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[14 NovEMBER.] Questions. 

TUESDAY, 14 NoVEMBER, 18&9. 

The; SPEAKER took the chaic at. half-past 3 
·o'clock. 

PAPEUS. 
The following papers, laid on the table, were 

orrlered to be !Jrinted :-
Return to an order, rel"tive to disburse

ments from Agent-General's account 
current, mftde by the House, on motion 
of Mr. \V. H. Browne, on the 7th 
instant. 

Fourteenth report of the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies, Buikling Societies, and Trade 
Unions. 

Corrrspnndf'nce respPcting status of officers 
of the Marine Defence Force \>ho are 
not qnalified seamen. 

Report to the Depftrtment of Pnblic La.nds 
by Mr. Dividing and Assessing Com
missioner F. W. \Voodbine, as to the 
losses in stock by the pastoral tenants of 
the Crown, caused hy the ravages of 
the tick pest in the North and North
western parts fJi Queensland, 

QUESTIONS. 

THE '3AllfOAN QuESTIOK. 

Mr. McDO::"fALD (Flinders) asked the Pre
rni~r-

1. "'Will he inform the House if this or any of the 
Australasian colonit·s were consultect regnrding the 
11greement that has been entered into between Great 
Britain and Germany with reference to the former 
relinquishing her claims of control in Samoa for conces
sions in South Africa and elsc\vhere P 

2. Is it the intention of the Government to protest 
against any such action of Great Britain in allowing- a 
foreigll power to annex territory that shonld form part 
of the Australa~i.an PosseS;sions? 

3. If so, will the Chief Secretary lay upon 'he table of 
the House all papers and correspondence in connection 
with sa we? 

The PRB~MIER (Hon. J. R. Dickson, Bulimba) 
replied-

!. The Government were informed officially, by tele
gram through the Lieutenant-Governor, of the nature 
of the proposed arrangement, so far as it relates to the 
Pacific, before the agreement was concluded. 

2. ThF! Government oonsider the exchange of territory 
to be highly in favour of Australian interests. 

3. The corresr'ondence is confidential, and cannot be 
laid before Parli:tment without the consent of the 
Imperial authoriti('S. 

THE TEACHERS IN 0EliTRAL SCHOOL, BRISBANE 
NORTH. 

Mr. O'OONNELL (JI.IuS[!rat·e) asked the Sec
retary for Public Iostruction-

1. The number of teachers, other than pupil
teachers, employed at the ~ orm&..l or Central School, 
Brisbane ~orth? 

2. 'rhe number of pupils tau~ht by each teacher in 
what is generally known as a class or form? 

3. The ll''J.mber of pupil~teachers employed at the 
said school? 

4. '1 he age of the said pupil-teachers? 
5. The date of the appointment of said pupil

teachers? 
6 The number of pupils taught by each pupil

teacher 1n what is generally known as a class or form, 
and the nuwberor the designation by which the said 
class ot form is known ? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. D. H. Dalrym!Jle, Mackay) replied-

Brisbane Centra( (BfJys). 
l Thirteen. 
3. Twelve. 

Name of Teacher. 

Kerr, J. S. 
Airey, P. 
Huckett, Tho,r.as 
Ing-lis, Thomas 
Hernon, P, 
Kemp, Jas. .. i 
Bell. D. J. 
Joyce, D. E. 
Brand, Chas. 
Campbell. Don 
}'orsyth, P. J. 
Yardon, G. L. 
Smith. Geo. 
Duvies, E. G. 
Brazil, X J. 
Bickmore, E. ,J. . 
Davidson, .Tno. 
Wallin, A. E. 
Brazil, J. J. 
Kemp, L. C. 
White. G. T. , 
BJair. And. ··· I 
Jobsi, Jos. B. .. 1,· 

Bartlett, Jas. S. F< 
Palfrey, A. 

QU.ESTTO~S 

NOS. ~ AXD 6.* 

60 
zo 
47 
60 
42 
33 
68 
47 
57 
45 
55 
5~ 
76 
61 
73 
70 
5~ 
44 
07 
47 
8 

56 
28 

Yc2 
Val 
Yic 
Vel 
VIa 
VIb 
Vn2 
Vb 2 
IVd 
IVc 1 

i Yb 1 
· IVa2 
, Ilia 
' Hlb 

IYb 
I!c 
lib 
lYe 2 
Ha 
I a 
I a 
IJfc 1 
Hie 2 

Years. 

18•1 
18'2 
17'2 
16•4 
17•2 
16'1· 
)6•5 
15•5 
16 
]6·3 
15 
14·4 

l-7-9B 
l-7-95 
l-ll-96 

27-9-97 
27-B-07 
16-3-98 
16 3-98 
28-:J-9q 
28-2-99 
28-2-99 
27-3-99 
27-3-99 
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BriAbane Central (GirlB). 

1. Thirteen. 
3. Four. 

I 
Q.UJ<;STlOXS 

NOS. 2 ANlJ 6.* 

:\1ame of Teacher. -1 - ... --

~~ 0~ 
~2 ~~ 

p..;::: .--."0 
"' 0 

-- ---~- -----

Berry. Margaret ... 
Cow ell, Amella . 5 ~ Y1 2 & 3 
JJintern, An me .. i 49 YI 1 
Hogbin, Gertrude ' 4-> Y 3 
M01·gan, Elsie 50 Y 2 
Gillingwater, Min-

nie 
Higgms, :\'Iary 
Singer, MarJraret 
0' Brien, Ada 
Gedde,, Ada 
Mulligan, ~iay ... i 

50 
41 
46 
55 
55 
92 
6S Black, Agnes ... i 

Ryan, Anuie ... I 55 
Thompson, Annie 49 
Cameron, ~Iabel ~ 
Lade, Ruth G. ... I 
Agnew, Eliza 3-I. 1 

45 
4S 
26 

Vl 

IV a 3 I 1Vb 3 
lV 2 
I 4 & 3 
II3&2 
Ill 3 
Ill l 
IV 1 
III2 
IIJ 
I2&1 

Tears. 

Brisba:.e Central (bifants). 
1. Two. 
3. Three. 

1-2-26 
l-2-96 

i 8-9-97 
l-2-97 

------------------------
QUESTIOXS 

NOS. 2 AND 6.* 

~ame of Teachers. rd 

Stores, Frances . 
:M'oodie, J essie 
11ayo, Clara 
Kennedy, Ethel I. 
Blaine, Adeline ilL 

:§ 
~2 

""" :eo 

"" 
26 
45 
45 
36 
3l 

Ia4 
I 2 
I 1 
13 
Ib 4 

Years. 

17•5 1'10·96 
18•8 i 9•9•97 
15•7 10•7•99 

--------------
*NoTx.-The number in Arabic numerals show the 

enrolment in the several <'.lasses or drafts. CJ1he number 
of pupils present on any clay is usually !'omewhat less 
than t11e enrolment. The nmnber in Roman numerals 
indicates the class; the letter with index indicates the 
draft of the class. 

RELA~'IVES OF Tll.\NSVAAI. CONTINGENT 
Mr. LESINA (Cier·mont) asked the Premier
Is he aware that in a recent issue of the Charters 

Towers Eegle it is stated that ao;;ubscription list is being 
taken about that town for the purpose of raisin~ funds 
to assist the wife and children of one of the 'l'ransvaal 
contingent? 

The PREMIER replied-
I am not a,,-are. 

THE FITTING OF THE "CORNWALL.'' 

Mr. DAWSON (Chatters Towers), without 
notice, asked the Premier-1. Has he observed 
in the Pres~ damag-ing statement" made by 
Lientenant-Cnlonel Tbomson with reference to 
the" Cornwall"? 2. Has he any information to 
give the House upon it? 

The PREMIER replied: I have nothing more 
to state to what has appeared in the Press. 
Lieutenant-Colonel Thomson was one of the 
members of the Transport Board; and had, there
fore. the conduct of the arrangem~nts on board 
the "Cornwall" before she left. 

RAILWAYS STANDING CO::.VIMITTEE 
BILL. 

SECO!-:D READING-RESU11PTION OF DEBATE. 
On the Order of the Day being read for the 

resumption of the debate on the second reading 
of this Bill, 

Mr. DAWSON (ChurteJ's Towe>·s) stid: I 
regret that the second rf·:1ding of this Bill is 
coming on to-day. I should have preferred that 
the Elections Bill had been gone on with and 
completed first. However, this Bill is before us, 
and l suppose we shall have to discuss it. I 
may 'ay that T read it through very carefully, 
not only once, but two or three times, in order 
that I might thoroughly understand it, and see 
if it was anything nearly approaching to the Bill 
we anticipated w.w going to be introduced by 
the Government when thE> House first beard 
that a \Vorks Committee Bill was to be intro
duced into this Chamber. And I have come to 
the conclusion, after a very careful perusal of 
the Bill, that it is disappointing in its aim and 
also in its method. Even admittmg that the 
object aimed at, or the principle embodied in this 
]Jarticular Bill, may be good, the method adopted 
in it is such as to destroy whatever virtue there may 
be contained within the four corners of the Bill. 
I listened very carefully to the remarks, the very 
well connected remarks, of the hon. gentlemen in 
introducing the Bill. He had certainly got his 
subject up well, and be made the very best of a 
very bad case ; his remarks reflected credit on 
his ingenuity and capacity. Now, the hon. 
gentleman was evidently labouring under a very 
grave misconception. Not only did I listen to 
his speech, but I have since read it in Hansa1·d, 
and the whole purport of his remarks was based 
upon the way in which the works committee 
had worked in New South \V ales. He set to 
work to prove that they had tried an experiment 
of this description in the colony of New South 
\Vales-that they had had a measure of the kind 
now proposed to this House in operation there for 
some eleven years-and that all political parties, 
as well as the public, were perfectly satisfied with 
the e0tablishment of that committee. Tberefore, 
he argue '1, as it is in New South Wales, so it will 
be in Queensland if we adopt this Bill. But the 
hon. gent-leman missed the point in the case; 
there is a very gn<tt deal ,,f difference between 
the Act of New South \Yales and the Bill we are 
now called upon to adoj,t in Queensland. If hon. 
members will carefully go through the old Act of 
New i:louth \Vales, together with the amending 
Act, and compare it with this Biil they must 
necessarily come to the conclusion that this Bill 
contains all the evils of the New South vV ales 
Act without any of its virtues. It is rather a 
wild statement for the Minister to make, that 
they have made an experiment in this direction 
in J'\ew South Wales. They have not done any
thing of the kind. \Vben the hon. gentleman 
made that statement, the hon. member for Bris
bane South, J\'ir. •rurley, interjected "No." The 
New Sonth \Vales Parliament has not adopted 
thiti partioular principle, for their Act embraces 
all public works, while this Bill only includes 
railways. 

The SECHETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I admitted 
all that. 

Mr. DA IVSON: No; the hfm. gentleman did 
not admit it. 

The SECRE'rARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : The 
principle is identical, but the scope is le~'l. 

Mr. DA \VSON: The hon. gentleman said, at 
page 939 of the last issue of Hansal'rl·-

I may mention, in passing, that this is no experi
mental lPgislation. Tile legislation proposed by this 
Bill has been tried in other colonies, and has proved to 
be a marked success. 



Railways Standing [14 NOVEMBER.] Committee Bill, 94!) 

Mr. LESINA: Not in the Rame form. 
he SE ;;.cEl'ARY FOR RAILWAYol: It is in existence 

actly in this form in ~ew South Wales. 
The SECRETARY l!'OR RAILWAYS: Go on, 
Mr. DA \V SON : The hon. g<cntlem"n iR 

entirely mist:,ken; it does not exist in this form 
in Ntw S-mth \Vales. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I explained 
that later on. 

:\ir. DA WSON: The hon. gtmtleman is claim
ing blood rel<1tionship between this Bill and the 
Act in operation in New South \Vales, but I 
cont:end that as this Bill d•ws not embrace the 
sabjects ernl:>raced in the New South \Voles Act, 
we are asked to <tccept all the vices of that 
rnf•asure wiLbont any of its virtue~, 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: See what I 
said in reply to the h·m, member for South 
Brisbane. I <''<:plainer! it all there. 

Mr. DAWSUN: The New S·mth \Vales Act 
has proved a great success; nob,>dy c;,n deny that 
for a single moment, for the establi-•hment nf the 
works committee in New South Wales has 
done a great d<·'Ll of good for the people of that 
colony. 

Hon. E. B. FOBREST: They do not think so 
down there. 

Mr. DA WSON: I beg to differ from the hon. 
gentleman; ihey do think so. 

Hon. E. B. FoRBEST: Many of them don't. 
Mr. DA WSON: The information I ohtained 

during the time I was in New South Wale• was 
to the effect that the establishment of that 
works committee had resulted in a great deal 
of good to the taxpayer. They certainly 
required it in l'\ew South \V<tles more tb<tn we 
do in Queensland, becrmse there was a great deal 
more corruption in New South \Vales than there 
has been in thi" col, my. 

