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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

\VEDNESDAY, 4 OcTOBER, 1899. 

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

PAPER. 
The following papEr, laid on the table, was 

ordered to be printed :-
Tables relating to the Treasurer's Financial 

Statement for the year 1899-1900. 
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QUESTIONS. 
ESTABLISHMENT OF WAGES BOARDS. 

Mr. MoDONNELL (Fortitude Valley) asked 
the Chief Seoretary-

1. Is it the intention of the Government to accede to 
the request nrade by a deputation that waited on t.he 
Chief :secretary, on the ~3rd of August last, for the 
introduction of legislation providing for the e.;;tablhtll
ment of wages boards (similar to that which obtains 
in Victoria) to deal with the question of a minimum 
wage, etc., for operatives emplo_yed in boot, shoe, and 
other factories in Queensland? 

2. If so, about what date will such legislation be 
introduced? 

The CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. R. 
Dickson, Bulimba) replied-

The Government, while giving- fnll cOnsideration to 
the views of the deputation, are unable to promise 
legislation this session. 

PASTORAL LEASES IN THE SOUTH-WEST. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON (Gregory) asked the 
Secretary for Public Lands-

V\''ben will he be prepared to jntroduce legislation 
dealing with the pastoral leases in the South-western 
portion of the colony? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
{Hon. D. H. Dalrymple, Mackay) replied-

During the present session, if time permit. 

RENT APPEAL CASES. 

Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhardt) asked the 
Secretary for Public Landa-

l. Has the Lands Department obta-ined a copy or 
report of the evidence in the recent rent appeal ca~es 
with reference to Norley, Bulloo Downs, and other 
pastoral runs or holdings in that district? 

2. It' so, will he cause the same to be laid upon the 
table of the House F 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
replied-

1. Xo; but reports of the evidence were published 
in all the metropolitan daily newspapers, and copies of 
his Honour Mr. Justice Cooper's judgment in c;:tse of 
Norley and 'l'hargomindah holdings, of uotiec of motion 
on appeal to the Full Court by the Crown in the case of 
Bulloo Downs holding, atJ.d of judgment of the Full 
Court on appeal by the Crown in connection with 
Xorley and Thargomiudah holdings, were given in the 
annual report of the Department of l)uhlic Lands laid 
before Parliament on 14th iJeptember, 1899. See pages 
4, 5, 61, 62, 63, and 6t of said report. 

TENDERS l<'OR RAILWAY ROLLING-STOCK. 

Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhardt) Mked the 
Secretary for Railways-

'Vhat was the numb~r of Iocmnotives, carriageR and. 
wagons for whieh tenders were invited in each year 
from 1890 to 1898? 

The SEURE'rARY ]'OR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. J. Murray, Normanby) replied-

Year. Locomotives. Carriages. YVagons. 

----
1890 16 20 
1891 22 lOO 
1892 1 40 
1893 ••• I 8 1 
1894 I 

1 25 
1895 40 18 li\2 
1896 16 486 
1897 22 418 

1898 { ,! (" Abt") I 31 810 

60 127 2,052 

REMOVAL OF TICK INSPECTORS 
FROM THE. BORDER. 

Mr. MOORE (Murilla) asked the Secretary 
for Agriculture, without notice-Is there any 
truth in the statement appearing in this morning's 
Courier that the Queensland Government are 
pressing New South \Vales to remove the border 
inspectors ; and will he let the House know the 
facts? 

The SECRRTARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. J. V. Chatav,ay, Mackay) replied: The 
statement-the reference-is incorrect. 
AUSTRALIAN CONTINGENT FOR THE 

TRANSVAAL. 
Mr. JACKSON (Kennedy) asked the Chief 

Secretary, without notice-Can the hem. gentle
man give any information as to when he will be 
able to produce the papers in connection with 
sending a contingent to the Transvaal? 

The CHIEJ!' SEORETARY replied: I am 
waiting for a reply, which I believe has been 
received to-day, but which has not yet been de
ciphered, concerning the attitude of the Imperial 
authorities; and I am also waiting for the return 
o£ the Commandant from Melbourne to learn 
what agreement it is proposed to make in con
nection with an Australian contingent. I should 
before this have submitted the papers to Parlia
mwt, but I think they would be exceedingly 
incomplete as they are. I can assure hon. mem
bers, however, that they shall be submitted as 
early as practicable, in good time for hon. mem
bers to understand the exact position in view of 
the proposals which I shall make to Parliament 
if this contingent is to be sent to South Africa. 

CROWN LANDS ON THE BRISBANE 
RIVJ<JR. 

On the motion of the HoN. E. B. ]'ORR:EST 
(Brisbane North), it was resolved-

That there he laid on the tahle of the House a return 
giving particulars of all lands-whether improved or 
unimproved, occupied or unoccupied, lea~cd or free
now in possession of the Crown, having frontage to the 
river Brisbane. from the entrance at Luggage Point to 
Yictoria Bridge, and on both sides of the river. 

FEDERATION. 
ADDRESS TO THE QUEEN. 

* The PRE:~HER (Hon. ,J. R. Dickson, 
Bulimbct), who, on rising to move the following 
motion, wa.s received with applause :-

"That this House agrees to the following 
Address to the Qu8en, praying for the establish
ment of the Commonwealth of Australia, and 
authorises Mr. Speaker to 'ign such Address on 
behalf of the Legislative Assembly and pres~nt 
it to His Excellency the Administrator of the 
Govermm·nt, for transmission to the Right 
Honourable the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, with a ref]nes', that the Right Honour
able Lord Lamington, K.C.M.G., Governor, 
may be permitted to personally submit the 
Address to Her Majesty :-

" To HP,r Most Gracious :Majesty Victoria, 
of the Unit' d Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland Qneen, Defender of the 
J<'aith, Empress of India, &c., &c., &c. 

"We, Your Majesty's most faithful subjects, 
the members of the Legi,lative Assembly of the 
colony of Queensland, in Pa.rliament assembled,

" Humbly represent to Your JY1ajesty :-
" 1. That we approach Your Majesty with 

the assnrance of our devoted loyalty to 
Your Majesty's Throne and Person. 

"2. That, pursuant to legislation passed by 
the Parliaments of New South Wales, 
Victoria, South Australia, Ta8mania, and 
\V estern Australia, a convention of repre
sentatives nf the colonies named met, 
during the years 1897 and 1898, and framed 
a draft of a Federal Constitution for 
Australasia, 
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"3. That in the beginning of the present 
year the Prime Ministers of the colonies 
named, and the Prime :'11inister of Q'ueens
land, in conference assemhled, amended 
the said Draft Federal Constitution in 
certain respects_ 

"4. That 8ubseqnently the Parliaments of 
New South \Vales, Victoria, Queensland, 
South Australia, and TMmania severally 
passed a I<'~deral I<~nabling Act, which 
provided for the submission of the Fedeml 
Constitution, so drafted and amended as 
aforesaid, to the electors of the said colonies 
respectively for acceptance or rejection. 

"5. That the electors of New South \V ales, 
Victoria, Queensland, South Australia, 
and Tasmania have accepted the said 
Federal Constitution so drafteJ and 
amended as aforesaid. 

" 6. That the Aust.ralasian I<'ederation 
:Enabling Act (Queensland), 1899, being the 
Federal En:1bling Act passed as aforesaid 
by the Parliament of Queenshmd, cont,.,ins 
the following provision :-

'If two colonie'l, of which New South 
Wales shall be one, in addition to 
Queensland, accept the Constitution, 
the Legislative Council and Legis
lative -As>embly may adopt Ad
dresses to the Queen, praying that 
the Constitution may be submitted 
for enactment by the Parlian.ent of 
the United Kingdom uf Gre;;t 
Britain and Ireland subject to the 
adoption of similar Addresses by 
the Parlhments of such two 
colonies. 

' \Vhen such Addr~;ses h,we been 
adopted they shall be transmitted to 
the Queen with a certified copy of the 
Constitntion.' 

"7. That theConstitutionin the nAxt preced
ing ]Jara!!raph mentioned is the said 
Federal Constitution so drafted and 
amended ad afore,,aid. 

"8. That the Parlhtments of the said colonies 
of New S·.mth \V ales, Victoria, South 
Australia, and Tasmania have ado;;terl 
Addre;,ses to Yonr Majesty of a similar 
nature to those mentioned in the provision 
set out in the srxth p:1ragraph hereo;f. 

"\Vetherefore humbly pray, that Your :Vlajesty 
will be graciously pleased to takPthe premises into 
your Royal considemtion, and to cause the said 
Constitution, of which the accompanying is a 
certified copy, to b0 submitted for enautment by 
the Parliament of the United Kingdom of Grr.1t 
Britain and Ireland, and that Your Majes'y will 
be graciously ple~tRed to cause ail other neces,ary 
steps to be taken for the es~aolisbment of an 
Australian Commonwealth under the Crown of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, and under the said Constitution, consist
ing of Queensla.nd and all those other Austral
asian colonies whose Parliaments similarly pray 
Your Majesty. 

"And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will 
ever pray. 

"On behalf and in the name of the Legislative 
Assembly." 
said : In rising to move the motion standing in 
my name, I must confess to "' feeling of supreme 
satisfaction--

HoNOURABI,E :iYIEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER : In being permitted to 

consummate the legislative and electoral stages 
in connection with federation, by suhmitling this 
motion for, I trust, the unanimous acceptance of 
this Legislature. 

HONOURABLE 1fEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. W. THORN: Not at all. 

The PREMIER : A motion which prays that 
Her Majesty the Queen will instruct such 
necessary action to be taken by the Imperial 
Legislature as may lead to the consummation of 
the federal bond of union in the form of a 
united Australia. I must confess that I feel it 
to be not only a great honour and privile;;e, 
but also a great t•atriotic duty, to endeavour 
to bring to a successful consummation the 
union of federated Australia. I have no 
desire to re-open the various stages of con
tention in which we have all been engaged 
during the last couple of months; on the con
trary, I trust that now that the voice of the 
people has spoken so emphatically, that all of us 
-whatever our views previously may have been 
-will accept the verdict given so unmistakably 
and emphatically by a tribunal which we our
selves ha.ve constituted. I ~ay it is not our duty 
now to enter into the merits of the question, but 
having regard to the elect•Jrs of the colony, who 
have so emphatically pronounced in favour of 
federation, our duty here is to give effect to that 
verdict. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The P H.EMIER: I feel that it is undesirable 

that I should in any way invoke the passions 
which presented themselves during the discus
sion of this most imvortant question, but still, I 
think, I may be permitted to represent to this 
Chamber the attitude of the people in the 
different electorates in the colony, and also the 
attitude of the people throughout Australasia. 

Ho;-;;oniABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER : I do not wish to trouble the 

House with a great number of statistics, but it 
is just as well that we should understand that 
we are carrying out the real senti rnents and 
feeling,; of the people of Queenshtnd and Austral
asia, and therefme I desire to submit to the House 
the form in which the verJict of the people has 
been obtained. I think all of us will admit from 
thesp figures that we have every justification in 
asserting that the people of Queensland, as a body, 
are largely in favour of this idea of federation. 

HONOURABLE JYIJ,:;;rmms : Hear. hear ! 
The PRBMIER: This is moreover a matter 

of supreme satisfaction to me, considering how 
little the people were acquainted with the matter 
till a comparatively recent period--

1\Ir. FOG ARTY : That is the reason for the vote. 
The l'REMIEH : I say it is a n.atter of great 

satisfaction to see that the people have been so 
thoroughly moved in such a short time, and that 
they have returned a verdict so emphatic and so 
assertive of their desire to be incorporated in the 
United States of Aw;tralia. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIJ~R: I am sorry to have to place 

at the head of the list, the metropolitan vote, 
which is adver·,e to fedemtinn. In the metro
politan districts, 4,028 votes were recorded in 
the negative, and that is the only group of con
stituencies in the colony which have given a 
negative vote. In the Southern districts--

Mr. FOG ARTY: "\Vhat about 'l'oowoomba, Oam
booya, and Attbigny? 

The PREMIBR: I am not going into minute 
details. In the Southern constituencies, outside 
the metropolis, which consist of twenty-seven 
electorates, fifteen constituencies voted for 
Federal Union, and only twelve against it-a 
majority of three constituencres and 371 votes. 
In the Central district, consisting of eleven 
electorates, eight voted for Federal Union and. 
only three against it-a majority of five elec
torates, representing a majority of 2,156 votes. 
In the thirteen eltctoratcs of the Northern 
districts--

HoNOVRABLE MEMBERS: Ah! That's the place. 
The PREMIER: I say in the North every 

electorate voted for federation, 
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HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 
Mr. W. THORN : More shame to them. 
The PREMIER: 'rhere there was a majority 

of 8,933 votes in favour of federation. Looking 
at the whole figures, the total majority of vote" in 
favour of federation, outside the m·etropolis, was 
11,520, but the ad verse vote of the metropolis 
rerluced the majority to 7,492, as asoerted by the 
chief returning ot-.licer. Tnirty-six constituencies 
in Queensland voted for, and twenty-four against 
federal union. 

Mr. JENKINSON: What about Dalby? On 
which si<je do you put it? 

The PREMIER: One electorate is in the 
unique position of not having quite made up its 
mind which way it should vote. 

Mr. BROWNE: That is characteristic of Ihlby. 
The PREMLER: However, I think I am 

justified, from these tables, in saying that the 
people of this colony have unmistakably recog
nised the great advantages of federation, and 
have clearly expressed th~ir desire to form a 
component part of the federal union. In that 
light I think that I am justified in submitting 
this motion to the consideration of this As ,embly. 
And I feel that even those who have conscien
tiously cl iffered from me in their views on this 
great and important qnestion must now recognise 
that the people have unmistakably affirmed the 
proposals made, not by the Government but by 
both sides of the House. This is not by any 
means a party triumph. \Ve on both sidPs are 
the custodians and guardians of the public will. 
The people have directed us to enter into this 
bond of union, and I therefore submit the motion 
believing and hoping it will be received with 
perfect unanimity. This is a matter which not 
only deals with Queensland-although I c,msider 
Queensland's interests will be unmistakably ad
vanced and promoted by federal union-but we 
must look at it from the point of view of Aus
tralia as a whole. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER : We should look at what has 

been done by the sister colonies. No longer are 
we merely Queensland citizens. \Vhen this re
solution has been adopted, we shall be citizens, 
not merely of Queensland, but of Australia. Any 
part of Australia will be as dear to us as the 
welfare and prosperity of Queensland. That, to 
my mini!, is the broadandstatesmanlikeview that 
we should take of this great national question. 
I trust that the narrow views and ideas which 
unfortunately have been expressed throughout 
the discussion of this subject will now cease, and 
that the larger view of Australian union will 
supersede mere local ideas of provincial citizen
ship. Ib must ba borne in mind that in 
Victoria, New South \Vales, South Australia, 
and Tasmania there has been a double 
verdict recorded, the s<ocond time consider
ably enlarging the verdict which was given 
the first time; but I shall only deal with the re
cent verdicts. In Victoria on the 27th of July, 
1899, the number of votes recorded in the affirma
tive w.ts 152,653, and in the negative 9,805, show
ing a majority for of 142,848. 

Mr. \V. THORN: Never mind about the other 
colonies. 

The PREMIER: I may as well remind hon. 
gentlemen of the sentiment of Amtralia as a 
whole. I do not think anyone who is desirous of 
having an impartial review placed before him 
can object to the very few statistics which I have 
the honour to submit. In New South Wales, in 
June, 1899, 107,420 votes were recorded for and 
82,741 against, giving a majority of 24,679. In 
South Australia, in April-May, 1890, there 
were 65,990 in the affirmative and 17,053 in the 
negative, leaving a majority of 48,937 recorderl in 
favour of federation. In Tasmania, on the 27th 
of July, 1899, at its referendum, there was an 

1899-R* 

affirmative vote of 13,437 and only 791 against, 
showing a balance of 12,646. Queensland, on 
the memorable 2nd of September, 1899--

IloNOUHABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER: Queensland, on the mem

orable 2nd of September, 1~99, at its referendum, 
recorded 38,488 votes in favour of federal union, 
and 30,996 against, leaving a majority of 7,492, 
which, as I have already stated, I consider
taking into view the limited period in which 
federation was before the electors of Queensland 
as a m"'tter of practical politics-is a result 
exceedingly satisfactory. 

HONOUHABI,E l>fEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER: I am constrained to believe 

that if a second referendum had to be taken
which I trust will not be the c•tse-a decidedly 
larger majority would be obtained from the 
reflective and intelligent voters of this colony. 

l\Ir. l!'oGARTY: Quite the reverse. 
The PREMIER: Who, perhaps, were some

what confn•ed in their ideas concerning federa
tion from the many fictions which were circulated 
amongst them--

HONOURABLE MEMBEHS : Hear, hear! Oh, oh! 
The PREMIER : Concerning the evils which 

would accrue to the State under federal union. 
However I do not wish to make any remarks which 
will arouse a feeling of irritation or antagonism 
amongst those who voted against the measure. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Then don't do it. 
The PREMIER: I wish metely to state that 

throughout Australia 377,988 electors recorded 
their votes for federation as against 141,386 
against, le•tving a majority of 236,602 in favour 
of the movement which I now desire to con
summate in the Legislative Assembly of Queens
land. No less than 519,374 voters in the five 
colonies have been interested in this great and 
important movement. I say, in view of th('se 
facts, that the heart of the people has been 
thoroughly exercised in this matter. I do not 
think anyone can say the feeling was of a 
spurious or doubtful character-that the people 
acted merely from a temporary impulse ; and it 
is extremely gratifying-knowing that the heart 
of the people has been exercised in this matter
that it haq resulted in the manner shown by 
these statistics. I disclaim that it is a party 
victory or triumph. Both sides of the House 
have lent their assistance, aid, and co-operation 
to bring about this most desirable result, and 
the thanks of Australia generally should be 
recorded in favour of those gentlemen who used 
their energy and their talent to educate the 
people up to a true perception of what Australian 
federation implies. 

Mr. \V. THORN : To mislead them. 
The PREMIER : I think that any hon. 

gentleman who makes that statement impugns 
the good sense of the people of Queensland. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER: They were the tribunal to 

whom the matter was referred, ani! they unmis
takably recorded the opinion that federation is 
for the welfare of Queensland as well as for the 
welfare of other component parts of Australia. 
I therefore look upon the will of the people as a 
guide to direct this House in affirming this 
motion, and any hon. gentleman who objects to 
receiving the will of the people, so emphatically 
expressed, must undoubtedly place himself in this 
position-that he must say that the people of 
Queensland have not exercised an intelligent 
vote on this momentous occasion. 

Mr. FOG ARTY: They were misled. 
The PREMIER: I say distinctly that the 

people were well·informed on this subject. I 
have already expressed my opinion that there 
were men who were actuated by conscientious 
convictions who took a different view from that 
which I expressed, I believe they honestly and 
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sincerely laboured under a morbid misapprehen
sion of what federation would do for this great 
territory of Queensland. I give them credit for 
it. Although I cannot coincide with their 
views, I feel that they, equally with other hon. 
members and prominent members of the public 
outside, have been beneficial in educating the 
pe'Jple up to a fuller perception of the great 
question of federation, and that out of the 
attrition of a1·gumeuts pro and con, there have 
been educed :>n electricity and a warmth that 
has aroused the people from apathy, which 
probably they would otherwise have indulged in, 
and brought them to record their votes in the very 
emphatic manner they have don8 on this occasion. 
I do not think it is necessary for me to make any 
prolonged recommendation in connection with 
the motion that I am now submitting. It has 
pa,sed entirely from the stage of contention, or 
it should certain_ly have emerged from that stage, 
at the present t1me. It has been referred, and 
properly referred, to the people, and if we do not 
bow to the will of the people we not only impugn 
their intelligence, but we impugn the benafits 
and machinery of that new institution the 
referendum which for the first time has been 
introduced for the purpose of deciding this 
important question. 

Mr. DAWSON: \Ye would also impugn the 
right of the people to express an O]Jinion. 

The PRF:MIER: Certainly. I do trust that 
the motion which I have the honour to introduce 
-and which so far as Queensland is concerned 
will consummate the legislative and elective 
stages of this great movement-will be received 
with an amount of unanimity which will show 
that, whatever our views have been, we recognise 
the intelligence of the people and the use they 
have mad': of that intelligence. I do not desire 
to descant on the benefits of federation at the 
present time, hut I fully believe that many . 
of those gentlemen, both inside and outside the ' 
Chamber, who hold different views to my own 
will yet recognise the great benefits to the colony 
of Queensland and to Australia through having 
been formed into one component State under the 
British flag. I fully belie> e that not only in the 
whole of Australia itself, but in the whole of the 
great British Empire, the momentous event of 
consolidating Australia will be a bct<>r which will 
earn the gratitude, not only of men living at the 
present day, but of future generations, "ho will 
acknowledge the great advantage and prosperity 
which. Australia has enjoyed from becoming a 
consolidated state and a pillar of strength to the 
establishment and maintenance of that great 
Empire, which we recognise as the greatest 
monarchy which the world has ever seen. I 
believe .a!so that it will tend largely to encourage 
and famhtate the ad vancernent of Queensland in 
all that constitutes the prosperity and develop
ment of a great country. 

Mr. GLASSEY: Hear, hear! 
The PREMIER: It is in that light I 

regard it-that, not only in our domestic and 
social legislation the time has arrived when 
Queensland should become federated in view of 
the great extent of country which she possesses 
but also in view of the environment of cthe; 
nations by whom daily she is becoming more 
and more surrounded. I believe also it will tend 
to make throughout Australia a more perfect 
an~ compl<;te consolidation of those great insti
tutwns whiCh we have ~h.e privilege of enjoying 
as decendants of the British race. I am sure in 
this great land of Australia those institutions 
tho~e con;gtitutionalliherties and privilege~ whicl; 
we IJ?hent from our great mother land, w1ll long 
flounsh an_d expand, and that chey will eve~ be 
here, as th1s movement is--

Broad based upon the people's will, 
A.nd encompassed by the ilniqla1;e ~en,, 

I trust that this motion will pass without any 
acrimony or the introduction of any of those 
feelings which would disturb the fair considera
tion of the matter, and which perhaps disturbed 
the public during the tuking of the referendum. 
I must confess t~'at such feeling, however, 
during the taking of the referendum, was a 
healthy one. It induced many thinking men 
and others to consider the matter in a fuller and 
broader light than they would have done if 
opinions had not been fully and freely expressed. 
But this is not a fitting time to re-open the 
question-to fight the battle over again. We 
must accept the verdict of the tribunal so emphati
cally and happily expressed, and I do trust that 
this motion will be received with acclamation by all 
parties in this House-or rather I should say by all 
members of the House-because in this connection 
I feel thc-re are no political pa,rti~s in this House, 

J\'l"r. \V. THORN : Y on tried to make them. 
The PREMIER: The leader of the Opposi

tion, eq1tally with myself, is degirous that the 
matter should he dealt with in that spirit; and 
in that light I vent·1re to submit the matter to 
the approval of the House, feeling that, in so 
doing, I am carrying out the will of the people
acting under the directions which they them
selves have expressed in this matter. I have, 
therefore, very great and profound pleasure, JYir. 
Speaker, in moving this motion, and I do not 
think it is desirable that I should unnecessarily 
protract discussion on the subject. We have now 
arrived at what is merely a formal stage. But it 
is a very proud and grand stage in the history of 
the people-it is undoubtedly the most grandly 
historic epoch in the annals of Queensland and of 
Australasia-when we now address to Her 
Majesty this resolution expressing the desire of 
the people to enter into this federal union, and 
the will of the Parliament of Queensland to 
support that view as representatives of the 
people. I beg to move the motion. 

