;;ly obhined 
the tie:,.:.et, h ).ving to make this staterneut--

I certify that the above-named gentlenmn-· 
That is to say, the one who gets t.>e ticket--
is p2rmanently employeU by the -proprietor of thiR 
newspaper, and is travelling on Press business, 
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The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member 
should confir;e himself now to the question 
whe1her tLese words should l·e iJ,serted or not. 
The main quPstion i< not now before the Honse. 

The SECRETARY J!'OR PUBLTC IN
STRUCT! OK: I at once submit to your ruling, 
l\Ir. SpPaker. The amendment eviden1ly has 
the effect ,,f preventing the mdn question being 
diBcn-secl. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTJON: Just so; but it would be 
prr;f<-rahle to di~etli's the main question before 
this 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 particuhr 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 de>irable mn.tter to be con
sidered or not. I shall oppoee it on the ground 
that I de• ire to speak on the main question, and 
not upon the amendment, There are two r~:~snns 
then for objecting- to the amendment. 

Mr. TURLEY: The hon. gentleman knows 
perfectly well that the amendment iB not in
tended to lmrke discussion on the main question. 
H,. knows perfectly well that when the amend
ment to insert certain words is disposed of, 
whether they are inserted or twt, the main 
question will then be open for discussion. It is 
absolutely a metter of indifference, so far as the 
main question is concerned, "hether thf"e words 
are inserted or not, because then the main 
question will still be open for di<cussion. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR PUBLIC lNSTR'CCTION : It 
will not be the >a me main q nestion. 

J)~r. STUMM: It will not be the sctme question 
then. 

Mr. 'l'URLEY: The junior memberforGympie 
says it will not be the same main question. 

Mr. STU}mi : No more it will. Prec<s tickets 
are not free ra~ses. 

Mr. TURLEY : It has nothing to do with 
Press tickets or free passes. The question is 
not that the motion be omitted, but eimply that 
certain wordR be inserted in the motion, making 
the return more C!>mdet e. vV e can easily under
stand hon. members On the other oine opp1Ring 
a motion snch "''that. I renwmberthe qnesfi<'n 
was brought. forward in 1893, and I think it was 
broughL forward again in 189±, with the n -nit 
that h<•n. mem\;ers on the otber side to a man 
voteJ again··t any such return being laid on the 
table of the House to show the wnv free paeses 
had been i"sued to large numbers of persons far 
various purpose&. It has been the rule, practi
c .. lly, ;,,]] round. \Ve kn"w perfectlv well that 
free prrsses were issued years ago to"' an almost 
unlimited extent. Almost every person in autho
rity simply asked f<'r a free pass, and r:;o' it with
out trouble. People who were in >t fJOsition to 
pny for their milwr.y tickets, simply because 
they happened to be in Parliament, or because 
they knew someone in Ruthority, thought it was 
not worth while pn.ying, and asked for free 
passes. Here we have n, question raised about 
cert,in concessions to thP Press. If it. is nece~
sary tbat a question of this sor'. sh<>uld be rai,ed, 
it is neces ary that the country s; onld be fur
nished wi· h a. c<•mp!e•e li<t of the,ce concessions. 

The SECRETAHY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Tbey 
have be n gr,dtted to the Precs for the last 
twenty years. 

Mr. TURLEY : No return has been asked 
prd\'iouslv reg:udit g thE· Press tickets f(r;mted 
to any incliridn•d or in any town. Th<J object of 
t.he hon. memher for Flin,'ers, I take it, is to get 
more information fo1· the community. He does 
not want to limit it to one man or tvvo men 

because 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 he limit•d to 
six months. He wants the whole thing, and if 
the hon. member for Maryborough choooes to 
amend his motir.n he can get all the information 
furnished. That seems to be a reasonable re
quest. vVhy 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 opr,onent on the other side of the House, 
that political opponent. must come down here 
and say, "I want this information concerning 
Mr. J ones. It does not matter about the other 
people. It does not matter how much corruption 
has heen going on previously in connection with 
the Railwn.y DeJCartment; I am prepn.red to 
cover that up so long as I can get this dig at a 
pnlit.ical opponent." That is absqlutely mean. 
vVe on thi" side are not endeavouring to cover 
anything up. 

The SECRETARY FOH PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
Y c~, you are. 

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

Tne SECRETARY FOH PUBLIC LANDS : There are 
no concessi,,n, to the Press. It is provided for by 
the rules of the Railway Departlllent. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: No more 
than it i< a concmsion to give a ticket to a child 
for half-prjce. 

Mr. TUllLEY : If a number of people go in a 
body and take tickets for a certain journey, they 
get those ticket< for less than a single individual 
would gAt a tieket. 

The SECRETARY li'OR PUBLIC LANDS : 'J'hat is 
the rule ,f the rl~partment. 

Mr. T'GRLEY: Never mind whether it is 
the rule of the department or not. That does 
not interfere with its being a conces,ion granted 
to those people because they go in a body. In 
the same w LY this is a concessi<m granted to the 
Press, became it is presumed-and a great deal 
of it is presumption-that it is necessary that a 
person connected ,,, ith the Press must travel at 
half-price because he will be able to get reports 
of meetings, and thereby nissemin;tte news. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBT,IC INSTRUCTION: 
B•-cause the Railway Depar ment can sell more 
tickets than it could at the higher rate. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 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 SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
They give large orders. 

The t\EOHI~TARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : It is a 
discount for taking a quantity. 

Mr. 'rURLEY : It is a concession whichever 
way the hnn. member likes to take it. Althoug-h 
it has not struck us on this side before---there is 
a gre.tt desire on the other side of the Hrmee to 
uphold the standardofp,]iticll.l morality. We have 
not ll<Jti"ed that de.,ire before, and, as a matter 
of fact, I do not think there is a gre .. t deal of it 
existing at the pre-ent time. It seems to me 
that wha" we bn.ve noticed in connection wit.h 
political dodges-I suppose that is the best 
word--with hon. m• mbers onposite h·;s been 
what we would consider as political immorality. 
Anyway, they now n.ppear 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 c.mcerns a 
political opponent should be stttled 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 ag dnst him. It 
is because we wish to know how this political 
morality has been upheld by hon. metubero oppo
site in the past that the bon. mernberfor F!inders 
has moved this addition to the motion. Hitherto 
we have been unable to get a return on that 
subject in Queensland. Bnt I shall poiut out 
how political morality in this connection hao 
been upheld in the adjoining c•>lony. I have 
here a return from the 1st of June, 1891, to the 
1st of October, 1~94, showing the reasons for the 
issue of free pa,ses, and the ferinr! for which 
those passes were available in ~ew SoJth \Vale'. 
This return is only from 1891 to 1894, :tnd it was 
laid on the table of the New :South \Yales 
Assembly on the 20th December, 1894, but it 
was moved for a considerable time before that. 
It is to be found in "Votes and Proceedinge" for 
1894, volume IV., page 655. In that list I find 
the name of "Mr,;. Anneftr, wife of an :lcLP. o£ 
Victoria," pass from 26th Oc·ober to 2iith Novem· 
ber. Then there is another entry, "Mrs. Anne1r, 
wife of M.P. from Victoria," pa~s from 17t.h 
December, 1893, to 3ht Jal!U<t»y, 1894. 

Mr. ANNE.'I.R: Is there anytLing wrong in 
that? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC I:>STRUCTION.: 
They are given to the wives of all me:nber,; of 
Parliament. 

Mr. TUULEY : No member on this side of 
the House has ever applied for such a thing 
either in Queensland or in any o' her colonv. 
They look upon it as absolute corruption to 
use their position in order that they and their 
families may tmvel free. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR LAXDS : \Vhat about 
Black in New i:l·mth Wales? 

Mr. TURLEY: I don't know. 
The :SECRETARY FOR LA'<DS : I thought you 

said "in any other colony." 
Mr. TURLEY: I s.<id that member;; on thi.; 

side of the Hou e had never us0d their position 
to get any conc0s,;ions of the sort either in thi:< 
colony or in any other colony. There is another 
entry in this Ji,,t, stating that Mrs. Anne(tr, 
wife of an M.P. from Queensland, had a I""" 
from 30th January, 1894, to 3rd :February, 18D4, 
and yet anot.her entry to the efi'.:ct that Mtc<. 
Annear, wife of an l\II.P. from (laeenshnr!, l-,,d 
a pass fro;n 21st February, 1RD4, to :lrd ~larch, 
1894. Here we see that pas>es have been 
obtained in New South \Vales for a lady of the 
name of Mrs. Annear, wife of an ::VI.P. of 
Victoria, on two occasions, and tL,-,_t nn two 
other occasions the same name is entored as the 
wife of an M.P. of Queenshnd. At the time 
referred t.) there was no .:/(r. Annt'ar who 'Va::J a 
member of the Legislative A'sembly of Victoria, 
but there was a gentleman of th(l,t nc,me who 
was a member of the Quevnoland A'semblv. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR PUBGIO lXSl'RlJC1'ION: 
It was a clericJJ error, i£ that is ,.n. 

Mr. ANNEAR: It is unworthy of yoll. 
Mr. 'fURLEY: And yet t.he iwn. member 

stands up here and says, "\Ve ,, ant to hol<l 
aloft the standard of political mor .. ]ity." \\'ill 
the hon. gentleman say there is any political 
morality in a member takin; :t·l' antage of his 
position in this Hollse to get fre.: railwn,y travel
ling for hitnself, his family, and acqua1ntat~ce~, 
not <mly in this colony, out alw in the other 
colonies? There is no rne1nb\'"r on this side uf 
the House, I think, who would attempt to u.,., 
his position to get free railway p.1"ses for his 
family or acquaintances in this colonv, -.vher, he 
lives and is a taxpayer, let alone> thron:;hout the 
whole of Australasia. ' 

Mr. ANNEAR : Those passe; were sent to my 
wife unsolicited. 

Mr. TURLEY: Of course I have to take the 
hon. membe1·'s word. 

Mr. ANNEAR : Y on 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 this, 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 rail ways are carried on 
in Australia? 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 i,; 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 fa!,;e pretences. I simply said that 
when hon. members opposite stand up to talk 
about political morality, and attempt to teach us 
on the >nbject, they should take a lesson from us, 
and not attempt to use their po,;ition, even in 
the colony where they are taxpayers, to induce 
the Rail ~·ay Commissioner to allow them and 
their bmilies to travel on free passes. If I had 
done anytlnng of that sort-1f anything of that 
wrt could be found against my name in a return 
furnished to any Parliament in Australia-! 
should be ashamed to stand up in this House 
and move the motion standing in the name of the 
hon. member for JVIaryborough. 

Mr. BATTERS BY : It is about time now that 
we had done "ith this discussion. vVe 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 
Gir!e, something has happened which they do not 
wish to be found out. I shall vote for the motion 
of the bon. member for Maryborough, and I hope 
it will be supported by the majoriLy o£ the mem
bers of the House. Ail I want to do is to get at 
the truth of this matter, bnt hon. members 
opposite 'lre afraid of the trnth. I am going to 
Yote fur the motion, and it does not matter 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 I am concerned. I shall say no 
more, but shall vote for the return, and if the 
amend,nent goes to a division, I shall vote for 
that also, so that w~ slHtll know what the colony 
has been doing. 