HO!'<OURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! Oh, oh! 
Mr. LESINA: Qlle,;tion, 
Mr, DA WSON: There is no question about 

it. \Vhatever hos been done by past Govern
ments in Queen"bnd, they certainly {)an show 
clean hands as c"mpared with the Governments 
they have had in :'<ew South \Vales. At any 
rate, that is my opinion. Some of the revela
tions that h<tve been made in New South \Vales 
are rather startling. They have not had checks 
on public expenditure there the same as we have 
had in the shape of local authorities, as has been 
very properly pointed out by the Minister who 
introrlnced this BilL There, the Treasurer, or 
any l'ilinister for the time being, has even now 
wider powet·s and a greater facility for abusing 
his position than a Minister has in Queenshnd, 
however anxious or desirous that Minister 
may be to abuse the prl'ition he chances to 
occupy by a political accident of the moment. 
But the gre~t virtue of the New South \Vales 
Act is that it is not strictly confined to rail ways. 
This Bill propose.; right through from the begin
ning to the end, and the hon, gentleman in 
introducing it contended right through the 
piec"', that it was not necessary, nnr was it 
judicious or wise, to embrace anything in the 
Bill except railways, and that is exactly the 
point on which I join iRsue with the Minister. 
As a matter of fact we do not requirA this B1ll 
so much for railways as we do for other public 
works in Queensl<tnd. 

The SECRETARY FOB RAILWAYS: What other 
public works do you require it for? 

Mr. DA \YSON : I will mention the other 
public works by and by. \Vbat is our position 
with regard to the constrc.wtion of railways? 
The hon. gentleman stated in his speech that 
every hon, member must admit that b'.unders 
had been committed in the past in the e<.cnstruc
tion of milways, that raiiway' had been con
strue'ed without sufficient information, and 
that a certain amount of political influence had 
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been exerted to get rail ways constructed in 
loc:.lities where the.y should not have been con
structed-or, to put it shortly, that railway jobs 
have been committed in this colony. The hon. 
g<mtleman says that every bon, member in this 
Chamber must free];,' admit tb,tt. I certHinly 
do freely admit it, but I sr1y tba t wh<m the hon. 
gentleman desires a change in thjs direction, it 
is not only incumbent upon him t•J get an 
admission from hon. members that jobs of that 
description have bePn committ.ed in the past, 
but it is absolutely essenti<tl for him to prove to 
the House th<tt s•1ch j"bs have been committed 
since we have had RailW<lY Cornt:ni'3sioners. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: A blunder 
may not be; a job, you know. 

Mr. DA WdON : The hon. gentleman put it 
in the pDlite way for which he is so noted, but 
everyone understood what the hon. gentleman 
was referring- to, and he certo.inly was referring 
tn rail ways constructed icl wrong places and in 
wrong lac Jit,ies, and he sui(ge.sted that that was 
done because we had not. sufficient information, 
and because of some evil infh1ence as well, the 
whole thing operating to produce the result that 
these bLmders were committed. I want to 
know from the hon. gentleman how he will 
esc<>pe this position: When the Railway Oom
missioner.s were appointed they were appointed 
fur this very purpose-to prevent the"e blunders 
from ever occurring again in the 'colony of 
Queen,]and. 

Mr. Gaomr: They were appointed to stop 
political inflqence. 

Mr. DAWSON: YeP, to stop political influ
ence-to stop theee blunder.,. It was in order 
that. members of this House should he furnished 
with the. very best up-to-date information as to 
the proper place in which a railway line should 
be constructed they were appointed. That is 
thereaeou we have Rai]w:;y Cumrni,·,ioners at the 
present time, and I want to know if, since the 
a.puointment of those Commissioners, there have 
been any of these blunders complained of by the 
hon. gentleman committed in the colony of 
Qneensland? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Very few 
rail wayo have been constructed since. 

Mr. DA WSON: I say it is <tbsolutely incum
bent on the hnn. gentleman, when he is asking 
this House to change the system in the conduct 
of railw<•y construction, to show that the one 
we have at the present time is not a good one, or 
th<tt som~ evils have crept in under it. The hon. 
gentleman he.s not at'empted to do that, and I 
>·ay he certainly should do it before he calls upon 
members of this House to adopt this new system 
and put the taxp<tyer" of the colony to extra 
expense, without Rhowing us in what way we are 
going to be benefited hy one single penny. I 
desire all who are ent.hu.siastic supporters of this 
.Bill to devote some little <tttention to tha.t point. 
If they have any arguments to show that the 
Railway c,,mmissioners ha,·e been a failure, and 
tha.t blunders in the construction of railways 
have just r'een going on the same as before their 
appointment, let us know a bout the matter, and 
let it be shown that this will be a more effective 
method of checking these blunders than the 
existence of the present Rail way Commissioners. 
This is another point on which I desire to say a 
few words: I eay that even if the hon. gentle
man can prove that these blunders h·we been 
committed under the man·•gement of the Rail
way CommisRioners, and under the pre•ent 
system of corducting raii way c11nstruction, I say 
he has further to show tha.t the'e blunders now 
being committed can be remedied under the 
provisions of this Bill. He has never attempted 
to do that, and I do not think he can do it. 

The SECRETARY FOil RAILWAYS: Oh, yes; 
quite easily. 
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. Mr. DA_WSON: What ie the pre~ent system 
m conductmg rail way mattero ? There are the 
hook of reference and rlans to be laid on the 
table of the Houce, and it is then competent for 
this House to aJJpoiut a select committee to 
inquire into the matter before going any further. 
As a matter of fact, very frequently, where there 
has been any d1sput.e aB to the route or as to the 
advisnbility or otherwi'e of constructing a pro· 
posed railway into a particnl"r district, that is 
exactly the course we do take. A "'!Bet corn. 
rnittee is appointed with power to send for 
persons and pflpers and t.o t:tke all the evidence 
they can possibly mke up in C•'nnection with the 
case and furnish it with a report to this Chamber, 
on which the proposal is afterwards discussed 
and determined. 

The PREMIER : That is only while the House 
is sitting. 

Mr. DA WSON : What is there in the wide 
world to pre,·ent the hr.n. gentleman, if he "o 
desires, gtving that committee power to sit while 
the House is not sitting? As a matter cf fact, 
if it is necessary they shoulrl travel, the h•m. 
gentleman could easily give them th" power "f 
travelling, and it would not be the first time a 
select. committee has been given the power to 
visit the seem'. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : They always sit 
here. • 

:Mr. DA \VSON: No, no; it is quite a differ
ent thing. If this is all the bon. gentleman seeks 
to do now, this Bill is but waste-paper, bec.Luse 
we have gnt that now. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: This com
mittee may sit when the House is not oitting. 

Mr. DA WSON : Doe" the hon. gentlmmn 
me»n to say that with"ut this Bill we conlrl not 
appoint a select committee with power to call for 
persons and papers and to take evidence ? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 'l'hey could 
not sit duri>•g the recess. 

The TREA>~URER: They could not travel. 
Mr. DA \VSON: The hon. gentleman could 

give them power to travel. 
The PREMIER : They could not sit during the 

recess. 
Mr. DA WSON: Then after the proposal 

eaves this Chamber there is nn additional check. 
It is ahsnlutely neceesary before the Upt•er 
House can diecuos the matter at all that it must 
be submitted to the consideration and report of a 
select c<'rnmittee. In this Hou•e it is only 
optional that it should go to a select committee, 
but in the other place it is imperative. \Ve 
have then, I think, in railway matter,; a very 
good and efficient check on the blunders the hon. 
gentleman has complained of. Fmther, I would 
like to direct your attention to this matter: 
When our select committees want to take 
evidence they call the Railway Commi,,ioner, 
the Chief Engineer, the Deputy Cnmmiseioner, 
and probably an outside expert like Mr. Phillips. 
They take their evidence, and dr'Lw it up in the 
shape of a report, which is snbmitted to this 
House. The committee appointed under this 
Bill will do exactly the same thing. 

The SECRETARY FOR HAU~WAYS : Oh, no. 
Mr. DA WSON : I sav ves. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: A different 

class of men altogether. 
Mr. DA WSON : That is a most remarkable 

statement to come from the Secre~ary for Rail
ways-that thPy are not going to take the 
evidence of their own officia.ls, the B.ailway 
Commis.~ioner and the Chief :Engineer, upon the 
construction of milways in Queer.shnd. If that 
is so, the sooner the Bill is killed thP better. 

MEMBERS of thP Opposition: Hear, bear! 
Mr. DA WSON : I certainly should be pre

pared to truot the Railway CommirJsioner, the 

Chief Engineer, and Mr. Thallon sooner tl!au 
any outside authority on the construction of, 
railways. 

HoNOUPABL!l MEMBERS: Rear, hear! 
The Pl\EMIER : Their evidence will be taken; 

also. 
:tvir. DA WSON: The Secretary for Hail ways, 

sa)'S "No"; it is to be a different class altogether .. 
'l'he SECRETARY FOR !{AILWAYS: In actditiont 

to the officials' reports. 
Mr. DA \VSON: Is there any one class of 

persons in the colony competent to give anc 
t"Xprrs . ..:iun of opinion as to the wi~dom or other
wi··e of cnns~ructing a railway that cannot lJe· 
reached bv means of one of our own select 
committee'8? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Ve want, 
persons who have a knowledge of the country i.t 
will pass through, its possibilities, and ''" forth. 

Mr. DA \V:::lON: I remember when there wasc 
a railway discussion on in this Cilarr.ber-one of 
the most heated railway dhcu;sions I suppc•se· 
that has occurred since I !Jave been in thec 
Chambet. It was on the proposal to construct a. 
line from Hughenden to \Vinton, and the ltoclc
hampton bunch, led by the Secret.aryforRailways, 
himself, desired railway construction to \Vinton' 
-->mt frum Longreach to \.Yiuton. 

The SJWRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No, we never· 
asked for it. 

Mr. D.'l. \VSON: The Northern and Central 
members had a contest as to tbe route. Both 
agreed as to the advisability of railway commu
nication wit,h \Vinton, hut the question was as to 
the starting-point. After tbe Sc'cretary for 
Hail way• anJ those with him found they wue 
comple·.e]y beaten, they changed their ground, 
and wanted the line to go from Hugbeuden to 
Kvnuna. 

.The l:iECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Exactly. 
That is where it ought to have gone. 

Mr. DA WSON: \Vhat happened on that 
occasion under the provision we have now fotr 
conducting rail way construction? \Ye Lad a, 
select committee on that proposal, If I am 
not mistaken, I was a member of it, and I know· 
they took evidence and eubrnitted a report .. 
They not only took the evidence of the Railway 
Commi;sioners anrl the Chief Engineer for Eail
ways, but the evidence, as the hon. gentleman 
states, of those wbo were li l'inr: in the township 
of \Vinton and wbo knew the country. \Ve 
took their evidence as that of men who knew the 
conntry--as experts. 

The SECRE1'AIW J>'OR HAlLWAYS: You did not 
act npon it. 

Mr. DA WSON : \Ve did act upon it, and the 
railway wa< opened only the other dtty, and I 
think the hon. gentlemon travelled upon it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You did not 
act •m the evidence given before the committee. 

Mr. DA \VSON: \Ve did, and we completely 
routed the Central conting-ent. 

[4 p.m.] Every available person wh0 bad 
any knowledge about the matter 

while we were discnssing that railway on that 
occ;1sion was reached by that select committee. 

Jliir .• JACKSON: I was a member of that select 
COD1mittPe. 

Mr. DA \VSON: The hon. member for 
Kennedy was a member of the committre, and 
he will recollect that we bad some mm; from 
Win ton wb<J bad been living there for year8 Hnd 
years and knew ever·y inch of the crnmtry, and 
if we could do tbat on that occasion w1thout this 
Bill, in the name of common sense, why cannot we 
do the samp thing again if necessity arises with
out this Bill? 

The SECHETARY FOR RAII~W.HS: If this Bill 
had been in exi<tence the line would never have 
gone to Winton. 
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Mr. DA WSON: I cannot understand where 
the hon. gentleman is. I asked the question if 
he could point to one cla<s of persons who could 
not be reached by a select committee that would 
be reached under the provisinns of this Bill, and 
the hon. gentleman said, "Yes, those who were 
living in the locality and knew the country;" 
awl I related that incident. to tell the hoo. gen
tleman that a select committee, as appointed at 
the pre,ent time, proved in that case that it 
could reach that class of persons, and that it is 
unneceseary to h>we this Bill to reach that class 
of persons. I would like to mention hert•, that 
while believing this Bill is nut calculated to 
ad,·ance us any further in removing those blun
ders connected with the construction of our 
railways, or enable us to get any more inforrna~ 
tion to guide u~ to a wbe conclusion in our 
deliberations in this Charuber than we have 
under the pre,;ent select committee sy,tem, I 
believe also, that by the acceptance of this Bill 
we shall be weakening the po~itinn we occupy at 
the present time; and I will tell you why. vv'e 
have in the Railway Commissioner a man who 
has certainly got some backbone. 

HoNOURABLE ME>IBERS: Hear, hear l 
Jl.1r. DA WSON: And I belie\'e there is more 

than one instance where that gentleman has been 
called Uf•on to report on a railway, and from his 
experience and expert knowledge he has refnsed 
to recommend its construction; and even when 
he has been asked to report again and reconsider 
his decision be has point blank refused to do it 
because he did not believe it was a railway that 
wo,rld do any benRfit to thec<luntry, and he refused 
to recommend what he did not believe was worth 
recommending. I am given to understand that 
thf>re is more than one instar.ce of that, and that 
is a very good r•rotection to us. And then there is 
another matter. }';ven after all, when this com
mittee under this particular Bill is appoint•-d, the 
report will only come up for discubsiun and deter
mination by this Hou~e in the same way as the 
report comes up for consideration under the 
select committee sy:-.ten1 we have now. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No. There 
is tnore inforn1ation. 

Mr. DA WSO::"f: I ask the hon. gentlPman if 
anywhere within the two covers of this Bill he 
can Bhow that he is giving that committee power 
to do anything without the consent of this 
Chamber. 