HoNOURABLE ThlE~IBERS: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DA WSON ( Cfiarters Towers) : In rising 

to second this Address--
The PREMIER: Hear, hear! 
Mr. DA WSON: I can assure you that it 

affords me as much satisfaction to have that dis
tinguished privilege, as has fallen to the Premier 
the distinguished privilege of being the mover of it. 

The PREMIER : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DA \VSON: I am very pleased as a 

Queens!ander, born and bred, that I have the 
privilege of seconding an Address of this descrip
tion, and pleased as one who has a great interest 
in this colony, the only country that I have ever 
known. And it is also a source of great satis
faction to me to stand up here and second the 
Address as one who has spent the best t>art of his 
time in the North, and a representative of a 
portion of the colony where we are proud to say 
not one electorate recorded an ad verse vote. 

HoNOURABLE lYIEMm;Rs : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DAWSON: Notwithstanding the fact 

that certain people seem to feel that theN orth 
of Queensland dues not belong to Queensland, 
that we should be marooned somewhere on a par
ticular island and not so much as exercise the 
ordinary functions of citizenship. I do not 
intend to g-o into the matter of the Bill. I quite 
agree with the Premier that the contentious part 
has already pas9ed. Whether the Bill is a good 
one or a had one, whether in our opinion it will 
bring prosperity or ruination on the people of 
Queensland, we have already passed that stage. 
W t have appealed to Cresar. Cresar has given 
his verdict, and the question now before us is 
whether we are going to accept C>Bi'ar's verdict 
after having >tppealed to him. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DA WSON : I draw hon. members' atten· 

tioll · to this fact, very pleasing indeed to 
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federaliRts, very pleasing to myself as one who 
contended again"t the terms and conditions of 
the Federal Enabling Bill when before this 
Chamber this year, that hon. members, in order 
that Queensland might fairly express an opinion 
on the referendum, tried to in,ist thJt a certain 
minimum should be fixed. The minimum was 
moved by the hon. member for Toombnl, and he 
proposed an affirmative vote of 25,000 before 
Parliament would be justified in proceeding with 
the Address which ""e have before us this afternoon. 
that is, that Parliament should take it np and 
adopt this Address to Her Majesty. On that 
we were defeated, but I am very please:l to find 
that the affirmative vote has exceeded what we 
demanded. Then in another Chamber there was 
another minimum fixed upon-namely, that a 
total vote of 50,000 should be recorded. That also 
was defeated, and I am very proud to say that 
that proposed minimum was exceeded. Se> that 
the minimum proposed in each Chamber, when 
we were fixing the terms and conditions of the 
Federation Enabling Bill, a minimum. which 
both billites and anti-billites thought neces~ary, 
has been exceeded; and had either of the 
proposals then made been adopted we should 
have been c 'mpelled by the verdict of the people 
of Queensland to go on with the Address we are 
going on with this afternoon. I am quite in 
accord with the PrPmier in· the opinion he has 
expressed that the time has passed now when we 
should remember the harsh words that might 
have been used in the contest, and that we should 
try to get away from any feeling of irritation we 
may have had during the campaign. 'fhe cmn
paign was short, sharp, and decisive, and the 
result was radically in favour of the Bill. I 
think it speaks well for the intelligence and the 
true Australlan feeling and spirit of the people 
of this colony, both those for and those against 
the Bill, that they could fight a sharp battle like 
that fought prior to and on the 2nd of Sep
tember, and yet remain good friends after all. 
It speaks volumes for the people. During the 
time of that contest members held different 
opinions on the question of the acceptance of the 
Commonwealth Bill, and I am not prepared to 
say that the man who held an opinion different 
from my own, and expressed that opinion, did so 
because he was a stupid man, or that he did so 
out of pure cussedness, or because he wanted to 
be on the other side. I believe that those who 
took an active part in the cttmpaign honestly and 
conscientiously believed that the side they took 
was the correct one, and I suppose anti-billites 
will give ns credit for the same conscientious
ness. Hopes and fears, beliefs and disbeliefs, 
and prophecies innumerable "ere expressed by 
the advocates on both sides, and it was then for 
the electors to say whom they would believe, 
and they have answered in an unmi;takable 
way. Perhaps in the actual number of the 
votes they have not answered in the same 
way as some of the other colonies, but 
they have answ8red in a more emphatic way than 
most of us at the time the Federation :Enabling 
Bill was going thrr.ngh, could possibly have 
hoped for. In addition to what has been said 
by th<' Premier, I would point out that, if we 
would really understand how decisive was the 
verdict given by the people on the 2nd of S0ptem
ber last, we must remember that only one little 
spot called the metropolitan area has voted 
against the Bill. The rest of the southern areas 
have voted for the Bill; the Central district 
has voted for the Bill ; and the Northern district 
has voted in favour of the Bill. But there is more 
than that in this verdict. It is not to be thought 
of that in time to come thi.s colony of Queeus
land will remain one State as it is at the present 
time. There ar, certain divisions that are likely to 
take place, and if you will look &t those par· 

ticular divisions you will understand how em
phatic that vote wae. The proposed divisions 
are the Centre, the North, the Gulf, and the 
Wide Bay and Burnett districts; and every one 
of those divisions has voted distinctly and Rm· 
phatically in favour of the Commonwealth Bill. 
But, in aclclition to that, I should like to point 
out that the primary industries of the colony 
have voted emphatically in favour of the Bill. 
The leading industry in the colony-that is, the 
gold-mining industry-has recorded a verdict in 
every instance in favour of the Bill. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : Freetrade. 
Mr. DA WSON: ·whether it is a matter of 

freetrade or not, I think hon. members should 
bow to the will of the people. The mining 
industry, the leading industry of the colony-I 
mean to say the industry that employs more 
people and pays more to the revenue of the colony 
than any other-has voted without a single 
failure in favour of the Bill. The next industry 
to that, the pastoral industry, was equally 
emphatic in its pronouncement in favour of the 
Bill, and I should like to draw the particular 
attention uf hon. members to this fact: that the 
men who open goldfields and who open pastoral 
country are the pioneers of this colony, and 
they make it possible for other men to 
come along and get a living-. If those people 
had not gone out and opened up the country 
as goldmining fields or pastoral country we 
should hear nothing about railways in the 
settled districts, because we should have 
had no settled districts. Then, so far as the 
agricultural industry is concerned, the area in 
which there has been a majority against the Bill 
is comprised within a very small compass. From 
Toowoomba to the bordAr it is all federal, and · 
even the town of Toowoomba itself is federal. 
The manufacturing industries are federal, and 
that is not a matter of freetrade. Maryborough 
is distinctly federal, and gave a large majority in 
bvour of the Bill. The primary and secondary 
industries are distinctly federal, the majority of 
the members of this House are feder,.l, the 
majority of the electorates are federal, the 
majority of the electors are federal, and we have 
an overwhelming case, in the shape of the territory 
of the colony where votes were recorded in favour 
of the Bill. So it appears to me that thE' 
vote which was recorded on the 2nd of September 
is a very emphatic one indeed, and I contend 
that it is the duty of hon. members to look these 
facts sternly in the face and clearly recognise 
what they mean to them, to the colony, and to 
the electors they represent in this Chamber. 
And I say, if they do that, according to my 
opinion at any rate, they have got to bow to the 
verdict that was given by the great majority on 
the 2nd of September, and, whether they were 
for or against the Bill before that vote was taken, 
they must recognise that the will of the people is 
paramount to the will of any member in this 
Chamber, and vote for the adoption of thi~ 
Address to Her Majesty. Rome members, I 
know, consider the Commonwealth Bill is defec
tive. I do not suppose that any Bill that 
could be framed by the wisest and most 
skilful man living would escape the criticism 
of his opponents; they would say that it 
was defective, and could be amended, and I dare 
say they would be quite correct. Conscientious 
and intelligent men may say and believe that the 
wisest scheme is defective, but we should re
member that when any scheme is propounded, 
and it is merely a question of opinion, as this 
question undoubtedly is, there is a final court of 
appeal, and you must be willing to abide by the 
verdict that is given by that final court of 
appeal. In this particular instance the final 
court of appeal was the whole people who 
had the opportunity to record their votes on 
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the 2nd of September, and they have amwered 
that the Commonwealth Bill is a good one, and 
for the benefit of the people of this colony. 
If members who happened to differ before the 
verdict was given are going to ignore that 
decision, then I say, in the name of common 
sense, what is the value of making the appeal at 
all? The principle of the referendum might as 
well be thrown overbno,rd nnd every man will 
stick to his own opinion, and there will never be 
any final decision come to at all. 

Mr. JENKINSON: You don't look upon that as 
a true referendum, do yon? 

Mr. DA WSON: I undoubtedly do. The 
hon. member for Wide B~y, I think, ought to 
cheerfully recognise the will of the people. 

Mr. JENKINSON: So I do. 
Mr. DA \VSON: I am quite satisfied that the 

hon. member would not like to be ruled by the 
will of the men who voted for Mr. Chippendale 
and agree that he should not be a member of 
this Chamber. He would rather be ruled by the 
majority of the electors of Wide Bay who said 
he should be a member of this Chamber, and the 
proof that he recognises that fact is that he is 
sitting where he is and has the privilege of inter
rupting me this afternoon. Hon. members 
fought all they knew how to get that Bill defeated, 
and they had all the eloquence on their side, 
while we had merely a statement of faets. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. JENKINSON : Is that why you h~d to get 
men from New South Wales? 

Mr. DA WSON : And the fvcts defeated the 
eloquence. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : YOU had all the 
money. 

Mr. DAWSON: We might have had the big 
drum, hut we did not have all the trumpets. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : You had the 
special trains, too. 

Mr. DA WSOJ'\ : That has got to be answered 
yet. 

Mr. McDONALD: They had the Telegraph, too. 
An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: \V hat a bone the 

Courier? 
Mr. DA \VSON: I would hones~ly urge upon 

hon. members that this is not a time for con
tentious matters; that they have got a duty 
to perform this afternoon; that they have to 
distinctly recognise that they are sent into this 
Chamber, not to exercise their own sweet will on 
every occasion. They are sent here to represent, 
as well as they can conscientiously, the people of 
this colony-to express the will and intention of 
those people who sent them in here. And on 
this particular question thde can be no mistake 
about the matter at all, that the people of 
Quensland to-day, judged by the vote they gave 
on the 2nd September, are looking confidently to 
the members of this Chamber to know what 
is their duty, and to perform it faithfully and 
well. 

The PREMIER: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DA \VSON: It is their expressed inten

tion and will that we should present this Address 
to Her Majesty in order that federation may be 
consummated as soon as possible. I say that the 
ideal Parliament is one in which the members 
fully recognise that they are rr)erely the guardians 
of the public interest, and that they are here not 
to give orders, but to obey the people's will when 
it is expressed. And I say it has been unmis
takably expressed on the 2nd September that 
the people's will in this matter is that this 
Address shall be passed and sent to Her 
Majesty. I have much pleasure in seconding 
the motion. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Questron stated. 
HoN. G. THORN: It is not my intention to 

say much after the speeches delivered. by the 

Premier and the leader of the Opposition, but I 
think I am in duty bound to the country-to the 
Southern parts of the colony-in which I include 
the metropolitan area-to say that South Queens
land has unmistakably declared against federa
tion. 

Mr. McDoNALD : \Vhen? 
HoN. G. THOHN: At the referendum. 
Mr. ANNEAR: No. 
HoN. G. THORN: What nonsense! The 

hon. member separates the metropolitan area 
from the Southern part of the colony, but if he 
adds the metropolitan area to the rest of the 
Southern parts of the colony he will find that the 
South has unmistakably gone against federation. 
The Premier has before to-day divided the 
colony into three parts, and why did he not split 
it up into three parts for the purposes of the 
referendum? Is there not a Northern, a Central, 
and a Southern part of the colony ? 

The PREMIER: It is all one colony. 
- HoN. G. THORN : The hon. gentleman talks 

of it being all one colony, but there are three 
divisions, and the hon. gentleman made a great 
point of the concession he got from the conference 
of Premiers when he was promised a portfolio. 
(Laughter.) The concession he got was that he 
could please himself how he divided Queensland. 
He would not trust the Queenslanders, but he 
was prepared to trust the other colonies. That 
is a serious charge I make against the Premier 
-that he is not prepared to trust the people in 
the Southern and South-western parts of Queens 
land. I have been astonished that the metro
politan Press, and the CoU?·ier especially, has not 
seen through the little schemes of the Premier. 
In the Northern part of the colony there are 
sixteen mPmbers, and taking them in globo that 
part of the colony unmistakably declared in 
favour of federation. The Central division also 
declared in favour of it, and there are eleven 
members there. But in the Southern division of 
the colony there are forty-five members. 

Mr. McDoNALD : It has no right to them 
either. 

Mr. THORN: Taking these forty-five in globo 
I say the majority is against federation, and 
before the Premier should press this motion on 
the House there should be unanimity between 
all parts of the colony. That is not the case, as 
the South has declared unmistakably against it, 
and the Premier has no right therefore to go on 
with this Address to the Queen. Will the 
Premier tell us that he is prepared to go before 
his constituents and ask them for a vote of con
fidence or no confidence on this question? The 
hon. gentleman was pleased to write to one or 
two little places in his electorate congratulating 
them upon the vote they had given in favour of 
federation, but he did not speak to the whole of 
Bulimba. Wellington Point and Cleveland are 
not the only places -in the electorate of Bulim l1a, 
and the hon. member ought to know that 
the· electors of Bulimba are unmistakably 
against federation, and it is his duty to go before 
them again to know whether he has got their 
confidence before he attempts to thrust this down 
our throats. It is thus owing to those Bulimba 
voters that the hon. gentleman is now at the 
head of the Treaeury benches. (Laughter.) 
He has no right to be there, and I challenge him 

to go before his constituents-even 
[ 4 ·SO] with the plural vote-to see whether 

he possesses the confidence of the 
electors of Bulimba. I believe in having every
thing done fairly and squarely. l know how this 
majority vote was brought about, taking the 
whole colony as one electorate for the pur
pose of the referendum. I can tell the House. 
(Laughter.) 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Let us have it. 



Federation. [4 OcTOBER.] Federation. 241> 

HoN. G. THORN : The Premier went to 
Fassifern, and three special trains were sent 
there to put the electors in my district crooked, 
but instead of my district going- crooked there 
was a majority of three to one there against 
federation. If l had had the privilege of free trains 
to the North, and free water carriage, and my 
expenses paid, I could have made a great 
difference in the votP, but I had no money to 
spare, like those on the federal side. The senior 
member for Townsville knows that money was 
the thing that did it in the North ; that was the 
cause of that big vote in the North. 

Mr. SMITH: You did a lot of wire-pulling 
yourself. 

HoN. G. THORN: I did advise the peoJ,le 
of Bowen to do a certain thing, but I believe my 
wire went too late there. (Laughter.) "The 
fat was in the fire," and it was not made use of ; 
but I believe that if a proper man had received 
the wire the night before the poll, there would 
have been a difference. I know there were 
several importations from the other colonies by 
the other side. Look at the lawyers in favour of 
federation! Who paid their expenses? The hon. 
member for Townsville knows that there were
I won't say a lot of schemers, but a lot of 
scheming people in theN orth. I acquit the hon. 
member of all blame; but what was their object 
from the beginning? "\Vas it not a deep-laid 
scheme to block the port of Moreton Bay? That 
was the whole thing in going into this federation 
-a deep-laid scheme to wipe out Brisbane. I 
wish I could have gone to the North and talked 
to the people there-and there were other mem
bers in the Srmthern part of the colony quite 
as capable aud better able than !-but we had 
not the means, \Ve had not "the sinews of war." 
There was no work done in the North by 
Southern members except sending a few wires, 
and I must here thank the hon. member for 
Clermont, 1\IIr. Lesina, who worked admirably. 
He deserves patting on the back for the unmis
takable good work he did from an anti-billite 
point of view. I must also take in the tl;ree 
·musketeers from Rockhampton. They certamly 
did good work, and I hope even now it is not 
too late to get an alteration made in the Common
wealth Bill, allowing those people the right of 
forming separate States before thisAddres' goes to 
the Queen. Why should the people of the Riverina 
district be deprived of annexing themselves to 
Victoria, and having the benefit of their natural 
port? vVhy should the people of the Clarenceand 
Richmond and Tweed River districts not have 
the right to separate from New South Wales and 
be connected with Queensland? And why 
should not the people of the Central di,trict 
form a separate State if they wish to do so ? I 
trust it is not too late even now for the honour
able and venerable- (laughter)- member for 
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, and his colleague, 
and the hon. member for Rockhampton North, 
Mr. Stewart, to try wh<>ther an alteration can
not be made in the l:l3rd clau"e of the Common
wealth Bill, which states that before separation 
can be granted or an alteration be effected you 
must have a vote of the :::ltate Parliament. I 
do not think there should be a vote of the Parlia
ment. 

Mr. BROWNE: You want to get Fassifern made 
into a separate State. 

HoN. G. THORN: I \vant to see fair play all 
round, and I trust that something will be done 
even now by the members for Rockhampton to 
make some difference in the way I have indicated. 
I think it would be out of place to mention it 
here-I am anxious to get on with the business 
and not waste the time of the House-but the 
hon. member for 1\IIaryborongh can tell you how 
he first voted one way on this question and then 
altered his mind. He may be able to tell the 

country why he turned round. I know why, but 
I am not going to enlighten the House. In con
clusion I say that it will be a very bad day indeed 
for Que~nsland when federation takes place. What 
does it mean? It me.,ns a tremendous loss on 
our railways. The Hon. the Treasurer prided 
himself a little while ago on the fact that our 
rail ways were paying so well, but with federation 
they will not pay nearly so welL 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : "\Vhy? 
HoN. G. THORN: Because our produce will 

have to go over them for nothing, or next to 
nothing. Farm produce will have to be carried 
for next to nothing, and the Queensland Govern
ment will have at once to go in for a steam~hip 
service of their own. They must have a termmus 
as well as the other colonies. There will be the 
three steamboat services-the A. U.S.N., with its 
terminus at Sydney; the Howard Smith, with_its 
terminus at Melbourne; and the Adelaide 
Company, with its terminus at Adelaide. That 
is all they care about; they do not care a snap of 
the finger about Queensland. I do not suppose 
this Government will last very long after this 
(laughter)--after this vote is taken, b_ut it will be 
the duty oft he next Government to go m at once for 
aline of steamers They will he compelled to do so 
to save the colony, the Southern part of the colony, 
from utter destruction-utter ruin. I may say 
that the people who pull the wires at election 
times informed me straight that I was to go 
over to the Opposition. I was waited on by a 
deputation and requested to take my place on 
the opposite side of the House, but I pomted out 
to them that it would be like jumping "out of 
the frving-pan into the fire," because the leader 
of the Labour party is a federalist like the leader 
of the Government, and so is the leader of the 
Remnant. (Laughter.) I was told that there was 
the Darling Downs contingent, led by the hon. 
member forToowoomba, Mr. Groom. Of course 
I will think over the position and will please 
myself. I am not going to change my seat at 
the present time; I shall wait for developments ; 
I shall wotit to see' how other hon. members act 
in the future. 

An HONOURABI.E :MEMBER: Form a new party. 
HoN. G. THORN : I trust that we shall 

have an amendment to this Address; that my 
friend the hon. member for Rockhampton, Mr. 
Kidston, will try to have a clause inserted in 
order to do justice to all parts of the colony. We 
have been told that justice has long been denied 
to the Central didsion, and I hope they will get 
justice as 'luickly a possible. 
* Mr. GROOM (Dmyton and Tomroomba): The 
hon. gentleman, the leader of the Labour 
Opposition, in speaking this afternoon, said he did 
not wish to say anything to cause irritation in the 
course of his remarks, but I must say that the hon. 
gentleman's speech was the most irritating that 
could r•ossibly be made, to those who differ from 
him on this question of federation. I think if 
he had followed the conciliatory and gentle
manly tone of the Premier, it would have been 
much hetter. I think that most of us who have 
been in the House for any time, know our rela
tions to our constituents, and the relations of 
com:tituents to their members, and I am pre
pared to act up to what I believe to be r_ight
right to them, right to this House, and nght to 
the country. 

HONOURABLE MEMRERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. GROOM: I am not going to be influenced 

by any such expressions of opinion-harsh and 
irritating as they were-that have been voiced 
this afternoon. I felt it my duty to take a 
certain course of action with regard to this 
federation question, and I claim, as the leader 
of the Opposition claims, to have been actuated 
by the highest and most conscientious motives, 
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HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 
Mr. DAWSON: I believe I said that. 
Mr. GROOM: I have done what I considered 

to be my duty to my conRtituents and the 
country. But the people of the colony have 
given their verdict, and I am not going to take 
any action this afternoon that will be contrary 
to the voice of the people. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. GROOM: The hon. gentleman at the 

head of the Government has said, and said 
rightly, that the period for contention has gone 
by. So it has. \V e have got the vote of the 
people, and I consider that I should be no 
more justified in opposing the wishes of the 
majority than if the anti-federalists bad obtained 
a majority, and the minority desired to oppose 
the wishes of the majority. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. GROOM: That is the right and proper 

ground for a parliamentary representative to act 
upon, after he has given his assent, as I have 
done, to the question of federation being referred 
to the people. I do not withdraw one word of 
what I said two or three weeks ago with regard 
to the probable consequences of federation. I 
know that many people differ from the views I 
take, but I claim to be a close observer of the 
politics of the adjoining colonies as well as any 
other hon. member of this House, "nd I have 
observed that some of the leading men who 
took part in the campaign are now looking 
forward with fear and apprehension to the 
financial question. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. GROOM: I believe that will be the 

stumbling-block; that when our Customs and 
other revenues are taken away from us, then the 
financial problem will have to be solved, and 
then the severity of the action now taken will 
be felt, and probably on many heads more curses 
than blessings will rest in years to come, 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
l\Ir. GROOM: No one takes agrealerinterest 

in the development of the colony than I do. All 
I have and all that I hold dear is in this fair 
colony of Queensland, and any action that will 
affect their interests will affect the interests of 
the people generally. I therefore hope the 
predictiom forecasted by many people that great 
good will result from our action will be realised. 
If so, I, if I live long enough, will enjoy those 
advantages, and if I pass over to the·" great 
majority" my family will reap the benefits of 
it. Considering the amount of business to be 
done and the short time to do it in, I do not 
thmk this is the time to prolong this discussion. 
The people have expressed their view, and it is 
the duty of every hon. member to carry out the 
will of the people. I may say in closing that 
the farmers in the agricultural districts have 
expressed their opinion against federation
very largely against it. The Premier cannot 
deny that, and they had reason to be appre
hensive of the consequences that will follow. 
I hope that their fears will not be 1·ealised, 
but that the great good foretold will be 
realised. Having given my assent to this matter 
being referred to the people, and the people 
having expre,sed their opinion on the question, I 
think- I should not be doing my duty to the 
country if I now offered any factious opposition 
to the adoption of this Arldress. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
* Mr. ARMSTRONG (Lockyer) : I agree with 
the opening remarks made by the hon. member 
for Toowoomba. I <"ime in~o this House about 
the same time as the leader of the Opposition, 
and I ha.ve always been one of those who objected 
to dictation, whether it came from the Minis
terial bench, the bench behind the Ministry; or 
from hon. members on the Opposition benches. 