Mr. STEP HENS: I am sure that if the hon. 
member for Flinders persists m his amendment 
it will lead to re;;ults 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, obt:tined free tickets to go to other 
parts of the coiony looking for work. · Some of 
tht>m found better luck, and are now doing very 
wc>ll, and I think it wouid be unfair to rake up 
the fact that they had had to apply for freH 
tickets. In many cases they have pa1d for their 
tickets since, and it would be unfair to resurrect 
their names and let the whole worlr! know that 
they were hard up at one time, and had to apply 
for fr e tickets. 

:;';ir. KIDSTON : Hon. me m hers on the other 
side are assun1ing a new and unusual r6le in 
upholding political morality. If they are so 
v·;ry anxious to do that in particuhr cases they 
should be prepared to do it in all cas~s ; but I 
think if this puliLical mor<llity is upheld too far, 
thny will be sorry they ever mov'lcl in the matter 
at all. It "' ems to me th:<t the deb>;te 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 stone•." Never since I came into this 
House have I seen the mover of a motion get 
such exc..llent cau'e to be sorrv 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 thi; afternoon. 

Mr. ANNEAR: You evidently don't like it. 

Mr. KIDS TON : He has come out as a sort of 
political Cond.v's fluid. I am mre the electors 
of Marybo:·ough who know him, and who know 
his past poJiLical hi· tory, will be much more 
astonished than those in the rest of the colony 
who do not lmow 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 que8tion before the Hou,e, 
which is the insertion of the words proposed by 
the hon. member for Flinders. 

Mr. KIDS TON : I am in favour of the amend
ment, but I am also in f>wNrr of the motion 
itfelf-ap.,rt from the motive of the hon: member 
for Maryborough in moving it. But if the 
motion i< desirable, th., amendment ie no lees so. 
If it be desirabl" to find out the trnth in one or 
two particular caoee, it can surely be none the 
less deRirable to find it out in connection with 
other matters. The hon. men1ber in moving the· 
motion as•nrned something, a>;d based his whole 
argn!r>ent upon that assumption-an assun1ption 
that he had no ri~ht to m<tke, but which gave 
him an opportunity of attacking a man--

The SPE.AKER : Order ! I have already 
ruled the hon. member out of ordet. in referring 
to that matter. 

Mr . .ANNEAR: I made no attack. 
Mr. KIDS TON: If I cannot refer to what the 

hon. member :·.:>id in moving the motion I shall 
sit down, < nd h :ve something to sav with refer
ence to his extraurdinary conduc·t when the 
amendn1enh is disposed of.· 

Mr. STE'\VART: I am sorry that for once I 
shnll be compelled to vote against an amencl
ment moved by the hon. member for Flinrlers, 
my reason being that if it be carrieu we shall not 
get the information that is asked for in the 
motion made by the hon. member for Mary
borough. 

Mr. McDoNALD : It will include that. 
Mr. STEW .ART : 'l'he hon. member moved 

for a return of all free pavces, but these tickets 
were not free passes. 

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

Mr. STEW .AR'l': The hon. member explains 
that his amendment is only an addition, hut I 
still think it ought not to be pressed, because it 
appears : o me tlu1t it won! 1 be rather a large 
order under the preseut circumstance". I should 
be quite '"illing t:o vote for an amendment which 
would le:we ont the words "in Maryhorough," 
so :1s to bring the'' ho'" colony noclertlte return, 
but at present I think it is rccther a large order, 
and it has r:.:ally no direct connection with the 
subject. 

.Amendn1ent put; anrl the Home divided:-
A· ES, :'3. 

Jiessrs. Gla&'sey, Krrr, Kidston, W. Thorn, Jael{~On, 
Sim, Brown~, Hardacre. Gr(JOITI, Drake, Kmg, l!1ogarty, 
Keogh, Danlels,J\1cDonnell, Tnrley, Dawson, Dunsford, 
Diilley, '.lfcDonald, Eattersby, Cross, al!d ::llaughan. 

NOES, 33. 
::liessrs Dickson, Philp, Foxton, Dalrymple. Chataway, 

::VIurray, Smith, Annear, Finney, :J-.1 oore, New ell. Callan, 
l\ip::.\'faster, Grimes. Stephenson, Stephens, Bt->ll, LHthy, 
O'Connell. Smyth, Hood, Ca,j{tling, Bridges, Petrie, Oribb, 
Lord, :1IcG:.~ban, Stoaart, Hamilton, Collius,.Armstrong. 
Stumm, and Stewart. 

Resolved in the negative. 
Original motion put. 
Mr. STEW .ART: I think it is very desirable, 

not only that the infot·mation asked for in the 
motion made by the hon. member fur Mary
borongh should be obtained, but also that some 
further information should be got. The basis of 
the hrm. gentleman's motion is 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 again>t a p11rticular 
person--

Mr. ANNEAH : I founded no charge against a 
particular person. 

1\Ir. STEW ART: The hon. gentleman did. 
He mentioned the name of a certain individual 
in Marvborough, Mr. J. M. Dawson, who he 
alleged 'attend.ed the Labour Convention held 
in tlie Trades Hall in June last as a delegate. 
He even went so Jar as to say that that gentle
man travelled from Maryborough to attend that 
convention--

'Mr. ANNEAR: I did not. 
Mr. STEWART: On a Pre'ls ticket, and 

travelled back from that convention on a P~ess 
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 hrm. 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 trctvelled down to the 
convention by the" Burwah," and that he went 
back from the convention to 1\Iaryborough by 
the "Burwah," so that the hon. gentleman's 
ca,tle in the air falls to the ground. 

MEMBERS on the Opposition side: Oh, oh! 
Hear, he:.r! 

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

Mr. STEWART: The hon. gentleman 
d< KL'.ended to details, and I am only following 
on that )Jarticular detail. "When other <J_etails 
are brought forward in this Chamber I aln sure 
that hon. gentleman will he able to deal with 
them. I have no wish t<> continue the discussion, 
but I desire to have much fuller infotmatiou 
than is asked for in this re'urn. The hon. 
gentleman's contenti"n 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 it is 
very desirable in the public interest that we 
shnuld know exactly how the matter stands. 

Mr. BIWWNE: How do you know he travelled 
in the "Burwah"? 

Mr. STEW .ART: I am as certain of it as I 
am that I stmd herP. 

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

Mr. STgW .AR'r : I !mow it of my own 
knowledge, To put myself in order I move the 
omission of the words "at .Maryborough," so 
that the llrst portion of the motion will read, 
"How many Prehs tickets were issued by the 
Railway D'epartment during the past six 
rnont.h" ?" I am snre the hon. gentleman and 
those associated with him cannot have the 
slightest objection to the amendment. When 
that retm·n is laiu 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 : I hope the House will accept 
the amendment proposed by the leader of the 
reasonable section of the Labour 0 pposition. I 
should like to see this return made to apply 
generally all over the colony, became I am satis· 
fied that the Press will come triumphant out of 
the insinuations made again,,t it. I do not believe 
there is any paper in the C'Jlonv-certainly not 
one of any standing-that would apply for a 
Press ticket at half-fare, and sign a decla~ation 
that "the abovenamed gentleman is permanently 
employed by the proprietors of this paper, and 
is travelling only on Press business," when the 
real object of the journey is somethino- totally 
different. If that were the case, the soo;',er safe
guards are taken to prevent the Railway 
Department from being defrauded the better. 
There hava been some very disagreeable and 
most unfair things said this afternoon ; but I 
will not enter into them. 

Mr. TURLEY : Are they true? 
Mr. BROWNE : One statement i~ untrue

against a man that could not defend himself. 
Mr. STUMM: I think the hon. gentleman 

who interrupts onght to be the last to attempt to 
read a lecture in this House on political 
morality. 

Mr. DAWSON: The mover of the motion bit 
off more than he conld chew. 

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

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. member for Gvm]Jie 
said I should not attempt to lecture the House. 
I have never attempted to do anything of the 
sort; but I can as,ure that hon. gentleman and 
any other hon. member on the other side that when 
they come down to the business of throwing mud 
they will find members on this side just as well 
able--

MEMBERS on the Government side: Hear, hear! 
Mr. DAWSON: And we will guarantee that 

most of it will stick. 
The SECRETARY ]'OR PUBLIC LANDS : A life

long experience ! 
Amendment agreed to; and motion, as amended, 

put and passed. 

CASE OF LIEUTENANT-COLONEL 
BLAXLAND. 

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 he placed on the Supplementary Estimates 
for the present year the sum of £1,000 for Lieutenant
Colonel G. G. lllaxland in compensation for loss of 
employment and consequer:_t injuries-
said: In dealing w1th this matter I shall 
endeavour to occupy 011,]y sufficient time to make 
the matter clear to the House and to assist 
members in following the evidence which 
accompanies the report of the Select Committee. 
A committee was appointed by the Hou"e to 
investigate this case, and they 'have presented a 
report to the House, through me, in which they 
unanimou8ly agree in recommending that Parlia
ment should award this amount of money as 
compensation to Lieutenant-Oulonel Blaxland. I 
presume hon. members have a co]Jy 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. Hi< services 
were dispPn>ed with by a letter writ'en by direc
tion of the PremiPr, t:3ir Thomas 1\fcilwraith, 
on the 8th June, 1882. The terms of the appoint
ment will be found in Apvendix A, and the 
letter dispensing with his services in Appendix 
B. It will be noticed by members that whereas 

Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxlaud was appointed in 
the usual way by notice in the Gazette, his 
Rervices were Jispensed with in a sumrnary 
manner by the letter found in Appendix B. 
Upon his dismir·" ,J his first anxiet.l was that all 
his papers and affairs, of which he h 1d control, 
should be properly audited. An auditor was 
appointed, and matters connected with his 
papers were found to be in perfect order; but 
it was not nntil the lOth Augu,t, 1882, as found 
in Appendix C, that he invited Sir Thomas 
Me I! wraith to state the reasons for his services 
being so suddenly dispensed with, and he received 
a letter, which is given in Appendix D, and of 
which this is a summary-

! think you Iabo11r under a misapprehension in think
ing that the official letter terminatiug your services as 
Commandant in the VoluntN'r Fo1 ce in any way 
implied that you must haT.::: bean ":ntlty of smnething 
mean or dishonourable. I do not thmk it does, and I 
can assure you that there was :no intention whatever of 
maldng tbe slightest personal objection to you. 

The position of Commandant of Volunteers requires 
-very peculiar qualifications, whieh, it is no disparage
ment to your general ability, to say you do not in my 
opinion pos-•ess. 
Subsequently an official letter was written on 
the 27th June, 1883, cont,thl\ d in Appendix E, 
by the Under Colonial Secretary, in which he 
states-

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

That was the evidence befme the committee 
npon which Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland was 
dismissed, and in their report they say-. 