Tbe TREASURER : Except report, 
Mr. DA WSON: Cannot a select committee 

report? 
The PREMIER: Not fully. 
Mr. DA WSON: I suppose the hon. gentle

man is referring to clause 10. 'What is to 
prevent us, when a propo"al comes along for a select 
committee to take evidence and rep»rt upon a 
railway route, embodying in the resolution the 
powers that are embodied in clauoe 10 of this 
Bill? Is there anything in tbe wide world to 
stop that? 

The PRE;\!IER: They have not the time at 
their disposal. 

Mr. DA WSON: Not the time at their dis
posal ! Clause 10 is headed "Powers and 
duties," but after all it is only an instruction. 
It itl an inslruction to that committee thut they 
mnst bear constantly in mind certain things, and 
t.ake the evidence bearing on the matter; they 
must ha•·e thnse icleas constantly in their minds· 
they mnst elicit evidence in that particular direc: 
tion. It is not a matLer of time at all; it is an 
inRtruction as to the character ,,f the evidence. 

The PHEMIER: They must have time to obtain 
that infnrn1atlnn. 

Mr. DA WSON : Quite so, and what is to 
prevent them? I fail to sce where the question 
of time comes in r,t all, Supposing all the 
members sitting on this bench were apyointed on 

this committee, would they reqnire more time 
to elicit the particular evidNlce, than if the same 
members were ap;:JOintPd under our present 
select C(Jmmittee syotem? Does the hon. mem
b,,r say it is going to give them additional brains 
and activity? I d"ubt it very mnch. If it was 
going to manufacture brains in that way it would 
be a very good thing for members of the 
Oppo,itinn to introduce a dozm Bills for the 
instruction of hon. m cm bers oppneite. 

Tbe ATTOH:-IEY-GENEHAL: It gives them time 
to travel o•-·er the route themselves. 

Mr. McDONALD: To travel ovet' the route and 
drink wine. 

The ATTORNEY-GE:>IERAL: Oh, no. 
Mr. DA WSON : I notice tlw.t the bun. gentle

man sounded a little note that struck rather 
ha1·shly on my ear when he stated that we mu,t 
m01ke some difference in the mode of rail Wlty con
struction, and then immediately went on to say 
th,tt he ;ms not referrmg particularly to State 
railways, but he referred to syndicate railw!tys
railways to be construct-ed by private enlerprise, 
and he particnbrised one di,;trict-the Cl<'ncurry 
district-and dilated to some extent on the great 
wealth there was in that district, and said that 
owing to the great mineral wealth in that district 
it was proved necessary tbat a rail way must be 
constructed there. If this proposal is to alter our 
mode of railw:.cy construction in the direction of 
encouraging- syndicate railways, even if every 
other pro vi> ion in the Bill was a good one, I 
would bitterly oppose it if that was the object 
aimed at. 

The SEcRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The Bill is 
silent on thP, suhjP.ct. 

Mr. DA WSO:'>l": The hon. gentleman dilates 
on the grc·at mineral we:>lth in nlle particular 
di,trict, and adrocates that a private rnilway 
should go there. The mere fact that that great 
wealth is there is absolute proof to my mind that 
the Government should constnwt th1t railway, 
and the taxpayers reap the benefit of that great 
wealth. 

MimBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
Mr. DA vVSON: It was a little note that 

appeared to me to be an indiC>ltion of some
thing behind, and it struck harshly on my ear. 
The hon. gentleman further poir!ted ont-and 
this apparently was his trump card-that it was 
necessary to have '" committee of this descrip
tion, because there is a large nnmber of rail ways 
asked for, and in some places- one place in 
particular-1here were five rival claimants-that 
is the railway to St. Ge<>rge; aud that it was 
necessary, seeing that there were five rival 
claimant•, that there should be a committee of 
this descript.iun in order to detPrmine which one 
of those five rival claimants should be successful. 
I contend that it is not neceesary to have any
thing of the kind. l t is not even necessary to 
have a select committee to necide on a question 
of that description. What is absolutely neces
sary is th~tt we have a Government with back
bone enou;,h to do the right thing when they 
know it to he the rig-ht thing. 

The PREMIER: We want to know what is the 
right thing tn do. 

:Mr. DA WSON: This particnl~tr matter has 
been before the pre,ent Government ever since 
it has been in existence, and of Governments 
before it. They have gone over the routes. 
They have had reports upon them. They have 
had expert evidence of all kinds and descrip
tions. I beiieve the Premier went as far as to 
promise one of the claimants that they should 
receive the first consideration. I say that., instead 
of having plaborate machinery of this description 
to detennine such a question, it is for the 
Go\'ernment when they know-and surely to 
goodness they have the best means of kno;; ing; 
their funds are not stinted; their rail way servants 
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have the neces&e,ry ability to undertake inquiries 
and make a recommendation-it is for the 
Government, I say, having this informatiOn 
hef0re them, to put their fo0t down and say, 
"This is the best route for the people of the 
colony, and we are determined to carry it out." 
They would then earn the respect and esteem of 
all the people of the colony. I think the syRtem 
in the Upper Home is a much better one thitn 
we have here. There it is imperative that every 
railwe,y propo···al shall go before a select com
mittee. Here it is only optionaL That system, 
I think, might very well be extended to this 
Chamber. It ha.ppens now a.nd then th11t rail
ways come along, wit.h ~he neceseity for 
which every member of the Chamber is con
vinced, and that being so why should there be 
the long dele.y nece"ita<ed by the reference to a 
committee of this sort? 

The PREMIER: This would facilitate matters. 
Mr. DA WSO?'r: This llleans that every rail

way propo··al costing over £20,000 wnuld h"ave to 
go before the committee. For hwt::tnce, nearly 
every member of the Chnmher is in favour of 
the Bowen railway going to the 37-mile peg. 
But though we may not be exac' ly unanimous 
as to that, I have never heard an adverse W<.rd 
s'>id as to the c<>nstruction of a railway from 
Croydon to Gecrgetown. That would cost more 
than £20,000, yet before we could incur a penny 
of expenditure on a work which we are all 
satisfiecl, on the evidence \ve bave, is a ·wise 
thing for the country to undertake, the whole 
business will have to be gone through over again, 
and experts will have to be called in to prove to 
us that of which we are already convinced. I 
have been en<leavouring to show that the con
tining of this committee strictly to railways is 
no justification whatever for their endeavonring 
to force this Bill upon the Chaml,er, and that 
whateYer justificati·m there may be for a works 
committee it is that it should embrace all 
public works costing over a certain amount. 'vV e 
have already, as I have said, got an efficient 
check upon our ro,ilway cnnstructinn. But public 
works are being constantly constructed in the 
colony for which no permission is asked from the 
House before the Minister authori,es their 
construction. It was pointe<1 out by the hon. 
member for 13ulloo, and I think by the hon. 
member for \Vide B::~y, on the debatA on the 
Financial S\atement, that tha colony was com
mitted to enormous amount< of unauthorised 
expenditure for public workH, and that the item 
is increasing; that there is a class of our public 
works over which thR members of tile Chamber 
have absolutely no control, and that there would 
he some justifieation for the ar,pnintment of a 
committee which wouli take evidence ~nd report 
to the House on works other than railways cost
ing over £20,000. 

Mr. GROOM : That is where the saving has been 
in New South \V ales. 

Mr. DA vVSON : That is whrtt I was about to 
point out. The great leakage in this co.ony is 
not in railway construction, but in ol her public 
works done on the sole resp<>nsibi!ity of the 
Minister, of course approved of by the Cabinet. 
When a work is authorise ::I, :md the money is 
expended, they come down to the House and 
ask us to vote the money, and if we rduse to 
vote the money, what is it? It is repudiation. 
In the expenditnrQ of this money we are abso
lutely helph·ss. \Vhatever committees we may 
desire it is where this greo.t leakage is. As 
the hon. member for Drayton and Toowoomha 
has pointed out, the gr•':tt benefit that has 
resulted from the existence of this committee 
in New South \Vales hHs been a >aving of 
money in exactly this direction, and not on 
railways. As a matter of fact the great saving 
,of money on railway construction in New South 

Wales, and their present flourishing condition, is 
due to the master-hand of the late Mr. Eddy. 
The Axpenditure on railways is really the only 
thing we now have any check upon before the 
taxpayer is called upon to pay, and "ith which 
members cannot be charged, if they object to 
the expenditm e, with trying to cast dishonour 
upon the colony. I certainly think we should 
have some check upon public works expenditure. 
It wonl<l result very beneficially to the colony as 
a whole, and it would certainly do the Northern 
port,ion of the colony a great deal of good, and I 
have no doubt my hon. friend, the nwmher for 
Rockbampton, will say that Rockhampton will 
get a little more justice in fnture under a system 
of that kind than it has had in the past. I will 
not pursue that point any further. I will only 
ask hon. members to compare this Bill with 
the New South Wales Act and see whether it 
embraces anything like the same ground. As 
I poinled out in the earlier portion of my 
remarks, even if the bun. gentlen·,an succeeds 
in proving that the principle embodied in this 
Bill-the object he i,; aiming at-is a good one, 
the method he has adopted has destroyed it, 
has taken all the virtue out of it. Take, 
for instance, New South vValPs. When I 
was down there making inquiries I found all 
politicai P'Jrties were enthusiastically in snppotr 
of their Act, especially after the Amending 
Act was possed, which dealt with all public 
works, but they complained that one great defect 
in their Act wa< that the Premier was to nominate 
the members of the committee. They proposed 
that if they were nominated by the Premier, 
that they should he elected by the Assembly. 
But in thi" Bill the hon. member ~has not gone 
as far as New South VI/ales. He propnses the,t 
the members of this committee sharl be elected 
a.s members of an ordinarv select committee are 
elected ; that there shall be no ballot ; that 
it will be a kind of formo.l motion, without 
ballot at all. \Vl,at we should endea;·our to 
do is to remedy the defects in the New 
South \V ales Aet, and not to perpetuate 
them. I certainly say that, if this Bill passes 
its second re··ding, I intend to vote again,.t that 
principle as f;u as I p·•ssibly can. I s y tLat 
the nomination and election of members to 
sit on this comn,itt.ee should be the same as the 
nomination and election •Jf members of this 
Home by their constituents. Then there is 
another matter--a matter of very vrofound 
importance in connection with this Bill: ln the 
New South Wales Act, if the committee is 
elected as I have indico.ted, then that committee 
chooo<es its own chairm>tn and vice-chairman. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear! 
Mr. DA WSON : But under t\1is Bill the 

Gov•ornment reserve that right to themcr,) ves, 
and I object to this as a vicious principle. It 
puts too much power in the hands'of the Premier 
-I don't care who the Premier is-for the time 
being, and I do not refer to the hon. gentleman 
who at present occupies the po"ition of Premier 
personally, for I suppose this Bill will survive 
all future Premiers until it is wiped out of exist
ence. I say that is a power that should not be 
placed in the hands of any one man who happens 
by the accidenc of politics to occuJ•Y the position 
of Premier. That power-to select their own 
chaint~ail-bhould be in the hands of the mem
bers of the committee-they should be enab'ed 
in their wisdom to select a member to occupy 
that important position. And considering that 
that position ca,1-ries Pxtm remuneration, that 
makes it all the more objectionable. Sqnaring 
dissatisfied friends or obn"xions opponents is 
not uncomm()n in politics, and this is one of 
the opportunities that a man might take who 
is desirous of adopting a method of this descrip
tion. 
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Mr. LESINA: The trail of the serpent is over 
the whole. 

l'llr. AR}!STRONG : The constitution was so in 
New Sonth WeJp" in the first instance. 

Mr. DA WSON: Just so, hut there is an 
Amending Act. 

Mr. AiniSTRONG : You were alluding to the 
first prnpoRit.ion, saying that it was pernici• us. 

Mr. DA IVSOK : The election is now effected 
by Parliament, or if the members become dis
qualified or cea.se to be members of p,rJi"ment, 
they must vae;te their seat.; on thi' c•.•mmittee. 
It1 fact, the Minister has left out one of the most 
useful democratic principles, and has inserted 
one of the most vicious. 

The PREMmR : That is your opinion. 
Mr DA IV SON: There a.re a lot of mattem in 

this Bill which I do not think it. is necessary for 
me to go into at present. Clause 10 providPs 
that c~rtain instructions >-hall be given to this 
commrttee, and I am really surprised that the 
hou. gentleman did not copy the New South 
\Vales Act, and ask our proposed commi•tee to 
take evidence in the same direction as it is taken 
there. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The local 
au'horities here carry on most of the public 
works. 

Mr. DA \VSON: ThA local s.uthorities do not 
carry on the chief public works. They c;;rry on 
certah1 work8, snch as t.hP repair and nlainten
ance of roarls and the building of bridges in their 
own bound:.tries. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Yes, and 
harbour and river works ; there are harbour 
boards. 

Mr. DA \VSON : They have not established 
one in Bt'i,bane yet, anrl the guestiun is whether 
"ome of the_e people will not be called UjJon to 
be relieved of their responsibility in tbi' re;pect 
before long. 

Mr. KIDSTON: That is an open queBtic.n, 
whether we shall not have to take them over 
again after federation. 

Mr. DA \VSON : There is another matter in 
ecmnection with the c.•mmittee in New Soulh 
\Yales. They have the power to get asses"n·s to 
assist them in arriving 't a juHt verdict, but thr,re 
is no provioion in thi, Bill for anythiug of this 
description. We find in this colony, in our 
mining, land, ,,nd electoral laws, that the judge 
rt'Cf'i veR great as~i~tance from these as,,es~ors. 