We are answeri1 ble to our constituents and to the 
country generally, and I certainly enter my pro
test. as the hon. member for Drayton and 
Too'woomba ho.s just done, against my duty 
being dictated to me on the present occasion. 

Mr. DAWSON: No dictation. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG: But I leave that ques

tion alone for the present. 
Mr. DAWSON: Because you are wrong. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG: I was one of those, with 

the hon. member for Tnowoomba, who held the 
view that the acceptance of the Constitution 
under the Commonwealth Bill would be disadvan
tageous to Queensland. I foughb in my con
stituency and in other constituencies against it, 
but tho"e who fought against it found that their 
power was insuflident. They were defeated ; we 
must accept that defeat, and I accept it. I now 
offer those who are in the majority my most loyal 
support. 

HoNOURABLE ME~IBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. ARMSTHONG: I say distinctly that now 

the Bill is accepted we should do all we can to 
make it a success. Each hon. member who 
opposed it, like myself, will best serve the 
interests of the agriculturists of Queensland by 
working to make this Bill a success, and not by 
factious opposition. Those who were victorious, 
when the referendum was before the people, can 
certainly afford to be generous to those who, like 
myself, are in the minority. Althoug-h I think 
that the period for the acceptance of this Consti
tution might have been deferred, as the majority 
have decided that it is applicable to the con
ditions of to-day, I hope that all those whn, like 
my,elf, thought their interests would be inj~1red 
will find that they held very wrong v1ews 
indeed. I in ten cl to support the motion. 

HoNOURABLE lYIEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. FOG ARTY (Dmyton and 'l'oowoornba): 

I represent an agricultural constituency, and I 
have done my level best to defeat the Common
wealth Bill. I recollect when the matter was 
first mooted a number of prominent politicians 
in this House and outside approached the 
question with the word~, "·wm it pay?" 
I think it will not pay. I contend that 
Queensland has all to lose and nothing to 
gain under this Constitution. \Ve have had 
"pecial pleaders brought here, no doubt at 
considerable expense, to throw dust in the eyes 
of the electors, and we bad the leader of the 
House making certain promises-very impo~tant 
promises. He was reported to have sa1d at 
\Vynnum that in the event of the people 
accepting the Bill he would advocate electoml 
reform, and that it would not he his fault or the 
fault of the Government if effect w 'IS not given 
to that promise. I do not think it was worthy 
of that hon. gentleman or of his position to 
endeavnur to influence any section of the com
munity by promises of tha.t sort. 

HoNOURABLg MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. FOG-ARTY: It has also led to thn re

tirement from the Government of one of its ablest 
members-the Hon. A. H. Barlow-who has 
done yeoman service to the colony. I, for one, 
am not afraid t(J stand here and publicly express 
that opinion. As far as pioneers are concerned, 
it is news to me, although I am an Australian, 
that there were any pioneers in connection with 
the discovery of gold. The first great mining 
field in Queensland was Gym pie, which was dis
covered in 1867, and property and life were quite 
as safe thirty-two years ago as they are at pre
sent. Hence these people were nnt pioneers in 
the sense which is generally accepted. They did 
not go out to open up any country with their 
lives almost in their hands. Nothing of the sort. 
They were surrounded by prC>tection in every 
shape and f,,rm. Therefore, I do not think that 
remark applies. 
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Mr. DAWSON: Where would Queensland be 
without the diggers ? 

Mr. FOGAUTY: I have as much sympathy 
with the great mining industry as the ieader of 
the Opposition ; but it has been admitted by all 
political economists that the agricultural portion 
of a nation is the backbone of it. 

HoNOURABLE 11:EMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. FOG ARTY: When the mining field; of 

Gym pie and Charters Towers are things of the 
paet, agriculture will continue, unless the removal 
of thA present Customs duty swamps our small 
farmers. The Government introduced an excel
lent mea•ure some years ago known as the Agri· 
cultural Lands Repurchase Act. They purch:JC,ed 
land at very considerable cost with a view of settlim; 
the people upon it, and something like 800 
or 900 families have obtained employment by 
it. The Government made the payments to 
extend over twenty years; but I have no hesi
tation in saying, as I have said outside the 
House, that these people will not be able to meet 
their engagements, if the small amount of protec
tion ~hey are given at present is removed. It 
has been said that under federation we shall have 
interco:onial freetrade and protection against the 
world : but there is no such provision in the 
Commonwealth Bill. There is nothing to prevent 
the Federal. Parliament-which, I presume, will 
meet in M~lbourne-from saying we shall have 
freetrade With the outer world as well as between 
the colonies. I believe that the interests of 
Victoria and New South vV ales are almm;t 
identical, anrl if they ama'gamate their forces 
they can make a fiscal policy suited to their 
requirements. · If they do that, it will certainly 
injure our farming communit.y-one that I have 
every respPct for, Down south they have large 
yields, owing to the rains, and they have the 
labour-saving appliances by which they have 
reduced the cost of production to almost 
a minimum. Our people have not reached that 
stage. Our farmers are young; our industries 
are young, and they require protection for some 
time to come. I am pleased to say that all those 
engaged in this important sphere of life- agri· 
culture-were keenly alive to their own interests 
and almost unanimously Vllted "No." Should 
not the opinion of this respectable minority be 
considered? Should they be completely ignored ? 
I say they should receive as much consideration 
as the 'majority. I admire the principle of the 
referendum quite as much as the hon. the senior 
member for Charters Towers; but I deny that 
the vote taken on the 2nd of September was a 
true reflex of public opinion, and for this renson 
-that there were thousands disfranchised. H 
it was the intention of the Government to take 
an honest opinion of the electors of the colony, 
they would have made no movement until these 
people had the same opportunity of voting as I 
had. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Did you vote? 
Mr. FOG ARTY: I voted, I am pleased to 

say, and I s:ty it with a good deal of pride and 
Ratbfaction, and eraspd. the word "Yes." I 
believe that those who were in sympathy with 
Lhe farming industry voted in the same way. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. DAWSON: Not in the sugar districts. 
Mr. DGNSIWRD: Because they want black 

labour. 
Mr. FOG ARTY: It i;; true that the sugar· 

industry voted in favour of the proposal. I have 
every syn1p~tthy with the sugarcane-grower; but 
I refu"e to be taxed to the extent of ~d. per lh. 
extra for my sugar. If we had a guarantee from 
the Commonwealth that colourerl labour or alien 
labour of every sort Wlmld be "' thing of the past 
I would willingly pay it, but we have no rmch 
guarantee. True, it was said that a black labour 
colony might be esta,blished, but I should be very 

sorry to see such a colony established in any 
portion of Australia-I will go further, and 
say of Australasia. I believe that, as far as 
the sugar·growers are concerned, the awaken
ing will be a very rude one. I do not 
think federation will be any benefit to tho~e 
engaged in the production of sugar. I believe 
it will affect them almogt to the same 
extent as it will any of the agriculturists down 
south. If you take the different electorates, 
independent of the metropolitan round the city, 
you will find that in all the electorates in which 
farming has attained to any dimensions a 
majDrity was cast against the Bill. If you take 
the electorates a short distance from Brisbane
we will say, Bulirnba, Oxley, Rosewood, Stanley, 
Lockyer, Drayton and Toowoomba, Cambooya, 
and Aubigny-you will find, in the aggregate, 
that there was a majority against the proposal. 
The cost of this referendum was £8,000. I do not 
think the taxpayers have received anything like 
a quid pro quo for that expenditure. I believe 
it was a complete waste of money. Although I 
was a lad, I remember the immense amount of 
agitation which took place in connection with 
our severance from New So nth vV ales. I also 
remember the great and active part taken and 
the great services rendered by Dr. Lang on that 
occasion, and to the disgrace of Queensland be it 
said, those services h we not been recognised up 
to the present. Now we are prepared to hand 
over all that we received on that occasion. That 
is what we shall do if federation becomes an 
accomplis heel fact, and I believe it will. I am not 
going to offer any factious opposition to it at this 
stage. I recognise that the majority has said 
"Yes," and whether I agree or dis,,tgree, I must 
bow to it. Notwithstanding that, I say that we 
are now inclined to surrender certain ad vautages 
and certain privileges that we received on the lOth 
December, 1859. A good deal was made out of 
the fact that the electors of the Northern portion 
of the colony almost unanimously voted "Yes." 
But they did not vote in connection with this 
great question. It was cloud8d by a side issue, 
and a very selfish and narrow one. It was the 
North versus Brisbane. That, I am satisfied, 
accounted for the large majority of votes cast in 
the North. \Ve also speak of improving our har
bours and rivers. vVell, there is no neces8ity for 
concern in that direction, for the reason that 
Sydney, owing to her great natural advantages, 
must beC')me the commercial centre of Australia. 
The late Premier of New South Wales, when 
speaking at a very important centre, with a 
population of Bmnething between 28,000 and 
30,000 souls, advised them to vote for the Com
monwealth Bill, pointing out that a market 
existed in Queensland for their agricultural 
produce. It is perfecLly true that there is 
a rn&rket here. Those people can reach 
the only market that they have very much 
cheaper owing to the carriage being by water. 
Our farmers at Rorna, Killarney, on the Darling 
Downs, and even in the vVest Moreton district, 
cannot compete with the farmers of the Clarence, 
Richmond, or Tweed. Therefore, to my mind, 
this matter of federation spells ruin to the people 
whose interests I am here to advocate. True, we 
shall have the benefit of supplying our southern 
friends with live stock; but if federation was 
not accomplished, if the people had had the good 
sense to say "No " on the 2nd September, that 
market would still be open to us, because, owing 
to the geographical lHJHiLiun of the southern 
colonies, their live stock must be obtained from 
ns. Therefore the cattle-grower had nothing to 
fear without federation, and I believe myself 
that the consumer will not reap the benefits 
that are a.nticipated by some. When I speak of 
"the c11ttle-grower "I mean the man who counts 
his increase by the thousands, and probably 
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federation may he some indirect benefit to him. 
It will also be a benefit to the farmer who farms 
from 500 to 1,000 acres; but we have a number 
of small farmers who surely deserve some coP
sideration. If federation is accomplished the 
federal tariff will be so framed by the amalgama
tion of the two chief States that it will be 
utterly impossible for the industries of Queens
land to exist. There is only one manufacturing 
centre in the colony-Maryborough-which by 
its vote supported federation ; and I understand 
that Maryborough is in the very happy position 
of having one of the beet equipped foundries in 
Queensland, if not in Australia. Federation 
may be a benefit to Maryborough; but \Valkers 
Limited is not the only firm engaged in that 
particular industry. · 

The SEOREI'ARY FOR AGRICULTURE : What 
about arrowroot? 

Mr. l<'OGARTY: That is a very small matter 
indeed, but as far as the Dariing Downs is 
concerned there is something like £50,000 sunk 
in the erection of breweries and malthouses to 
encourage people on the rich agricultural lands 
to grow malting barley. If the duty is removed 
from barley and malt, that money will have 
been completely wasted, as the industry in 
Victoria is so deep rooted, and the production 
so much over the local demand, that the people 
there will look in the direction of Queensland 
for a fresh market. It will probably be their 
best and most convenient market, and this 
colony will become their dumping-ground. 
The Premier pointed out in the course of 
his eloquen: speech-the most eloquent I ever 
heard the hon. gentleman deliver-that the 
number of people in Victoria, New South Wales, 
Tasmania, and South Australia who voted 
"Yes" on fecteration was very great. True; 
because they have nothing to lose, and they have 
everything to gain. They will come in here 
with their productions and swamp our people. 
I think it is the bounden duty of any Govern
ment to protect the industries in which the 
people are engaged. \Ve have good land here, 
and we have every variety of clime; we have all 
the elements necessary to make this colony of 
Queensland into a great nation, independent of 
any other portion of Australia. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear hear ! 
Mr. ]'OGARTY: We have lU:nds and mines 

and industries of variouR kinds, but our southern 
friends are to be allowed to come in here and 
develop them. I do not suppose that civil war 
will be declared, but they will be in the same 
position as the President of the Transvaal, who 
is taking posRession of the British mines, and is 
going to work them for the benefit of the Boers. 
Victoria and New South Wales will take po•';es
sion of every industry that we have got. 

MEMBERS on the Government side : Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. FOG ARTY: The industries in the 
southern colonies are older than ours; they have 
the capital and machinery. Our industries 
need both age and machinery. If time were 
given-I would say five years-we would be in a 
much b~tter position to federate than we are 
to-day. At the secret conference of Premiers 
held in February htst, the Premier of this colony 
left here an anti-billite, and he returned quite 
the opposite. Sir John Forrest, representing the 
yo~ngest colony of the group, Western Australia, 
mststed that better terms should be given to his 
colony by being allowed to retain the Customs 
duties for a further period, and in other ways. 
Those were advantages which Queensland might 
very well have claimed, but, notwithstanding 
that they were granted to '\Vestern Austr~lia, that 
colony is standing aloof from the federal move
ment. Queensland, I ccmtend, should have been 
represented, not by the Premier, not by any 

particular Minister, but by a representative 
elected by the people. If the people had sent 
down delegates to the last convention it is more 
than probable that the conditions of entry into 
t.he federa~ion would have been much better so 
far as this colony is concerned. But we had no voice 
in the framing of this CommonwPalth Bill, and 
hence we are a'ked to accept a measure which we 
know scarcely anything about. Even the greatest 
exponents of federation admit that a considerable 
east will he entailed in connection with defraying 
the expenses of the ]'ederal Parliament. :Many 
of the best authorities say that the cost will not 
be leJs than £100,000 a year, and that is inde
pendent of anything in the shape of expenditure 
on bmldinge for federal purposes. How is that 
sum of £100,000 to be met when our Customs 
duties are removed? I presume it means an 
income tax and a land tax. 

Mr. MoDoNAT,D: I hope so. 
Mr. J!'OGARTY: I presume the hon. member 

who interjects that he hopes so is thinking of 
some poverty-stricken country that produces 
neither gold nor anything else, and where the 
local taxation, whether by divisional boards, or 
shire councils, or municipal councils, is extremely 
low, but I think the majorityofpeoplemustagree 
that in Queensland at. the present time we have 
sufficient taxation as far as lom>l authorities are 
concerned, without any additional burden being 
imposed on the taxpayers. The Right Hon. 
G. H. Heid, in the course of the campai!(n in the 
mother colony, advocated the imposition of a 
land and income tax ; but I say we cannot bear 
such a tax. Sir George Turner, when speaking 
at St. Kilda shortly after the late conference, 
advocated that an excise duty should be imposed 
on sugar. At the present time the colonies of 
New South Wales, Victoria, Tasmania, and 
South Australia derive a revenue of £600,000 
from duty on our sngar, and as under federation 
that would be a thing of the past, Sir George 
Turner wants to have an excise dnty on sugar. 
The shrinkage which will take place in our revenue 
must be made up in some shape or form, 
as the government of the country must be 
carried on, and, as far as the local Parliament is 
concerned, I am given to understand that r:o 
reduction will be effected there. Therefore m 
addition to the cost of that Parliament the tax
payers will be called npon to subscribe £100,000 
towards the cost of the Federal Parliament. 
Our represent:.tion in the Federal Parliament 
will be only ten members, so that if New South 
Wales and Victoria should combine our ten 
representatives will be entirely powerless, and 
we might as well have no representation at 
all. The people of the other colonies are 
human, and alive to their own interests, and 
will certainly >otc in a way which will protect 
their intereste, which at this stage are not at 
all identical with our interests. If we had the 
population of New South \Vales, and we are 
sadly in need of population, we should then 
be in a position to bold out the hand of goo<l 
fello>nhip to the other colonies, but I believe 
that when the New South Welshmen found that 
we were equally as strong as they were, that we 
had such great resources, and that we have a 
territory which exceeds theirs more than two
fold, and Victoria more than fourfold, they 
would pa>Ise before entFring into the federal 
compact. But now when we are in our in
fan~y and need protection, they are prepared 
to embrace us and absorb us. As short speeches 
have been the order of the day up to the 
present, I do not intend wearying the Chamber 
by speaking at length, although personally 
I should like to speak for at least three or four 
hours on this important question. I think I 
have made myself sufficiently clear, and shown 
that I am not in accord or sympathy with the 
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Commonwealth BilL I am not at all opposed 
to federation; quite the revene. I have no 
hesitation in saying that we could arrive at some 
arrangement with the southern colonies that 
would be mutually beneficial, but, unfortunately, 
we are now asked to enter into a union which 
will not be for our ad vantage, •nd which there can 
be no divorcefromoncethecompact is made. Once 
the shackles are placed round the neck of Queens· 
land this col_o';'Y will e1·entual!y become strangled. 
If the conchtwns were at all equal I certainly 
would offer no opposition to the Comtnonwealth 
Bill .. I do n?t think~ should have spoken at all 
on thiS questwn were it not for the observations 
which fell from my friend, the hon. member for 
Charters Towel'R, Mr. Dawsun, in which he stated 
publicly that anyone opposing the Commonwealth 
Bill now was opposing the principle of the 
referendum. I am quite as warm in my advocctcy 
of that principle as the h<m. member, notwith
standing that lam opposed to the Commonwealth 
Bill. But I have entered my protest, and I have 
not come here to stonewall. If the people are 
determined to .have this Bill they will have it, 
but when the history of Australia is writtcm fifty 
years hence, I think it will be recognised that 
those who opposed this infam01.1s proposal did 
their duty to themselves, to their country and to 
posterity. I have nothing more to say. ' 
* Mr. ANNEAR (Marybm·ough): For fear the 
hon. member for Fassifern should have to leave 
to catch his train I should like to say a few words 
now with regard to the remarks he made a few 
minutes .ago. The hon. member is very desirous 
of some mformation. Well, I will give him that 
information this afternoon. I gave that infor
mation to my constituents some weeks bef<lfe the 
vote was taken on the 2nd of September. I 
admitted to them that I was not verv keen on 
the question of federation, hut I am one of those 
simpletons who live to learn, and when I saw 
that the four great colonies of Australia had 
decided to federate, my conscien~e told me that 
Queensland could not remain outside. I 
asked myself . the question, "Can the pro
ducers, the agrwultural producers, of this colony 
afford to throw away customers who sent them 
~2,80~~000 for produce in t~e yetcr 1898 ?" I ~ay 

No. I represent an agricultural commumty, 
and I found that the great fruit-growing industry 
of N.orthern Queeneland, including my electorate, 
received from the southern colonies in 1898 the 
sum of .£98,000 for green fruit. I am aware that 
my hon. friend-I call him my hon. friend, the 
hon. member for Fassifern, because he has been 
a friend of mine since 18H4-I say I am aware 
that my bon. friend is a protectionist. So am I 
a protectionist, hut I want a proper form of 
protection, and the form of protection I w'ant is 
as I . have said in this House before, inter~ 
colomal freetrade, and protection against the 
outside world. I thoroughly agree with 
the hon. m~m~er f'?r Lockyer tba~ nothing 
should b: sard m thrs debate to irntate any 
member m the H~>use, I consider that the battle 
has been fought, and that it is mrrely a formal 
duty we have to perform this afternoon in pass
ing this Address to the Queen. As the hon. 
member for Lockyer said, each member is 
responsible to those who sent him here, and if I 
do anything wrong in this House I am respon
sible to my constituents, who have sufficient 
intelligence to deal with me at the proper time. 
The hon. members for Toowoomba would like 
this House to believe that the Darling Downs is 
the only agricultural district in Queensland. 

Mr. KEOGH: It is the hest, at all events. 
Jl.ir. ANNEAR: It maybe the best; I do not 

say whether it is best or not, but I can tell thehon. 
member that there are thons'mds of families 
settled on the land in the \Vide Bay and Burnett 
districts who are making a good living from the 

soil. Is not the electorate of Cunningham an 
agricultural district? Is not the electorate of 
Maranoa an agricultural district? The Wide 
Bay and Burnett districts, from one end to the 
other, gave a most substantial majority of over 
two to one in bvour of federation. 

JYfr. l<'oGARTY : Cunningham and Maranoa are 
portions of the Darling Downs. 

Mr. ANNEAU : They are portions of the 
Darling Downs, and both those electorates 
voted in favour of federation, and that being the 
case the hon. member is mistaken in claiming a 
monopoly of the agricultural industry of the 
colony. \Vide Bay has been referred to, and 
the foundry in Maryborougb, and I ask what 
does protection against the outside world mean? 
Does it tnean more work for the foundry in 
Maryborough only? No; it means far more 
work for the whole of the foundries of Queens
land. I saw a gentleman in this House last 
evening, and no doubt other hon. members saw 
him-let me sav, I suppose, that Charters Towers 
is the part of \~neensland that more any than 
other requires the most mining machinery. I 
know that the Charters Towers miners are in 
sympathy with the manufacturing industries of 
{tueensland at the present time, and· they have 
decided, owing to the sympathetic vote given 
in my electorate in favour of federation, that, if 
possible, all their orders shall come to the 
electorate of Mary borough. 

HoNOUHABLE MEMBER~ : Oh, oh ! Bribery ! 
"Y on grease me and I'll grease you." 

Mr. ANNEAR: I am sure hon. members on 
both sides tell their constituents, who are chiefly 
like ourselves, working men, that to the best of 
their ability they do all they can to bring into 
existence legislation which will give them work. 
I voted for federation because I believe it will 
give the working men of the colony-those here 
now and thousands more, I trust, to come-more 
work and better wages than they receive at the 
present time. 

Mr. l<'OGAR'l'Y : Does competition create better 
wages? 

Mr. ANNEAR: Same members who have 
not been as long in the House as I have do not 
know the hon. member for Fassifern as well as I 
do, but he has let the secret out this afternoon. 
He is in the "know," and be has told us that 
one of the members for Rockhampton is to 
move an amendment to this Address to Her 
Majesty. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: It is printed and 
circulated. 

Mr. ANNEAR : I have not seen it. 
An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Y on found a 

n1are's nest. 
Mr. ANNEAR: We have always contended 

in this House, and especially members on this 
side, that the electors of Rockhampton did not 
represent the feelings of the people of the 
Central district of (2neensland. Rockhampton 
is not the Central district, for what do we find? 
\Vhen this votA was taken Rockhampton, which 
is represented in this House by three members, 
wns the only place in the Central district that 
gave a vote against federation. 