In the absence of any 1urther evidence on this point 
the committee cannot infer from these expressions the 
existence of any grounds which wou1d, in their opinion, 
justify the disrnis>al of Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxlaud 
from the position of Commandant. 
I should like to say on this point that the ground 
upon which this claim is made to Parliament is 
simply this: The committee consider tilaL a 
wrong was done to an \ndi vidual by the State, 
and they con>ider that-no matter what may be 
the lapse of time or changes in the personnel of 
the Government-where the Sc&te has done a 
wrong to the ind1vidnal it should make redress, 
If that prinaiple is right, and the House agrees 
with the committee that 1t wrong was done to 
Lieutenant-Oolont'l Blaxland, then I think it 
should come to the conclu<ion 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, was a 
military man by profes,ion. He had sen ed very 
creditably with the British army from 1864 to the 
time whE•n he W<tS a !ifmtcnant m the 99th Regi
ment. If hon. members will turn to the appendices 
they will find in Appendix G a certificate that 
he passed the school of musketry at Hythe. 
Subsequently, on the 31st July, he passed 
througn a course of instruction, and was ap
pointed to the position of suverintendent of 
gynmasio, frlr the whole of Ireland. That poSl
tion was so good that it justified him in rPsigning 
the position he then held as adj•1tant to his 
regiment, and for the mile monchs before he 
eame to Queensland he w., .• holding that posi
tion. Hon. members will also see in Append1x 
K a refnence to the examimttinn which had been 
passed by Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland, signed 
by the Adjutant-General, and with this post
script-

His Royal Highness has been p!eased to remark upon 
the creditable manner in which this officer has answered 
the qu ... stion:3 put to him. 
t:),, that h•>n, mfmbers "i:I ~e.l that Lieutenant
Colonel Blaxland waR a s"ldi,r by profe,sion 
before he came to Qnten,land. He wa< in 
Queensland for two years before being appomted 
Commandant, and during that time he was occupy
ing the position of an oincer 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 evrdence whrch has been given by the 
wit~esses, that. his military qualifications and 
effimency were of a very high order indeed. 
I may remark here that at the time Colonel 
Bl;1xla~d "-aS Commandant th--re was no miWnry 
officer 1!' the colony occnpyi,,g a Ligh<>r position 
than h1mself, so that in gett-ing evidenc ' with 
regard to the way he dischar"ed h1s duties we had 
to take the eyirlen.ce of offi~e~• w~o are now gene
rally occupymg higlier posrhons m the force, but 
who at that time were his subordinates. The first 
witness who was examined was Major Tooth, 
the present member for Burrum. He was asked 
-question 77-;-

What was the condition of the Volunteer Force durinO' 
the time Colonel Blaxland was Commandant? I was '~ 
charge of the Wide Bay Distr·ct, and my experience is 
that during the time Colonel Blaxland was in office the 
force was never more povnlar or more efficient, and I 
do not think the discipline was ever better. I nf'ver 
knew it better than during the time he was Com
mandant. 
Then he was asked-question SO-

Was he good drill ( I consider him one of the hest 
drills we ever had. Cert:dnly he was the onlv Comman
dant who took the trouble to come and drili the men. 
!Lnd wh? to.ok any inter~~t in them. I know he was up 
1n my du~trlCt several t _mf-::, ~nd he not. only rame on 
parade but he drilled the fCJl'Ce. 1 know I lmtrned lM)re 
drill from Colonel Blnx1and tb,;n from :.n,:ro11e e1sr. He 
would come and giVf'l us Jecnuret1. too. on mHitary ::nb
j ects.. He i::~. the only man I ever heard lPcture on the 
law of projectiles, er anything like that. 

The next witne;:-, was Major A. E. Harrie, who 
now occupies the poe;itinn of dfputy assistant 
C]Uarterma·.tf·'r-grDPr:Jl on the Ataff. He w,\'~ a 
volunteer officer at the time Colonel Blaxlcnd 
was Commandant. At question 87 he was 
a•ked-

"\Yas the force popular in his t.ime Y Verv. 
You have had a gooll deal of ~xperi'Emce in the 

Defence Force. 1Vou1d you consicl(·r Colonel lllaxland 
a good drill? I~xcellent at the time. Of course the 
drill has altered .from year to yPar, but in his day he 
was the best drill in the colonv. 

The yolunteer branch of ihe force has falle11 nff a 
good deal since his time ? \"cry much. 

The next witness was Captain Hinton "ho was 
in the artillery branch of the service.' He was 
aRked-question !l5-

11'"as the service popular at that time with the men? 
Yes verv 
F~om Y~nr knowledge and experience, do you consider 

~~fJi. Colonel .Blaxland was a good drHl? A. "Very good 

Did he enjoy the confiden~>e of the men? Yes. 
Lieutenant-Colonel Ncwman was asked a similar 
question-105-

In your opinion is Colonel B1axland :a. good drill? 
Certainly, the best infantry drill I have ever seDn. 

1\;-as he liked by the m c n and by his brothpr offiC'C~l''" ~ 
Very much. He was very popu1~~·r. 

Capt-"in George Alex. Macfarlane, v.ho at the 
present tim: is a captain in the Moreton Regi
ment, a;>d 1" one of· the very oldest volunteer 
officPrs rn the colony, was a~ked-question 120-

Prom your experience. do you consider that Colonel 
Jllaxland was a good dJ ill r I do. 

vras he a good disciplinarian? He wns, and he was 
vel'Y well liked by the officers and men ; in fart the 
men would do almost anythinQ; for Colonel Inaxland 
while he WL~S f':Jmmanrlant, and go nnYwhere with him. 
The ~orce was never in a better position~ than it was 
while he was Commandant. 

Lieutenan~ Ja:nes R_ichards Sankey, who was 
then, and I" still, a lieutenant in the volunteer 
branch of the Defence :Force wae asked-ques-
tion 133- ' 

Wher. did you get your first commission? In l8SL 
That was during the time Colonel Blaxland was Com-

mandant? Yes. ' 

Was the Yolunteer Force popular at thattimeP From 
the encampment of 1878 the Volunteer Force took a 
great impetns, nnd was extremely popular. 

Do y0u think the popularity ot the Volunteer Force 
was owing at all to tlw personality of tbeCommaniantr 
'J.1h;-re can be no doubt at all about it; it was referred 
to on many occ~lsions and by many people connected 
with the fnrt'e. 'l'he me:1 at that time declared that 
they would follow Colonel (then MaJor, Blaxland any
where, and do anything for him. His influence at the 
encampment 1 t Eagle Farm in 1878 was very marked 
indeed. \Ye wPre then :;;imply a lot of raw levies, nnd 
knew ve1·y little of drill, but in about two days alter 
Colonel BlaxlanJ. took us in hand the men worked like 
a machine There wa.~ a marked Improvement on any
thing we had had before in the Defence Force of 
Qnet'nsland. 

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 Ulaxland the most efficient drill we 
have ever 1nd in Queensland. 

And in the matter of discipline? Very strict, very 
thorough, very effective, and at the same time cmn
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 conRensus 
of evirlence from the members of the old Volun
teer Force as to the ability of Colonel Blaxland 
and the valuable services he performed in con
m ction wi t,h the Volunteer Force. As hon. 
members will see from Appendices D and E, 
Colonel El '.xlm'd was smnmari:y rem oven in 
1882, and from that time the Volunteer Force 
dt-ehned in numhArb, in efficiency: and in 
popularity until a Commandant was brought in 
from ou•~idc-Col,mel, the present General 
French-who came to the c<•lony, and while he 
was here the pre•ent Defe• ce Act was pas•ed, 
founded np0n the Defem•e Act of Canada, from 
which time the vresent DPfence Force dates its 
e~istence. As a further proof of Colonel Blax
land'• fitness for the position of Commandant, I 
refer hon. members to paragraph 5 of the com
n.ittee's report-

Three yea':s subsequent to his dismissal, in the year 
1885, on the occa.<:;ion of an anticipated invasion, Lieu
tenant-Colonel Blaxlancl was specially sele~t-ed to 
orga11ise the D'"fence Fore'"' in tbe Northern portion of 
tJ?.e colony, nnd upon the termination of his duties 
received the commendation of General French for the 
vel'y g-:wd service performed by him. 
If hon. members will turn to question 32 they 
will find that Colonel Blaxland was asked-

fs:nce you lost the position of Commandant have you 
been in service with the Defence Porce? Yes; I was 
1'1 pecially selected at the time of the Russian war scare 
to go up ;\l" orth to st.,.trt and organise the various forces 
which now exist there. 'l'here were none at all at that 
time. The:r had only a few arms and some ammunition 
for rifle clubs. 

Tn what year was that? In 1885 or 1886, 
How long did you occupy that position t I held that 

poo:ition for about six months, and during the first. 
fortnight I managed to train 254 men and put them 
into camp for six: days at 1\'"hitsunticli3. 
Appendix N iB a letter which was written bv 
Colonel French, at the termination of that perio"d 
of employment, to the Colonial Secretary-

With reference to the temporary employment of 
Lieuteuant-Colonel Blaxland at Townsville, I have the 
honour to point out that if the Govel'nment are satisfied 
that all danger or invasion has passed away for the 
pre:o;ent, tht>re no longer exists any good reason for 
retaining this officer on duty. I consider that Lieu
tenant-Colonel Blaxland has performed very good 
servic;e during the period. he has been stationed in the 
:Xorthern district, and I hope t.liat 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 unfitne"s for the per
formance of the particular duties fnr which 
Colonel B!axland had been eng ,ged. The sixth 
paragraph of the report is as follows:-

The committee Req no reason to (lOubt that T .. ieutenant
Colonel Blaxland endured con~iderable niental distress 
in consequence of his abrupt dismis~a1 a.nd the injurious 
comments to which it gave rise; that his bodily health 
bel~ame thereby impaired, and that he was prevented 
from obtaining employment. 
Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland was asked to be 
rather more definite with regard to the distress 
that he had suff,,red 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 un:ler a 
cloud. At quest·;on 173 he was a'ked by Mr. 
Macdonald-Paterson-

By Mr. 1!facdona/d-Patenon: I understand you had a 
great deal of worry over the condition of affairs 
subsequent to your abrupt dismissal? Yes. I suff·~red 
a great deal of mental agony. People seemed to look 
npon me with suspicion. When I was so summarilY 
diSiilissed there was a SUspicion that my accounts were 
not. right. The matter was mentioned to me by friends. 

By the Chairman: 'J'hat was the reason van 
immediately demanded an audit? Yes. ~ 

By Jit·. Jfacr!onal i-Paterson: You have not enjoyed 
good health for some time? ~o. 

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 wiil see by 
reference to question "37. 

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

Do you c JUsider that you have been placed at any 
disadvantage in applying for service outside? In e1ch 
ease the replies I received were much to tbe effect that 
as I was not goori enough for Queensland I was not 
good enough for them. If there had been auv 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 conclu"ion that there i' no reason 
to doubt that Lieutenant-Colonel Blaxland 
endured considerable mental di,tress in con
sequence of hi• abrupt di><missal and the injuri.,us 
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 kn,_,wJedge 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 nece&sitv 
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· 
hers 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-wbat were those, 
particularly P There was one, notably, at Ipswich 
camp. If you notice, one of my paragraphs says I bad 
to subscribe to the volunteer entertainments. At the 
camp at Ipswich, in 1880, I bad to bear tbe whole of 
the expenses of the mess guests-that iA, the public 
h'Uests. Sir 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 fonr days of 
the camp was £45. 