Mr. :FoRSYTH : Read clause 9. 
Mr. DA WSON: Y ns, l overl<>oked that. It 

is undoubtedly one of the best provi,ions that 
could be lJUt into this Bill. As I have said, I 
intend to vote ag<?.inst the second reading, not 
because I object to the principle of a public 
works committee which will take expert 
evidence, and which will be e.ble to afford this 
House such evidence that will enable it to corue 
to a wise deci,!rm, and will enab:e them to carry 
on good government; but the bon. member has 
not endeavoured to do that. He has endeavoured 
to bring alJOut something which will be abso
lutely useless and unnecessary, and. which, in my 
ovinion, will Jeave us in a worse position than 
we are in at the present time. I ohall vote 
aga.inst the 'econd reading. 

Tbe PHE:VIIER: I hardly expected that the 
hon. member, the lea·ler of the Labour Opposi
tiun, in risi ~g to speak on this Bill, would take 
it to his heart to express his cordial approval of 
it. The r6le nf the hon. gentleman appear" to 
be, that whatever we do or say it is not right. 
As a rule, whatever we propose is sure to rue et 
with the condemnation of that hon. gentleman. 
But he has given a certain amount of approval 
to t.he principle of the Bill, which I was very 
gratified to he<1r. In his opening remark" he 
advocated that the pri11ciple of the Bill should 
be enlarged, so as to include public works, and I 

almost expected that he would have followed up 
that declamtion bv announcing that if we 
intended to inclll(t"e public works beyond a 
certain amonnt it. would meet with his approval. 
There is a great deal ; o be said on the question 
of public works being included under this Bill. 

HoxoURABLR ·MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
The PRKYIIER: But we have thought it 

better that this Bill should deal with rail ways 
only, became the queslion of railway construc
ti<>n in this colony is one of the most urgent 
in1porta.nce; one c Jncc·rning which the Govern~ 
ntent receive so tnany dP-putations ancl reqne:.;ts, 
that it is desirable to crmsider as early as practical 
which lines are the most urgent, and which 
should he first proceeded with. Now the posi
tion of railway construct.ion in this colony has 
for some time, owing to thE' circumstances of the 
colony, been such that the Government have not 
been able to proceed with it anvthing like as 
largely and a' fully as 'he public demand. 

An HoNOURABLE :MEMBER: You give pro
misLFl. 

The PREMIER: No, we give railways as the 
public demand them. Here we are 

[4·30 p. m.] ~it.uated in an immense extent of 
territory half the size of Europe, 

populated b) le,,s than half a million of people, 
who are pursuing- the industries and developtng 
the re,.ources of the colony in spar,eJy populated 
districts where they require to b·' pruvided with 
facilities of communication with the ports and 
the oversea markets of the world. In former 
days railways were eonsidered rJerhaps as luxuries 
to be given to the larg-e centres of population. At 
the present tinw we mnst rec gnise that they are 
an absolute ne~es~ity fur opening up the cuuntry 
and encuuragiog settLment. This standing 
committee, therefore, will have cast upon it 
the duty of recommending for the acceptance of 
Parliament certain prop.,,aJs fnr railwHy con
strnction which it will be within the financial 
ability of the colony to under:ake. Now, in the 
first place the Government have not the financial 
o,hility to carry out all the railways which are 
from time to time demanded, and in the second 
plac" it is very difficult to decide which of the 
railways should be carried out, or by what routes 
they lihould he taken, and how they will affect 
population settled alon:;( the route chosen. 
'I'herefnre, I contend thn,t the intervention of a 
standing committee which will have an oppor
tunity to work during the recess, an~ which 
can seriously deiiberate upon, and cons1der the 
best routes for the variou,; lines to take, gather
ing a large amount of information which the 
Government can only obtain through their 
officiah, will have a distinctly salutary effecL. 
Their labours will poosibly result in throwing an 
entir.,ly new light on the different routes pro
posed, and taking that view only I think the Go
vernment are amply justilie<'l in bringing for\\ ard 
this proposal for the appointment of a permanent 
C\)!nmittee to enable railway construction to be 
proceedei with as early as possible, and without 
that delay which is likely to attend it if the 
Government themselves hcwe to c<msir1er these 
various matters. I wish it to be distinctly under
stood thut the object of the Government in press· 
ing this Bill is to accelerate rail way construction 
and nut to retard it, and I am quite certn~n 
that if this commirtee is constituted there w1ll 
be a certain amount of rail way construction 
entered upon more immediately than would be 
the case if the system we have pursued hitherto 
still contin•1es t<l exist. I say there is a great 
deal of force in the pmposal to extend the prin
ciple of the Bill to works generally, but I 
wunt to point out the urgency there is, especially 
for railways. \Vith regard to works, I agree 
with a gr<'at deal of what the hon. gentleman 
has ,;aid, and while I contend the Bill is more 
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immediately valuable in its present shape, I am 
not at all unprepared in comrnittee, if it reaches 
that stage, to hear a disemsion as to whether 
works of a certain character should not be 
inclmled. That is a matter for the Home to 
determine. I want a good ~rractical mea•ure, 
and from my own observation of the embarrass
ments of rail way construction in this colony I 
have thought that by confining the Bill to rail
ways it would be less cumbersome and we might 
get 1t through more readily. 

Mr. DAWSON: Are you willing to withdraw 
this Bill? 

The PREMIER: I am not going to withdro-w 
this Bill, but I say that in co~mmittee we m"y 
discuss the question of inclllding works. I do 
not give any promise of the acceptance of amend
ments; but it is a question upon which a great 
dr·al may he said, as to whether works of a cer
tain character should not. be includ-d. I may 
mention here that I am of orrinion that the Bill 
as it stands is quite sufficient for the day, and 
introduces a principle which hereafter m~y be 
extended to works-perhaps with benefit to the 
colony. But I would point out that there is not 
the same nece~sit.y for works bPing reff:-'lTf'd to a 
standing committee as existRin N ewSouth \Va1es. 
Here we have our local authorities very actively 
engaged. \Ve hf1ve our harbour boards' and other 
local institut.ions, which take upon them,ehes 
the conduct of public works, a11d I do not think 
there iR the same em harrassrnent in deciding 
upon public buildings in the towns of the colony 
a• there j, in deciding npon the many npplica
tir>n~ f~1r rai~wayB. That is why I v. ish to draw 
a drstmct !me of demarcation as between the 
urgent necessity for a public works committee 
generally a.nd a railway .committee. Now, 
something h"s been said by the hon. member 
concerning- the bnngles, or rather thR lea.k;.J_,ge; in 
rail way c•mstructi<>n. vVell, this Bill is not 
mtr<;dnced to ~ea.l with the question of leakage. 
I tbmk our ra1lw<tys havo heen conRtructed-I 
n1ay not perhaps use the word "economicallv"
but I ,?o ';ot thi~k _the general applic":tiun of the 
t;rm !e"""iOe 1s JUSt, or can be apphed to them 
either mtentwnally or othPrwise. Our railways 
perhaps have :1t the outset been dealt with under a 
certain anwunt of polit.ical influence.. There is no 
"!l"e i_n atter_npting to r:Jisguise that position, and it 
IS With a ~Iew of havmg an independent tribunal 
to deal w1th the>e matters, and intimate which 
lines i'_l their opinion are likely to be most 
beneficml to the country, tha,t this Bill is sub
mitted for the approval of the HouRe. I wish to 
give thA Rail '''ay Cnmmi,sioner, and the Tra.ffic 
Manager, .and the Engineer-in-Chief, and in fact 
all _the ra_1lway officials, the high••;t credit for 
the;r abtht.y >md mtellig"nc~ in the manner in 
wh10h they conduct the Railwa.y Department 
but at the same time these gentfemen ahle as I 
have said they are in their reRpectiv'e dep~rt
ments, are not the beot judves of a. policv 
which will suit the country and which wiil 
open it _up for .settlement: \Vhile I give 
them cred1t f,,r their administration of the rail
wa;.:s which are constructed, and the en~ineers 
credit for the ability in ntilway construction, yet 
at t~ e same ti.me there is a very gre<it diffm·ence 
between offenrcg recommendations and advice as 
to whether a railway will pay, >1nd the char"cter 
of the country it will traverse and decidinJ 
upon a r.c~ilwa.y policy. That 'is a matter t~' 
which the standing committee would specially 
devote time and im·estigation. They will hav·e 
abo t~e bt:nefir, <~f confPrdng <1Ild consulting- with 
the rmlway officmls, anrl will be able t" suhmit a 
compr,helJSive and deliberate report upon the 
proposals which my h. m. c,,JleaO'ne will introduce 
and their repr<rt w.ill ~atnrally" carry much m or~ 
weight ~onnng as 1t will trnrn an independent tri~ 
llu_nal d~ vested of party politics, Parliament will 

have more confidence in a report coming from an 
independent tribunal than it would in a report 
coming- from the Government or from the rail
way officials. I may at. once say that while I 
re.-pect. the ability of our Railway CommJ,sioner, 
yet I know from havi11g been in the Railway 
'Department that lhfl'e is a tendency, and there 
must be a very natural tendency, on the part of 
any gentleman occupying that P"sition not to 
press on railway lines unless there is a proba
bility of their p"ying- from the start. Our rail
ways produce at the present time som~thing over 
3 per cent., and it is very natural that the Railway 
Commissioner does n()t want to increa~e the num· 
ber of non-paying rail ways, and thereby reduce 
the aver•gc earnings which he is enabled so satis
fact,rily to exhibit to Parliament and the country. 
\v hile I do not wish in any way to disparage the 
ability of the Railway Commissioner, yet. it is a 
natural tendency in ,. gentleman placeri in that 
rt•sponsible position not to speculate too much in 
regard to railway extension. It may be the safer 
policy; but on the other side he may err through 
adopting a policy of extreme caution, and retard 
the development of this country, which, I allege, 
can cbi<-fly be promoted by the extension of 
railways comrne.nsurate with oue financial ability 
to pay for them. The committee itself will, I 
take it, hold an impartial position. They will 
discriminate between injudicious expenditure, 
and expenditure upon a railway" hich, although 
there is no probability of its paying for the first 
year or two, must certainly pay in the future. 
In a recommendation by the Hailway Com
missioner, be wishes, naturally, to show to the 
country that the percentage of profit upon our 
railway system has heen maintained. The 
public do not look below the sudace in these 
things. So long as the Commissioner reports 
that cmr ra.lhv.Jys nre pn.ying 3 per cent. upon the 
capital invested, above working expense,, the 
public is satished ; but RUp]Jo>ing it drops to 2~ 
per cent., the blmne is laid upon the department, 
while it. may be c·ntirely due to having initiated 
the construction of certain lines which do not for 
the first year or two provide sufficient revenue to 
nu1intain the equilibrium of the railway revenue. 
I do not therefore say there are any blnnders to 
be charged to the Hailwa.y Commiseioner. I 
think th>tt the country has had very valuable 
services from the Railway Commi~sioner, and 
from the railway officials. It is not with a view 
to protect ourseives from blunder tha.t this Bill 
is introduced. It is to endeavour to infuse more 
activity into railway construction than is shown 
at the present time. I think railway construc
tion should be continuously progressive. At the 
present time, as my hon. colleague has told us, 
we have approached the end of our construction, 
and there is not a single milway going on at the 
present time. 

The SEORETAHY FOR RAILWAYS: Not one. 

The PREMIER: That undoubtedly disturbs 
the labour market, and is not altogether credit
able to the conn: ry. 

1\!Ir. W. THO!lN : Whose fault is it? It is the 
fault ,,f the Government. 

The PREMIER: If the hon. member wants 
the Goomhungee railway, his best chance is with 
the ra.ilways committee. Until the con1mittee 
takes that railway into serious consideration with 
the numerous other applications before the Go
vernment, that will not l·e one of the lines which 
will be placed in the fnrefront of the proposals of 
the Secretary for Railways. 

:Mr. JENKIKSON: Not while the hon. member 
is on this sidt:>. 

The PREMIER: I hope we all look at the 
general intere8ts of the country. I am sure the 
comm1ttee will not regard proposals for r«ilways 
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'in the ligbt -of whether the h0n. member who 
represents the district concerned sits on one 
side or the other. The committee that it is 
propo,ed to appoint has this g-reat advantage 
that it i.;; not rner("'ly a ses1;ional co~rnn1ittee, 
which terminates its labours when this House 
rises. Of conr.e, I am not prepared to say that, 
even if the committee was formed this week, it 
would be a\J]e to do a great deal of work dnriog 
this short ses,;ion, but at the same time I am 
convinced that there is work which could he 
done even this session, and th"t we will have 
work bef<•re us before we rise, which, though it 
may not be of a very "xtPnsire character, will yet 
enable ns to re.mne railway comtruction; and 
during t!w recess I tru't that the committee will 
make itself fully ac')uainted with the various 
plans and specifications to be supplied to them, 
and at the commencement of anothor session 
there win be another opportunity of dealing 
with a very much larger scheme of railway con
struction than we can possibly deal wich at the 
,present time. Even at the present time, as I 
,say, under this cornmitt.ee, we wi.ll be ahle to 
resume rail way constructwn, of whteh I se~ very 
little chance if the Government proceed m the 
old-fashioned manner, because every hon. mem
ber on hoth sides of the Chamber has his heart 
upon one line, which he considers of more im
portanc'' than all the rest, and the difficulty 
would be to obtain anythino;like »n affirmation of 
the wisdom of proceeding with railway con"truc
tion unl"ss that '[>ecialline is amongst the num
ber brought forward. 