Mr. STEW ART : The intelligent part. 
Mr. ANNEAR : Go to Mount Morgan-
Mr. STEW ART: Go to the Mount Morgan 

Company. 
Mr. ANNEAR : I do not know the exact 

distance, bnt I do not think Mount Morgan is 
more than twenty miles from Rockhampton, 
and I ask : Are not the miners working at Mount 
Morgan and the people living there intelli!rent 
people? 

Mr. STEW ART: They were bulldosed by the 
company. 
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Mr. ANNEAR : The people of the electorate 
of Mount Morgan voted fully three to one in 
favour of federation. 

Mr. STEW ART: They voted as the company 
told them. 

Mr. ANNEAR: And it shows to what a little 
distance the influence of those three hon. gentle
men penetrates in the Central district. I have 
no desire to prolong this discussion. 

Mr. STEW ART: Hear, he:1.r ! 
Mr. ANNJ<jAR: I am sure the hon. member 

for Rockhampton North will recognise fully the 
truth of my r•'mark th:1.t his influence :1.nd the 
influence of the two hnn. members for Rock
hampton is confined to Rockh:1.mpton only, and 
to no other part of the Central district. I vote 
with pleasure for the motion so ably }noved by 
the Premier and seconded most ably by the 
leader of the Labour Opposition. I do not think 
that hon. gentleman said one word that was 
irritating. I like a man to stand up and say 
what he means. There is no need to be mealy
mouthed over this question. This is a resolution 
backed up by a large majority of the electors of 
Queensland. I do believe we shall not have long 
to live before we shall see that not only those 
who have vpted for this measure but hon. mem
bers and electors outside who have voted against 
it will ag-ree that this measure will be not only 
for the benefit of Queensland but for the great 
benefit of united Austr:1.lia. 

HONOURABLE :MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
* Mr. MACKINTOSH (Carnbooya): I have 
already in this House expressed my objention to 
federation, and I shall not occup\' the time of the 
House long about it now. On referendum day I 
voted against feder11tion, and I intend to do so 
now if this motion goe's to a vote. I htwe 
expressed my opinion of the disastrous effect it 
will have upon the industry with which I have 
been connected since I came to the colony, and I 
have not changed my opinion yet. I ani sure if 
the people had been allowed to use their own 
discretion in connection with federation, the 
referendum vote would have been a great deal 
diffPrent from what it was. 

Mr. McDONALD: It would be much larger. 
Mr. MACKINTOSH : It would have been 

against federation very extensively. I am sorry 
to say we found the Premier and the leader of 
the Opposition going hand in hand in unduly 
inflnencing the people to vote for federation. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : What about the 
other side? 

Mr. MACKINTOSH : The Ministry made 
promises to the people which were rather indis
creet, and they were substantiated by the leader 
of tho Opposition. The result was th:1.t at one 
polling-place north of Bri,bane-I shall not 
mention where-where there were 1150 posoible 
votes, and where the leader of the Opposition 
was conspicuously prominent, thRre were actnally, 
when the ballot-box was opened at 5 o'clock in 
the evenin'i, no less than 400 federal votes came 
out of the box. 

Hon. G. THORN : I forgot to talk about that. 
HONOURABLE MEMBERS : vVhere? 
Mr. MA.CKINTOSH: I will not mention wlwre 

it was; but I can assure you that this was told to 
me in the presence of the hon. member who repre
sents the electorate, a.nd he did not contradict it. 

Mr. McDoNALD: What about the Camboova 
electorate-if you are going to talk about that? 

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. MACKINTOSH : The Cambooya elec

torate is very well able to mind itself. I will not 
go into these m:1.tters, as the case is still sub judice, 
and when it has been dealt with I may have wme
thing to say about it. I hope hon. members will 
refrain from mentioning it any more in the 
House until tho parties within whose jurisdiction 
it lies in the meantime have decidnd upon it. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. MACKINTOSH: As a fact, I know that 

federation is troubling my friend the hon. 
member for Cunningham and another gentleman 
very much, because they have been agitating to 
get reductirms in railway freights in connection 
with wheat in order to enable them to waive 
off the evil that will arise by the time we get 
freetrade in agricultural products. Whatever 
their ideas have been in advocating federation 
before, they are backing down now as quickly as 
they po"sibly can. Having expressed my objec
tions to federation before, I shall sa.y no more 
now but that if a division is called f,ir on 
this motion I shall certainly vote against it. 
If the voice of the electors carried it, and 
enabled the Premier to send this Address to 
Her Majesty, I would be (lUite agreeable to it, 
but when I find it has been decided by a major
ity of the members of this House, it is my duty 
t0 conscientiously vote according to my convic
tions, and I shall vote against it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Against the 
will of the people. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH: I shall not occupy the 
time of the House any longer. I think the 
motion should go to a vote as quickly fLS possible. 

Mr. CAMPBELL (Moreton) : It seems to be 
the rule that those who took an 

[5·30 p.m.] active part in opposing the Common-
wealth Bill on the referendum 

should say something in explanation of the 
comse they intend to pursue. I wish to say that 
while my conviction in regard to the matter is 
not altered by the vote-I still ihink it will be a 
bad thing for Qneensland-at the same time I 
am b~nd to admit that the vote in favour of the 
measure is such as to warrant my not cffering 
:1.ny further opposition-at anyrate factious 
opposition-to the adoption of the measure. 

HoNOURABLE 1\fEliiBEHS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. CAMPBELL: If " division takes place 

I shall feel it my duty, in view of the expression 
of opinion given by my constituents, to vote 
against the Address, but if the House does not 
divide on the question I do not intend to offer 
any further opposition to it, I am now more 
concerned a9 to when freetrade is likely to 
eventuate. I had not the pleasure of bein'i pre
sent when the Premier made his speech this 
afternoon ; I am not awltre whether he gave any 
forecast as to when it m:1.y eventuate, but I hope 
the time indicated dmirg the deb:1.te on the 
Commonwealth Bill will prove substantially 
correct-thltt is, that we may expect it in three or 
four years. In that connection I think the Pre
mier failed in the representll,tion he made at the 
Conference nf the Premiers, inasmuch as he did 
not contend for special relief in that way, 
berltuse I believe that if he had put hie foot down 
he would have been listened to with great re~pect, 
and the matter would have been carried on those 
lines, giving the colony n;ore breat_hing time 
before such a drastic alteratiOn comes mto effect. 
I take it that the vote that has been cast in 
favour of the measure is in many re~pects not a 
vote in favour of federation, but a vote against 
Brisbane. Old-time grievances were brought 
into the matter, and whatever the consequence 
might be, they knew that Brisbane itself 
would probably g-o against the measure, and 
they wanted to show how they could np"et 
Brisbane; and I believe that largely accounts for 
the big vot0 in theN orth in favour of fed oration. 
However, the principle of the referendum having 
been adopted by this House, and the colony as a 
whole having approved of the Commonw0alth 
Bill, I think it would he futile--only a waste of 
time-to carry objection further. Therefore, I 
hope those who did vote against it-and I was 
one of the most earnest I believe in that way
will now cast in their lot to assist in protecting 
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Queensland in the framing of the tariff that will 
eventually have to be framed for the Common
wealth of Australia. 

HoNOURABLE ME~IBERS : Hear, hear ! 
* Mr. STEW ART (RockhamzJton North): 
Though I worked ver.v hard to defeat this Bill
the Common wealth Bill-when it went before 
the country, I have no intention of vffering any 
opposition to the Address which is before us now. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. STEW ART: But while that is the case, 

I must confess that I see no reason whatever for 
the triumphant n~te sounded both b.v the leader 
of the Government and the leader of the Oppo
sition in moving and seconding the ad0ption of 
this Address. To listen to the hon. gentlemen 
one would imagine, if the facts were not perfectly 
well known, that Queensland had almost unani
mously accepted the Commonwealth Bill-that 
the billites had literally swept the field of the 
anti-billites. 

Mr. KEOGH: They had the means to do it; we 
had not. 

Mr. STEWART: What are the facts? We 
find that out of every lOO electors in Queensland 
thirty-two did not vote, thirty-eight voted for the 
Bill, and thirty against the Bill ; or, to reduce 
the thing to a minimum-which fairly expresses, 
I think, the relative vote- out of e'very eleven 
men who voted six were for the Bill and five 
against the Bill. Is there anything to boast 
about in connection with that? And then when 
we consider the means by which this great 
majority was obtained, the billites had not 
sufficient talent in Queensland to carry the thing 
on themselves, they had to import all the principal 
speakers. They had to send to Victoria and New 
South Wales; and I am certain that if they 
could have got men from South Australia, they 
would have brought them from there also. I 
am astonished when I consider the tal~nt I see 
opposed to me to-night, that the billites of 
Queenslanu had to resort to the wretched ex
pedient of bringing their orator• from other por
tions of Australia. \Vhen I look at the hem. 
gentleman at the head of the Government and 
consider what an eloquent speaker he is, when I 
look also at the hon. gPntleman sitting besirle 
him-the hon. member for Bundaberg, whose 
qualifications as a public speaker we are all so well 
acquainted with, and when again I look upon 
the hon. gentleman who holds th<> purse strings 
of the colony, whose eloquence we all know, and 
when I look further afield and see the hem. 
member for Bulloo, who is perhaps one of the 
gladiators of debate, I may almost say, I repeat 
that I am lost in astonishment at the' billites 
sending to other colonies for their public 
speakers. 

Mr. LEAHY : \Yho told you we sent for them? 
Mr. STEW ART: I do not know whether 

they sent for them or not of my own knowledge, 
but it is common report that they were sent fnr. 

Mr. KERR: Mr. 'rre.nwith said he was invit-ed. 
Mr. STE\V ART: B is common report that 

the billites of Q•Jeensland sent to the Southern 
colonie.q asking them for God's 8ake to ~end up 
men to advocate, to spectk for the Bill, and it is 
also a matter of common report that the Southern 
colonies not only sent up the wind which carried 
this Bill through, but that they also sent up 
something more substantial in the shape of 
money. 

HONOURABLE MEli!BERS: No. 
Mr. STE\V ART : That is a matter of common 

report. 
Mr. GLASSEY: It is not true. 
Mr. STJ<~W ART: Of course, we know that 

rumour has always been a lying jade; of course 
we know that Victoria had no interest in getting 
Queensland in to the federati<>n ; we know per
fectly well that New South Wales had no money 

interest in getting Queensland into the federa
tion; and knowing that, is it at alllikelythatthose 
colonies would spend money in getting the black 
sheep to come into the federation? If hon. gentle
men opposite think we are exactly the fools we may 
appear to them, I say they are very much mistaken. 
In addition to the men from the sonth, and in 
addition to the money from the south, we had 
the hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern
ment. When federation was in extremis, when it 
was just trembling in the balance, what did he 
do'? He came forward and threw a sop down 
to the public of Queensland. He said, " If you 
people will vote for federation, I will give yon 
one man one vote." \V ell, the people voted for 
federation. When is the hon. gentleman going 
to give them one man one vote? He caught the 
people with that bait, but he has not redeemed 
his promise yet. I hope he will do so. I 
think the hon. gentleman might very well have 
left federation to be decided upon its merits 
without introducing any extraneous matter of 
that kind. 

Mr. LEAHY : That promise never reached the 
bulk of the electors. 

Mr. STEW ART: That promise did reach the 
buik of the electors, and it influenced a great 
number of them. And I may just tell the hon. 
gentleman that if he does not fulfil that promise 
the reBult may not be altogether too pleasant 
for him. But while federation was carried by 
such a small majority and by such questionable 
means as far as the Government were concerned, 
I would like to say this-and I say it "more in 
sorrow than in anger "-that the qne,tion was 
not treated by the country as it ought to have 
been ; it was not decided on high political 
grounds. 

Mr. LEAHY : \Vhose fault was that? 
Mr. STE\V AHT: Whose fault was that? I 

say that the only portion of the colony where it 
was decided on high political grounds was the 
Central division. \Vby did Bl'iobane vote 
against the Bill ? Because if the Bill was carried 
they thought that the southern colonies would 
swamp ti1e industrie' here. The a.verage voter 
never took the Constitution into consid ercttion at 
all. He did not care two straws whether it was 
democratic or conservative, or whttt it was. He 
simply looked at the question this way-\Vill 
federation help me in my industry? 

Mr. LEAHY: You have a very poor opinion of 
the people. 

Mr. STEW ART : The result of the vote bears 
this out. Then take the ·western portion of 
Southern Queensland. What influenced the 
farmers there? Why, they thought they would 
be swamped by the southern colonies. 

HONOURABLE l\!IEli!BERS : So lhey will. Quite 
right. 

Mr. STEW ART: Other people-for instance, 
the wheat-growers-·thought they would have an 
Australian markt•t for their wheat. As far as 
Southern Queensland was concerned, the ques
tion of federation was not decided on its merits 
at all, but accurding to the industrial and money 
a·<pect of the matter. Then with regard to the 
mining industry the vote in this connection went 
for the Bill. Why? Because the miners thought 
they would get cheap food under intercolonial 
freetrade. That was what animated the miners 
throughout Queensland. They did not care two 
straws about the Constitution. The same might 
be said of the pastoralists. They expected to 
get ctwap potatoe•; the miners cheap onions, 
>md somebody else cheap something else. 

Mr. LEHINA: Cheap neck'ies. 
Mr. STE\V ART : Yes, cheap neckties, and 

cheap machinery. Miners thought that if the 
Bill was accepted that machinery would have free 
access to the Australian markets. I would like 
to point out to those protectionists who voted for 
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the Bill, that the matter is not settled by any 
means yet. 'l'he miners are not only in favour 
of intercolonial freetrade but also of freetrade 
with the world. 

HoNOUl\ABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. STEvV ART : The pastoralists are in the 

same position. vVhy ? Because they desire cheap 
clothmg, cheap machinery, cheap potatoes, and 
cheap something else. 

Mr. LEAHY: Did you not advocate that here 
last year? 

Mr. STEWART: Yes; I did. 
Mr. LEAHY : If it was right then, how can it 

be wrong now? 
Mr. STEW ART : Because, like the hon. 

member, I am always learning, and I have 
changed my opinions many times since I was 
born. As far as the mining and pastoral indus
tries are concerned, would the Bill benefit the 
wage-earners? No; it will only benefit the 
absentee syndicates, and that is the reason why 
these absentee syndic~tes are d"ing their level 
best to carry through this legislation. 

Mr. RYLAND : vVhat about the Rockhampton 
vote? 

Mr. STEW ART: I will tell the hon. member 
about that vote. The people in Rockhampton 
and in the immediate vicinity-who seem to be 
despised by a large number of hem. members
were the only electors who dealt with this 
question from a high political point of view and 
in a statesmanlike manner. (Laughter.) 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: A separation point 
of view. 

Mr. STEW ART : If they did look at it from 
a separation point of view, were they not justly 
entitled to do so? vV as that not a higher point 
of view than the price of potatoes, onions, 
beer, or neckties? I a~k hrm. members to say 
if anything had done more to promote the 
progress of Australia than the subdivision of the 
States. Nothing, and every hon. member knows 
that. 

Mr. LEAHY: That is a question. You cannot 
tell what the prosperity would be, 

Mr. STEW ART: Yes, I could. We have it 
all through history, that just as the territory of 
Australia has been subdividEd, so ha& the country 
prospered. 

The PREMIER : What about the history of 
federation. 

Mr. STEW ART: Not only did we object to 
the Constitution because it did not provide for a 
subdivision of the States, but we objected for 
other reasons. 1'he Constitution was deemed 
quite democratic enough for the people of the 
North, and a large number of people in the 
South, but it was not democratic enough for the 
people of the Centre. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Oh, oh ! Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. STEW ART: That was the reason-the 
principal reason-why we in the Central pc.rtion 
of the colony-in Rockhampton and its imme
diate vicinity-objected to the Constitution : 
that it did not place the management of Aus
tralian affairs in the hands of the Australian 
people. As far as I am concerned, I am proud 
of the attitude I took up with regard to this Bill. 
I am proud that I opposed it, and that I am 
one of those who tried to show up its defects and 
sugge"t amendments. While I submit to the will 
of the majority, and I hope that federation will 
result in all the good that is claimed for it, yet it 
is the duty of every hon. member to amend the 
Constitution, and make it much more democratic 
than it is at present-much more in accordance 
with the advanced ideas of the Australian people; 
-and if I am alive after federation is accom
plished, I trust I may be able to add my quota 

to bring that about, just as I did my best to 
defeat the Bill when it went before the con
stituencies. 

Mr. W. 'THORN (Aubigny): I don't wish to 
detain the House at any length, but, as I repre
sent a district in which a very large majority was 
given against the Bill, I do not think it will 
be out of place if I say a few words on this 
matter now. The Premier, in introducing this 
motion, tried to make out that it "as the will of 
the peoplethatthisAddress should bepreBented to 
the Queen. I do not think it is the will of the people. 
They have not had time to consider the matter. 
It was forced upon them in a very short time, 
and the Premier used every advantage he had in 
his power to carry this Commonwealth Bill 
under the referendum. I am thoroughly in 
favour of the referendum-in taking the voice of 
the people-but I wish to mention that on the 
2nd September I was in one portion ·of my 
electorate. I understood the Premier to state 
when the Enabling Bill was going through, that 
in bvery portion of the electorates where polling 
booths had existed before-everywhere where 
men wished to cast their vote-polling booths 
would be proclaimed, but at Jondaryar. and 
other places, we had no polling booth and 
a large number of the electors there had 
to use the envelopes, and were knocked back by 
this omission. The greater portion of these 
eiectors were young men engaged shearing at that 
time at ,J ondaryan, and the manager of that 
station came down and endeavoured to persuade 
men to vote for the Bill. I heard something of this 
before, and I eay, w1thout fear of contradiction, 
that some of these men were frightened to sign 
their names on the envelopes for fear that they 
would be found out. I believe the hon. member 
for Charters, when speaking on this question, 
made out that the envelope system was a good 
one, but I can't bay that it is any better than the 
postal ballot for our divisional boards. I don't 
agree with it at all. Look at +.he persuasive 
powers used by the · billites to carry the 
people with them on this great question ! 
Look at the men they brought from the southern 
colonies ! The hon. member for Bulloo is no 
doubt a great and fluent speaker. He came to 
Toowoomba, and I believe he carried some of the 
electors of Toowoomba with him. I do not 
think he was paid ; but I believe a grea,t number 
were paid who went round the district. I heard 
on one occasion that the sum of £1,000 came 
from New South \Vales-that it was sent up by 
the Chinese. 

Mr. GLASSEY: They were anti-billites. 
Mr. W. THORN: Not at all. The hon. 

member knows 11ery well where the money came 
from. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I have a list in my pocket. 
Mr. W. THORN : If the bun. menober wants 

facts, all he has to do is to go to the secretary of 
the Anti-Bill League. He will see that it came 
from the Chinese. 

Mr. GLASSEY : They issued a manifesto calling 
upon anti-billites to oppose the Bill. 

Mr. vV. THORN : I challenge the statement. 
These are bogus statements made up by the billites 
themselves. Vlhat else did the Premier do when 
going round on this great subject of federation? 
\Vhen he was away in the North there was a 
great show at Laidley, and a wire was sent to 
Mr. Armstrong that he might show to the people, 
to the effect that if they voted for federation he 
would give them a railway up Laidley Creek. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! Shame! 
The PREMIER : The only thing is, I was nut at 

Laidley at all. 
Mr. W. THORN: I do not say the hon. 

gentleman was at Laidley. He was in North 
Queensland at tha time. He knew very well 
there was a show at Laidley that day, and he 
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thought this was going to be a good bait. He 
also went to ·w arwick, and told the people 
there, " lf you vote for federation you will get 
the t·ia recta and the ·warwick to St. George 
line." But the veople are not gcing to be gulled 
altogether in that way. 

Mr. LEAHY: Did he promise the Goombuugee 
railway? 

Mr. \V. THORN: I believe it wa" promised 
on one occasi<>n, not by the present Government, 
but by the continuous Government. It is some
thing like the railway from ·warwick to St. 
George. The hon. member for Charters Towers, 
in speaking to this quest.ion, wanted to make ont 
that the mining industry of the colony is the 
principal industry. But he must know very 
well it is not. Every honest man, I believe, 
will admit that the farming industry is the back
bone of the colony. 

HONOURAm,E 1\fEMm;Rs: Hear, hear! 
Mr. W. THOltN: Outside of that there is the 

pastoral industry ; that comes before mining. 
A large majority of the votes cast on the mining 
fields were cast in favour of federation. Why? 
The hon. member for Charters Towers knows 
that if he had not gone to Charters Towers, Mr. 
Lesina had that place captured. The miners of 
Charters Towers, if aKked to-morrow why they 
voted for this particular Bill, would tell you that 
the princit,al reason was that they were bribed 
to ktwck Brisbane out of existence altogether. 

An HONOURABLE :\1EMBER : Cheap food, cheap 
clothes. 

Mr. \V. THOltN : They regarded it from a 
freetrade point of view altogether. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : Cheap beer. 
Mr. W. THORN: They also looked at it from 

the point of view of one man one vote. That 
was promised to them. Has that Bill been 
brought in yet? I challenge the Premier. I say 
I do not believe he was sincere when he baid he 
was going to alter our Oom,titution to one man 
one vote. 

Mr. BROWNE: \V e will make him sincere. 
The HoME SECRETARY: }~very man who voted 

for federation must vcte for one man one vote. 
Mr. \V. THOltN: While hon. members on 

this side who voted for federation have said they 
are going to vote for the Address, only two 
members on the other side, I believe, have 
spoken. They are all very quiet and dumb
founded. I expected to hear some great and 
elab<lra te speeches. 

Mr. McDoNALD: They have got par,Jy,;ed. 
Mr. W. '!.'HORN: The hon. member for 

Charters Towers knows as well as I do that the 
miners are not the pioneers of the colony. 

JVIr. DAWSON: Yes, they are. 
Mr. \V. THORN : They are not pioneers 

at all. 
Mr. RYLAND: They saved Queensland inl866. 
Mr. W. THORN: 'fhatis not so. It was the 

capital that came into the colnny from the old 
country that saved it at that time. 'rhe hon. 
member knows that as well as I do. He knows 
very well that every ounce of gold taken out of 
Gym pie costs £3 10s. to get. 

Mr. FISHER : It is not fair to say tbat. 
Mr. W. THORN: I say it, and I say it without 

fear of contradiction. If there was a rush started 
over the border to-morrow, where should we he? 
The miners would go over the border into New 
South Wales just like a flock of sheep. \V e heard 
something this afternoon about clnsing our 
border. I believe that if this Bill is carried the 
border will be closed to the ~quatters in the 
north and north-western portions of tD.is colony. 
We should pause before we hand this gren,t 
country over to New South vVales and Victoria. 
I intend to oppose the motion. 