Were you in the habit, then, of paying for entel'tain
ments of that sort ? I had to pay !or ever.vtbing as 
Cmnmaudant. It eame out,of my private pocket. 

You speak of the expense of obtaining uniform, 
equipment, and outfit? l bod to bur horses and 
uniform. STy horsrs. uuirorm, and C'ltmp equiprnenr. I 
value at £300 at least. They cost me that. I had to 
get two hor~es and full-dress uniforh1. The reason why 
uniforms were so expensivP was that in those days 
there was very little known here about the making of 
uniforms. 
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 volunteer officer incurs? At tbe present 
time a volunteer officer incurs very little expense, but 
in the old days he incurred considerable expeuse. 

Prom l8i8 onwards did officers in lh, Yolunteer 
}!~orce require to put their hands into their own pockets r 
Yes, to a very considerable extent. At thnt tin1e it was 
quite a usual practice fat· volunte':~roffieers to entertnin 
their men on the march. "~e had rF;;n!ar monthly 
parade:~t down the Valley or along the Ipswich road, 
and an officer was iuvarmbly expected to entertain his 
men un the march. 
Those extracts will give hon. membors some 
little id8a of the experbe wb ich offic·.cr s of 
volunte'rs at that time wore called upon tJ 
incur. Lieutenan·t-C .. lonel Bl,txland, in his zeal 
for the service, and in his desire to make the 
Volunteer Force a" efficient :"Is poosible, incurred 
this expense, and naturally incurred it in the 
expectation that he WllR going to occupy the 
po;ition of a more highly paid Commandant. It 
ha:.; been asked why did not Lieutenant-Colonel 
Blaxland make his claim sooner? A petition 
was presented to the Hou"e by him in 1884, 
through the late lVIr. J<'r.;,,ncis Be~ttti<', and, like a 
great many other persons outside Parliament, 
Lieutenant-Cohmel Blaxland had the idea that 
the petition having been received, Parliament 
would at once on its own motion take the matter 
into comideration, 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 not 
generally meet with the consitl!'ration of Parlia
ment. ln paragraph 8 the committee state that-

Having carefully considered the whole of the evi
dence, they are of opinion _that the petitioner was 
ha.1shly treated by the Government, and has a fair 
claim upon the consideration of Parliament. 
And they recommend that this aHiount 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 m<Jti<~n to pass 
this afcernoon, "o that there may be a chance of 
having the matter considered before the close of 
the session. In the int•rval hon. members will 
hav<> an opportunhy of reading t.h,, whole of the 
evidence, and I think if they do so they can 
hardly fail to come to the same c<•nclusion as 
that which has been arrived at by the select 
committee. 

Mr. J ACKSON: Has he not received some com
pensation in the way of employment m 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 sm~tll remunemtion. I 
hope the House will allow the motion to go, and 
I feel sure that if hon. members will read Lhe 
report and evid~nce they will be di,posed to 
grant what is rerommended by the committee. 

The PREMIER : The hon. member who 
introduced this moti ,n occupied a lot of time 
unnecessarily in endeavouring to prove that 
Colonel B!axland is and was a "mart military 
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officer. Everyone who knows him admits at once 
that he is a soldier, and that covers being a 
clever m~n at drill and ev,rything else. I do 
not believe that there has been a sme1rter military 
man here, but that do,_s not justify the hon. 
member in coming down to this H on se and ask
ing for a w.te of £1,000 as c'"mpemmtion to a 
mttn whose connection with the force c 'Hsed 
sixteen years ago, and who shonld ha m made his 
claim, if it Wf-re a jnst one, tunny years ago. I 
woul:l ask why Colonel Blaxla,nd slept upon hi" 
claim for sixteen vears? 

Mr. PETRIE: Because he never got a chance to 
bring it forward. 

The PREMIER: If it were a just, claim, it 
should have been submitted to Parliament 
several years before this, hut to hrir.g it up 
sixteen years after he cea•ed to be prominently 
c:mnected with the force, and to ask for the Hum 
of £1,000, actually two years' salary at the rate 
at which he was then engaged, seems to be devoid 
of reason .. I have looked through the report of 
~he committee and the evidence very carefully 
mdeed, and l cannot discover the slighte>t claim 
upon the State for that or any other sum what
soever. 

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

The PREMIER•: He is not an officer receiving 
salary. He holds a rank in the Defence ]1'orce. 
but; unfortunately that r:mk has b~en the rliffi
cultv in giving hirn en1plnymeut. I~. iJ n~e 'c·ry 
fact of his holding that high JJnk w·hich h ; •. 
prevented him from being- appoin< en to [t H'.llo
ordinate position. As I have said, he ic an 
excellent military officer, and I consider it a 
misfortune to the Deft nee Force that he was not 
continuously employed in the ,.,ervice. He was a 
great favourite with the corps to which he was 
attached. H< wa" an excellent drill, . " !Ls been 
testi~ed over and over again, and I can my 
nothmg which will refh et on his ability either 
as a soldier or a gr,ntlPman. But at. the same 
time I see no cbim upon the State whatever in 
this direction. The facts are plainly set forth 
in the report of the Committee, and throughnut 
the evidence. He was appointed to the 
force in 187D, a11d his ~ervicr·s were di~rwnsed 
with in 1882, and if he har1 any claim whatever 
upon the State it shot1ld hrr' c been madP long 
before 1898. I lay some stress upon the fact 
that representatio11s which a.pplar to have been 
made to previous Governments have been cnm
sistent!y ignored. 

Mr. LEAHY : He never hari a considerate 
Government. 

The PREMIER: I hope no Government will 
recognise the chim of "' man to such a large 
amount of money for loss of office to which all 
men are suhi•"Ct. Have we nr;t hod several 
cases in which the evidence--

Mr. PETRm: Under different circmmtances. 
Tlw PREMIER: This offic>'r w:>s dc·emed by 

the Government of the day not to be v·holly 
suitable for the position, and they had a perfect 
right to dispense with his services. There was 
no bindmg contract. It w~e< merely an appoint
ment year by year, and Parliament at any 
moment might have dropped his ealary from the 
Estimates, and di>·pensed with hi,; services 
without any noticr·. Succeeding Commanrlants 
have been engaged for certain perimJs of Rervice, 
but he was not. The Government declined to 
submit any contmct to Par:iament or to ratifv 
any contract with him, and his remuneration and 
appointment were simply held at the pleaoure of 
the Government, and after three Y'·:us' tenure of 
office the Government dfemed tbat he was not 
wholly suitable for the position which be occupied. 
I am not desirous of <·ntering into that matter, 
because it is a matter of history, and there are 
none of the present members of the Defence 

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 c.mnot get from the department 
any information os to the real circumstances 
,~·hich separated him from active service beyond 
the correspondence which has been published by 
tbe e.,mmittee. That he had the respect of the 
volunteer corps is true, but at the same time the 
hon. m em her, in his remarks, It d 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 
hdd in 1881, referred to in the petition, or by the 
re~ port of Sir Peter Scratchley, who deplored the 
growin;; decadence of the force. He did not 
attribute that decadence in any way to any 
defect in Colonel B'axland's supervision, but to 
snme 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 committee 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 
connection with the force it was in an unsatisfac
tory state; but although it;; deterioration is not 
attributed to Colonel Blax1and, the statement 
that he was exonerated from all blame is not 
correct. I read the records of Parliament care
fully la."t nig ~,t, nnd I can finrlnothing to show 
that he was exor,erated from nll blame, unless it. 
can be conetrued 1 hat 8ilence is praioe. There is 
nothing .,.,ir! by the cr·mmittee of inquiry or by 
Sir Peter Scratchley exonerating the Comman
dant from all blame. I am not mentioning this 
a;; a censure upon Colonel Blaxland, but simply 
to show th·1t the statement in his petition that he 
was relieved of all blame for the unsatisfactory 
condition of the force is not supported in any 
way. He is not condemned for it, but the report 
is siler>t as to any exoneration for the condition 
of affairH which then existed. 'rhat, however, is 
by the vncy. 

At 7 o'clock the House, in accm•dance with 
Susionctl 01·der, pToceeded to GoveTnment 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: j,fr. Speaker-I beg to 

move tha.t you do now leave the chair. 
Mr. GLASSEY : Before you leave the chair 

I desire to ask the Premier as to what the busi
neos is likely to be in the future--

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member 
cannut do that on thi' motion. 

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

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

::\lr. GLASSEY: No, not to-night. 
The SPEAKER : Then the hon. member is 

no' m order. 
Mr. GLASSEY: Very well, I will have an 

opportunity· when the House is rising. 
Question put and pa8sed. 

Col\IMITTEE. 
On clau'e 1-" Congtructicm and short title"
:Mr. GRIMES was surprised to see the com

mittal of the Bill on the bu,iness-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 earlie>t opportunity of sending copies 
of those amendments to four divisional boards in 
his electorate, who had been brought within the 
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benefited area and compelled to pay a portion of 
the expense under the originoJ Act, there had 
as yet been no opportunity for them to reply. 
The Premier's amendments would come as a 
surprise to the divisional boards iutere"ted, 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 
riot 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 j nst 
as well that hon. members should understand 
th!tt. This Bill was simply to apportion the 
balance of the original indebtedness in the mme 
proportion as was indicated in the original Act, 
and which to any ordinary indi ddual the original 
Act would have covered. But there had been 
legal interpretations as to whether the preamble 
in the original Act dominated the 19th clau.~e, 
or the 19th clause dominated the preamble, 
and to remove the ambiguity thi' 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 hoard 
fuller information from the returning officers. 
There was only one feature of the Bill which might 
be the subject of discnssion 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 Bhould 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 ac~ept 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. McMASTER 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. g•mtleman? 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 CHAIRMAN : I hope the hon. gentle
man will not take it in that way. 

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

The CHAIRMAN: 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 amend1nent is under discussion, a 
member speaking should confine himself to the matter 
or that clause or amendment. 

I trust the hon. member will not think I am 
exceeding my duty in doing wbat I consider the 
House elected me to do-that is, to carry out the 
Standi'1g Orders impartially. 

Mr. MciVIASTER: He did not say the 
Chairman was exceeding his duty, and he 
hoped the Chairman did not think hon. mem
ber; were exceeding their duty when defending 
the rights of those who sent them to that 
chambe~. 

Mr. MACGHAN: Yon are making a second
reading speech. 

Mr. Me MASTER: He was not. He wns 
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, becausf' 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 loc&l authorities did 
not send him any amendment he had no inten
Lion of blocking the Bill or moving any amend
ment, so far as be knew at present. 

Mr. JENKINSON: Have they had time to send 
any? 