Mr. ARlllSTl\OXG: "\Vhat about getting six 
impartial members of the committee? 

The PREMfER: I hope the six impartial 
men will not be iuterested in the railways which 
wiil be brought before them. It;,, to be hoped 
that the gentlemen who will be appointed to 
these p -sition' will discharge their duties 
imf]artially and with credit to the c,,lnny, from 
whichever oide they may come-and I hope a 
f,lir number wili be taken from either side. 
"\Vith regard to the committee of the Legislative 
Council which invariauly inve,>tigatos railway 
proposals after they have left this Chamber, it 
is a matter for the Council to decide whether 
that committee will continue to exist. The 
Council will have a certain number of their 
members appointed to this committee, and I 
fancy that their being represented on the 
committee will induce them to forego their 
old committee which they now appoint to 
deal with these matters. I do not know that I 
need remark upon the app,>intment of members 
under the Bill. The appointment of members of 
the committee is dictated by an opinion that 
there should be a fair uumber ,,f members from 
both sides of ! he Chamber and from the Legisl«
tive Council, and, notwithstanding the criticism 
of the hon, member for Chartm s Towers, I think 
the appointment of the chairman of the com
mittee may very properly be left in the hands of 
t,IJe Governrr.tout 0f the day, inasmuch as the 
Government ought to have a voice in the con
struction of railways, and the chairman woulrl, 
to a cerbcin extent, retJresent the views of the 
Government. However, that and other matters 
ma} very well be discussed in committee. The 
B1ll is framed with a view to enabling us to at 
once reMun1e railway constructiun, and 1natters 
of det.til are properly left to be considerc'd in 
cummittee. \Vhile I do not think the lertrler of 
the Labour Opposition has in any way discre
diced the Bill, he generally thre-,tens opposi
tion becctw~e jt comes frorn the G-overntnent, 
and his approval of the general principles 
of the Bill should juetifv hon. members in 
coming to a hvourable c;mc1.usion. I dr> not 
want to take up time unnecess>trily. M.v col
league, the Secretary for Rail ways, has placed 

the details so fully before the Hous~ th.at th~re 
is nothing- more for me to say. The JUsttficatwn 
for the Bill i' to be found in similar measures 
being retained on t.he statute·books of New 
S"uth ·wales and Victoria. They have had 
ye.trs to consider the propriety or otherwise of 
working under this system, and 1f they have 
retained it fnr so many years upon the1r statute
books we may rest assured io is because the 
peo]Jle in onr 'ister colonies appreciate it. 

:\Ir. McDONALD: \Vould you apply the same 
argnrnt>nt to their EJections Act-;? 

The PREMIER : We will deal with the 
Elections Act on another occasion. "\Ve don't 
want to confuse the two rn>ttters. At present we 
will confine ourselves to this Bill. 1 know from 
hnn. metobers of the respective legislatures of 
Ne•v Suuth Wales and Victoria with whom I 
have c,,nversed that the system has been found 
of vast benefit. I may even quote the name of 
Mr. John i\Iathieson, our late respected Chief 
OtJlllmissioner. 

Mr. ~IcDoXALD: What-respected? 
The PRE:J.IIER: He is now Chief Commis

sioner for R:;il ways in Victoria, and warmly f!P· 
provesameMureofthis sort. I have heard h1m 
express himself in terms of the strong-est commen
dation. But, apart from that, the fact that the 
measure has rem<tined for so long on the statute
books of tho,e colonies is snfficieut proof that its 
working has been beneficial. Its benefits will be 
even o-reater here where really we are surrounded 
by a great many mnre difficulties than appertain 
to a small country like Viccoria, or even to New 
South \Vales. In those two countries their 
whole systems are worked frmn one C•Jmtnon 
centre, while here we have railwaysrightth.rough
out the length •md breadth of tl!lS great terntory
disjninted ]Jarts of a system wh1Ch I trust here
after will be one; but that, of course, has to be 
worh>'d ur) to. It iuvolve8 a gce:t.t dealrn~,re 
cont:id8rat10n than merely a quesuwn of a hne 
frorn a. eornrnon centre as in the southern 
colonie:;. I think that the only objection which is 
entertained by hon. members is t?e fear tl!at it 
will retard the speedy acceleratiOn o~ ra1l :way 
cuostruct.ion. I wish to Jis,;buse the1r rrnnds 
distinctly of that. My colleagu.,, the Se~retary 
for Ra1lways, is prepared t~ place certam pro
posals for rail way construc~wn ~efo1 e the com
mitt<'e for immediate con>lderatwn, and there 
will be no d>'lay whatever in the matter. I am 
certain that if he were to lay th· m on the table of 
this H<luse at present, a.nd refer t?em to a_ny 
indept'ndent committee thB House 1mght appomt 
for its report, the probability is th~t the w:ork 
wonld be unperformed at the close of the sesswn. 
I think that that would be a huge calam1ty at 
present. I would wish to ~emove frorn hon. 
members' minds the impresswn that the Go
vernment in any way want to shelter tbemse!ves 
from the respousibility of railway constructiOn, 
or that they desir._• to retard it. 

Mr. GLASSJ<3Y: 'Why not select one .or ;wo at 
once on which there is general unamm1ty . 

:Mr. DAWSON: 'f'ne Oroydon-Georgetown line. 
The PHEMIER: The hon. the learler of the 

Oppo,ition says •he Cr"ydon-Georgetown line, 
as if it would rr1E:et ',l, ith universal acceptan.ce. 
I am qnite surprised at the hon. g-entleman.suymg 
that havina bt•en so many years 1D Parhament 
a~d 'seen th~ difi;culty there is in passingr:;ilway 
propoRals thr.ough this Hoth·~· I ~m certam th~t 
if 1 ,,, ere to mtroduce that !me w1thout others 1t 
would not rro throurrh ')nite so readily as the hon. 
n1embe-r in~[lgines. 

0
Ha..ving bee.n in the rall'":ay 

chair, I have seen tht; applicatwns for the. lme 
from Croydon to George• own, and from the east of 
Georg~town, and if that '!ne !ine were pro-r.:osed 
probably one would vote tor lt and se vent) -one 
might dissent from it. 
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Mr. GLASSEY: Why not select the Gladstone
Rockhampton line. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
The PREMIER: I do not know '>'hy that 

~hould not be submitted to the committee. It 
IS proposed that all the railways shoulrl be ~ub. 
mrtted to the crucible. of this committee. I 
think it is a very good plan. I do not know 
why, if that line is submitted to it, there 
~hou;d be the slightest delay in dealing with 
1t. They could even go over the line between 
al<~riday.nigh~ and.Tuesday, when we resume 
dehb.- ratwns m thrs Chamber, so that they 
wo~ld .not b~ token away at all from their 
legislative duties. I consider there would be no 
delay at all. For the sake of uniformity we 
desire.that all the lines should pass through the 
commit'ee, and I think it is as weil that 
that principle should be maintained with 
regrtrd to all the work that there is to 
perform. I should like to point out to hon. 
members who are here for their tirst session that 
they ha.ve not. seen t!oe trouble and difficulty 
there IS m passmg a rml way policy or a rail way 
sche.me. I am sure tl;at if they had be~n here in 
earher years, or. e.ven m recent years, they would 
have s'en the difficulty there is under the present 
system of passing proposals even for well
consideredrail ways ju~t through the jealous feeliDg 
that exrsts among other members whcse raih,>ys 
a.re not brought forv, ard. Thi~ 1natter h1<11 
received full c.•nsideration from t.he Government 
and the speech. which was delivered. by th~ 
Hon. Secmtary tor RaJ! ways has not been in any 
way attacked by the bon. the 1< ader of the 
Opposition. I feel confident that the House in 
givinli assent. to this Bill will be introducing 
machmery whwb will enable railway construction 
to proceed smoothly and efficiently and in the 
mtensts of the general public. 

ME:IJBERS on the GrJVernment side: Hen, 
hear! 

:i\!h. McDONALD (Flinders): From what I 
can see of the whole tenor of this Bill it is this: 
the Premier at different times has promised so 
many railways to Government supporters that 
the Govermr~ent are no;v in .a diffic'llty, aud they 
have brought duwn tins B1ll as a sut t of buffer 
between the promises they made and their 
supporters. It has been a common thing at 
different times in the biotory of the Governm~nt 
at the time of an eh-ct.inn, for telegrams to b~ 
sen~ to men. standing for certain constitnencieP, 
saymg that 1f so and so is elected the Govern. 
ment are prepared to go on with and construct a 
certain railway; or, if not in f-10 many words, 
that the Government are prepared to construct a 
ra1l~ay, and g<·nera!ly the party who read that 
partiCular te1egrm:n was a Government sur,porter. 
The presumption to he drawn from the telegram 
that was sent went directly to show that it the 
Government candidate was· returned it w_rs most 
prob"'ble thnt the line would be built. 

.The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : This Bill 
Will do away with tl,at very abuse. 

Mr. McDONALD: ~'I··e hon. gentleman says 
the Bill .will do av:ay w~tb that \'ery abuse. I 
should .hke to pomt this out-that the po>ition 
we are m to-da.y'" exactly the same position we 
sbould be m If we bad b"d that co!llmittee. I 
shonld like to remind. the Hon. the Secretary for 
Lands of a httle rarl way that the hon. gentle
man mtroduced to this ( 'hamber, and which the 
hon. gentleman knows a lit• le ab<>ut. I refer to 
the Mirani-Cattle Creek line. We know that 
line was a hnge job. 

The tlECRETARY FOR PUBLIC I,ANDS: It was 
nothing uf the sort; but it suh-1 your purpose to 
say so. 

Mr. MoDON ALD : It was commented on by 
the leading papers of this city as a job, 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAI'DS: And it 
was rnu by the Labour paper at Mackay for all 
that it was worth. 

Mr. McDONALD: Tbnt WRS well-known. So 
much so was it that this House practically 
decided it would not go on with it. I 8hould 
like to point out th:.t when the plans, specifica
tions, a!id books of reference were tabled it was 
found that the railway authorities commented 
adversely on the const,ruction of the line. They 
told us in their report distinctly that there was 
no possibility of it pAving in the near future. 

The TrmASURER: You !tre mistaken. 
Mr. McDON ALD : I am not mistaken, as the 

hon. gentleman will see if he will go through 
"Vn1 es and Proceedings" and the report of the 
Railway Commis;cioner at the time. The railway 
authorities said it would not pay for a con
siderable time. 

The SECim'l'ARY J!'OR PUBLIC LANDS: Not 
immediately. 

Mr. McDON ALD : I think "considerable" 
was the word that was used; but I will not dispute 
with the hem. gentleman. That was what was 
mcont, at any rate. The result was that the 
line was not constructed ; but if Parliament had 
dune as Parliaments have done in the past, and 
not taken the ad vice of the Rail way Dep,;rtment, 
it is •-robabJ. ic would have been built. 

TJ:w SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : And it 
wodd h>tve paid them to do it. 

Mr. McDONALD: It is questionable. Accord
ing to the report of the railway authoriti<·s, they 
were of opinion it wouid not. As a matter of 
fact the Mackey nil way does not pay at present, 
and I think this would only have added another 
burden to that line. 

The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIC I,ANDS: No. It 
would have helped to make it pay. 

Mr. McDONALD: The Secretary for Hail
ways, in introducing this Bill, made a very 
laboured attempt to show that there was a large 
number of railways to be constructed, and that 
it was because there was this large number of 
lines that people wanted there should be this 
buffer-namely, this railways committee. The 
h<m. member then specially selected one par
ticular route. That is the line to the border, via 
St. George. He spoke of introducing that 
particular railway this year, and then went on 
to point out that there were five different lines 
that wanted to he constructed. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Oh, no! 
Mr. McDONALD: In any case only one of 

those lines could )•ossibly be constructed. The 
hon. gentleman also stated that he could not 

po"ibly get the fullest information 
[5 p.m.] at the present time with regurd to 

railwaJ s proposed to he constructed. 
I interjected, "D<> we not get the fullest infor
mation under the ordinary system of iutroducing 
lines into tbi,- Cbamlwr ?" And tbe hon. g•·ntle
nwn said, "No," distinctly. I look upon that as 
a direct charge of incompett-ncy againHt the heads 
of the Rail wa,r Department in this colony. 
When the Minister in charge of that department 
comes down and telb the House tb,•t the reports 
which have been submitted to the House in 
regard to pa1ticular railways are inadequate, I 
thir.k that is" direct charge of incompetency, or, if 
not ,,f incompetency, of a wilful attempt on the 
part of the railway offici~;ls to Iuisiead tbe House. 
The Minister in charge of the department ••ugbt 
to be the lasc person to make such a charge 
against the railway <•fficials. I have always 
understood that a Mini8ter was charged with the 
duty of protecting the officers of his department 
frt\m ai'}J!-!rsions (,f that descripti11ll. 1£ we a1e 
nut getting reliable inform:tti~ n fnnn n1en who 
are paid high salaries by the State to supply tha,t 
infur1nation, how, in the name of common Eense, 
are we going to get it from a committee appointed 
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by this Hou~e? If we cannot get it from the 
one set of men, I think it is reasonable to sup
pose that there is no possible hope of getting 
it from the other set of men; because we 
know that the men who will be appointed 
by this House as members of the railway 
works committee will be more or less intere"ted 
in everyday politics, and, whether consciously or 
unconsciously, will be biased in their opinions. 
You cannot get away from the fact that there 
will he certain rail ways in which they will be 
more or less, directly or indirectly, interested, 
and that their opinions in regard t0those ra.ilways 
will be biased. The Bill provides that a certain 
number of members shall be avpoin•ed on this 
committee, and that they shall have certain 
powers, also that cerlain powers shall be con
ferred on the Government. One of the powers 
proposed to be conferr··d on the Government is 
that which allows them to select the chairman 
of the committee. It is well known at the 
present time who the chairman is going to be, 
and if I were a sporting man at all I would lay a 
wager that 1 could write down the name of the 
chairman. 