Mr. KEOGH (Rosewood): There has been a 
hackneyed expression used by hon. members-

that they are not going to take any very active 
part against the passing of this Address. I am 
not going to use any strong language with regard 
to this matter ; but I would be remiss in my 

duty were I not to stand up and 
[7 p.m.] say in aR intelligent a manner as 

poosible the few words I have to 
say on the question. I spoke at some length 
on the subject when the Hou•e met some ;;hort 
time ago, and I have not fallen away in the 
slightest from what I said on that occasion. I 
still believe that federation will not be judicious 
for Southern Queensland. I have expressed 
that opinion forcibly on many platforms, not 
only in my own electorate, but in certain 
other electorates in West Moreton. I was 
cordially listened to, and, judging by the votes 
recorded in those electorates on the 2nd of 
September, what I stated bore fruit to some 
extent. The leader of this party and abo the 
Premier of the colony has stated, not only here 
hut on public platforms throughout the country, 
that federation will be beneficial to the great 
bulk of the Qneensland people. 

Mr. GLASSEY: Don't you think it, too. 
Mr. KEOGH: I certainly do not think it. It 

may be a good thing for the nomads-the people 
who are here to-day and away to-morrow-hub 
that is where the vote has come in. I deny that 
that vote as expressed by the people of Queens
land is the actual voice of the great producing 
people of this colony. I look upon that vote as 
merely a vote' given by people who have no 
interest whatever in this colony. (Laughter, and 
''Hear, hear !") My friends on this side of the 
House may laugh, but I still believe I am correct 
when I say that the vote given by the bulk of the 
people in the Northern portion of this colony was 
simply a vote given by migratory people, who 
really have no interest in this colony further 
than that they are merely eking- out an existence 
as long- as they are in it, and do not care twopence 
how the country goes on after they leave it. Their 
concern is merely the amount of wages they get, 
or the amount they can make by digging-which 
is a most precarious living. 

Mr. GIVENS: Were you ever in the North? 
You don't know anything about it. 

Mr. KEOGH: I have not been in the North, 
bnt I have been on other goldfields throughout 
Australia, and I know what the digger'• life is just 
as well as my hon. friend who interjects. I know 
as much about gold-digging perhaps as any man 
in this House, o,nd I have no hesitation in saying 
that the object of a great number of those who 
recorded their votes in favour of federation was 
to get cheap bread, cheap meat, and everything 
as cheap as it is po~sible to get it, without caring 
how it comes, so long as they can live cheaper. 
It has been shown tbat the people in the 
Southern portion of the colony are decidedly 
oppo~ed to federation, and it will be conceded 
that they are the bone and sinew of tbis great 
colony. (Laughter, and "Hear, hear!") vVe 
are the great producing people, at, all events. It 
cannot be gainsaid, though my hon. friends 
may laugh, that we cannot "hump our blueys" 
and leave the colony whenever we choose. We 
are here-the bone and sinew of the land. We 
are the great people of this colony. (Laughter 
and " Hear, hear !") It has been said that there 
are three great producing interests in Queens
laud--the past:•ral, the sugar, and the mining 
interests; but the very men who now say that 
are the men who, on the hustings, are for 
ever dinning it into the ears of the people in 
our agricultural districts that the agricultural 
industry i., the backbone of this colony. Now, 
these men Sitv we are a mere handful-we are 
nothing-the" sugar industry and the mining 
industry are the great industries of Queensland. 
I do not wish to say one word against those 
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industries. I shall be glad to give them a 
helping hand, so long as I have life or breath. It 
is to my interest, and to the interest of the colony 
generally, that these industries should prosper; 
but I certainly should not like to see thE se 
industries prospering ~t the expense of the gceat 
agricultural indu-;try. The agricultural industry 
lives without the help of black labour, and the 
very men who are now talking so much about 
the importance of the sugar industry are the 
very men who cry out against black labour and 
alien labour of any kind. I ask my friends here 
to mark my words-federation is the very thing 
which will keep black labour in this country. 
And why? Because this sugar industry is being 
supported by southern c"'pitalists. 'l'he very 
men who will keep black labour in this cvuntry 
are the very men that the supporters of federa
tion are doing all thc,y can to bring here. They 
are using undue influence to keep a cla~s of people 
in ~ueensland whom my friends on this side 
have always been up in arms agail"st. I shall 
certainly show my con&istency to those who re
turned me to this House by voting this evening 
against the Address to Her Majesty. I cJo not 
blame the Government. I have nothing to '"ay 
against those people who believe in federation. 
They are perfectly right in what thq nre doing 
as f>~r as lheir lights are concerned; but I cannot 
see with their eyes, and, as far as I can see, I am 
of opinion that federation would not benefit this 
colony for yeu,rs to come. Eventually no doubt 
it would be suitable to us, but we should ba 
given an opportunity of growing up gradually 
as a little baby. Let us get on our legs ; let u·s 
be placed in a position to compete with the other 
colonies, which we are not in a position to do now 
nor will be for some time. It is said that 
the moment we have federation we \\ill h"we 
everything cheap, that we will have a market for 
,;II our goods and will be able to send them to the 
southern colonies. But what produce can we send 
to the southern colonies? Nothing. I gl'ant you 
that we have wool and taliow and hides and 
sugar, but have we not got a market for all those 
things in the outside world? If we federate the 
intercolonial barriers will be broken down, and 
then we shall have to compete with the cbss of 
goods which come from Victoria andi\ew South 
\Vales. Eventually no doubt we could compete 
with them, but why not give us time to place our 
industries on a sound footing? 

An HoNOURABLE MEillllER : That would be 
eternity. 

Mr. KEOGH: No, we do not want to wait 
for eternity. That would be too loog a time. I 
believe that the fact of southern goods c0ming 
here will make those articles much clearer than 
at present. Some people say, "All thR better 
for us, beo"use our own produce will go up in 
price." To a certain extent that would be the 
case, but we are not yet in a position to grow 
the rn,;terial that we would be able to send to the 
Northern portion of the colony or to the 
southern colonies. \Ve are not se!f-,,upporting. 
We do not grow sufficient for our own require
ments yet, and consequ~ntly the southern 
colonirs will benefit at the expense of this great 
colony. No doubt the sugar industry is some
thing of which t.he Northern people are very 
proud. We are all proud of a great industry like 
that, but I t, 11 } ou I would rather see the 
North granted separation than &ee this fair 
colony enter the feder>ttion. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: You c,tn have 
them both. 

Mr. Kl~OGH: You can have my vote at 
any time in favour of s,, paration. 

111r. BROWNE : Hear, hear! 
Mr. DuNSFORD : 'Will fhe Rosewood farme):"s 

give us separation? 

Mr. KEOGH: Yes, on the ground that it 
would be to their interests and the interests of 
us all to see separation brought about: If we 
had sep:tration, this great colony would be en
titled to six members for each di \'ision in the 
Upper Chamber. I look upon it that we 
are the natural allies of the Northern por
tion of the colony. They would not do us 
any injury, and if separation took place the 
two Northern divisions, combined with Queens
lnnd South, would have eighteen members in 
the Senate, and in the Lower Chamber the 
South would have seven and the other two 
divisions would have five each. That would 
give us seventeen. \Ve wonld then be fairly 
stnng, and be rtble to fight our own way ,;gainst 
the southern colonies. It is said that New South 
\Vales is our great ally. I do not deny it. I 
do not deny that she has been a good friend to 
us just as we h.::ve been to her. \Ve have been 
sending a good many things to that colony and 
she has reciprocated. This colony has been her. 
best market, and so long as that state of affairs 
exists we no doubt will a! ways be on good terms. 
Still, I am of opinion that we would be far better 
off if we only remained as we are for a considerable 
time yet. I believe this colony would go on and 
prosper. During the last five years none of the 
colonies have gone ahead as fast as Queensland, 
and I believe she will go on better and faster if 
lPft io her own devices than if she were tied to 
the <lther colonies. There would be something 
to recommend federation 1f they bad held out to 
us some of the inducements that were held out 
to \V estern Australia. We would then have 
very little to ea vi! at. I, at all events, would 
not be so anxious to avoid federation if we had 
been offered similar terms to those offered to 
\Vestern Amtmlia. I believe the inducement 
held out to her is th,;t she is to keep her own 
tariff for five years. 

Mr. GLASSEY: No, it is to gradually decrease. 
Thir. KEOGH: Even if those terms were 

offered to us it would be a concession from 
which this colony would derive a great deal 
of benefit. \V e are to enter the federation 
on equal terms so far as taxation is con
cerned, but not so far as having fair repre
sentation in each House is concerned. That is 
one of the great blots of the Bill so far as it 
affects Queensland. It is not at all fair that we 
should have only nine members in the Lower 
Chamber and all the voting power remain with 
New South Wloles and Victoria. ·western Aus
tralia, 'rasmania, and South Australia are the 
natural allie,, of Victoria, and it is certain 
that those four colonies will g0 hand in band, 
and we shall be left out in the cold with New 
South Wales. \Ve would have a combined 
twenty-seven votes and nine votes, or a total of 
thirty-oix, while the other colonies would have 
forty votes; and I have no doubt that Victoria 
would be l>lways prepared to gain a point at our 
expense. It is stated, eJso, that £5,000,000 is 
going to be spent in building a capital city
" herever that is to be. That is a matter for 
future consideml ion, and no doubt the site will be 
decided by the :B'ederal Parliament of Austmlia. 
But I am of opinion th"'t that Parliament will 
not be taken from Melbourne. Once Melbourne 
is mad,, the federal capital there will be no 
p<ksibility of getting it away from there, simply 
bemm6e the preponderance of the voting power 
will be in favour of continuing the Parliament in 
that cit,-. as tbe interests of her allies are more 
in consonance with those of VIctoria than they 
are with those of New South \Vales or Queens
land. Federation is, I suppose, a foregone con
clusion, but when it is accomplished I think the 
federal cspital should be at some place in New 
South \V ales, and i::lydney is the natural outlet 
for that colony. However, I am only carrying 
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out the wishes of the electors of Ro,ewood 
when I say that if no other hon. member calls 
for a di vi,ion on this que"tion I shall do so, 
and I shall record my vote against the adoption 
of the Address. I do not bear any animosity 
or illwill against any hon. member who has 
taken a different view of this matter from 
that which I hold, because I believe he hns 
simply Leen acting according to the dictates of 
his own conscience, as I have been acting accord
ing to the dictates of mine, and doing what I 
considered best in the interests of the electors 
who returned me to this House by an over
whP.lming majority. My constituency comes 
second tn the constituency of the hon. member 
for Aubigny with its majority against the 
accephnce of the Commonwealth Bill, and I am 
happy to see that it occupies that position. I 
worked hard and vigorously in the electorate of 
Ipswich, and through my exertions and the 
exertions of the senior member for Ipswich 
wonders were done in that electorate~ for, not
withstanding that we were opposed by the 
greatest federalists in Queensland, we polled two 
to one against the federationiots. That I look 
upon as one of the greatest victories of the anti
billites in Southern Queensland. 

Mr. DuNSFORD : ·what sort of whisky did you 
use? 

Mr. KEOG H : I always drink the best whisky, 
and leave other people to drink what they like. 
But whisky haLl nothing to do with the issue at 
Ipswich. Perhaps if I had had the means, 
which federalists on the other side of the House 
and on this side also had, to have gone into other 
electorates, the result would have been different 
from what it has been. Still, from the bottom of 
my heart I thank those people who voted sin
cerely and honestly to keep Queeni'land one 
grand nation, and I hope they will continue to 
maintain that we should have Queensland for 
Queenslanders, and not Queensland for New 
South Wales and Victoria. 

Mr. PETRfE (Toombul): It is not my inten
tion to detain the House at any length, but as 
one of those who fought against the Common
wealth Bill I think it devolves upon me to say 
a few words before this matter goes to a vote. 
As hon. members are aware, during the federal 
session I tried, with some other members, to 
amend the Bill so that it might be acceptable 
to the people of Queene.land, but we were very 
much in the minority, and failed in our endea
vours. I am not ashamed to say that I did my 
level best against the Commonwealth outside 
during the last few months. 

J\1r. DAWSON: You are sorry now. 
Mr. PETHIE : I am not ashamed of what I 

did, because, although a rr.ajority has been 
obtained in the colony taken as a whole in favour 
of the Bill, we gained a victory as far as our 
electorates were concerned. 

Mr. DA WSON : May you get many of them. 
Mr. PE'rRIE: I am not going to reply to all 

the interjections of the leader of the Opposition. 
U nfurtunately I did not hear all the hun. 
member said this afternoon, as I was called out, 
but I have no fault to find with what he did 
say. I believe he fought his fight with very goud 
intentions, as I fought my fight with very good 
intentions. I may say that whatever I did was 
done for the best interest of the colony. I am a 
Queenslander, and am proud to be called a 
Queenslander. I am not against federation, but 
I think we are acting with undue ha•te in 
adopting a hard-and-fast measure, and that 
greater concessions should have been obtainecl 
for Queensland. If we had been a<'corded those 
concessions, then I should say let us have 
federation. \Ve have beeu told that this is not 
a party question, and on those lines I have acted. 
At the same time I givJ;J the l'remier credit 

for the work he and his party have done in 
this matter. I have been accused of having said 
that in consequence of the action of the Govern
ment on this question I was going over to the 
other side to sit with my worthy friend, the hon. 
member for South Brisbane, Mr. Stephens. It 
has also been said that I was going to sit with 
the hon. member for Bundaberg, Mr. Glasoey. 
I have never turned my coat yet, I can sit on 
the cross benches here, and have my say, just as 
well as I could on the other side; and when 
I have to cross over to the other side, I think I 
shall be able to explain my reasons for doing 
so to the House and to the country. How
ever, on this question of federation we have 
fought, and we have l<•st; the majority 
of the people of Queensland have voted 
for federation under the Commonwealth Bill. 
Of course I agreed with other members to refer 
the matter to the people, and although we have 
fought a good manly fight we have been beaten. 
The N"ort,hern portion of the colony has always 
had an edge on Brisbane and the Southern 
p,>rtion of Queensland, and I believe that has 
had a good deal to do with the vote in favour of 
the Bill. I can only say that if the anti-billites 
had had the opportunity and the money to go 
up North and talk against the Commonwealth 
Bill it is very likely the result would have been 
different. 

Mr, lVIoDONALD: I wish you had gone ; we 
should have g·ot an unanimous vote then. 

Mr. PETRIE : I am very glad, for the sake of 
the hon. member for Flinders, that I did not go, 
because I believe that if I had gone he would not 
have seen this House again or the J<'ederal Parlia-

ment. I am sorry that the Labour 
[7•30 p.m.] party, for whom I have a great 

respect, should have been carried 
away by the conditions as laid dov. n in the 
Commonwealth Dill, because under that Bill I 
do not believe any of the Labour party will ever 
see the J<'ederal Parliament. (Laughter.) 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Are you sorry for 
that? 

Mr. PETRIE : I am sorry in a way. I am 
sorry for the leader of the Opposition, because he 
is a man I have a great respect for, and for a 
good many of those following him. I, as one of 
the leading anti-billites, fought a good fight 
against the Bill, and I am not a bit ashamed of 
what I did, though I am a federationist, and 
wonld as much like to see one grand united 
Australia as any man in this House. I am not 
personally to blame that the conditions laid 
down in the Bill were detrimental to this colony 
and to the advantage of our southern neighbours. 
However, the thing is gone, and the people have 
decided in favonr of it, and I am here to please 
myself as to what I shall do if a division is 
called for. I am not going to say that I will 
vote against this motion or for it, but I think 
that keeping up my principles I should be inclined 
to vote against it. . 

Mr. KEOGH : Stick to your principles. 
Mr. PETRIE: Yes, I always try to do that. 

This is a non-party question, and having fought 
what I consider a good fight against the Bill, I 
think I have a perfect right now, if a division is 
called, to vote againot the Commonwealth Bill. 

Mr. DAWSON: The Comnwnwealth Bill is not 
before the House at all. 

Mr. PETRIE: No, I know it is not, and if 
I have made an error the House will pardon it. 
I hope that federation under the Bill will turn 
out a lot better than some of us expect, and will 
he for the advantage of Queensland in the long 
run. I have nothing further to add, except that 
if a division is called for I shall vote against the 
motion. 
* Mr. KIDSTON" (Rockhampton): I would like 
tu soy a word or two upon this matter before wll 
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go to a division, if it is to go to a division. I 
could not help thinking when the Premier was 
speaking, that it was a very eaey thing to speak 
of the "intelligent electors of the colony," when 
he w:ts referring to those electors who voted in 
the way the hon. gentleman wanted them to 
vote. 'rhe hon. gentleman told us that anyone 
who questioned their good . sense in voting as 
they did, impugned the judgment and good 
sense of the intelligent electors of Queensland, 
but I would ask the hon. gentleman whether 
he is not now impug-ning the intelligence and 
good sense of the intelligent electors of Bulimba? 
I am in the fortun01te position tb<tt if I do 
not agree with the mRjority of the electors of 
Queensland upon this particular question, I at 
least agree with the majority of the electors 
whom I represent in this House. A good deal 
has been said about the character of the fight 
-how handicapped the anti-billites were in 
opposing the Bill, and what advantages the 
billites had in having the Government on their 
side, and all the le ,ding men in this Chamber. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: They 
hadn't you. 

Mr. KIDSTON: I assume that the hillites 
and anti-billites did the be't they could for their 
particul:>r views in the matter. I cn,n hone,tly 
assert myself that I left no stone unturned to 
get the people of the Central di>7.rict-the only 
place where I spoke-to vote ag-ainst tbe n,ccept
ance of the Commonwealth Bill. If other men 
who were on the same side as myself did not do 
the same thing they had no right to come here 
and complain now. If they had taken every 
legitimate opportunity they had to convinc" the 

. electors that their ca'e was the better case, and 
if in spite of that the electors of the colony 
chose to vote the other way, then I also think it 
is too late to come here now and complain about it. 
It is not now the proper time for fighting; 
now that the fight is over I accept the judgment 
of the electors of the colony, not l,ecause I agree 
with it-I think it is an unwise judgment-but 
whether I agree with it or whether I di>agree 
with it is not the matter in qne,tion here at all. 
The referendum presupposes that we are going 
to accept the verdict which the referendum 
gives. The men who were not willing to accept 
the verdict given at the referendum should have 
opposed remittinl" the matter to the people when 
that question was before the House. After 
agreeing to remit th<J matter to the jurlgment of 
the electors, and after doing all we could to get 
the electors to vote in the partwular way we 
wanted, I think the time has gone past for 
discussion as to whether we should adopt this or 
not. In reg-ard to this particular question 
I would like to remind the hon. member 
for Rosewood, and othr..r members who feel 
inclined to vote against the Address move<J. by 
the Premier, th:>t in this matter we are no longer 
represent·1tives. The people of the colony have 
spoken directly upon the m::ttter, and we ha1'e no 
more right to use our pnsiLion in this House to 
prevent the opinion of tlw majority of the elec
tors of the colony being given effect to than a 
member of the French Parliament would have. 
\Vhen we agreed to submit the matter to the 
referendum we, in regard to that particular 
matter, abolished represem::..tive government, 
and the people have said directly by their own 
vote what they want done, and we have no more 
right in the matter. 

An HoNoURABLE MEMBER : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. KIDSTON : That is my position in the 

matter. I loyally accept the verdict of the 
majority, but not bect.use I think it is a right 
verdict. So far as the interests of the Central 
district are concerned, I am quite persuaded that 

it is an unwise verdict; but wise or unwise, 
the people have settled this matter for them
selves. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. KIDS TON: And it is neither for me nor 

any other member of this House to call in ques
tion what they h:>ve chosen to do. This is self
evident to any democrat, and to any man who 
knows what self-government means it is impos
sible to attempt to g-et behind the verdict given by 
the people on this occasion. Anything that can be 
said aA to how the verdict was obtained cannot 
affect the matter in any way at all. One thing I 
would like to s:>y before I sit down is that I have 
always been a believer in the desirableness 
of securing a union of the Australian colonies ; 
and it was with extreme regret that on the 
occ~sion of the recent referendum I w:>s com
pelled to work and vote against the acceptance 
of the Common wealth Bill. I was compelled to 
do so because I believed it was inimical to the best 
intere,ts of the people I represent, and the best 
interests of the people of the Central district. If 
the House will pard<m me a minute I will tell 
them why. For the last six years the average 
surplus revenue taken out of Central Queensland 
and Hpent in Southern Queensland has been 
£225,000 a year, averaging somewhere about 
from £14 to £1G per year per family. Is it not 
natural that people labouring under a financial 
disability of that kind should seek some redress? 
The English residents in the Transvaal complain 
about the way the Boers overtax them, and have 
applied to Her Majesty to send out an army to 
get them redress and something like political 
justice. \V e are the Outlanders of Queensland. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You have 
g-ot a vote, which is more than the Outlanders 
have. 

Mr. KIDSTON: So far as over-taxing is 
concerned, I doubt if there is another 60,000 
British people, or any other kind of people in 
any civilised country on the face of the earth, 
who :>re suffering the same drain upon their 
resources as the people of Central Queensland. 
I do not blame anyone in particular for it. The 
present members for Southern constituencies are 
no more to blame for it than I am. But that is 
the broad result, and it does not matter whether 
somebody is to blame or whether nobody is 
to blame. The thing can be remedied by giving 
those people control of their own affairs. It was 
not possible that under presentJ circumstances we 
could get control of our own affairs, but it was 
legitimate, when this great constitutional change 
was taking phtce in Queensland, that we should 
ask for an impartial tribunal. It was only 
natuml and proper that the citizens of Central 
Queensland, understanding the way they are 
affected in this matter, should at least try to 
"'ccomplish this-that the Imperial Parliament, 
in giving away the right they now possess to 
subdi vi do Queensland, should at least give it 
away not to this Parliament here which has, as 
I have shown, a very material personal 
interest in keeping the Central district as it is 
-that instead of giving it to this Parliament, 
which is a party to the dispute and has an 
interest in keeping things as they are, should have 
at least surrendered that power to the Federal 
Parliament, which would have been an imp"'rtial 
tribunal for the hearing and judgment of our 
claim. The meanest subject of her Majesty is 
supposed to get a fair trial and an imp:>rtial 
judge to decide in his c:::tuse. All that I chimed, 
all that I asked in opposing the acceptance of the 
Commonwealth Bill, was that the Imperial 
Government should be asked, in making this 
great constitutional change in Australia, to 
secure that the Central and Northern districts 
of Queensland should get an impartial judge to 
decide their cause, and tha,t they should not be 
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handed ovH for all time to the tender mercies 
of this Parliament, which it is not r€asonable to 
expect will ever be able to rise above their 
personal bias and interest in the matter. 

The PREMIER: \Vhy? 
Mr. KIDS TON: There are forty-one members 

in this House representing Southern constituen
cies. 

Mr. Gr,ASSEY: Are they all imbued with the 
spirit of injustice? 

Mr. KIDSTON : No ; they are not all im
bued with the spirit of injustice, but they are all 
subject to the personal bias I have spoken of. 

The SECHETARY ~'OR PUBLIC LANDS : May we 
riot say the same of you? 