Mr. Mcl\{ASTER: They had not had time. 
He had given the clerk of the Booroodabin 
Board a copy of the Bill and a copy of the 
an~ndmento 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 Oxley and the 
hon. member for Fortitude Valley, Mr. McMas
ter ; hut the only clause on which there was any 
difference of opinion was the amendment at the 
end of clause 5, and he was willing to give hon. 
gentlemen every opportunity of discussing that ; 
bnt 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 slighte"~t 
reason why the Committee "'honld delay the 
further consideration of the subject, especially as 
the session was drawing to a close. 

Mr. McDO~NELL : He thought the local 
authorities interested had taken very little in
terest in the Bill. Early in the year there was 
a conference in connection with the Victoria 
Bridge Bill, initiated, he thought, by the 
Hamilton Board, but very few local authorities 
were represented. .\deputation was appointed 
to wait on the then Home Secretary, the present 
Premier, and the m em hers representing the dis
tricts in which the local 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 su~gested 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 ,]id not >er-ure that they were 
satisfied to a ·cept what they could get. \V ben 
the Bri,hane municipa.ity were iiJvited to the 
confcrcllce earl.) in the year they declined to 
send a repres•mtative. This Bill bad been 
printed ~ince the 9ch November, and there bad 
lleen sufficient time for the loc.,l <tuthorities to 
consider it and apptoach their rerJresentatiVF<. 
They had not done so, a•.d he was justified, 
under the circumstances, in supporting the Bill. 

Mr. GRIMES: :Speaking fur bim8elf, he was 
very much obliged to the Chief Secretary for 
the rather flattering compliment paid to him 
and the hon. member, Mr. :\fcJYlaster, but was 
not quite sure that hi~ information an! know
ledge of divisional boards was D.s g<>od as the 
hon. gentleman represented. He had been 
rather out d touch v,ith them for the last live 
years, and they might view sume provisions of 
the Bill in a stronger light than that in what. 
he viewed them. He thought there was a 
danger, and th,se who felt wher•' the shoe 
pinched would see more danger th·\n he saw. 
He had no d(>Ubt he would receive by Monday 
next a le:.ter strongly condemning a portion of 
the amendments that had been h><nded round. 
He was not anxio.Js to interfere with the prin
ciple of the Bill, but the sting of this new Bill 
was in some of the amendmcntd. In reference 
to the remark of the .lw11. member, Mr. 
McDonnell, that only one board took '!my 
action, he might say that t·he reason why the 
other boards interestad did not take action was 
that they \Vanted to repe1.l the Bill altogether, 
and fall back on the old S} stem of collecting 
tolls. The other boards wue 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 thought that board was going too far. 

~lr. PETRI.!<~: As representinK one of the 
local authorities, quoted by the junior member 
for Fortitude Valley, h" might say that the 
Hamilton Board is opposed to the principai Act, 
and called a conference with the idea of amend
ing it. Nobody turned up at that conference; 
the hoard were utterly clisgn•ted, and blamed 
the North Brisbane Council. He was opposed 
to the original Act., and was defe,,ted in his 
efforts to have it amended. Although the 
Hamilton Board hrtd done its best t'l get' justice 
clone, the Brisbane Municipal Council had been 
so clilatory that they had been debarred from 
doing anythin:;. He thPr9fnre felt disposed to 
accept almost anythin;.: the Premier might bring 
forward. Pos,ibly if the conferenc~ had been 
held things might havp turned out better for the 
local authorities on the north s;de of the city. 
He agreed that the Bill might well be postponed 
for a few days, so that the Hmendments to clause 5 
might be considered, 

Mr. CRI BB submitted that the discussion had 
been altogether irregular. H 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 hefore the Committee-clause 1. 

~1r. McMASTER could not allow the state
ments of hio colleague and the member for 
Toombul to go unchallenged. His collf'''gue 
stated that the local authority in that portion of 
the city which he repre~ented took no intereot 
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 Inca! authoritieR to join 
them in sitting on the Government strah;ht 
away. That board asked for a repeal of the whole 
Act, and the Brisbane Council having approved 

of the Act last year by one vote-which they 
would not ha'e done had the merr.ber for ~orth 
Brisbane, iYir. Fraser, been in his place in the 
council-they could not stultify themselves by 
a;;king for the repeal of the Act. The hon. 
member ior Toornbul lasli, year tried to have his 
local <mthority exempted from the operation of 
the Act, l,ut he (Mr. Mc::Yfaster) voted against 
that propoHal. 

Mr. DuJ'iSl"ORD: ·what is the question before 
the Committee? 

Mr. LEAHY : Stonewalling. 
The CHAIRMAN: I would remind the hon. 

membet' that there is nothing in clause 1 in 
reference to the municipality of Brisbane or the 
To<mlbul 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. 

' nir. Me MASTER : Except on the 1st clause. 
The CHAIRMAN : This is the third occa

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 
before the country for the last month. 

Mr. McMASTER: Not the amendments. 
Mr. McDONNELL: The hon. member had 

taken exception to the Bill as a whole. He (Mr. 
J\iicDonnell) had not said that the Boorooclabin 
Divisional Board appeared to take no interest in 
the Bill. What he did say was that that board 
was not represented in the deputntiun which 
waited on the late Home Secretary, and that 
the Hamilton Board was the only local authority 
present at the conference summoned by that 
body. He had therefore come to the conclusion 
that there was very little interest taken in the 
matter by the local authorities. 

Ciause" put and passed. 
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed. 
On clause 4-" Election"-
The PREMIER moved the insertion in sub

clause (a) 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 forth with report 
to the Minister the name of the representative 
elected, and the board might also very jnstly 
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 we.s based upon 
the relative values of property. In subclause (j) 
it was pr,,posed to introduce the principle of one 
man one vote, and that was an innovation that 
would not work well. 

The OHAIRMAK : I would remind the hon. 
member that the clause has now been amended 
down to subclause (n), so that the hon. mem 
her is not in order in going_ back to snbclause {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 number of 
votes each voter had to cast in the election of the 
bridge board. 

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 hos been made. 

Mr. G RIMES : 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 subclanse he ha:i 
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 betwentv-seven members who were entitled 
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, aR amended, put and passed. 
The PREMIER proposed the following new 

clause:-
The following provision is added at the end of sec

tion ll of the Principal Act :-
Land vested in and in the occupa.tion of the board 

shall not be deemed to be ratable land within the 
meaning of the Valuation and Rating Act of lo90, 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, E'xtending 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 ohould 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 n,>thing to stop the board 
frorr. letting the remainder of the lanrl for build
ing purposes. In the event of that being done, 
the council should have the right to rate the 
land. 

Mr. LEAHY : It would not be in the "occupa
tion" of th<' 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 im[>roved 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 
property held by the Government or by the 

local authority. The Brisbane Municipal 
Council were losing something like £900 a yPar, 
besides the endowment they would gPt on that 
amount, through the operation of that principle. 
At the tune the matter was before the House he 
]'Ointed out how the provision would operate, 
but it was then said that the local authority 
could put the rates on the rent. HoweYer, he 
did not think that board would have the same 
status as a local authority, but that the muni
cipal council could collect rates on the property 
if it was let. 

'l'he PREMIER: If the board let the land it 
would no longer be in the occn pa tinn of the 
board, 'and it would in that case be amen
able to rates ; but so long a' it was in the 
occup.1tion of the board it would be amenable to 
rates, in the same way as the lands leased to 
pastoralle.;sees were amenable to rates. 

Mr. 'l'uRLEY : Is this clause sufficiently clear 
to carry out that intention? 

'l'he PREMIER : The clause was prepared 
under very caretul 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 
O[>inion, the municipal council would be able to 
rate the land if the board inwroved it and let it, 
or if they let it on a building lease. It 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 occupation of the board. 

New ch..use put and passed. 
On clause 5-"Amendment of 61 Victoria Nu. 

15, s. 20"-
'l'he 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 boa.rd. 
It provided that it should be the duty of the 
clerk of every such local authority, as soon as the 
valuatkn lists of the district were compiled, to 
furnish to the board a statement certified to be 
correct, "bowing the total value of the ratable 
land in such district as ascertained by the 
valuation list. That was a great improvement, 
becauRe 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 o! the Registrar of the Supreme Court, and 
thereupon such precept sbftll be deemed to be a 
judgment of the Supreme Court for the sum 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 'freasurer pc,• .. er to enforce the precepte, but 
that it was cl mbt!ul whether the board itself 
hail 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. He should be glad to hear 
an exjJression of opinion on the matter from hon. 
members reprt senting the local authorities con
cerned. 

Mr. i\1c:\fASTJ<~R: As one of such members 
he had no hesit ,tion in saying that it wM a most 
arbitrary provision. It was as much as to ':>oy to 
the local authorities, "Shtnrl and deliver !" 
''Your money or your life !" No local authority 
would object to give the bmnd the satlli' power 
that the 'freasurer k1d now-namely, if there 
was a defaulting local authority, to step in and 
order a levy to be m·;de on the rate,;, But it 
might happen that a precept might be lodged 
and judgment entorced against a luc •J authority 
at a time when they could not nay it without 
very great inconvenience. l'vlany' local authori
ties were n,t present so lon,ded with debt, on 
acconnt of the endowment on "hich 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 wc>uld have his money no mutter 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 years, so that in two or three 
years not one of the present members of the board 
mig-ht have a seat upon it. And it was rather too 
arbitrary to say that immedhtely a precept was 
lodged with the Registrar of the Supreme Court it 
should be deemed to be a judgment of the court. 
It 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 bo&rd that was, to some 
extent, irre:;ponsible, because, although the 
member,; would be members of local authorities, 
there was no control over them when once they 
were gazetted. They wnuld then be masters of 
the situation, and could snap their fingers at the 
local authorities. The Premier shonlJ 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, becau:;e they were unable to keep up their 
payments. 'I'hey were in great difficulties owing 
to the endowment being kept so low, and that 
made it more necessar) that this great power 
should not be given to the bridge board. 

Mr. DRAKE regretted that the Premier 
could not see his v>'ay to accede to 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 opportunity of 
expressi!lg their opinions on the subject. He did 
not claim to represent any local authority, but 
still in matters of this kind he al wavs 
endeavoured to obtain the views of the local 
autboritv in his electorate. The Ithaca Shire 
Council.held a meeting to-day, and passed this 
resolution-

That thiR, council protests against any further precept 
or claim in cor~nectiou with the Victoria Bridge, but 
that thls resolution be forwarded to the members 1or 
the di.,trict, askil:'.g them to u::;e all their efforts to 
oppose it. 
No doubt if oth~·r loc '1 authorities had harl 
opportunities of expreo,ing their opinions they 
would have done so. 

The PREMIER: They have had ever since the 
9th November. 

Mr. DRAKE : That argmr.ent was used last 
year. It was considered that as soon as a Bill 
\wts laid on the table the local authoritie.s would 
scudy it a': once, but he might point out that the 
Loc01l Government Bill was circulated all over 
the colony for the purpose of obtaining opinions 
upon it before it was introduced at all, but 
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 PREMIER : It is no use re-opening that 
subject, because it was all oettled by the Act 
passed last year. 

Mr. DRAKE: The hon. gentleman had 
admitted that there were 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 particu!Rr objection to 
it, although the hon. member for Fortitude 
V>Llley spoke strongly in condemnation of it. 