The SECRETARY FOR PrBLIO LANDS : Perhaps 
his merits are so cnnspjcuous. 

Mr. McDONALD: I do not know whether 
they are or not; but I know that it is currently 
reported, whether rightly or wrongly, th;tt the 
hon. member fot· Maryborough, lVIr. Annear, is 
to be the chairman of this committee. 

JIIIr. KEuGH: A very good m.tn, too! 
Mr. McDONALD: I am not saying whether 

he is a very good man or not. It is also reported 
that the hon. member for Rnsewood is to be a 
member of this committee. 

Mr. KEOGH: A very got.d man, too! 
Mr. MoDON ALD : I know th"t the hon. 

member has been actively canvassing for votes 
for wme consider able time. 

Mr. KEOGH: I do not think so; I think you 
make a mistake there. 

Mr. MoDONALD: I may make a mistake, 
but there are a number of members in this 
Assembly who de> not make much of a mistake 
about it. I say that the introduction of this 
Bill is an attempt to satisfy cet'tain members 
who cannot be w.tisfir d in any other way. The 
hon. member for Herbert, Mr. Cowley, is also 
openly spoken of as certain to have a seat on this 
committee. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: A ve1y capable 
man. 

Mr. Me DON ALD : He ie a very capable man. 
But I want to !wow where the direct experience 
of those gentlemen in railway construction comE·s 
in. I am prepared to admit that the hon. mem
ber for Maryborough has had experience in that 
direction, but I ask hon. member; to compare 
the hon. member for i\1:aryhorough with the hon. 
member for Rosewood, and the hon. member for 
Herbert, if they are to be appointed on the com
mittee. My opinion is that if the present rail
way authoritL ~, tbrongh (IVen.vork or otherwise, 
cannot supply the House with the necessary 
reports on prorJosed rail ways, it is the duty of 
the Government to appoint three or four experte, 
pay them g•lOd sahries, "nd let them do the 
work that ic is proposed should be done by this 
committee. I certainly think that a committee 
under the paLronage of the Government would 
be far infel'ior to ouch a committee of experts as 
I suggest.. 

Mr. KEOGH: Suggest your men. 
Mr. MoDON ALD : It is not necessary for 

n1e to sugg~st any names ; rny proposal is not 
before l'arhament. Probtbly when this Bill 
passes we may have some proposals with the 
hon. member's signature to them. At the pre
sent time we have in the Railway Department 
men who have a practical knowledge of railway 

construction, and I do not think, as the Secre
tary for Hailways does, that we have been 
deceived by their reports. I think their reports 
in the past hnve been full and ample, and that 
if we had acted on the reports of the railway 
authorities on all occasions there wunld not 
have been the blunders the hon. gentleman has 
spoken of in railway construction. But the 
fact is that the reports of the rail way autboritifs 
have always been ignored by the Govemment, 
or by Parliament, and members have scmght to 
p"ss railways for purely political purposes. 

The TREASURER : We cannot table a line 
without the Commissioner's report ; you know 
that. 

Mr. McDONALD: I know that, and I say 
that if we had always acted on the Oommbsioner's 
report, and had not voted for lines for political 
purpos''"• we should not have committed the 
blunders spoken of by the Secretary for Rail
ways. 

An HoNOCRABLE MEMBER: Do you admit 
that any rail way has been a blunder? 

Mr. McDONALD: Yes, I admit that the 
Cairns railway was a huge blunder. And why 
was that hugA blunder committed? To satisfy a 
certain political party, and for no other reason. 
The clamour of a number of members tor the 
construction of lines in different parts has been 
purely to satisfy their constituents, and quite 
irrespective of whether it was going to be a 
benefit to the country or not. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: It was 
believed that Herberton was a very rich district. 

Mr. McDONALD: Is it not a rich district? 
The SECRETARY FOR PoBLIO LANDS : Yes. 
Mr. McDONALD: Well, the line is not 

paying at the present time, nor is it likely to 
pay. 
. The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: I say that 
was the reason it was constructed. 

Mr. MoDON ALD : It was not the rea•on at 
alL The whole country know the reason why 
that line was constructed. It was constructed 
purely to win a seat fur the Government of the 
day. 

Mr. HAMILTON: The Government was in at 
the time. 

Mr. McDONALD: I know it was in at the 
time, and it was purely to keep the_ Government 
in power that that line was constructed. 

JIIIr, HAMILTON: It was the Opposition and 
not the Government who wanted it. 

The SPEAKJ£R: Order, order ! 
Mr. MoDONALD: The Secretary for Rail

ways himself gave me the strongest reason for 
opposing this BilL He told us that if this Bill 
was passed and the committee were appointed, 
they could go on and consider certain lines at 
once. vVhere "re they going to get their infor
mation from at once? As a matter of fact this 
Bill provides that the committee can sit only 
during the recess. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No. 
Mr. LllAHY : They can sit any time Parlia 

ment is not actually sitting. 
The TREASUHER: They can sit every morning 

during the ses::;ion. 
Mr. McDONALD: I was under the impres

sion, lrom the way this clauRe reads, that they 
could not sit unless when Parliament was not 
sitting. Now it appears that they can sit during 
the morning and at any time when Parliament 
is not sitting t-.s well. It strikes me that that is 
a strong argument why there should not be any 
member of this Ronse on the committee at all. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Rear, hear! 
An HONOURABLE MEMBER: vVhy? 
Mr. McDONALD: l will tell the hon. mem

ber why. For this reason, that if they are going 
to ,it on this committee while the House is 
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sitting they are going to neglect their parlia
mentary duties, and considering they are paid to 
attend to thPir P"rliarnentary dutieo it is not 
acting fairlv or honestly to the constituencies 
that se"d thr"m here to •it on this committee, 
because I do not care who the member is, if he 
wants to attend properly to his parliamentary 
duties, it is phpically irnpos,ible fur him to do 
so if he has to sit on this railway committee in 
the morning and then has to attend to his par
liamentarv duties in the afternoon. It is 
physically impossible for any man to do that, 
and that is one of the strongest reasons why no 
member of Parliament should sit on this corn· 
mittee. Ar•other reason for introducing this 
committee was that lines should not be brou~ht 
down and submitted to Parliament and rushed 
through in a hurry. But what did the hon. 
gentleman say five minutes afterwardH? He said, 
"Let us pas,; thi8 Bill, and thtre are cert>tin lines 
we can SLrbmit to the committee, and we can 
h",ve them brought down before this session 
rises." If that i> so, would it not be ru ,hing 
them through in a hurry ? \Vby, if they were 
brought down to-morrow they should lay on the 
table for a cert tin number of days before they 
can be dealt with. Then they have to pass this 
Hou,e, and go through a seleco committee of the 
other House to be passed there, and what 
p,,s,ible good is there in tryin,, to deceivP the 
public generally Ly saying that if Lbis Bill is 
passed at the present time tbere are hopes of 
getting rail way proposals suhmitted by the com
mittee to this House to be pasRt•d this se--sion? 
'l'he hon. gentluuan, again, in his speech refers 
to certain private railways, and after mentioning 
them he go"S on to say: "'l'he Bills for these are 
now ready." \Vhat I would like to ask is: If 
the Bills for these railways are already in exist
ence, what is the use of passing this Bill to 
submit these particuhr proposals to this Ce>ID· 
mittee? 

The SruoRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: Those arP 
private railways. 

Mr. MoDONALD: Does the hon. gentleman 
wish the House to believe that private railways 
are not to be submitted to this committee? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS; I only de•;irod 
the House to kn•>W that these proposals had 
been mad<>. 

Mr. MoDONALD: I presume from the hon. 
gentleman's interjection that there are two 
cl~sse.s of. railway construction to be gn"!le on 
wtth m thrs colony. One to be gone on wttb by 
the State is to he under State supervision and 
under the supervision of thi.; committee, of the 
Railway Commissioner, and finally of this 
House. But wb~,t does the hon. gentleman 
want to do in connection with private railways? 
He now tells us th>tt these private rail ways are 
not to be submitted to this committee at all. If 
he takes up that position, there is no need for this 
Bill at all, so far as private railways are concerned. 
Again I would like to ,,sk the hon. gentleman 
what he means by "Bills for these are now 
ready"? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS; You ought 
to know whrtt it means. 

Mr. MoDONALD: I take it that it means 
that the Government are prepored to go on with 
the construction of railways by private enter
prise without this committee at all. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear hear! 
Tb> :::iEORgTARY FOR RAILWAYS: Not without 

this House, though. 
Mr. MoDONALD: If it is a good thing to 

construct priv:>te railways without this commit· 
tee at all--

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: \Ve do not 
risk the country's money in a priv.Lte railway at 
all. , · · 

Mr. McDONALD: Yes, we do. That Is the 
vPry thing I differ from the hon. gentleman on. 
We are risking the country's money on them. 
Though not ditectly the n,oney inv.,lved in the 
fir.::;t construction, we risk the country 'H rnoney 
in the public having to pay very highly for the 
adYantage,; given to the company. 'l'he hon. 
g•mth~man ought to know it. He ought to know 
that wherever you have lines built by private 
enterprise there is more corruption than any
where else. Take ..c\.rnerica, and in connection 
with the p"ssing of private railways tbere, has 
there not been more corruption, deceit, lying, 
and bribery in connection with the passing of 
those railways than there has been in con
nection with any other r"ilways in any part 
of the civilised world ? The hon. gentleman 
mentions these private lines, and amongst them 
the line from Normanton to Cloncurry, and he 
says, "Bills for these are now re"dy." I pre
sume thesll Bills are going to be presented 
to Parliament this sesdon, but whether they 
are or not I do not know. I can speak of 
the Normanton-Cloncurry line, as I know more 
about that than about the others. 'I'he very 
cnmpany that now proposes to construct that 
line owns eleven out of the twdve ireehold copper 
leases in that distric.t, and ever since they have 
had control of those particular leases, they have 
never spent a thnepenny-bit upon their develo!J· 
ment. 

The SECHETARY FOR RAILWAYS: They cannot 
do it withdut railway construction. 

Mr. }lcDO:'i'ALD: Sixt.y miles further away 
an unf(Jrr.unate worker di::;covers a mine~ He is 
a man of no influence, but he manages to 
discover this mine, and after considerable 
trouble and at his own ex peuse be manages to 
send ten tons of the ore away and proves the 
val11e of this p,;rticnlar mine, and so sells it to a 
very wealthy syndicate, with the result that he 
has made a fortune out of it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Did they make 
it pay? 

Mr . .McDONALD: But this goes tn show that 
if there was any desire on the part of this p~tr· 
ticular company that wants that particular line 
they would have made some attemr,t to develop 
the mine they already own. 

The TREASURER: They lost £150,000. 
Mr. McDONALD: 'fhe present company 

never lost a three. penny bit; it was after that 
company failed that it fell into the hands of the 
pre~ent owners. 

The TREASURER : The former owners too. 
::\fr. MoDONALD: They may have had a 

few shares. I beg to differ from tbe hon. gentle
man. They mf'y have held a portion, they may 
be interested in tbe company, Lut as a matter of 
fact they only hold shHres the same as anyb·•cly 
elRe, and it came to tbem thrnugh the mortgnge. 
Since that company failed they held on to the 
freehc.ld properties, and they never m><de any 
attempt to develop the country, and now they 
are asking for a railway when they know anum
bAr of uther people who are )nepared to develop 
the country are likely to make it a success, and 
they are going to come down and reap the 
benefit. 

The SEORE1'AHY FOR RAILWAYS: Is either 
company prepared to do it wi~hout railway 
corrnnutJication? 

Mr. McDONALD: The company there is 
prepared to make an attempt to develop the 
mines, and that is more than the present com
pany is prepared to do. 

T'he TREASCRER: They have made the attempt 
and f<tiled. 

Mr. McDO="fALD: I maintain they have not 
failed. 

The TREASURER ; It is the same people, 
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Mr. McDONALD: The failure of the original 
company was not altogether in connection with 
the railway. However, I may otate that being 
opposed to the construction of these lines I think 
that if it is right t,, ha Ye a committee at all to 
consider the construction of railways it should be 
above all those in connection with private enter
pri"e that should be submitted to tLem. Another 
objection I have to it ie that it allows works 
undtr the cost of .£20,000 to be undertaken as 
at present without refe~ence to the committee. 
About Brisbane at the present time there are 
works to a very great extent-I do not know the 
exact sum, but it nn!st amount pro ha bly to 
£120,000 or .£200,000 m and about BrisbMe. 
These works are being gone on with at the 
present time, and what for? Principally to 
satisfy a number of Brisbane constituencies. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: That is not 
the caee. 

Mr. McDONALD: It is not because there is 
any re·1! nece,sity for ihem as far as the State is 
concerned, but merely to sati,fy a number of 
constituencies in and about Brisbane. That is 
the reason why these particular propr~als have 
been gone on with. I think if this committee is 
going to be of any value at all-if it is going to 
be of any assistance to the H<>nse in forming our 
opinions in connection with the consideration of 
various lines, then I think that not or.ly railways 
but public works generally should he submitted 
to the committee for their approval, and further 
I do not think that £20,000 should be the limit., 
I think .£5,000 shonlo be sufiicient. At present 
it is proposed to cany out certain works on the 
Sandgate line, and I think they will probably 
cost .£30,000 or £'10,000. 