Mr. KIDS TON: I do not make any claim that 
I am entirely unbiased in this matter. I claim 
distinctly that myself and my compatriots in the 
Central district are as biased in favour of 
separation as the Southern people are in favour 
of keeping up a connection which they do not 
want to lo,e. It is perfectly human and natural. 
Suppose the Secretary for Public Lands, who 
questions me, sued a man for £50, and when they 
went into court the debtor asked to remove the 
judge and to be put on the bench in his place to 
adjudicate in the matter, would the hon. gentle
man not say that there was a danger of the 
personal bias of the debtor influencing the judg
ment of that case? And is it not the very same 
way with this Parliament? If there is any 
chance of the Southern men losing all that 
surplus revenue they deril"e every year from the 
Central district, is it not a natural thing---

The SECRETARY l!'OR PuBLIC L".NDS: \Ve have 
no evidence that there is this lar(ie surplus you 
speak of. 

Mr. KIDSTON: I did not intend to do this, 
and the House will pardon me. The Minister 
for Lands questions whether what I have said is 
true. He says we have no evidence. I will 
supply him with the evidence. As thio is 
possibly the last time I shall be speaking on the 
matter in this House, I am obliged to the hon. 
gentleman for giving me the opportunity of 
placing the facts once for all on record. A 
return is issued each year by the Treasury, 
showing the revenue and expenditure of each of 
the three divisions of the colony. For instance 
here is the revenue and expenditure of Central 
Queensland for 1897-98 copied from the return 
issued from the Treasury, 2'lth September, 
1898:-:-

CE~TRAL DISTRICT. 
Local revenue 
Local expenditure ... 

£660,348 
451,482 

Local surplus . .. .. ... £208,766 
Proportion ol deficiency on general account 77,207 

Surplus £131,539 

But tbis "deficiency on the general account" is 
apportioned between the three districts on a 
wrong basis. To be fair, it should be appor
tioned on a population basis, instead of which it 
is apportioned in prop0rtion to the amount of 
revenue contributed. This saddles the Centre 
with an unduly large share of the deficiency, as 
our revenue per capita is so much larger than 
that of the South, as you will see from this com
parison for the year 1896-7. 
----~~----~~--~----,----.-----

Southern District .. . 
Central District .. . 
Northern District .. . 

Population. Total Revenue 
Revenue. per Capita. 

32:3,675 
56,127 
93,377 

£ 
2,144,104 

667,000 
803,046 

£ 8. d. 
6 12 10 
li ~7 10 

8 li 9 

When we correct the Treasury figures in this 
respect, and allocate the general revenue and 

1899-s* 

general expenditure to each of the three divisions 
of the colony according to population, we get 
nearer the truth, although even then the figures 
are less favourable to the Centre than they ought 
to be, because our contribution to the general 
revenue is larger, and our receipts from the 
general expenditure smaller, than that of the 
South. Here is a table showing the surplus of 
the Central district as given by the Treasury 
returns, and also when general revenue and 
general expenditure is apportioned according to 
population :-

Year. 

1892-93 
1893-94 
18~J,.85 
1895-96 
1896-97 
1ss;·.99 

Central Surplus 
according to 

Treasury Return. 
... £H0,048 

9-~.409 
112,550 
138,642 

68,460 
13l,o59 

£685,668 

Central Surplus 
calculated as 

above. 
£180,627 

1H,Oi8 
133, l57 
168, ~66 

92.468 
168,559 

£857,:355 

l~~r;grc ~~~T~~~s fg~~~~7:~~~cted in n;isba;.;~ £
143

,
000 

on goods consumed in Centre and for 
which no credit is given to Centre in 
Treasury Statement, variously estimated 
from £20,000 to £00,000, say 30,000 

Average annual surplus ... ... £173,000 

The mean population for the six years may be 
taken as 54,000; which would make the average 
annual surplus for the last six years £3 4s. per 
head of the population, equal about £10 or £12 
per family. This shows that with self-government, 
Central Queensland could, if she wished, abolish 
all Customs duties, and still show a fair annual 
surplus. I may just mention that in addition 
to the surplus of £3 4s. per head as shown above 
there is a further sum of about £52,000 per year 
collected in the Centre and spent in the South, 
a great part of the general expenditure being 
spent there. It is of course quite legitimate to 
charge the Centre with such expenditure in any 
apportionment of the accounts between the three 
divisions. Nevertheless with local self-govern
ment that sum of £52,000 would be expended in 
the Centre, where it is raised, which would ma'ke 
the saving to the division-for all money left in 
the division whether it be paid locally in salaries, 
or left in the pockets of the taxpayers, is 
saved to the division-£173,000 and £25,000 
equal £225,000 per year. This is about the 
drain upon Centre-namely, about £4 per head 
of the population; about £14 to £16 per family 
per year. Probably no people in the world are 
so happily situated as the people of Central 
Queensland would be if left to themselves, so far 
as freedom from taxation is concerned. And yet 
there is not another people subjected to so heavy 
and impoverishing a drain upon their resources. 

Mr. LEAHY: It is a wonder you are alive. 
Mr. KIDSTON: It is astonishing; it is only 

the phenomenal resources of the district that 
enable us to bear the drain. 

Mr. LEAHY: You cannot take credit for the 
resources. 

Mr. KIDSTON: I have no credit for the 
resources, neither has the hon. member any 
credit for the resources ; though he has a great 
deal more of them, he has not any credit for them 
any more than I have. There is probably no 
English-speaking community on the face of the 
earth that is subjected to the same drain upon 
its resources as Central Queensland, and the hon. 
gentleman, if he thinks differently, can get up and 
tell us where it is. I think I h~tve given the 
evidence I was asked for-evidence that ought tQ 
be good enough for any intelligent man in the 
House. 

An HoNOURABLE MElllllllll\ : The fie9r\lt:J.ry for 
Lands did not hear it. 
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Mr. KIDS TON : Excuse me, I said for "any 
intelligent man in the House." I think it 
is evidence which justifies us in seeking to make 
sure, if we are able to so make sure, that when 
the future subdivision of Queensland passea out 
of the hands of the Imperial Parliament it 
should not pass into the hands of this Parliamfnt 
but into the hands of the :Federal Parliament. 
There were many minor objections to the Bill, 
but all those cr•uld have been got over in time. 
The bad feature 11bout this part of the Bill is, 
that once the Constitution is accepted there is no 
means of remedying it. 

Mr. LEAHY: ·where do you get that from? 
Mr. KIDSTON : If the hon. mt·mber will 

give me a copy of the Commonwealth Bill I will 
show it to him in a minute. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: \Vhat about the 
128th clause. 

Mr. LESINA: It is practically unworkable. 
Mr. KIDSTON: The 128th clause in the Com

monwealth Bill provides that no subdivision of 
any of the colonies can take place--

The PREMIER : That is th~ 123rd clause. 
Mr. KIDSTON : ·without the consent of the 

local Parliament and a majority vote of the 
electors of that State. And I have shown that 
it is extremely unlikely-with the lar '8 motive 
which this Parliament has in ke~ping the 
Central district where it is-that this Parliament 
will ever be likely to give such a v0te. The 
hem. member for Enoggera came up to our dis
trict and told us that if we would be good 
enough to accept the Commonwealth Bill 
they would have very little objection to us 
getting separation after that. I hope the hon. 
gentlemPn will show us that they will have very 
little objection to separation after this. 

Mr. JENKINSON: Is that another bribe? 
Mr. KIDS TON : My own belief is-and this 

is why I said that I thought the people of the 
Central district had made an unwise decision 
in accepting the Commonwealth Bill-that 
they had every interest to induce them to make 
an effort to get this power given to the Federal 
Parliament before accepting the Bill. I did not 
want to delay the acceptance of the Bill one day 
or one hour, provided that that power was given 
to the Federal Parliament. I think it unwise to 
give away our right of appeal to the Imperial 
Parliament before we know whether that power 
will be given to the :Federal Parliament. At 
the same time, the matter passed out of my 
hands when referendum day came along. The 
people have decided to accept the Bill, and 
while I am just as persuaded as ever I was that, 
so far as my own district is concerned, the deci
sion was unwise, in spite of my own personal 
feelings, I shall support the Address to Her 
Majesty the Queen. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. KATES (Cunningham): I am very glad 

that the hon. member who has just spoken 
accepts the position and intends to vote for the 
Address. I am not going to say anything about 
separation or anything of that sort, but I would 
like to say a few words in reply to those repre
SAntatives of agricultural districts who say that 
if we pass federation the agricultural industry 
will suffer. I challenge them to point out in 
what way agriculture will suffer. 

Mr. KEOGH: That's very easy. 
Mr. KATES: The hon. member says it is 

very easy, but those hon. members have not 
pointed out a single thing, and I repeat my 
challenge. Wben I moved the Address in Reply 
I said, referring to the Enabling Bill, "Trust 
the people." We have trusted the people. The 
people have said "Y eo." And "Yes" it shall 
be, I live in a constituency-.and you, Mr. 

Speaker, live in the very centre of it-where the 
men are all intelligent. If they were not 
intelligent I would not represent them. 

HoNOURABLE ME;~IBERS : Hear, hear ! and 
laughter. 

Mr. KATES: They said "Yes"; "Warwick 
say "Ye~" ; Carnarvon and Maranoa also said 
"Yes." So did Townsville, "\Vide Bay, and 
Bundaherg. Still, some hou. gentl~men say that 
the agricultural di"tricts said "No." 

Mr. KEOGH: The majority said" No." 
Mr. KATES : One great bogey in connection 

with agriculture-in conne~tion with the wheat 
industry-was that we were going to be swamped 
with wheat from the. sc.uthnn colonies, but I can 
assure hon. members that no matter what the 
other colonies do, when we are in a position to 
export we will be able to SAnd our wheat to the 
Fame places as they do, such as England, Italy, 
Rpain, and the Cape of Good Hope-to wherever 
we get the best market. In this respect, I am 
not afraid of federation, and I told my consti· 
tuents so in my addre;se'· I am very gird that 
the hon. members for Toowoomba and Lockyer 
have accepted the position, and that they intend 
to &upport the Address. I only wish that other 
hon. membetsrepresentingfarming constituencies 
would do likewise. 

Mr. KEOGH: 'fhey are not renegades. 
Mr. KATES: We have accepted the referen

dum, the people have said "Yes," and no 
principle has been violated. And, again, the 
pastoral industry said" Yes." I am quite proud 
to day to be on the "le\ inning side, and I can 
assure hon. members who are in a minority that 
we want to be magnanimous, and that we will 
let them down light. I repeat that fn,m an 
agricultural point of view there is nothing to fear 
nniler federation. \V e are beginning to export 
almost everything. 

Mr. KEOGH: What? 
Mr. KATES: "\V ell, everything in the dairy

ing line, which is one of the most imp~>Ftant 
indu>tries in the colony. 

Mr. FoG ARTY : \Vhat about cheese? 
Mr. KATES: Well, we don't import cheese. 
Mr. KEOGH : Yes, we do 
Mr. KATES: No, we don't. We are pro

ducing as much as we require. Then what 
ab<,ut butter ? \V e can export butter already, 
and a number of other things. As for whe".t, I 
am happy to say that we are going to hl\ve a 
wonderfully good crop this year. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: \Vhat about the 
rust. 

Mr. KATES : The frost will kill the rust. 
This year we will be able to supply two-thirds 
of the breadstuffa for the colony of Queensland. 
And then we must remember that there will be 
increased settlement, so that before long we 
shall become exporters, the same as the other 
colonies. I do not wish to say anything- more on 
this point to-night. All I can say is that I am 
very glad we have won the battle-a battle which 
has been very fairly fought 0ut. I do not agree 
with the hon. member who said that the Northern 
miner is any better than the miner in the Sr.uth. 
An elector is an elector whether he is a miner, a 
farmer, or n. squatter. 

Mr. KEOGH : He has not got the same stake 
in the colony. 

Mr. KATES: If he has not now, he will 
have. In the great mining town of Ballarat, 
when people gained a com12etency, they settled 
on the land ; and so it wrll be with our own 
miners, and then further settlement on the land 
will take place. 
* :Mr. LESINA (Clermont): One thing has 
struck me as very peculiar about this discussion, 
and that is that no reference bas been made to 
the federal flag. I have a shrewd suspicion that 
the hon. member for Enoggera has got that flag 
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concealed somewhere about his person to· night, 
and when the vote is carried, he will fetch it out 
and the hon. member for Oxley will start off with 
a sGave of "God Save the Queen." This kind 
of thing has been done in every other Parlia
ment where the Address has been carried, 
and I am quite satisfied that it has all been 
arranged. I have seen the hon. member for 
Oxley going about with a piece of paper which 
looks suspiciously like a bit of muste, and I 
am quite saliHfied that when the vote is taken 
he will sing" God S.we the Queen.'' (Laughter.) 
I took an active part in this contest. I visited 
various parts of the colony, and did my best to 
influence the people against voting for the Bill. 
I was not very successful. ]<',Jr that I am very 
sorry, but when the victory was won by the 
people 1 was perfectly satisfied to take off my 
hat to the crowd. I was perfectly satisfied that 
the people of Qtwensland desired federation on 
the terms of the present Commonwealth Bill. 
\Vhether th. y thoroughly understood it or not is 
a matter I am not going to discuss at pr:sent. 
\V e agreed to refer the matter to the people 
when the l:<"Jnabling Bill wns going thront;h. I 
not only strenuously ad vacated that the men on 
the roll should be given an opportunity of 
recording their vote for or against the Bill; but 
that hm,dreds-thousands-of others who had 
no vote at all should be allowed to vote for or 
against it. I believe, as I saiu then, in trusting 
the people. The Government trusted the people, 
and the people have voted for the Bill. I 
do not support the argument that we should 
trust the people on the ground that they always 
come to r;ght decisions. I do not say that in this 
matter they have come to a right (lecision. I 
believe they are wrong. I base my argument on 
the inherent natural right of the people to make 
what decision they please with regard to their 
own affairs, and then take the c•msequence8, 
whether pleasant or unpleasant-that the people 
should decide, whether rightly or wrongly, and 
we should accept the verdict. If their vote on 
this question tends for good-as I hope it will
they will receive the advantages. If it tends for 
harm, the whole community will suffer, including 
those who voted agaimt the Bill. Just as they 
have made their bed, so shall they lie on it. 
There are one or two points which have been 
made by various speakers tbat I should like to 
briefly refer to. But before I do that, there is one 
matter I should like to touch on that has been 
overlooked. That is the means by vv hich this 
enormous vote was obtained. Some of these 
were very reprehensible. I should like to 
say a word with reference to a statement made 
by one or two: speakers-that the miners are a 
migratory people ; that they are more or lees of 
unsettled occupation; that they travel from one 
part of the country to the other; and that they 
have not the stake in the country that farmers 
h>tve. I do not think that is a correct way of 
looking at it. Every man who has to work for 
his living has interests which are identical with 
those of every other man in the community in as 
far as it affects him in his livelihood and in seek
ing for employment wherewith to support his 
wife and children. No man can have any greater 
interest than another in a matter' of that kind. 
Can you say that a man who sweeps the str~et 
for his living, and who has a wife and family to 
support, has not as keen an interest in the wel
fare of the country as the man with his millions. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : He has not as 
much beef-stake. 

Mr. LESIN A : It means he has not as much 
property interest. That is the argument. 

Mr. KEOGH: A good argument, too. 
Mr. LESINA: Yes; but I do not think it is 

logical. That is an argument which includes 
not only the large body of men who follow 

mining as an occupation, but a large number of 
people who work in the bush, such as shearers 
and timber-getters. It has been said that the 
timber-getter has not a stake in the country; but 
if he has not a stake, he, at least, hag a chop. I 
feel sure that the hon. member, Mr. Keogh, will 
not deny that. It has also been pointed out by 
one hon. member-and to my mind it sheds a 
very brilliant sidelight on the motives of those 
who opposed the Bill. I opposed the Bill 
because I thought it was undemocratic ; but the 
hon. member fJr Dr~yton and Toowoomb~, 
Mr. Fogarty, opposed it becutse he thought It 
mig-ht lead to a land and income t>tx, ancl 
believed the people of the country could not bear 
imposts of that kind. 

Mr. KEOGH : Quite right. 
Mr. LESINA : If there is any country which 

has lP>S direct taxation than Queensland, I should 
like :o know where it is. 

Mr. GLASSilY: TherP is not one. 
Mr. LESINA: There is not a country in the 

world where the man of wealth has been let go so 
practically soot-free of taxation as in Queensland. 
'I'he large property·owner;-the men who own 
large areas of valuable land-are not contributing 
in proportiun to their means to the Government 
of the country as they do in Victoria, New 
South vV ales, South Australia, and even in 
little Tasmania. They are altogether too lightly 
taxed. If I thought federation would briug 
about a land and income tax, I should hail it 
with glad acclamation. I hope it will result in 
that. 'I'hey are two planks of the Labour plat
form for which we have been striving for years. 
If federation has brought us one man one vote
or within measurable distance of it-and it also 
brings us a land and income tax, I should hail it 
with pleasure, in spite of the many bad things 
that have been said about it, and in spite of the 
many bad points in the Bill. 

Mr. KEOGH: Y on handicap the small men to 
get the big men in. 

Mr. LESINA: It would not handicap a 
small man. It would be a tax on the value of 
the land. Therefore, it would fall heaviest on 
land in the cities-the small areas of great value. 
One little block of land in a city would swamp 
1,000 acres in the country in value. 

Mr. KEOGH: 'vVould they not be taxed? 
Mr. LESINA: They would be taxed. Under 

a direct system of taxation the tax would fall 
chiefly on the land small in area in the big cities, 
on land worth £l,f\OO or £1,700 a foot. It has 
been said that many persons refused to accept 
the Bill because they thought it ought to 
be more perfect than it is. I think that is 
a very good objection. But it is practically 
impossible-and I suppose it will always be im
possible-for imperfect man to bring about legis
lation or frame any particular enactment which 
will be perfect in all its details ; that would not 
suit everybody. The platform of the Labour 
party we have striven to make as perfect as we 
can. Yet hon. members on the other side are 
perfectly di&"atisfied with it. They will not 
have it at any price. Occasionally they dis
cover something gt,od in it and pirate it, as the 
Premier did several matters in his address at the 
opening of this s· ssion. But taking it as a whole, 
there are many hon. m~mbers on that side 
who refuse to regard it as containing any
thing at all that is any good. Nothing good 
could come out uf the Labour party. I have 
no doubt that if the Labour party adopted 
the Ten Commandments as its political plat
form, hon. members opposite would say it 
was a platform that would ruin the country if 
adopted. The hon. member for Cunningham 
said he was glad that he was on the side of the 
big majority. I do not know that the fact of 
sitting on the side of a big majority is a-ltogether 
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a special virtue which any hon. member should 
crow about. It is said that a dead fish can swim 
with a stream, but it takes a live one to swim 
against it. Perhaps, like other people, he thinks 
there is safety in big battalions. I should like 
briefly to refer to one or two means that were 
used during the recent contest to carry the Bill 
and bring about a majority in favour of it. 
One marked feature of the campaign was that a 
large percentage of the oratory indulged in by ad
vocates of the Bill was flummery. It was appeals 
to sentiment. It was appeals to the flag. It 
was appeals to one people-one destiny. lt was 
appeals of a sentimental character which should 
not have carried the weight they did carry. I 
do not dibagree altogether with the importation 
of sentiment into the comiJeration of a question 
of this kind, because it enters into our considera
tion of everyday affairs. It plays a part even 
in political affairs-and they are as cold-blooded 
as anything could be. But here sentiment was 
worked for all it was worth in obtainit'g votes in 
favour of federation on the 2nd" of September. 
Ftderation wasspol§:en of in language fit only to de
lude children or fools. The people who were asked 
to vote forfPderation were told that if they did 
not seize this one favourable opportunity of 
grasping the skirts of federation the opportunity 
would be gone for ever ; we would be left entirely 
outside the federal ring; invidious laws would 
be made which would operate injuriously against 
our interests; a federal tariff would be framed, 
the object of which would be to injure our 
industries and prevent the development of our 
resources. We were told, furthermore, that not 
only would our brothers in the southern colonies, 
if we refused to enter the federal union, do 
these unbrotherly and dishonourable things, 
but th:tt we would be ruined for all time 
that we would never have a chance, or if we did 
it would be on terms laid down by the other 
colonies. A great many people believed these 
things, and a grea,t many people voted for the 
Bill in consequence. We were further told that 
if we did not vote for the Bill, even greater 
evils would befall us. "\V e were told that the 
result would be that the Labour party in Queens
and would obtain control of the Treasury 
benche~ in the course of time, and every person 
in Queensland would be dominated by this party, 
with its nasty notions about revolutionising 
society, and imposing taxation, and many other 
things which the party on the opposite benches 
set their faces as flint against. The billite party 
during the late campaign worked in an atmos
phere of Parisian political hysteria. You talk 
about Parisian political hysteria ! You talk 
of the hysteria now being manifested over the 
Dreyfus case in France ! It is nothing to the 
hysteria I witnessed myself in various parts of 
Queensland whilst this campaign was going on. 
I saw men drunk with enthusiasm, and other 
things-chiefly other things. But I saw them 
iterally drunk with enthusiasm, flinging up their 

caps over a piece of calico rag that you could buy 
for 4¥J.. at Finney's, which they called the fede
ral flag, and which was shoved under one's nose 
in reply to every fact, figure, and argument ad
vanced. This was the kind of influence brought 
to bear, and which operated to a large extent in 
bringing about the large majority which the 
federalists had on the 2nd of September. 

Mr. G LASSEY : Is that not a serious reflection 
on the intelligence of the people ? 

Mr. LESINA: People are led in political 
matters largely by sentiment. 

The PREMIER : Sentiment was indulged in 
largely by anti-billites. 

Mr. LESINA: We had no sentiment. We 
dealt in hard facts and figures. 

Mr .. DuNSFORD: You appealed to people's 
prejudices-the very worst trait in hJJman nature. 