The PREMIER: You could not get them to agree. 
Mr. DRAKE: 'l'hey 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 c:ause, as there were two sides to the ques
tion, but he thought that the power, under the 
Act of 1897, for the 'I'reasurer to step in and 
levy rates was quite sufficient. 

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

Mr. DRAKE: 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 
district" 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 councits he represented objected to being 
taxed for a bridge which they believed was of no 
benefit 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
tme to repair slips caw,ed 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 : 1 draw 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, n,nd he was 
showing a reason why they should not have such 
an arbiLrary power in the Bill. He was asking 
the Premier not to permit such an arbitrary 
power to crush !<Jcal authorities that were 
already struggling for a bare exr,tence. 

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. FrNNEY : Not thiR payment. 
The CHAIRMAN: The p~yment was decided 

by the Act pa<sed 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 a;,,ist me to carry on 
the business of the Committee in a proper 
manner. 'l'he hon. member for Toowong, I am 
sure, wants to see the bu,iness Cftrried on pro
perly. There is ftn amendment before the Com
mittee, and I trust hon. members will confine 
their remarks to it. \V e are in committee now; 
the Bill is not on it~ second reading. 

Mr. FINNEY: He would bow to the Chair
man's ruling, and would rest sa.tisfied with enter
ing his protest against such an extraordinary 
clause and amendment. \Yhy should this extra 
arbitrary Bill be passed now ? Thi.-< £3,000 was 
not in the Act passed last year, nor W<1S this 
arbitrary clause in it. He did not suppose the 
bridge board would do anything unfair, Lut 
they never knew what might be done, and why 
should this board he in vested with arbitrary 
powers which no other board was invested with'? 
It looked as if the local authoritieR 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. member" repre
senting local authorities seemed verv apprehen
sive that the bridge board would carry out the 
amendment in so drastic a way as to very much 
interfere with the finaucial ability of the loc;l 
authorities to pay the precepts. He did not 
think for a moml'nt that the brid:r,e board "" ould 
act in that harsh manner. But the local 
authorities must recognise that they would have 
to meet those precepts. 

Mr. :FrNNEY: Of course. 
The PREMIER: He was very glad to he'l.r 

that interjection, because they had had during" 
the debate some expres:.ions which would imply 
that the precepts might stand over until it mited 
the convenience of the local authorities to pay. 
He hoped that was not the general feeling. He 
hoped the vctlidity of the precepts wonld be 
acknowledg"ed, bnt he did not want the bridge 
board to take such drastic action as wonld c:tnse 
a judgment of the Sapreme Court, as provided 
for by the :1mendment, to be immediatdy 
enforced, when perhaps a little indulgence might 
fairly Le granted to a local authority. To th:ct 
extent he was inclined to recogniee the expres,ion 
of th<' opinion of members of the Committe~, and 
he was, therefore, prep>tred tn 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 srxty days thereafter." 
He thought that was meeting the local authorities 
in a very reasonable way. He sav.' a great advan
tage in this clause-in its direct action between 
the board and the local authorities, because he 
did not approve r f the inten·ention of the 
Treasurer. He thought the amendment w.1s 
advantageous in every t>ense, and with the con
cession he was prepared to make he hoped it 
would meet with the approval of the Committee. 

Amendment, by leave, amended. 
Mr. LEAHY thought there was a good de(tl 

to be said on behalf of the con<:ention of the 
hon. members for Hortitnde y,,!Jey and Too
wong. He did not think the amer .. Idment 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, :>s far as 
h" knew. It gave a power which the Supreme 
Court did not possPss, and which the Govern
ment did not possess. It was entirely opposed 
to British practice and Bricish sense of jmctic•'
that an irnspnnsible body should bke upon 
itself to le\'Y upon another body str .ight off, 
without going through any J1rOCe63 of law. He 
was astonished at the hon. gentleman t:otking up 

such a position, and it devolved upon him to 
show what necessity there was to give such ~tn 
exttaordinary power. Local authorities could 
sue and be sued under the present law, and 
he did not know of an instance wioere the pre
sent law had not been suffil ient to corn ne! 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 suf!icient to make them pay their 
just liabilities in t!tis case? He could under
stand the hon. gentleman "''"'ting to relieve the 
Treasurer from the unpleasant duty of enforcing 
payment; but there wns no necessicy to jump 
from th11t to a remedy that was far more 
objectionable. If they pt.ssed the Bill without 
this power, and the present bw was found 
wanting as far as enforcing payment was con
cerned, it "·ou!d be easy next year to come and 
SiAY so, sn<l the full ·<trength of the Chamber 
would assist in passing a measure, however 
stringent, th11t would make the lonl authorities 
take up the position theyou1;ht to o~cupy. 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 po'Ner. 

Mr. Cuoss: Can you show that it is not 
necessa!'y? 

:Mr. LEAHY: T!Jis was a new departure, 
and the onus of proof wa J un the hon .. gentleman 
making the depn"tnre to show that it was neces
sary or justified. If this w:s-; going to be the 
law in one nse, 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 HOf~Il~ SIWRETARY : There was 
nothing so very extr:',ordinary ab>ut the proposal 
after ·;.lL The hon. member w"s familiar with 
the case in which an award w;ts made :1 record of 
the court, and immediately bec11me a judgment 
of the court and execution could be issued thereon. 

Mr. ]'rN:fEY : That is after trial. 
The HO:Y1E SECRETARY: That was so, 

but he v;ould show the nnalogy. There was no 
need for :1 tnal when a man himself admitted 
that a certain amount was due. If hon. mem
ber· rea<l the original cl::n:se as well as the 
atnendment they would find that the amount of 
the precept depended on the return furnished by 
the cl, rk of the local authority upon which the 
precept was :tJade, and it waR not till they made 
default in pZLyment of what they admitted to be 
due that the J•recept was made a judgment of 
the court. 

Mr. McMASTER: The local authorities must 
make their valuation~ at a cerLtin time in the 
year. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Yes. They had 
to pra0tically admit thttt so much was due by 
them, and that did away with the necessity of 
asking an arbitrator, or a jury, to assess the 
amount. 

]J.Ir. McY1AS'l'ER : Why alter the power under 
the old Act? 

The HOME SECUETARY: He presumed 
becanoa the po·> tr had not been found sufficient. 

Mr. BltiJ)G:ES: Some of the boards had 
failed to pay tl1e [Jrecepts that had been issued, 
and some powf t should be given to compel them 
to do sn. There w ~R real!v no Jll\ .. chinery to 
cornp·l the boards to pay, Seeing that a neces
sity had arisen, ~~ wn~ f,_,r th: m to say what 
were th<" best st•·;}s to h taken. He thought, 
with tit•.' Premier, thr<t sixty day" was sufficient 
notice to give-. and that it would remove all 
poRsible hardship. Eithu they must authorise 
the bridge bo rd to collect the debts 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 pbn 
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wa~ 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 
thM had to bear any portion of the burden. He 
wished to correct the bon. member's statement 
that the~e 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 prop<H;ed now to give 
an extraordinary and arbitrary power to the 
bridge board, which, in his opinion, they should 
not possess. He wished to point out that even 
the amended amendment would not help them 
much, because when the board issued a precept 
they had to name a time limit. It might be, in 
the ordinary course, sixty days, but there was 
nothing to prevent them horn fixing the time at 
fourteen days. He was sure there wonld be a 
great outcry amongst the boards againRt the 
arbitrarv 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 clause 20 of the 
principal Act, but ii they gaye 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 collecc 
the rates, and on the other the local authority 
itself. That would not be desirable at all. If 
the two local auGhorities 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 mGst 
of the local a.uthorities had not collected a s oecial 
rate, hut the precepts had been paid o'Ut 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 pwposal 
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 Nnnrlah 
spoke very glibly on the subject because his dis
trict was not interested. He did not care who 
sank so long as he swatu. The power now asked 
for had never been given to a local authority 
before. 

Mr. CRoss : You must make a beginning 
somewhere. 

Mr. McVIASTER: If such a system was to 
begin let it bel'in 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 Go~ernment 
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. Me MASTER: They could do worse 
under the «mendrnent. He would ·not object to 
giving the bridge board the power to step in and 
collect the rateH. Parliament had passed an 
Act authorising local authorities to borrow 
money outsid~e 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 ht>nd over to a 
board which was not appointed by the rate
p1yers, but by the mPmbers of the various local 
authotities. He challenged a.ny hon. member to 
mention one local authority which had refused to 
P<IY 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 

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 b-Jard had been in existence for two or 
three years, and some of the local authorities 
had shown that they were determined not to 
pav, but there was n<; evidence that any 0f them 
bad refused. The hon. member for N undah was 
the only hon. member who had made a state
ment to that effect ; but th.o hon. member knew 
nothing about the matter, as he was not inte
rested. Hon. members who represented local 
authorities who werf' icterested 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 authoritie~ 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. FINN;E \" had not heard of any local 
authority refusing to pay the precept of the 
bridge btntrd. The Bill was one-sided; the 
people w<omld objecG to it, and the Government 
wou!d have to amend it. H a bridge in any of 
the local authoritie;; 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 p tid for by thB two munici
palities of North and South Brisbnne. 

Mr. BRIDGES : He had brought down on 
his head the wr.<.th 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 su pportr'r of the Bill. 

Mr. GR!li!ES: I opposed it. 
Mr. BRIDGES: The hon. member said that 

he had friends on both sides. It had not been 
<lenied that some of the local authorities had 
failed to pay their precepts. The senior mem
ber for Fortttude Valley said that they had not 
refused. That was not his contention, but they 
had neglected to meet their ohligati:>ns, and th:<t 
was equh·alent to a refusal. Some of them had 
paid twice, while others had not paid at all. He 
was not there to eay whether the clause was too 
arbitrary or not, but certainly the ],ridge board 
ought to have some power to collect their precepts. 
He was there on an equal footing with other 
hon. membero, 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 m•t interested, he should 
not allow such statements to pass without 
endeavouring to answer them. Many of the 
ratPpayers 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 municipalities of North and South 
Brisbane, but if other local authorities had to 
contribute, and did not do so, some power 
should be given to enforce the precept against 
them. 

Mr. McDONNELL was inclined to oppose the 
clause. He agreed with the hon. member for 
Bulloo that until the provision in the present 
Act fnr the enforc,,ment of payment of the 
precept by !oca.l authorities m"aking default had 
been proved to be insufficiAnt for the purpose, 
there was no necessity for such a 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 deaEng with the subject he saw clearly that 
the Treasurer had all the powers that it might 
perhaps be neces,ary for him to exercise, and a 
great deal more than he would probably exercise. 
The weak point in connection with that vicarious 
action of the TreAsurer was that he was not 
likely to act so directly as the bridge b~>ard, 
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 
obtained on the subject, and this clause wa" the 
result of the most careful consideration. 

Mr. LEAHY : Is not the ordinary provision 
sufficient in this case? 

The Pl{El.\'IIER: No, that only gave the 
Treasurer power to step in and collect the rate". 