The SECRETARY lWR RAILWAYS: It must be 
done. 

Mr. McDONALD: I quite agree tlut it is 
work that should have been done years ago. 

The TREASURER : The sanction of Parliament 
has to be obtained for the expenditure. 

Mr. McDONALD: I do not remember the 
plans being put on tile table of the House fur the 
Wooloowin deviation. 

The TREASURER : It is on the Estimates. 
Mr. McDONALD: Here is a work likely to 

cost £30,000 or £40,000 that ha• not been sub
mitted at all, and I presume in the ordinary 
course of events such deviations as that would 
not be submitted to the railways committee, 
and that is another reason why I am opposed to 
this particular Bill. The hon. gentleman in his 
remarks on Friday night went on to s:.y that he 
was prepared, if the Bill gets into committee, to 
introduce a cLmse which would allow sectional 
committees in connection with the proposal. 
That is a good argument, to my mind, why the 
number of members could be reduced very 
largely so that there would be a much smaller 
committee, and hence less expense to the State 
would he incurreo. However, that is a mat.ter 
of detail which can be dealt with later on. The 
hon. gentleman went on to state that if 
this particular Bill is not passed it means 
a delay in tbe construction of railways for 
some considerable time-for twelve months or 
two years I think the hon. gentleman said. I 
asked at the time how he arrived at that par
ticular conclusion, but the hon. gehtleman did 
not seem to care to reply tu the interjeetion. I 
maintain that whet. her this Bill is passed or not 
it will not prevent the Government from carrying 
on the works they de,ire to carry on at the 
present time. The hon. gentleman know" that a 
nnmber of speciHcations and permaneut sur-veys 
are ready in the Hail way Department ready to 
be submitted to Parliament at any moment. 

The SECRETARY b'OR RAILWAYS: Reacly to 
submit. 

Mr. McDONALD: Then the hon.gentleman's 
argument. falls to the ground when he says that 
if this Bill does not pass we cannot go on with 
any railway construction this year, because the 
hon. gentleman admits that there are a number 
of proposals ready for submis;ion to Parliament, 
and which I presume could be placed on the table 
of this House at once. If they are ready to be 
submitted to the committee, what does that 
mean? That means that the committee has to 
take the advice and the information given by the 
railway authoriLies at the pre,ent time, or what 
is in the possession of tbe rail way authorities at 
the pre,ent time? Does not th-<t carry out 
exactly what I have already stated? Seeing- that 
the cummittee has to depend largely on the Rail
way Department at the presdlt time, I think it is 
a mistake to get it at second hand through 
this committee. I think we ought to get it at 
first hand through the railway authorities, and 
then we would be in a better position to deal 
with it. If the hon. g-entleman thinks it should 
be filtered through this particular committee, 
and by some magic process the committee \Yill 
hring it to bear on the information they receive, 
they will bring it clown to tbe House in such a 
form that the House will swallow it straight off, 
in my <>pinion it will not curtail discussion one 
iota, nor do I think it will influence the House 
one way or the other whether it is brought down 
by the Government or brought down by this 
committee. And as to it being tbe buffer wbich 
the Government thinks this propobal is at 
the pr• sent time, l think the Government 
will find out that it will be a failure; 
and the dis,atisfaction, if there has been any, in 
the Charuber, with the present mode of railway 

construction will go on just the same 
[5·30 p.m. as it has done in the past. I would 

much prefer to have railway proposals 
directlysubmitted to Parliament instead of having 
them submitted first to the committee and then to 
Parliament. In any case, according to the Bill, 
the House will have to go through exactly the 
same performance that it does now. 

The SECRETARY l'OR RAILWAYS: Some with 
better inf, ·rmation, 

Mr. McDONALD: Where are you going to 
get the het ter information ? Can you get be.tter 
informati"n by a committee of this House than 
you cnn by experts outside it? If the hon. 
gentleman thinks so, all I can say is that the 
sooner he s"cks the whole of his railway staff the 
better. But in my opinion the railway experts, 
as far as railway construction is concerned, are 
far more reliabie than any committee of this 
House can possibly be. 

Mr. LgsiNA: And are not subject to the same 
political bias. 

'J'he SECRE'l'ARY ]'OR RAILWAYS: Railway con
strcction and railway policy are two different 
matters altogether. 

Mr. McDONALD: The hon. gentleman says 
that r;;.il way construction aud rail way policy are 
two different things. l<'ortunately the country is 
bfginning to recognise that, and it ought to have 
recognised it years ago. The railway policy of 
the Government has been generally to construct 
lines with the view of gaining votes irrespective 
of whether they would pay m not. Let us just 
refer to the Win ton line, to which the Secretary 
for Railways was so strongly opposeo, wbich he 
even yet condemns, and uf which the Treasurer 
was so strong an ad voca.te. The Secretary for 
Ra.il wa.ys was so strong an ad voc:1te for another 
route th><t he severely censured the Government 
for diverting the vVestern traffic from Rockhamp
ton to Town"ville, and he still says the line was 
a rdstake. As a matter of fact, as far as we 
know, that particular line, for which the money 
was bnrrowed at less than 3~ per cent., is vaying 
5 per cent., and yet he called it a mi~take. 
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The SEORE~'ARY FOR RAILWAYS: It would have 
paid quite as well if it had gone to Kynuna. 

Mr. MoDONALD: I question it. I question 
whether that route would have paid at any time, 
for the simple reason, which the hon. gentleman 
ought to know, that there is a great difficulty all 
along that watershed in obtaining artesian water. 
It is only on the li'linders watershed that you can 
get artesian water at a reasonable depth. On 
the Diamantina side you have tu sink to a great 
deJJth for it. 

Mr. ARliiSTRONG : And there is natural water 
also. 

Mr. MoDONALD: Yes, and there is no 
natural water along the route favoured by the 
hon. gentleman. \Vh,t I am drawing attention 
to is the bet that the line, as far as it is con
structed, is paying 5 ]Jer cent., and I contend 
that that is a good inve:,tment fm the country. 
T!Je hon. gentleman in his speech the other 
night said very little about the Bill. True, at 
the eud he quoted about three-fourths of the 
Brll clause by clause, bm the infotmat.ion to be 
gathered from the remarks about the Bill itself 
was practically nil. H i8 discourse dealt almost 
entirely with railway construction. He told us 
it was the policy of the Government to build 
light lines to assist farmer,. He told ns that 
that bad always been the policy of the Govern
ment, yet we have never seen any attempt 
to put that policy into execution. As I 
understand, the Government are now pre
pared tn waive that policy--to put it on one 
side altogether - and to submit all pro
po,<als to t.be railways committee. It is just 
vossible t.hat the railway cornmitte~ may not 
adopt that policy at all; their policy may not be 
to construct light lines for farmers. \Nhere, in 
that case, does the Government policy come in? 
and what is the use of the hon. gentleman 
talking about the policy of constructing light 
lines for farmers, unless it is the intention of the 
Government to "bull-doze" the committee and 
to say to them, "As we have brought you intu 
existence, we expect you to carry out our policy, 
and to rec•mrmend to Parliament the construc
tion of light lines for farmer•." In my opiuion, 
the construction of those light lines is necessary, 
and ought to be gone on with. But since I have 
been in the H<1nse the Gov~rnment-and it has 
been the same Government »ll »long-have 
never had any milway policy at all. The policy 
they have adnpted from time to time has been 
with the view of receiviug the support of certain 
constituencies. Tb~ hon. gentleman himself has 
pointed out repeatedly that the poli0y of the 
Government Rhould have been to extend the 
main trunk lines in the different divisions of the 
colony. 'That, I understand, was at one time 
the State railway policy, but unfortunately it 
was not carried out. If it had been, a good deal 
of the presmt difficulty would never have 
occurred, and the country would now have been 
reaping the benefit of such a policy. In short, 
the railway policy of the Government ha.s been 
one of expediency; they have brought forwe1.rd 
cnly such proposals as would assist to keep 
them a little longer in oflice. I do not know 
that I have much more to l•ay on this Bill. I 
certainly do not think that in tbe present con
dition of affairs the Government are warranted 
in asking us to pa.~s a Ineasure appointing a 
committee of this kind. A committee consisting 
entirely of members of Parliament is exceedin,;ly 
likely to have a p9>rty bias, and I contend that 
such works as the con,truction of railways should 
be kept outside the influence of politics altogether. 
I think if it were left to experl s, far better results 
are likely to accrue, than by leaving the matters 
to a committee of this kind. I also think that if 
it is necessary to have a committee of this kind, 
that it should be a con1mittee to deal with public 

works generally-that no work costing over 
.£5,000 should be gone on with without the 
sanction r.f that committee. As far as New 
South Wales is concerned, alt.hough a number of 
people there have sc•oken in favour of this par
ticular system, it has been gener9lly understood 
that where that committee has been most suc
ce,sful in reducing exp,nditure has been in public 
works and not in connection with railway 
constructivn. I rernen1ber one prnpnPal was 
brought before this committee in New South 
\Vales to build a new Parliament House, which 
was to cost half a million of money, and the 
con,mittee recommended the sum of .£20, 000 
be expended on the present structure. It was 
stated aG the time that the committee had saved 
a Vt'ry con:-ideruble snrrt of 1noney ln this way; 
and in a number of other proposals, but not of so 
great a magnitude, the committee have redueed 
the expenditure to a very lar:;e d_egree. T~en 
there is another a•pect of the questiOn : I tbmk 
this committ< e is going to cause a g-ood deal of log
rolling, in the WDY of members getting seDts on 
this particular cummittee. Already at the bare 
mention of this eommittee there has been a 
large amount of log-rollir,g in connection with 
the appointments. I believe it is quite possible 
that a perwn, without any stretch of imagina
tion, could narne three or four nletnbers who are 
to sit on this committee. 

::Yfr. LRAHY: You could name a de zen. 
Mr. McDONALD: I could name a dozen 

who have been promised. 
The TREASURER: By whom? 
Mr. LBAHY: Bv the Government. 
The Tm:ASt:RER: :0/n. 
Mr. McDON ALD: Yes, I could if I so 

desired name a dozen promises by the Govem
mt·I•t, and l fed certain that I could name thl'ee 
out ,,f the dozen who will be on the cc,mmittee. 

The 'fREASt:RER: You know the best mea in 
the House. 

Mr. McDONALD : It is not a questi"n of the 
best men in the Hous~. It means that the men 
who are most dissatislied with the Government, 
or the men who have rendered the (•est s,"vice 
to the Governmeut, are the most likely tu get 
on this committee. 

Mr. LEAHY: Some of the promised peovle wil 
fall in the soup. 

Mr. DA WSON: 'l'hat is a certainty. 
Mr. l\lcDONALD: I am quite confident that 

if this Bill passes, the Government, instead of 
finding that it will be the means of satidying a 
nnm ber of members and making their position 
more secure, will find that there will be a great 
deal more disseti,faction than there is at the 
pr<,>ent time. I have already mentioned the 
names of a number of gentlemen who have been 
promised vositions on this committee, and we 
all know why the clause was inserted with regard 
to the selection c,f the chairman of this com
mittee. ln New South \Vales tl.e committee 
elects its own chairman, and why not have a 
;;imilar provision in tbis Bill? If the measure 
gets into committee I intend to figho that 
particular clause in order to get the chairman 
appointed by the committee therr>elves. 

Mr. CALLAN : Plenty others will do the same. 
Mr. McDONALD: I am very glad to hear 

that we have some convert', on this question from 
the other side. I do not think it is right that 
the Premier, or tbe Government, should have the 
right of appointing the chairman of this com
mittee, because it only places another office, to 
distribute to some of their supporters, in the 
hands of the Government. That is "'bad thing 
at all timeq, Vf e h>"ve seen a number of offices 
attempted to be thrown round-and this only 
adds another to the large list-by which the 
GovernH,enl; try to satisfy discontented sup
porters. For these reasons I am opposed to the 
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Government having the power to appoint a 
chairman to this committee. Vife all know that 
it has been proposed that the ch;;irman of this 
committee is to be the hon. member for Mary
boroug-h, Mr. Annear. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: No. 
Mr. McDONALD: Well, sse if my words do 

nnt come t.rue if the Bill is r·.ssecl. 
An HONOUl<ABT,E Mh~MBER: No; it iH the 

hon. member for Herbert. 
Mr. :vl:cDONALD: That must be a later 

deve:opment; it certainly was not a develop
ment a ftew da.vs ag-o. If the hon. member for 
Herhert is to "be chairman, I am sadly mis
informed. 

An HoNOVRABLE JliiEiiiBEll: You're VE>ry 
sorry. 

Mr. McDONALD: Yes, and I offer the hon. 
member for .\Iaryburough my f'incere sympathy. 
If the matter comes to a ballot, the hou. member 
for Maryborough will get my vote. 