Mr. LESINA: The prejudice to which we 
appealed was only the prejudice which inspires a 
man to look after his own family and his own 
interests-a very natural prejudice, and one 
which I find even the most enthusiastic federalists 
is subject to. There is another thing. They 
appealed to the showman attributes of big 
drums, ''noblest sons," a federal flag, and the 
other flummery and flim-flam to which I have 
referred. They were all imported into the con
test, and were used for all they were worth. 
They were all pressed into the service; and, as a 
result, they caused many people to vote for the 
Bill. Even the poet was introduced into the 
battle-poets of the strictly vapoury cult. They 
wrote poems that appeared to be wrung from 
their very hearts, and in which they instructed 
the mass of the ,people that if they were not 
willing to surrender their bread and butter in 
favour of this abstract thing called federation, 
they were no better than the beasts that perish. 
We were told that if we did not seize the thing 
as it flitted past us at such a tremendous rate, 
our chance was gone for ever. \V ell, I regret 
very much that it influenced many people. It 
did not influence me, but I bow to the will of 
the majority. I thought the majority would pro
bably vote against the Bill, but it did not. The 
majority determined to have the Bill, and they 
voted for the Bill. A majority of 6,000 or 7,000 
voted in its favour, and, without wishing to 
appear to dictate to any hon. member, I believe 
that it is the bounden duty of every hon. member 
in this House no longer to set his fac0 against the 
majority of the people. A majority have decided 
rightly or wrongly-in favour of the Bill. They 
have decided on account of the varioug influencEs 
I have spoken of which were brought to bear on 
them, and the thing is now past and gone, and 
what we are faca to face with now is this-that 
before long we shall probably have in Australia 
a Federal Government administering federal 
affairs. This Address will be sent home, and I 
crust adovted, and as a result the Labour party 
-which was about equally divided on the matter 
-will now have to form a federal Labour party, 
for the purpose of returning men to sit in the 
Federal Parliament. That is an absolute cer
tainty-an absolutely essential thing. Our little 
organisations, with which we have not been 
able to c3.pture even a majority of seats in 
the Queensland Parliament, will have to extend 
in influence and in strength. We will want more 
money-considerably more-than we have had 
in the past, and we will have to fight two 
elections where we have only to fight one now. 
We will have to fight the whole colony to 
return members to the Federal Parliament, and 
our position as a party does not seem to be very 
much improved by the passage of the Bill, 
although it is said we are going to gain indirectly. 
"\Ve are going to gain by the fact that we will be 
one people with one destiny. We will have one 
flag. I have never known an instance where a 
flag has fed starving people ; where it has ever 
developed any industry ; but I do know of cases 
where it has been the cause of bloodshed. Flags 
have been waved on occasions when they 
have had the effect of rousing in men's 
breasts a sentiment miscalled patriotism, and of 
leading them to battle. Certainly, the federal 
flag has not caused any blood to be spilt yet, 
unless it was from an odd nose or two during the 
course of the federal campaign. But before 
long we may have an opportunity of raising our 
flag, and we may have the hope of many people 
realised, for the very Government that has 
treated the Central division so badly in many 
matters is now going to send abroad a contingent 
of soldiers to fight the Boers for certain rights 
which the Outlanders are demanding; and pro
b~l;rly the federal flag, which has W!tved over 
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many people in this colony during the past few 
months, may wave over many a bloody battle in 
South Africa, and will realise the wish of 
people who want to give us one nation, 
one destiny, and a flag for which our 
people may fight. I trust all these things 
will pan out better than we anticipate. I look 
at the matter from a very gloomy standpoint. 
I do not think we will get as much as many 
people think we will, bnt I hope my predictions 
may not be realised. I trust that peace shall 
be as a river, and joy like the waves of the sea. 
I trust that the result may be that every working 
man may be able to wear a suit of broadcloth, 
elastic-side boots, and a top-hat. I trust he may 
even be able to drive his four-in-hand. All these 
things we were told by ardent federalists would 
come to pass. Undoubtedly a great deal of it 
will come to pass if what they say is true ; but 
even if it should not-even if the colony just runs 
on as it is going now-we shall neither have 
gained nor lost much. I do not think there 
is much need to divide the House on a 
matter of this kind. I should certainly advise 
the hon. member who states that he in
tends to take a division that that is not the 
proper course to pursue in regard to this question. 
The people have determined they are going to 
have the Bill; and merely to divide on the Bill, 
and record an insignificant vote against it, is an 
absurdity. It may do an infinite amount of 
harm, because it may be said that we are not in 
love with the referendum, and it may be used as 
an argument against its being used any more, 
for the simple reason that there are members in 
this House who are unwilling to be bound by the 
decision of the people. I would, therefore, 
advise that the AddrdSS be allowed to pass, as I 
hope it will, on the voice,, and let this thing be 
done with once and for all. I have no more to 
say, but I would like to impress one more 
fact, before I conclude, upon hon. members 
who al·e inclined to make any factious opvosition 
to the passage of the Address, and it is this : 
If this Address is passed by the House and goes 
home to the Queen and becomes an ,\.et of 
Imperial legislation, a point tha't I made during 
the passage of the second reading of the 

Bill might be worth impressing upon 
[8'30 p.m.] hon. members before I sit down. 

If the Imperial Government alters 
the Bill in any way, we have no means by which 
we can rectify the alteration, or by which we 
can prevent it. If the Imperial Government 
inserts in that Commonwealth Bill anything 
which is distasteful to us-anything which is 
contrary to the democratic ideas which many 
of us hold-we have absolutely no redrees 
whatever. We cannot have another referen
dum. The present conservative capitalistic 
Government of the old country may insert many 
provisions which are distasteful to us ; they may 
insert many things which will restrict our 
liberties or render the Bill less democratic than 
it is, and there is no possible way in which we 
can get over the difficulty. 'rhat always appeared 
to me a most serious defect in the measure. The 
Home Government may literally do as it 
pleases before they give the Bill their sanc
tion. We have done with it. '\V e can make no 
further alteration. Our work is finished, and 
it is completely out of our hands until we 
come to the Federal Parliament and ask to have 
it arr.ended in such a manner ns we think well. 
* Mr. CURTIS (Roclchampton): Before we 
go to a vote on this important question I would 
like to say a few words. It is very well 
known that I opposed the Bill. I did all 
that lay in my power to have it rejected for 
the simple reason that I could see that it 
would be highly prejudicial to the interests of 
the people of Central Queensland. It was a 

Constitution that we might expect a number of 
absolutely different nations to adopt, but not such 
a one as we might expect a homogeneous people 
such as the people of Australia to adopt. My 
principal objection to the Bill was embodied in the 
clauses under the heading, "Creation of new 
States," and I saw, of oourse, that it would be 
in consequence of those clauses absolutely im
possible for the people of Central or indeed of 
Northern Queensland, for many generations to 
come, to achieve that which they had been 
working for for so many years-namely, the 
management of their own affairs. The Bill 
erected an absolutely impassable barrier to 
anything of thE' kind. Notwithstanding the 
plain meaning of those clauses to any person of 
ordinary intelligence, I know the billites in the 
Central division induced a very large number of 
electors to vote in favom of the Bill, on their 
assurance that those provisions would make the 
ultimate divisivn of the colony much easier 
than at present under our existing Con
stitution. The leading organ of the billites 
in the Central division, the Daily Record, 
reiterated that over and over again, until at 
least a large number of the electors came to 
believe that it must be correct. OthPrs were 
induced to vote for the Bill because of the sup
posed benefits that would be derived .from free
trade with the other colonies. I thought that a 
very shortsighted policy, and I described it as a 
miserably shortsighted policy on the part of any 
community of people desiring to accomplish their 
political emancipation to vote for such a Bill merely 
because it would give them somesuchBmall advan
tage as that. It seemed to me that the majority of 
the people of Central and Northern Queensland 
were subordinating their future political welfare 
to the mere prospects of the advantages that might 
be derived from free trade with the other colonies, 
losing sight of the fact that any advantages they 
might derive bv means of freetrade would be 
more than counterbalanced by the duties they 
would have to pay on importations from outside 
the federated area. \V ell, I say again that the 
people who voted for the Bill will eventually 
find that they made a great mist9.ke. ~heir 
true policy, in view of the clauses to whiCh I 
h:we referred, and which amounted practically 
to a denial of tht'ir rights of self-government, was 
to have voted against the Bill, and have sent home 
a c:Jmmunication to Mr. Chamberlain explain
ing why they voted against it-an explanation 
that while they were in favour of federation 
they could not vote for the Bill as framed. 

The PRE:IIIER: That would not have delayed 
the federation of the other colonies. 

Mr. CURTIS: No, and I would have had no 
desire that the federation of the other colonies 
should be delayed, but my desire was that 
Queensland should stand out in the meantime 
until she could secure better terms. To my 
mind there was no good reason why all this 
feverish haste should be indulged in. It would 
have been right enough to have submitted the 
abstract question to the electors, "Are you in 
favour of fedAration-yes or no," but to ask 
them to give a vote, yes or no, upon a 
Bill of that kind, a complicttted subject upon 
which very few of the politicians of t?e 
country were> at one, was a very great mis
take. I feel satisfied that a great majority 
of the people of Central and Northern Queen•
land who voted in favour of the Bill, as well 
as many of those who votPd against it, voted 
with a very imperfect idea of what the thing 
really meant. They were influenced to a 
great extent by the advocates for an.d. against 
the Bill. I feel convinced, after g1vmg the 
matter very serious consideration, that in all 
probability if they had had more tim(l for con
sideration, and had come to a better understand-
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ing of what the thing really meant, most of 
those who voted in favour of the Bill would 
rather have voted against it. I believe the 
absence of any reasonable prov1s10n iu 
the Bill providing for the division of the 
colony will be fraught in the future 
with great friction aud trouble. If such 
cla11Ses as I have referred to had been 
embodied in the Constitution of New South 
Wales there would have been no colonies of 
Victoria and Queensland, and we know that the 
advancement and development of this country 
has da•ed frnm the time of the separation of those 
territories from New South Wales. The very best 
thing that could happen to Australia would be 
the division of Queensland and some of the 
other great colonies, so that we should have a 
larger number 0f States, and a more even distri
bution of political influence and power. That 
wa8 a fact referred to by Sir Henry Parkes over 
and over again, and more especially in his book, 
"Fifty Years in the Making of Australian 
History," in which he expre9sec, the opinion, in 
speaking of federation, that it is desirable 
that Queensland, as well as some of the 
other colonies, should he divided into smaller 
States before federation. It would be far 
better for the federation of Australia if it were 
inaugurated by twenty States instead of five, so 
as ultimately to secure what Sir Henry Parkcs 
termed "equality of federal power." As it is 
now, a few States of great disparity in power 
and numbers, and with a great population in one 
or two of them, thus securing a larger voting 
power, will become the dominant States 
of the union. I say therefore that it is 
distinctly unfair to Southern Queensland, as 
well as to Central and Northern Queensland, 
that they should be incorporated as one State 
under the terms of the Commonwealth Bill. 
She will be entitled to ten members in the House 
of Representatives and six in the Senate, that is 
sixteen altogether, while New South \Vales, 
Victoria, and the other colonies will have a 
representation of something like eighty-seven 
members altogether in the House of RepresPnta
tives and the Senate. The colony of Queensland, 
no matter what may be said to the contrary, is 
virtually three colonies, and its area is more than 
equal to the combined areas of New South \Vales, 
Victo_ria, and Tasmania, a,nd nParly equal to the 
combmed areas of those three colonies an<l of 
South Australia proper. 

The TREASURER: And about half the sizq of 
\V estern Australia. 

Mr. CURTIS: Queensland has an area of 
nearly 700,000 square miles, and \Vestern Aus
tralia has an area of about 900,000 square miles. 
When I spoke of South Australia I was referring 
only to what wecallSouthAnstralia proper, notin
cluding theN orthern Territory. ThP point I want 
to enforce is that it was very short-sighted policy 
on the part of the people of Qne<onsland to vote 
for. the incorporation of this great colony in the 
umon as one State, bearing in mind the 
wretchedly miserable and inadequnte repres<'n
tation she will have in the Federal Parliammr. 
When any conflict takes placn with the other 
colonies Queemland will be bound to go down 
every time. In reference to the I<'ederal Parlia
ment Queensland will be in the same position 
as Rockhampton and the Central district are 
in, in reference to this Parli;nnent--a'way,< in 
a r'>peless minority whenever any que•tion 
comes up in which there is a conflict of interests 
bgtweN that portion of the colony and the 
southern part. \\'henever that has occurred the 
Central district has always gone down, md so 
will Queensland under similar circumstances in 
the Federal Parliament. How much better it 
would be if Queensland were entering this 

. federation as three states instead of one state. 

I think it is a matter to be sincerely ragretted by 
all of us that the proposal brought forward by 
Sir Samuel Griflli;h in 1890, 1S91, and 1892 for a 
tripartite division of the colony was not carried 
out. If southern members had shown more 
statesma,nship, and had accepted the wise and 
philosophical projoo:,al of Sir Samuel Griffith, 
Queensland would have been constituted three 
provinces, and would have entered this federa
tion as three states. 

The TREASURER : Y on opposed that Bill. 
Mr. CURTIS: I did not oppose it ; the 

Centr~l and Northern members supported the 
Bill, and it was the Southern members who 
defented it. 

The TREASURER : Y on were not in the House 
then. 

Mr. CURTIS: No, I was not. 
The TREASURER: But you opposed it at Rock

hampton, didn't you? 
Mr. OURTIS: I was not in the House at the 

time. I was chairman of a league formed for 
the purpose of securing territorial separation, 
and I had nothing to do with that matter. The 
Central and Northern members hnd a free hand 
in regard to it, and thev supported the Bill. It 
was the Southern merd)ers who wrecked it. 

The PREli!IER: You don't imagine that if th"'t 
tripartite proposal had been adopted each of the 
three divisions would have the same representa
tion as is now proposed to be given to original 
States? 

Mr. CURTIS : The southern colonies might 
not have been willing that the three prol'inees of 
Queensland should all have equal ~epr,;;en tatiou in 
the Senate, but at all events they would have had 
a representation far beyond that which the 
colony is now going to have as one State. When 
you consider that the small colony of Tasmania, 
with only some 26,000 8quare miles of territory, 
is to have six senators and five members in the 
House of Repre"entatives, surely it is not an 
extraYagant idea to say that the two great di.vi
sions of Central and Northern Queensland, w1th 
their immense arPn, their immtnse possibilities 
a11d potentialities, should hnve what is given 
to Ta''mania. I know it was Sir Samuel 
Griffith's idea that three provinces should 
merge in the Australian federation as 
three St1tee. I repeat again-this is the last 
opportunity I may have of speaking on the sub
ject of the division of the colony in this House, 
and I shouJ.llike to put on record the conviction 
which I have nlready expressed, that the people 
of Central and Northern Queensland have made 
a sad mistake in voting in favour of the Bill, 
which contains clauses that practically deny 
them their birthright under the British Con
stitution. Those clauses supersede the preroga
the of the Crown, which has always been 
exercised on behalf of minorities such as those of 
Central and Northern Queensland, and in•tead of 
putting that power into the hancls of the Federal 
Parliam.'nt as a tribunal which might be expected 
to be in1partial, it is propoGed by the Bill to plaee 
it in the hands of thA provincial kgisbtures. If 
that had been th' policy of Great Britain in the 
pa ,,t she won! d not have had the num her of colo
nies and the colonial Empire she possesses at the 
present time; there would not have been that 
dev< lopment and expansion in her colonial 
possessions that hag taken place. It had been 
my intention, as notified by an amendment which 
has been printed and circulated, to move an 
addition to this Addreas. I shall read what I 
proposed to move, as I want it put on record, and 
I shall then explain why I do not move it. I had 
intended to move that before the words "And 
your petitioners," the following provisions should 
be inserted :-

We further humbly submit to Your Majesty that the 
said Constitution does not, in its present form~ suffi-
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'lllently meet the peculiar circumstances of Queensland, 
as it fails adequately to provide for the division thereof 
into three States in accordance with the just and often 
repeated demands of the inhabitants of the Northern 
and Central portions thereof. 

We therefore humbly pray that Your Majesty will be 
graciously plea!iled to take the premise$l last aforesaid 
into your Roya.I consideration, and to exercise your 
Roy~tl Prerogative of Recommendation to the Parlia
ment of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland under your Royal Sign Manual, whereby pro
vision shall be made in the said Constitution to grant 
to the Parliament of the Commonwealth of Australasia 
the power by legislative enactment [upon a Petition to 
the Gove_rn<?r-General of the said Commonwealth signed 
by a maJOrity ol the electors of the Northern and Cen
tral portions thereof] to divide Queen~land intfJ three 
States, and to admit the said States into the said Com
Inonwealth with just representation in both Houses of 
the Parliament of the said Commonwealth, 
The reason why I have not moved that amend
ment is, that I found it would not receive the 
support I think it should receive from members 
representing the Northern division of the colony. 

Mr. GrvENS: What about the members repre
senting the Central division? 

Mr. CURTIS: The majority of those members 
would vote for it, but their support would not be 
sufficient to carry the amendment, even with the 
assistance of those Southern members who m1ght 
cast their votes in favour of it, Therefore 
I did not s 'e my way clear to move the amend
ment, But, in my opinion, it is an eminently 
reasonable proposition, and one which, if 
adopted by this House, I think there is no doubt 
the Imperial Government would have recom
mended the Imperial Parliament to give effect 
to. It does not propose that proYision should 
be made for the incorporation of Queensland as 
three States, and it would not cause any delay 
in the incorporation of the colony as one St~te 
in the Commonwealth. It simply proposes that 
power should be given to the Federal Parliament 
to divide Queensland into three States at its dis
cretion in accordance with a petition of a majority 
of the electors of the Central and Northern 
divisions of the colony, I have read that pro
posod addition in order that I might put on re
cora what I proposed to do if I had h>tri the pro
mise of a sufficient amount of support to have en
abled me to obtain a fairly good vote upon it. 
Bearing in mind, in conclmion, that the majority 
of the electors of Central Queensland have voted 
in favour of the Bill, I do not intend to vote 
against the Address to the Queen. Bnt, bearing 
in mind, on the other hand, that the majority of 
my own constituents of the electorate of Rock
hampton have voted against the Bill, I think the 
best thing and the proper thing for me to do 
under the circumstances is to abstain from vot
ing, I certainly cannr•t make up mv mind 
to vote for an Addreqs to the Queen "for the 
enactment of a measure containing the clauses I 
speak of, which I think the great blot upon the 
Bill, and which I think will be the cause of 
great future trouble in Australia, That is a 
point which that democratic organ the Sydnev 
Bulletin, which, as hon. :nernbers know, advocated 
federation to the best of its ability from the very 
first, advanced in a very large number of articles 
upon the subject from time to time--that those 
clauses were a great blot upon the Bill, and would 
eventually cause great strife aud trouble in Aus
tralia. Being firmly convinced that such is the case, 
and believing that a very large number of electors 
in Central and Northern· Queensland voted under 
a misapprehension that the Bill meant some
thing it really did not mean so far as their 
claims to self-government are concerned, I 
certainly cannot see my way clear to vote for 
the Address, and bea.ring in mind, as I have said 
before, that a majority of electors in Central 
Queensland voted for the Bill, I shall under the 
circumstances abstain from voting altogether. 

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): This is a very 
important matter, and as so far almost all the 
speeches made on the question have been made by 
gentlemen who opposed the Commonwealth Bill, 
it is only right that one of those who have sup
ported the Bill right through should say a few 
words upon the question. Most hon. members 
know that I supported the Bill right through the 
campaign, and did all I could to help it along. 
Believing in the Bill, I travelled to a good few 
places to do what I could to inrluce people to vote 
for it. Hon. members on both sides, and 
amongst my own colleagues, took a different 
view and did their very best to prevent the 
accept:tnce of the Bill. The hon. member for 
Rosewood spokA proudly, and I think justifiably 
from his point of view, of the large majority in 
his district against the BilL I can claim that I 
stand in the proud position that, without going 
into my district to influence the electors 
in ::my way, the electorate I repreeent recorded 
the record vote taken in Queensland on Referen
dum Day in favour of the Bill-something like 
800 for the Bill and 41 against it. So that my 
comtituents and myself are quite at one on this 
question, I was very pleased to hear the hon. 
member for Rockh:tmpton state that he was not 
going to move that amendment. As a separation
ist I feel just as strongly on the question as the 
hon. gentleman does himself, but I do not think 
this is the time, nor do I think that would be a 
good means to attain separation, For that reason 
I think the hon. gentleman by making the 
eloqnent prutest he has made, has done more for 
the question than he would have done by calling 
for a divieion on his amendment, when he would 
have had but a small following. When we know 
it is hopeless to get a good vote in favour of a 
measure, it. is far better to make a protest in its 
favour and refrain from calling for a division, 

Mr. ANNEAR: He would have had two sup
porters, 

Mr. BRO\VNE: I believe he would have had 
more than two, bnt I s"y at once that I should 
not have been amongst them. During the debate 
I have been very pleased to hear the friendly 
tones adopted by members on both sides. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. BRO\VNE : The fight was a hard one 

right thr,mgh ; all did their best for or against 
the Bill ; and now that it has come to the formal 
business of accepting the voice of the people, a 
majority of hon, members seem to be that way 
inclined, One or two hon, members have stated 
their intention to divide the House on the motion, 
They will be perfectly within their rights-I do 
not think anyone will blame them for doing so
but at the same time I agree with the hon, mem
ber fnr Clermont, and others who have spoken, 
that it would be better for all part.ies that no 
division at all shonld be called for. 

The PREMIER : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. BRO\VNE: I know there will be a very 

small minority against the Bill ; they worked 
hard ag~tin -tit, and their work has been recog
nised throughout the colony. They were fighting 
as honestly and as hardly against the Bill as we 
fought for it, and, having made their protest in this 
House as strongly as they have done this afternoon, 
I do not think a division will advance their cause 
one hit more than they have advanced it already. 
During the discussion there has been a good deal 
of talk about the Northern vote, and especially 
about the action of the miners of the colony. I 
may say at once, speaking not only as a repre
sentative of miners but as a miner myself, 
that those who have talked about the miners 
having' no regard for Queensland-being actuated 
by selfish interests, being a nomadic class, 
and all the rest of it-have insulted men of 
equal intelligence, ~qual capability, and perhaps 
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truer friends of Queensland than they are them
selves. This kind uf thing is being continually 
said, and hon. members on both sides, when they 
are talking of pioneers, should remember who 
really are the men who have gone through the 
different parts of this colony and opened them 
up. If, many years ago, instead of travelling 
about the country as I have done, I had settled 
down in Brisbane and opened a little bit of a 
shop, and put every shilling I had into it, would 
I have been one bit a better Queenslander than I 
am to. day, or would thousands of other miners have 
been better Queenslanders if they had done the 
same? 