Mr. LEAHY: Read section 6 of the present 
Act, which says that the board is a cor[Jorate 
body, and can sue and be sued. 

Tlle PRE11IER: Section fi merely stated that 
the uoard 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 enf,,rced. 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 nece~>\Sal~y provision, and, with 
the concession he had made, it would not in any 
sense arbitrarily or injuriously affect the loclt! 
authorities. 

Mr. LEAHY : It was very interesting to 
hear the hon. gentleman talk in high-sounding 
phrases of the Crown Law Officers, but there was 
nothing in it; they were just as fallible as other 
people. Therecert:tinly seemed to beadoalmethod 
provided in the principal Act for the enforce
ment of thnse precepts. By one method-that 
pre.<cribed in section 20-the Treasurer could 
collect the rate where the local authority made 
•lefault. By the other method payment could be 
enforced by obtaining a judgment in the Supreme 
or District Court. Section fi enacted that the 
board 8hould be a corporate body, and that it 
should be-

Capable in law of suing and being sned, and of pnr
nhasing, holding, and alienating land, and of doing and 
suffering all such other acts and thlngs as bodies 
corporate may by law do and suffer. 
Surely under that provision the board conk! 
sue in the ordinary way, and if judgment was 
obtained the court would have its own rules 
and mettns for enforcing its decrees. But there 
was also the alternative of the Treasurer step
ping in, and there was no necessitv for that 
alternative until it had been demonstrated that 
the courts of the country were incapahle of 
administering justice between two conflicting 
interests. The amenrlment would establish '·' 
pqrnicious principle thnt was repugnant to all 
ideas 0f British justice, and to all the inHtincts 
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 
loci1l authorities were required to send cert~in 
information to the board, and the secretarv of 
the board de'ermined how much thev would l)m·e 
to pay on that basis. But the secretary might 
be pr rfectly wrong; the b· .ard might make mi·l· 
takes ; and he wa' of opinion th:1.t, under the lith 
section of the princil'al Act, it was open to any 
individual to apply to the Supreme Uourt to 
compel them to stay proceedings. But there was 
nothing in the matter that was worth insisting 

upon, unlees the Government wished to show its 
strength. If the opposition to the amendment 
had come from the other side the Government 
would ha\'e given way long ago, and he hoped 
the Premitt· would withdraw it. 

The HO:.lE SECRETARY: The hon. mem
ber, after lecturmg tbe Premier for using high 
soundin;: r;hr:1ses, talked about the amendment 
estabii~hing a l1ernieious principle, .and about 
its being opposed to l3riti,h justice. But he 
must see tbt1.t it 'laS P"''':ible for anybody to 
make a mistake. It was quite poseible for the 
officers of the Supreme Court, or even the hon. 
mert>ber hiu..self, to make rt mistake. If he 
wanted to rely upon the infallibility of any 
human institution, whether a bridge board or any 
other body, there wa" a! way'< a possibility of the 
machine brPaking down. The process which 
was proposed to be inaugnrated by tbe amead
ment was for judgment to be entered up on 
what was practically the a<lmission of the local 
authority tbat they owed the money . 

.iYir. LEAHY : INhere do yon get that from '? 
Tile RU:\lE SECHETARY : The hon. mem

ber had apparently not read the Victoria, Bridge 
Act, wherein it was provided that the amount to 
be contributed "hould be in pn.portion to the 
value of Lhe ratable land in tl.e di"lrict as ascer 
tained !Jy the valuation li>ts in force for the time 
htmtg. 'fhooe v du:1li<,n liots were the product 
of the local authorities them,elree, and it was 
the simplest thing- possible to show what was 
tbe proportion to be contributed. lt wa' a sum 
in compound proportion, which ninety-nine out 
of every lQO,dwolhoys \\Ould work out correctly. 
It was on dmt practical admis,,ion d the !"ea! 
authorities that judgment was to be entered up. 
If the pre-cept was wrongly made out, tl,ey had 
the bole of the sixty day._, on which to set aside 
the judg-ment, and prob,,bly the btidge board, 
"hose officer had made the mistake, would have 
to pay the costs. . _ 

Mr.l\IcMASTER: Has any local authorrtythis 
po,ver? 

The HOi'vlE SECRETARY : He was not 
aware that any loca.l authority was in an analo
gous positiou to the bridge board . 

.:VIr. LEAHT: Has mtylJody in the world this 
power? 

Tl1e HOME SECRETARY: Yes; any per
son in an arbitration ca;;e who had an award 
made in his favom· had tht1.t power. It. wns for 
the local anthoritie, tu 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 agaimt a man 
or a loc<tl authority than the l1.dmi,sion "I owe 
you so much." The hon. member seemed to 
know more about the mrrt.t•,·r than anyhod_v d"e, 
even than the Law Officers of the Crown, but it 
was just po»,,;ible that for once in his life he 
might be mistaken. 

Mr. CROSS said it was quite evident to the 
minds of son~e hon. members tlH)re was son1e 
thing behind this which had not been let out. 
After listPning to th,, di>cnsro,ion, he had come 
to the conclnsion tlmt the object of those hon. 
members who hrtrl svoken in opposition to the 
amendrnent w s to keep th"" clau~e u.s it wa!:l, so 
1 hat the power won id be in the hands of the 
Treasurer, "ho mil:;ht be >quee·z: ble-f<ubject to 
politieal inf!nenc". In the !ir't place there W'3,S 

an obligatio11 to p~:r upon a ce!'1 ,J.in b:1sb which 
those wbo bed tn p·'y laid d"wn for themselves. 
The v"tlnntion was ntet rutde on the sole 
re,p•msihility of the clerk ; it was agreed upon 
by the responoihle members of the loc"l 
autburit:r, who submitte,: it to the bridge board, 
and th:<t bn trd is;<ncd the precept in accordance 
wit,h that ha,i,,:, The hon. member for Bulloo 
s"id 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 proposa,l as that made by the Premier 
especially when the hon. gentleman had gone s~ 
far _as to allow a period of sixty dayH to elapse, 
";hJCh would gtve ample time for the local autho
rity to enter any protest or take such action as 
they might think proper. As he had said, the 
Treasu:·er was a squeezeabla 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 thev heard this evening 
but the voice of the pror;erty-holder, and h~ 
hoped the Premier would stick to his amend
me\'t, and that hon. ~nembers opposing it, who 
des1red to see the punty 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 t~e necessity for any such drastic provision 
as this, which had suddel:).ly dawned upon the 
hon. member for Clermunt and others who wished 
to bring out a point which they considered should 
be put into force. This was not the act of the 
uovernment, but the act of the bridge board 
~hich. had instigated the Government to bring 
m a B1ll that would be more fit for the Hussian 
~mpire. It was proposed to bring machinery 
mto force that had never been tried before, and 
that nobody saw any necessity for when the 
original A?t was passed. The ordinary machmery 
for collecting debts was sufficient then and it 
wa,, sufficient now, and he was sorry that the 
Government had made such a proposition as thi~ 
at the instigation of the brido-e board. 

Mr. LJ<JAHY wished the"Premier to under
stand thttt he had no desire to offend him in any 
way. Every person who knew him would know 
that if he had anything to say he was not afraid 
to say it, and what he wished to say was that 
th~ h_on. ((entleman co'!cluded his remarks by 
brmgmg m the authonty of the Crown Law 
Officeri', 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. Even if he had, that 
hon. gentleman would have been quite able to 
defend himself without the assistance of bis 
lieutenant, the Home Secretary. 

Mr, McMASTER : :Ylr. Annear-
Mr. McDoNALD : Is this a stonewall? 
Mr. Me MASTER: 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 Clermunt 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 (l\:Ir. McMaster) would not assist any locai 
authority, in a position to pay, to evade the just 
payment of it.; debts. He was quite correct in 
hi• surmise that in this matter the Government 
had been moved by some power behind them· 
and he regretted that the Premie;:- should hav~ 
allowed himself to be moved by the bridge 
board to introduce such an arl•itrary clause 
which could only cause a great deal of illfeeling· 
amongso tho&co who would have to pay under it.c 

Mr. GRil\ll~S bad no idea of stonewalling this 
measure. All he had asked was that time should 
be given to the local aut,horities interested to 
discuss it at their meetings. It had been forced 
npon hon. members, and they had endeavoured 
to show where it would pinch the local authori
ties, >mu 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. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
added be so added-put; and the Committee 
di,-ided :-

AYEs, 36. 
Messrs. Dickson. Foxton, Ptilp, Dalrymple, Ohataway, 

Lord. 1\furray, Armstrong. Nmvell, O'Connell,l\iaughan, 
Stewart, J\:Ioore, D:miels, Bridges, Dunsford, Stephenson, 
Oorfield, Dibley. ~icGahrtn. King. Groom, Oollins, Story, 
Sim, \V. Thorn, Smyth, ):Io1·gan. Turley, j.fcDonald, Kerr, 
Browne, Jenkinson, Jarkson, Hardacre, and Kidston. 

Noi<;s, 11. 
~'Iessrs. Keogh, Finney, 31cJ.1aster, Bell, Grimes, Drake, 

Butte:n;by, Petrie, McDonnell, Leahy, and Hamilton. 
PAnt. 

Aye- :Mr. Smith. Xo-~Ir. Fogarty. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Preamble put and passed. 
The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported 

the Bill with amendments, and the third read
ing was made an Order of the Day for Monday 
next. 
BRITISH PHARMACOP<EIA ADOPTING 

BILL. 
fJOMo!ITTEE. 

On clause 1-" Adoption of British Pharma
cop93ia''-

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

Mr. G LASSEY : 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. 1\Iaugham. He believed there 
was a consensug of opinion that the Bill sbould 
become law on the 1st January, the date 
mentioned m the Bill itself. 

The HOME SECRETARY : He had had no 
protests whatever. The only communications 
made tu him were decidedly in favour of the Bill 
bec,,ming law on the 1st January. The only 
intimat,ion to the contrary was what he had seen 
in the l'ress, in a letter signed hy Mr. JYbugharn. 
He was ~tlso assured by a representative of the 
Pharmaceutical Society that, on the appearance 
of Mr. Mangham'e letter, he waited upon that 
gentleman, and apparently sati"fied 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. 1\Iaugham 
felt bound to reply, be0ause he could not 
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 might 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 introducen. At first he told them 
t!r.t there would be no time to introduce it, but 
being aRsured that it w<>uld not lead to much 
controversy he r,msented to try and pass it this 
Resc;\on. He, however, "''sured them that if it 
led to lengthy discus .. ,ion it would have to be set 
aside. 

Mr. G LASS:EY understood that Mr. M~tugham 
h~td sent in a communication to the Home 
Secretary? 

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

Mr. GI,ASSEY: He was not inclined to dis
believe Mr. Maugham's statements, but if he 
stood alone-if the chemists and drnggists on 
the other side as well as the medical profes~ion 
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were willing that the Bill should come into force 
on 1st .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 reminded him of it, 
and he took the earliest opportunity of correcting 
the statement he had made. After formally 
protestmg against the Bill coming into operation 
on 1st January, Mr. Maugham went on to say-

I will now with your permission give a few rea<sons 
why such an amendment is necr"sary. }1irstly : It 
would be impossible to stock a great many of the most 
important new preparations under at leaSt six months 
from the pas.'ling of the Act. Secondly: As we ha\ e fL 

Food and Drugs Adulteration Act now in force. on and 
after lst January next any chemdt would be liable to 
prosecution under the same, as a number of :pl'epara
tions, although strictly in accord with the test of the 
pharmacopooia of 1885, would not be so with the ne vi'. 
Therefore as most of the chemists are well stocked 
with the former p1·eparations, to avoid prosecution and 
comply with the Act, it would be absolutely necessarv 
to destroy all such stock, incurring thereby great loss. 
Thirdly: I think it only fair that a reasonable time be 
allowed the trade to dispose of their stock in the 
ordinary way of business, and gradually work uv to the 
new formulre of tbe pharmacopceia of 1898. r,astly: 
As an instance of the injul'y to chemists through the 
hasty adoption of the new pharmncopreia in England, 
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 notice:< in reference to the new 
pharmacopceia for the last six months, so that 
chemists could hardly be said to be taken by bur
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 medica,! men 
since last night, and they laughed loudly at the 
objections put forward by Mr. Maugham. They 

· ridiculed his ideas. · 

Mr. GLASSE Y: The statement of the Home 
Secretary was so far satisfactory, but he had 
had conver,ations with Mr. Maugham, who felt 
strongly with regard to the loss likely to arise 
through the pharmacopceia being bronght into 
operation immediately. While he was not 
anxious to see people placed in a position •uch 
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 fnll credit for sinceri t,y in the stand be 
!'ad ta)<en-he thought they would be justified 
m passmg the Bill and allowing it to come into 
operation at the earliest possible date. 

Mr. MoDONNELL : 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. J\Iaugham 
wrote afterwards to the paper, and the letter 
which had be<·n read by the Home Secretary had 
appeared in the Courier, after the apvearance of 
the letter written by Thomason and Chater. 
Mr. l'Yiaugham had seen him on the matter a few 
times, and he understood that there W< re other 
chemists-though not many-who held silllil..tr 
views to Mr. Maugham with reference to the 
insufficient time allowed before the Bill came 
into operation. Mr. JY[augham referred in his 
letter to the Food and Drugs Adulteration Act. 
The 1st clause of the Bill provided that the British 
Pharmacopceia of 1898 should after the lot 
.January next, "be for all purpo~es the pharma
copceia in force in Queensland." \Vonld it be com
pulsory for chemists to have their preparations up 
to the strength laid down in that pharrnacopceia? 
Another point was whether the Bill would be 
compulsory or permissive? 

1898-40 

The HOME SECRETARY: After the Bill 
became law, if a medical man in a prescription 
mentioned, say, the compound tincture 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 pharmacopceia 
-and a chemist put in the preparation as set out 
in the old pharmacopceia, he took it that he would 
be liable under the Food and Drugs Act for 
adulteration. The Bill would not make the 
slightest difference in that respect. The liability 
of a chemist would be just the same 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 pharmacopceia. 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 pharmacopceia. The 
probability was that the old pharmacopceia would 
continue in operation more or less-getting 
gradually less-for the rest of this generation, 
until practitioners who had been educated under 
the new pharmacop<Fia were the only ones in the 
profegsion. He was told that some medical men 
actually now used some very old pharmacopceia 
prior to the one which had just become obsolete. 

Mr. McDONNELL : The difficulty was that 
there was no pharmacopceia in force at present in 
this colony. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC 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. 'l'here 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
outed if he did not keep that preparation up to 
the required strength of the British Pharma
copo,ia of 1898? 

The HOME SECRETARY : Only if he makes up 
a prescription with the wrong strength contrary 
to the prescription. 

Mr. McDONNELL :The point was not clear. 
Clause 1 said : "For all purposes the pharma
copceia of 1898 shall be in force in Queensland." 

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

Mr. McDONNELL : Was the Bill permissive 
or compulsory? 

The Ho;uE 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 HolVIE SECRETARY: No. 
The SECRETARY l<'OR 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 aft.er the first of the year 
must be of the standard of the British Pharma
copceia 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 t:1ose of the pharn~a
copceia 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 
pharmacopreias differed, because many doctors 
would continue to specify the preparations of 
the old pharmacopreia. Drnggists must also 
be prepared to dispense under the old pharma
copa>ia, bPcauee a large portion of the busi
ness of most druggists consisted in making up 
again prescription" 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 accord
ing to the 1885 formula, they were bound to 
keep them in stock, not only because many 
doctors would prefer to order them, but also 
because they . would be required for making 
up old prewriptions. 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 ba made, and the sooner it was made the 
better. If Parliament did not say that the 
druggists of the colony should adopt the phar
macopceia 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 yut and passed. 
On clause 2-" Alteration of Briti"h Pharma 

copceia to have force in Queensland"-
Mr. BATTERSBY said the sooner the Bill was 

withdrawn the better it would be for the colony. 
'rheclau•e before them contained a number of jaw
breaking words which only lawyers could under
stand. He would rn.ther be in a thunderstorm 
than have to deal with jaw-breaking names. 

Clau.e put and passed. 
Oluuse 3 put and passed. 
The House resumerl ; the CHAIRMAN reported 

the Bill without amenrlment, and its third reading 
was made an Order of the Day for Monday next. 

SLAUGHTERING BILL. 
REPO"T STAGE. 

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

Question put and pg.s,;ed. 
CoMMITTEE. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
When the Bill was in committee there was a 
~eneral feeling that too much power was placed 
m 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 wa~ 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 Home of Parliament within the thirty days 
next after any regulations have been so laid before such 
House resolve that such regulations, or any o! them. 
ought to be annulled, the same shall after the date of 
such resolution be of no effect, without prejudice to the 
validity of anything done in the meantime under such 
regulation 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. It had been contended all 
along that it was unwise to place such exten-

sive powers in the hands of the ThtEnrster 
Undoubtedly the Executive of the day must 
have very considerable power to frame regula
tions, otherwise manylActs 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 Victoria, 
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, a£<ain, 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 the 
Government. It would be beLter to alter the 
amendment so as to provide that the regulations 
should not have the force of law until approved 
bv Parliament. 
·The PREMIER : Theoretically the views 

expressed by the bun. 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 legi>lative 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 prorr.inently 
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 throng h the year. 

Mr. KIDS TON: The complaint was that there 
was an increasing tendency to govern by regula
tion, and it was for the purpose of minimi•ing 
that that the Minister consented to frame an 
amendment that would lin,it 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 tbe Min
ister power to make regulations, but there mu~t 
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 tbe 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 tu 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 shuuld lapse. 

Tbe PREMIER : Anarchy and chaos would 
reign UJJti!new regulations were framed. 

Mr. KIDS TON : 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, became in refusing to sanction 
the regulation the Minister would be given an 
idea of the kind of regulation on the subject 
which Parliament woulrl sanction, and there 
need be no intervening period at all. HE> hoped 
that amendment would he amended in such a 
way as to cast the initiative in gettinf'( the con
sent 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 thirtydrrys 
after the meeting of Parliament they had not 
received parliamentary sanction. \Vhy, 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 thi-; 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 Fiue,n
cial Statement. The hon. member mnstsee 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 would be 
cut off short; there would be 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 Gazette. 
It would be better to introduce a new Bill 
embodying the regulations than to adopt the 
practice which the hon. member suggested. 

Mr. KIDSTON: '.rhere were two absuri!ities 
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 as'lumption 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 fur 
such assumptions, or for the hon. gentleman's 
suggestion that there would be any serious 
danger to the continuity of the business of the 
public departments if this power were given to 
Parliament. It was eminently desirable that 
Parliament should have this power as it was the 

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 
Executive and the functions of Parliament. 
There was a growing tendency on the part of 
younger members to. absorl:> in the fu;wtions of 
Parliament the fuuctwns of the Executive. Our 
constitutional theory was that there was a line of 
demarcation between executive functions and 
parliamentary functions, and Parlia'!lent should 
not seek to invade the prerogative of the 
Executive. Executive functions were the province 
of the Gowrnment 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 ~hich belonged .to thet_n, 
and it would come to this-that regulatwns dis
approved by Parliament would be the overthrow 
of a Government. This was a very important 
matter, and. young politicians-he used t?e term 
in no offensive sense-should really consider the 
line of demarcation between the respomibility of 
exeuutive functions and the responsibility of 
parliamentary duty. 

Mr. LEAHY : Tell us the line. 
The PREMIER: "Parliament" meant a 

council of talk, a council of deliberation. 
"Executive" meant action, and carried respons!
bility with it. Every action had its own responsi
bility--

Mr. LEAHY : To Parliament. 
The PREMIER : To the country and to Par

liament. Parliament represented the country 
therefore it wa~ responsible to the country. But 
there was a natural tendency of Parliament to 
endeavour to enter upon executive functions for 
which Parliament waR 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 th~ other side who rec?g
uised the line of demarcatwu 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 law 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 
o·entleman must admit that if it was an evil 
thing for Parliament to usurp the functions o~ 
the Executive it was no less an evil thing for the 
Executive to ~surp the functions of Parliament. 

The PREMIER : I did not use the word 
"usurp." 

Mr. KIDSTON: \Vhat the hon. gentlen:an 
srdd had the same meaning. It was the functwu 
of Parliament not the function of the Executive, 
to make the iaw. 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 aufl other hon. mem?ers 
were not seeking to usurp the proper functwus 
of the Executive; they were simply seeking to 
keep the Executive to its proper functiops-the 
carrying out of the law made by Parliament. 
There should be no law that had not been madEJ 
by Parliament. 

Amendment put and passed, 



1348 Adjournment. [ASS.EMBLY.] Marsupial Fencing Bill. 

The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported 
the Bill with a further amendment, and the 
third reading was made an order for ::v:I:onday 
next. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMII~R: 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 Prnof 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 di"posed 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. LEAHY: 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: \V e are only half way through 
the Estimate3. 

Mr. GLASSEY: We are not yet half way 
through. \Ve 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 t.hat 
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 di,cussion, and there are fifty or 
sixty pages of ordinary Estimates as well as the 
Loan and Supplementary Loan :Estimates. I 
hope the hon. gentleman's statement will indic:.te 
that any future business will be of a non-conten
tious character, so that we can close the session 
within a reasonable tim<>. 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 snch 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 ratA such small non-contentious 
measures as appear on the order-paper, but 
which neverthelf•"s are of considerable utility, so 
that the other Chamber may have something to 
go on with while we are discussing the Estimates. 
I am not in a position to state exactly whut 
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 hte of the 
Mining Bill, which has now reached the Upper 
House. However, I may say that on Mt•nday 
and Tuesday we will proceed with legislation, 
and after that we will commence on alternate 
days the consideration ot the Estimates. 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: Y on will make a statement on 
Monday? 

The PREMIER : Perhaps I had better say 
Tuesday. 

Mr. LEAHY: 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 staLement. 

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

MEMBERS of the 'Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at four minutes to 11 

o clock. 