Mr. GLASSEY: Not a bit. 
Mr. BRO\VNE : When members on this side 

talk about democracy, I ask them who from the 
first have always been the most advanced men in 
the Australian colonies. ·without talking about 
the Labour party, but going back to the old days 
of the radicals and liberals-who were alwavs to 
t~e front in every attempt at progressive legisla
tiOn--

Mr. FoG ARTY: The farmers. 
Mr. BRO\VNE : I say it was the mining com

munity. From that Sunday in 1854, when, at 
the stockade in Ballarat, Peter Lalor, the gallant 
countryman of my friend the hon. member for 
Cairns, stood with the miners for progress, the 
miners have always been in the front rank of 
every progressive party, no matter what name it 
worked under. In dealing with a matter like 
this, questions as to !'articular c!aoS<:S should be 
left alone. My contention is that the miners, 
and the people of the North generally, 
knew as much about this question-have 
studied ib and the interests of the colony 
just as much as the people in any other 
part of Queensland. Anything that will 
cheapen food and rmt a little more comfort 
and a little luxury into the homes of the working 
men of the colony, I look upon it as mx duty to 
support, and for that reason alone-If for no 
other-I would have voted for this measure. It 
is \'ery easy to stand up here and say these men 
had a selfish way of looking at things, but things 
are pretty pinched with a great many at the 
present time, and anything that will alleviate 
their position and give to them cheaper food and 
put a few more comforts in their homes is, in my 
opini:m, goodleg}s~ation, anrl I am prepared to sup
port 1t whether 1t IS c>tlled selfish or anything else. 
But I believe that in all parts of the colony men 

were influenced by higher motives 
[9 p. m.] than that. I believed those who 

voted against the Bill did so, not 
because they were going to lose 10s. or 15s. a ton 
on their onions or potatoes, although that may 
have influenced them to a certain extent, just as 
the North may have been slightly influenced 
by the hope of getting their supplies a little 
cheaper. Still I believe that the people of 
Queensland, during the referendum, were ani
mated by a higher and better feeling, that those 
who were against the Bill were honestly fighting 
it, and not looking at it from any purely 
selfish view, but believing that it was going to 
be, as the hon. member for Rosewood and 
others honestly believe, injurious to Queens
land in every way. And I believe that the 
bulk of the people who voted in favour of it 
were just as honestly of opinion that Queensland 
wa.s going to benefit by becoming part 0f a 
umted Australia. I certainly believe so, and 
believing so I did whatever lay in my little 
power to advance the cause right throngh, and I 
am very pleased it has come to its present bsue 
and that it is my privilege to-night to take part 
in sending this Address home to the Queen. I 
hope t~at after it is over we shall all be just as 
good fnends as ever we were, and think just as 
highly of one another; and I firmly believe that 

those who have been anti-billites or anti
federationists in the past will in future be just 
as earnest and honest in doing their best for 
Queensland and united Australia as those of us 
who have supported this Bill right through. 

.Mr. PLUNKETT (Albert): I should be 
wanting in my duty if I did not say a few words 
on the subject. I have been opposed to federa
tion all along, as I need not tell you, and nothing 
that has occurred has altered my opinion. I am 
of the same opinion abont it to-day as I was 
seven or eight years ago, and from that time to 
this. I do not think it will do any good to 
Queensland, especially to the farming districtR. 
How •ver, a majority has declared in favour of 
federation, and there is no hope of defeating it. 
Still, as one who has no belief in federation, I 
intend to vote against the present motion. I do 
not believe in all the results that have been 
promised if we accept federation ; and in my 
opinion a good deal of the talk about what we are 
to gain by it is merdy clap-trap. I hope I am 
not a prophet of evil, but I am afraid the Premier, 
by his action all through, has surrendered the hest 
interests of his constituents and of Queensland to 
the south. i\bny promises were made before the 
vote w:.s taken. Among other things we were to 
have one man one vote; we were to have a 
railway to protect the trade of our border, and 
Brisbane was to be made into a first-class port. 
All the•e and many other things were promised 
to secure votes for federation. It is my belief 
that at the present time New South \Vales, 
Vicloria, and South Australia have as much idea 
of framing- a federal tariff which will have for 
its aim the advancement of (Jueensland indus
tries as they have of flying. \Ve were 
told we were to have New South \Vales join
ing in with our rail ways; it is now apparent 
we are to have nothing of the kind. And 
we notice another strange fact, that repre
sentatives of the three southern colonies are 
about to meet to frame a federal tariff in the 
absence of Queenslanrl. If Queensland is ignored 
now what will she be when we are bound 
hand and foot to them? I say it will be a bad 
day for Queensland when we have fed6't'a
tion. 'l'he tariff has been the mainspring of 
federation from the start. \V e were promiserl 
that three or three and a-half years should elapse 
before our present tariff ceased, and that would 
be far too short, bnt even that is more than we 
are going to get. W.hat will be the result? That 
the North may gain something, I admit ; but 
that the people of the South will be injured I sin
cerely believe. The result to Brisbane will be 
most serious. Boats for Queensland will be filled 
in Adelaide and Sydney, and will pass Brisbane 
by, and Brisbane will be just such another port 
as Maryborough and Glaclstone are now. There 
will be no necessity for spending much money on 
deepening the river. I hope what I am saying 
will not come true, but I am saying it comcien
tiomly, in the belief that the result will be as 
I say. I hold that Queemland is large enough 
and prosperous enough and wealthy enough and 
has enough individuality of her own to remain by 
herself. .But we are to have federation. I am 
sorry for it, but I cannot help it. I have spent 
money and time in opposing it, in the firm belief 
that Southern Queensland will be injmed by it; 
and believing so I should be wanting in my duty to 
my constituents if I did not now at the last moment 
vote against it. I hope, with the last member 
who spoke, that when it is over we shall all meet 
on friendly terms. I believe we shall ; I see no 
necessity for anything else. I know that in this 
matter some of my best friends were opposed to 
me and did their best against me, as I did my 
best against them. I repeat thltt I hope my 
gloomy prognostications v.-ill not come trne, but 
as we are to accept federation whether we like it 
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or not, I shall, even if it is the last vote I have 
to give, vote against the adoption of this 
Address. 

Question-That the Address be agreed to
put; and the House divided:-

.AYEs, 57. 
Messrs. Chataway, Foxton, Rutledge, Dickson, 

Glassey, Philp, Lesina, Murray, Smith, Ryland, W. 
Hamilton, Macdonald-Paterson, Kerr, Givens, Hardacre, 
Callan, Browne, Fiuuey, T. B. Cribb, Jackson, Stodart, 
Story, Forrest, Jenkinson, Drake, K.ates, Higgs, 'furley, 
FitzgeraJ.d, Fisher, Dibley, Stephenson, Kids ton, Tooth, 
Dunsford, McDonnell, M cDonald, Maxwell, Stewart, 
Dawson, O'Connell, Lord, Hanran, Bartholomew, Kent, 
Newell, Leahy, Forsyth, J. Hamilton, Moore, Cowley, 
Grimes,Auuear, Hood, Dalrymple, Armstrong, and Bell. 

Noi+:s, 10. 
Messrs. G. Thom, Keogh, Bridges, W. Thorn, Camp bell, 

Petrie, Fogarty, Mackintosh, Plunkett, and Stephens. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 
"\Vhen the result of the division was announced 

by Mr. Speaker, hon. members who voted in the 
affirmative rose to their feet and gave enthusiastic 
cheers. 

CRIMINAL CODE BILL. 
RESUMPTION OF CoMMITTEE. 

DEATH OF MR. RUTLEDGE, SENR. 
Mr. DA "\VSON (Charters Towers) : Before 

proceeding to further business, he thought it was 
not out of place that he should tenuer to the Hon. 
the Attorney-General his sincere sympathy and 
condolence with him in the grc.at loss he had just 
suffered. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The ATTORNEY- GENERAL (Hon. A. 

Rutledge, 1V£aranoa): He could assnre hon. mem
bers that he felt very deeply the kind expressions 
of sympathy and conuolence just uttered by the 
leader of the OppoHition. He heartily appreciated 
the go?d feeling which had prompted those 
expressions. 

Clauses 79, SO, and 81 put and passed. 
On clause 82-" Attempted piracy with per

sonal violence"-
~\l[r. HAHDACRE (Leichhardt) thought the 

puni>hment of death should not be inflicted for 
this crime, which was rather obsolete. It was 
associated with the old smuggling days and it 
ought to be omitted from this Code, e;e.,pt in 
extreme cases, such as when accompanied with 
murder. In that case the murder would bring 
the death penalty itself, under the ordinary law. 
Piracy was merely robbery on the high seas, and 
was merely a crime against property. He did 
not see why robbery on the high seas should be 
subject to greater puniBlnnent than robbery on 
land. :r'his clause dealt with piracy with per
sonal vwlence. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : A man 
would not be much of a pirate if he did not use 
violence. 

Mr. HARDAURE instanced the case of a 
man taking possession of a boat or a yacht out
side the three-mile boundary. That would be 
considered piracy, and would be punishable with 
death. In his opinion the crime ought to he 
visited with a lighter punishment, and so he 
objected to the clause passing as it stood. 

TheATTOHNEY-GENERAL: Although the 
crime of piracy was not so common to-day as 
formerly, that was mainly due to the abhorrence 
with which all civili8ed countries reaarded the 
crime of piracy, and to the fact that the punish
ment therefor was death. Persons going to sea 
in ships had quite sufficient perils without the 
risks being superadded to by men intent on 
robbery. Persons on the high seas had not the 
same means of protecting themselves against the 
attacks of ill-dieposed p~rsons as those on shore 
and so he thought the death penalty for thi~ 
crime should not be abolished. In time of peace 
persons expected to be protected under the law, 

and he did not see why any man who committ~d 
such an offence as mentioned in the clause should 
be entitled to the smallest degree of sympathy or 
consideration by any member of the Committee. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : Robbery under arms had 
been omitted from the operation of 

[9'30 p.m.] the death penalty. Why should 
that penalty be imposed in this 

case? Surely it was as dangerous to be stuck up 
in the lonely bush of the West as on the high 
sea ? Then, according to the clause, if a master 
of a ship became dangerous to the paseengers or 
crew, and the passengers or crew confined him 
for their own sake, they would be guilty of 
piracy. He could understand death being made 
the penalty in extreme cases of pir:wy; but there 
were many minor forms in which it might be 
omitted. 

The ATTORNEY-GJ!JNERAL: Although 
piracy was not practised among civilised nations, 
it was not uncommon on the China seas. He 
would like to know what treatment the hon. 
member would give to a gang of pirates who 
descended on a vessel only a few miles from our 
shores? "\Vhat consideration would such wretches 
deserve? Subsection (e) said that any person who 
laid violent hands on the master of a ship, with 
intent to hinder him from fighting in defence of 
the ship and the goods committed to his trust, 
would be guilty of piracy. That was to say, he 
would be guilty of piracy if he captured a 
master, put him in irons, and prevented him 
from taking control of his vessel or doing any
thing in defence of the passengers. If these 
things did not involve murder, they might lead 
to a great many crimes, and Lhey ought to 
"put their foot" down and say a man should 
not do an act of that kind which might lead to 
murder in a wholesale degree. 

Mr. HARDACRE : "\Vhy not have it in robbery 
under arrr1s ? 

The ATTORNEY- GENEHAL: Robbery 
under arms, with wounding, was a capital offence 
under the present law. The cases were not 
parallel. A ship might be sailing alung, with 
very little wind, and a steam ; essel containing a 
band of pirates might come down on it, and it 
would not be able to do anything; but a man stuck 
up in the bmh might be able to gallop away, or 
do something. Then a ship might have helpless 
women and children on board, and they might 
have their lives nearly terrified out of them. 
Would it not be a monstrous thing that any con
sideration should be shown to men who would do 
that sort of thing. When people went on the 
ocean, they had a right to be protected against 
all dangers, except such as were inevitable. He 
could not understand the hon. memuer being 
anxious to show consideration to men who were 
no better than wild beasts. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: The hon. member could 
not understand why he wished to intervene on 
behalf of these monsters. That was the argu
ment which was formerly used against men who 
stole sheep. Fortunately piracy was not common, 
and in extreme cases extreme punishment might 
be deserved; but he had not heard of one case 
that the Hon. the Attorney-General had men
tioned in which he thought the penalty provided 
for by the clause should be inflicted. The clause 
made it an offence to take goods from a ship. 
Why, if a man went to a ship half-a-dozen miles 
out, and stopped it, and stole a can of tinned 
provisions, he would be guilty of piracy, and be 
liable to the extreme penalty. 

Mr. GrvENS : No. 
Mr. HARD ACRE : The stealing of an anchor 

or of provisions from a ship would constitute 
piracy, and the jury would have no option. 

The ATTORNEY·GENERAL: The hon. 
member was travelling outside the provisions of 
the clause, which had nothing to do with stealing 
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provisions from a ship. The three offences dealt 
with in the clause were-" Assaults any person 
on board of or belonging to the ship with intent 
to kill him or to kill any other person; or 
wounds any such person ; or unlawfully does any 
act by which the life of any such person is 
endangered." 

Mr. HARD ACRE : If the piracy was accom
panied by violence, it was punishable with 
death, and piracy was defined to be "any act 
w.ith respect to a ship, or any goods or merchan
~Ise belonging to a s~ip or laden upon it, which, 
If the act were committed on land, would consti
tute robbery as hereinafter defined." It was 
quite evident that the Attorney-General had 
made up his mind nnt to alter the clause. He 
was sorry that the Bill was being passed so 
rapidly, or he would have moved an amendment 
in an ea;rlier c)auKe. They had already passed a 
clause m whwh a smaller offence carried the 
punishment of death, so that there was no use 
moving an amendment when a greater offence 
carrierl with it a smaller penalty. He made the 
remark in the hope that the Attorney-General 
would reconsider the matter when the Bill was 
recommitted, and in some of the minor forms of 
piracy with violence provide for impri~onment 
for life, of from seven years, or two years in 
some cases. 
* Mr. J. HAMILTON (Cook): There were a 
great many of the clauses that he objected to 
strongly, but if every hon. member wished to 
move amendments in every clause he objected 
to, they would never pass the Bill. They should 
not forget tha.t they were not making new laws, 
but merely passing the existing law in a con
densed form. Piracy was being carried on in 
Queensland waters now. Friends of his had 
been simply chopped up by pirates not long ago. 
On the north-east coast of New Guinea there 
were Malay proas with crews of twenty or thirty 
men who were armed with knives. They called 
~hem,elves Malay merchants, but any boat trad
Ing on the north-east coast of New Guinea was 
liable to have a couple of these pro:.s come down 
one on each side, and if they found they were 
more powerful than the occupants of the other 
boat, they jumped aboard, chopped them up, 
and annexed the cargo. That occurred some 
time ago to two friends of his who were pearling 
on the north-east coast of New Guinea. It was 
their duty to put a stop to that kind of thing. 
At the same time if the Bill passed, he would 
be happy to assist any hon, member to bring 
forward a Bill to make many amendments in 
the existing bw as set forth in the Code. 

Mr. HARD ACRE recognised what the hon. 
member for Cook said-that it did not do to 
move too many amendments. He had not moved 
any amendment so far, and that was the only 
clause to which he had taken exception. He 
also agreed with the hon. member that it was 
necessary to put a stop to piracy of the kind the 
hon. member had alluded to, but he would point 
out that if one of the pearl-shelling boats stole 
some shell from another boat it would const.itute 
piracy under the Code. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 83-" Aiding pirates"-put and passed. 
On clause 84, as follows :-
Any person who, being employed in the Public 

Service, communicates to any person otherwise than in 
the course of his official duty any plans, documents or 
other i.nfor~ati~n. relating to any battery, field w~rk, 
or fortificatmn, 111 Queensland, or relating to any other 
defence of Queensland, is guilty of a misdemeanour. 

If he does so advisedly, he is liable to imprisonment 
for three years, or to a fine of two hundred pounds. 

If he does so by negligence, he is liable to imprison
ment for one year, or to a fine of one hundred pounds. 

Mr. GIVENS (Cairns) said that in clauses 
37, 38, and 39, he had striven to get the penalties 

lightened, but in clause 84 he intended to movEI 
an amendment making the penalty more severe. 
In clause 37 they had decided, after a long dis
cussion, to inflict the death penalty for treason 
against the Sovereign, but the offence dealt with 
in the clause under discussion was an excep
tionally objectionable form of treason, and yet the 
penalty was to be only three years' imprisonment, 
or a fine of £200. If an officer communicated plans, 
documents, or other information relating to any 
battery or fortification to any foreign power 
with which they might be at enmity now or at 
some future time, it would be a very serious 
breach of trust. He proposed to move the omis
sion of the words "or to a fine of £200." It 
might be objected that in trivial cases it would 
be advisable to impose a fine, but against that 
he would urge that if it was an offence of a trivial 
nature-though he could not concehe of such a 
treacherous act being of a trivial character-the 
term of imprisonment might be reduced. If the 
crime was committed by negligence, the last part 
of the clause provided that the punishment should 
be imprisonment for one year, or a fine of £100. 
The clause would enable the wealthy, aristocratic 
officer to bcape gaol for his traitorous act, 
whereas his orderly who might be guilty of the 
same act, but who was not able to raise the fine 
that might be inflicted, would have to suffer a 
term of impl'isonment. He contended that if it 
was good for one man to go to gaol it was 
good for the other, and he strongly objected 
to any a.Iternative penalty which would have the 
effect of letting go free the man with the longb;t 
purse or wealthiest friends. He moved the 
omission of the words "or to a fine of two 
hundred pounds." 

The ATTORNEY-GENF.JRAL: I accept the 
amendment. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, a' amended, 
put and passed. 

On clause 85-"0btaining disclosures of secrets 
relating to defences"-

Mr. GIVENS moved the omission of the 
words "or to a fine of two hundred pounds." 

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

Clauses 86 to 140, inclusive, put and pa•sed. 
On clause 141-" Forcibly rescuing capital 

offenders"-
Mr. DUN'S"FORD (Charters Towers): While 

the crime referred to in this clause 
[10 p.m.] was a very serious one, and should 

be severely punished, he thought 
the puniehment of "imprisonment with hard 
labour for life with or without solitary confine
ment" was unnecessarily severe. In his opinion 
" imprisonment with hard labour for life" 
should be sufficient, without solitary confine
ment, as the latter would have no deterrent 
effeco. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I have no 
objection to the hon. member movint;: theomiseion 
of the words "with or without sohtary confine
ment." 

Mr. DUNSFORD : That being sn, be moved 
tha omissiou of the words. 

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

Clauses 142 to 144, inclusive, put and passed. 
On clause 145-" Harbouring escaped priso

ners a_ 

Mr. LESIN A ( Clcrmont): It appeared to him 
that a very wealthy man, who deliberately 
harboured :m escaped criminal, would under this 
clause practically be permitted tu go unscathed 
by the payment of a fine of £200. 

The ATTORNEY-GF.NERAL: The fine was 
an alternative punishment, and the cases were 
very few where rich men took escaped criminals 
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into their houses. He thought it could not be 
reasonably suggested that the clause was framed 
in tha interest of persons who were wealthy. 
There might be cases in which the offence of 
harbouring an escaped prisoner would be met by 
a fine of £5, £10, or £20. 

Mr. JENKINSON: Why not omit the fine and 
make it imprisonment? 

The ATTORNl<JY-GENERAL: A man 
might escape from gaol and twelve months after 
he m~ght coll!e. along to a person's place in a 
starvmg cond1tlon. That person might not care 
to put the police on his track or hand him over 
to justice, and to relieve him might give him a 
week or a fortnight's work. Of course it was a 
serious offence tn dn that, but it was as well in 
such a case to give the court the option of a fine. 

Mr. LEEIINA : The £200 is the maximum, and 
anything less-even a shilling-might be im
posed? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Yes, that 
is so. 

Mr. LESINA : I am satisfied. 
Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 146 to151, inclusive, put and passed. 
On clause 152-" Clipping"-
Mr. DUNSFORD : This was another clause 

which provided for imprisonment for life with or 
without hard labour, and with or without solitary 
confinement, for the offence of dealing with 
current coin in such a manner as to diminish its 
weight with intent that when so dealt with it 
should pass as current coin. Under th:1t a man 
who cut a hole in a coin and put it on his watch
chain, and who, when he got hard np, passed it 
would be liable, though he agreed that in such a 
case a man mig<1t not be fonnd guilty. Still, 
imprisonment for life should be a sufficient 
penalty without solitary confinement. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Move the omission 
of the words. 

Mr. DUNSFORD moved the omission of the 
words "with or without solitary confinement." 

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

Ulauses 153 to 155, inclusive, put and passed. 
On clause 156-" Offences after previous con

viction"-
Mr. DUNSFORD: That was another clause 

dealing with current coin in which imprison
ment for life was provided, and with or without 
solitary confinement. He moved the omission 
of the words "with or without solit•,ry confine
ment" at the end of the clause. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL drew the hon, 
member's attention to the fact that this was the 
maximum penalty, and that an offender under 
the clause might be sentenced to only one year 
with or without solitary c,mfinement. It was 
important to observe that the clause dealt with 
offences after previous conviction, and therefore 
the penalty should be allowed to stand. 

Amendment put and negatived, and clause put 
and passed. 

Clause 157 and 158 put and passed. 
On clause lfi!J-" Defacing coin by stamping 

words thereon"-

Mr. KERR asked if a person who marked 
coins for identification would be liable under the 
clause? 

The ATTORXEY-GENERAL replied that 
it would not. The clause applied to cases where 
a man, for advertising purposes put his name or 
some symbol across the coin, or in some other 
way defaced it. 

Mr. GIVENS: Supposing a man bored a 
hole in a coin to hang it on his watch chain? 

The ATTOHNEY-GENERAL: That would 
not come within the clause. 

Clause put and passed. 
Olauses 160 to 183, inclusive, put and passed. 
On clause 184- "Interference with tele-

graphs"-
Mr. GIVENS asked if the Attorney-General 

did not think the punishment a little too severe. 
A schoolboy might throw a stone for a lark and 
break an insulator, and he would be liable to 
imprisonment with hard labour for three years ; 
or if brought before a magistrate on summary 
jurisdiction he might be sentencPd to three 
months' imprisonment or to pay a fine of £20. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The clause 
contemplated the commission of offences which 
might be serio"'s and deserving of severe punish
ment. In a case such as that to which the hon. 
member referred, the magi8trate would no doubt 
think the ends of justice satisfied by the infliction 
of a fine of 5s., or perhaps imprisonment for one 
week. 

Clause put and p:tssed. 
On clause 185-" Attempt to injure tele

graphs"-
The ATTOR~EY-GEN:b;RAL said there 

were a few more clauses in the 
10·30 p.m. chapter; but as it was now half-p~st 

10 he would keep his promise to the 
leader of the Opposition, unless he, the hon. 
member, was willing to go on to the end of the 
chapter. 

lVIr. DAWSON: Never mind; go on. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 186 to 191 of the schedule put and 

passed. 
The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported 

progress, a,nd the Committee obtained leave to 
sit again to-n1orrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER: I move that this House do 

now adjourn. 'i'he Government business to
morrow will be the resumption of the considera
tion in committee of the Criminal Code Bill. 

Mr. DA WSON : I would like to know from 
the hon. gentleman whether he is prepared to 
give noti~e to-morrow of a motion to facilitate 
the passage of the One Man One Vote Bill. We 
have not pressed the matter unduly upon the 
hem. gentleman. \Ve waited patiently till the 
Address to Her Majesty with regard to federa
tion was considered, and now that the Address 
has been passed I hope the hon. gentleman will 
take the first opportunit,y of putting it on the 
business-paper for Tuesday, if po>sible; also I 
would like tn know if he is prepared from this 
out to ask for an extra sitting day. 

The PREMIER :" With regard to the extra 
sitting day, I think we will commence it next 
week ; I 'hall give notice early next week for 
that purpose. With regard to the ether matter 
-the Electoral Reform Bill-I promised the 
hon. gentleman that it should be introduced with 
the first batch of Bills after the Address to Her 
Majesty, and I intend to fulfil that promise. I 
am not prepared to say that it will be introduced 
to-morrow, but it' will be introduced with the 
first batch of Bills-which I shall probably 
introduce next week. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at twenty-five minutes 

to 11 o'clock. 