Mr. LESINA: How you must love him! 
Mr. McDONALD: It is not a que;;tion of 

affection at all. It is a question of the m>m best 
able to fill the position. The whole proposition 
in this Biil, coming in as it doe,; at the tail end 
of the session, is m·"ely a consolation stakes to 
8"1tisfy diRcontented Guvern1nent suppt1rters. 
* l\1r. STORY (Balonne): The hon. the leader 
of tile Labour Opposition said this aftemnon 
that if blunder,; had been made by the present 
Commissioner, that would be a sort of justification 
for this Bill. I do not think it is necessary tu 
give any such proof, b cause the position we have 
arrived at now in the matter of railway constrtlc
tion is somewhat unique. 'rh ere is nothing in the 
way of railway con~truction cotrring dll at present, 
and there are such a number of claims for rail ways 
that I do not see bow the O<>mmissioner cou.lrl 
advise the Government on tbem; and also I 
do not see how the Government can support 
any one line, with any hope of carrying it, 
when so many lines are asked for. In fact, 
I heard one hon. member say out ]Jlainly 
thar he would V<>te ag-ainst evtry line pro]Josed 
until his own line had been pas,<ed. 'l'l1at is a 
perfectly honh · sentiment, and 1 dare say that 
opinion is shared hy many other hon. rnembers 
of this 1-Iouse. Every 1nan 's own line is of n1ore 
importance to him than any others, and justly so 
in many cases. I am perfectly willing to admit 
that a committee nf this kind is wanted, but I 
do not think the Government have cho,;en the 
right sort of committee. I am quite in accord 
with the hon. m em her for Flinders when he said 
that a private commit.tee would have been better. 
I could name three or four men ou'side the House, 
whose verdict I would rather take on any rail
way than thnt of any number of hon. mu.mbers 
of this House, and I only regret th,tt a private 
committee has not been suggested. The leader of 
the Labour Opposition has said that the Govern
ment should decir!e which line was the best to be 
built; put th•·ir foot clown and say that is the 
line we will bnild. But the Guvernment could 
do nothing without the "'pport of their followers; 
and where every man was interested in his own 
line, it is a p<>sition very hard for the Govern
ment to take U]J. I say that the only good that 
this committee can pocsibly do under any circum
stances is to ]Jre,ent a report; and if the Govern
ment will put their foot claw~, make the matter 
cont~tincid in the rer;ort a party queHtion, and· 
carry out their recon1n1€nda,tions, then there 
\'l.'ould be son1e finality where there are a good 
many different opinions as to c~rtain lines. 

Mr. DAWSON: Hear, hear! That would 
certainly be an improvernent. 

Mr. STORY: If the committee is to be of 
any g•1od at all, the Government mnst back them 
up in their report, because if they do not do t]J.at, 

the result will be that it will have no weight at 
all. It will be submitted to the House and be 
kicked backwards and forwards like a fnotball. 
Every member who is disapvointed with the 
report will vote and work his strongest ag-ainst 
it, with the result that a report prcpa> ed at the 
cost of a great ded of trouble nny be thrown 
out, and we will have the same old bone of conten
tion amongst us that we have without any report 
at all. In saying this, although I am 
deeply interested in a rJ.ilway, yet if the 
committee brought up a report adverse to 
the route I am interested in, and said that it 
was not the hest one, and if the Government 
supported their conclusions, I would be perfecdy 
willing to accept their verdict. On the other 
hand if the report is only brought in as a report, 
and something- to talk abnut, I will fight for my 
railway as I have no doubt others members will, 
and we will not get one inch fmther forward. 
Now, ther,, is one g1·eat safeguard in the Bill 
which I think hon. m~mbers have not mentioned, 
bu~ it is well worth c•msideration. I refer to 
subsection 2 of clause 3, which provides that 
the committee shall be concurrent with the 
existence of the Parliament. It reads-

Save ns hereinafter providef.l, the members shRll hold 
office during the Pxistence of the Legii:;lative Assembly 
which is in existence at the time of their appointment 
and nn longer. 
That is well wor:b while trying even as an 
experiment, beuause if we find tbat the reports 
which the c~>mmittee bring up and submit to 
Parliament are not treated with due respEct-
that a fight occurs and the report is Ol'erruled 
-then I say it would be the duty of the next 
Parliament tn sweep the committee out of exist
ence. 

The TREASlJREll: Each new Parliament elects 
a nevv eo m mitttJe. 

Mr. STORY: Yes; bnt I would then sweep 
that sort of committee ont of existenee, and 
ap]Joint an independent committee of practical 
men, outside the influence of Parliament, whose 
advice and report would at any rate start some 
sort of xailway construction. Su long as we stay 
in our present position we are doing nnthing; 
we are plea,ing no ono. If we have a railwey 
comH:i:tee, they rr.nst make reports, and if the 
Governme,,t will back them U]J it is quite pos
sible that railway cnnstnlCti,m will stn.rt almost 
at once. Some portion of the community will 
then be satisfied, and the remainder will live 
in hope that their turn will come very shortly. 
Now, there i'l one clauRe which the lVI.inister 
gave some little prominence to, and that is the 
one which provides that no member of the com
mittee int,errsted in a special line shall vote on 
that line when it is before the committee. I 
think th:<t is no safegwnd at all. \Ve all know 
tl.ere is a certain amount of >'Vmpathy and help 
which •me member will extend to another. Ii an 
hon. memf.er on the committee is interested in a 
particular line, it will be wry ~trange indeerl if 
be cannot depend upon the help of some of his 
own eommittee~men to get that line recom
mended. 

:\Ir. JE:\KINSON: You scratch my back, and 
l'llscra'ch yours. 

Mr. STORY: No, I do not say that. I am 
taking it for gr&nted that the members of the 
committee are as honeRt and honourable as othPr 
members of t>1e community, but it is just a mat· 
ter of persuasion or evichnce, and if I an1 in
terested in a line and hn]'p,n to be on the com
mirtee-which I will not be under any circum
stmlCes-and I could ]Jersuade some of the mem
bers that mine was 1he better lir,e of the two 
which we1e proposed, I would expect them to 
help me, and it would not be Yery hard, w ben it 
came to considering counLry that I knew nothing 
about, to persuade me that tbe line they were 
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interested in was better than another which 
had been proposed. As each member will not 
have the local knowledge nece"ary to decide, he 
will have to depend upon the evidence of the sit
ting member as the hest evidence that can lJe got. 
There was an instance of that only two sessions 
ago when a question of railway construction 
came up in this House, and I am proud to say that 
the House took tbeopinion of the sitting member 
as worth as much at any rate as the opinion of 
any other member who discussed the qcestinn. I 
tbink it is quite poseible, and proper too, that 
tbe local man's knowledge shonld count for some
thing even with his fellow committee-men. 

Mr. TURLEY: They took his opinion in prefer
ence to that of the Railway Commissioner on 
that occosion. 

Mr. STORY: I say even then they were per
fectly correct. vVhen it comes to a qne,tion of 
mere local knowledge, the man with local know
ledge is better than the rail way expert. The 
question I refer to was one of local know ledge, and 
affected the matter of site for a railway station 
only. The local knowledge on that occasion was 
triumphant, and I do not know that I have 
heard one man who regrEts it, except those who 
were particularly interested in the opposite 
site. Now, according to the Bill, the cmn
mittee may call in the bel fJ of assessors, That 
is a very valuable provision; but it makes me 
wonder why the assessors should not be allowed 
to do the work alt••gether without the committee. 
Them, again, is an argument in favour of an 
independent committee outside of Parliament. 

1\ir. S>IITH: Irresponsible. 
Mr. STO hY: They might be irresponsible, hut 

I do not know that men holding high p<hitions 
on our Land Court, p.:tid high salarLs, and being 
remarb>hle for th<,ir probity and uprightne··s, 
can be held to be irresponsible under any Pircnm
stances. Such men have their characters to con
sider, and are often more responsible than a 
member of Parliament would be who is only 
eh,cted for three years, and who then might 
retire, or not be nomim<ted at the next election. 
I do not see tbat any man who is good enough 
to put on a commictee like this can he looked 
upon as an irresponsible man. \Ve do not look 
upon the m ern hers of the Land Court as irre
sponsible, and they have almost supreme power 
in the department which they a<iminister. . 

Mr. SMITH: That is just the reason they are 
succ•cssful. 

Mr. LEAHY: And their office i>< fixed. 
Mr. STORY : I Huggest that there should be 

an independent committee. If this commi'tee 
is a failure, an independent committee consti
tuted something like our Land Court, with a 
fixed rosition and fixed salar:es for its members, 
would be more preferable, and I fancy the 
Government would rlerive more benefit from 
their reports and ad vice than from a parlia
mentary committee. Of course I am discussing 
the Bill as it is. It is no use criticising it as it 
is not. I say this is a step in the right direc
tion, and I intend to support tbe Bill, but 
that does not prEclude me from giving my 
opinion upun it, and sngge.sting that it is not 
as perfect as it might have been if it had 
been framed upon different principles. I am 
not going to take up the time of the F. ouse 
at any great length, bnt I would point out 
that clanses 10 and 13 contain the whole of the 
Bill. The rost is merely detail. The Mir.ister, 
after consultation witb someone-it dues not 
say whom-makes a motion in the House that 
certain lines shall be referred to the committee. 
'l'hen the House, if it thinks fit, refers it to 

the committee for report. I call 
[7 p.m.] special attention to the numerous 

matters laid down by clause 10, 
upon which the committee are to report. They 

are ton numerous to read, but by glancing down 
the list, hon. members will see that they are 
matters with which only experts can deal. 
Ordinary members of this House could 11ot frame 
a repor·t upon those different points. The com
mittee bring np their repmt, and, under clause 
13, the report is submiued to the Assembly. 
The House can either adopt, reject, or alter the 
reJlort in any way they like, >1nd if it is adopted, 
it goes to the Council iu the ordinary way, and 
the Council C<1n either adopt or reject it as 
they think fit. Clause 14 provides that if 
the Assembly declare by resolution that it 
i' not expedient to construct a proposed railway 
"no proposal for a railway identic." I in substance 
with the rail wav referred to shall be submitted 
to the Asoembly"until after lhe expiration of one 
year from tbe date of such r, solution, unless the 
GovBcT!Ol' in Council, by notification in the 
Gazette, declares that, in view of the public 
interests, it. is desirable that such proposal should 
be snbmittPd to the Legislative Assembly." 
Therefore, if the House has decided that a 
certain railway proposal sballuot be entertained, 
and it goes to the Council, and they also decide 
that it shall not be gone on with, the Governor 
in Council can bring it under the consideration 
of the House again. I am only mentioning these 
facts to show that unless the Government 
strongly b>1ck up the committee, the result 
will be that after all the trouble of taking 
evidence in connection with any rallway proposal, 
the matter bns to come before the House, 
and is fougnt ont in the old style, just as if we 
had no committee at. alL Clause 15 provides 
that when a propoeed railway is referred to a 
committee, and that committee ceases to exist 
before the rail way has been reported on by them, 
it c<>mes up before the next Parliament. I can 
quite under<tand a railway being submitted in 
the last session of a Parliament, to which there 
is strong objection taken by some hon. members, 
and they fii!bt it, and waste a lot of valuable 
time until Parliament comes to an end, in the 
hope that in the following session another com
mittee may he appointed which will deal more 
lenieniJy perhaps with a railway they have some 
special affccLinn for. Clause 19 deals entirely 
with fees. Hon. members must admit that 
those fees are not sufficiently large to bribe any 
hon. member to try very hard for the posi
tion, either of chairman or member of the cr,m
mitt.ee. He will certainly work hard for the 
money he gets. The unfortunate part of that 
clause is that I do not see how it is possible to 
get the best men we have got on either side of 
the House on the committee. I understand that 
there will be five m ern hers from the Assembly, 
three from the Council, and one appointed by 
the Governor in Council. As a large amount of 
travelling will probably have to he done by the 
committee, or by a sedion of it, the members 
who constitute the committee can only be chosen 
from members who have a certain amount of 
leisure, or at any rate, no business duties which 
keep them in Brisbane from day to clay, as the 
fees are not sufficient to induce our best busi
ness men to allow themselves to be nominated 
for service on the committee. ::'\evertheless, in 
spite of all that, this Bill is decidedly a step 
in the right direction, and it is well w"rth try
ing until the end of the present Parliament, 
t1t any rate, and although we are guided to a 
certain extent in introducing the Bill by the 
results that h>we been achieved by a similar 
committee in New South \Vales, it is not neces
sary that we should continue the committee 
unless we find its assistance valuable. Jt is an 
open secret all over the colony that the Govera
nlfmt stand or fall on the second reading of the 
Bill. Now, I would like to call the attention 
o£ hon. members to this fact: Supposing the 



Radways Stanrling [14 NovEMBER.] Committee Bill. 959 

~econd reading is lost, and the Government go 
<>ut >md the Opposition c0me in, can the Opposi-
1tion, or any Government they way constitute, 
form a G.,vernment that dare introduce one 
milway scheme in this Hnuse with any hope uf 
carrying it? 

:Mr. GLASSEY: Yes, certainly. 

Mr. STORY: Not .me. We have got to the 
point that this ParliHment cannot deal with the 
numbel' of rail ways that have been asked for. 
"'With the exception, probably, of one short rail
way from Gladstone t·> Hockhampton, every 
other railway brought before tbis House will 
find as many opponents as it will suppmters, 
and I am perfectly certain that no Govemment 
that can con1e into power c:-tn int.roduce a rail~ 
way scheme, r.nd, as the leader of the Labnur 
Opposition said, put their foot down and say, 
"These are the railways we intend to have, and 
we are g-oing to carry thetn through.'' 

The PREMIER: Hear, hear ! 

Mr. STORY: It is impossible for them to do so, 
because el'ery m,.101ber has some particular railway 
that he is interested in. C.tn any Government 
get support for any railway but that there will 
be fonr or five memhers who, by supporting that 
railway, will lose all chance of the rctil ways they 
are interested in themselves? I am positively 
certain that any other Government will have 
to bring in some sort of a Bill like this to get a 
committee, at any rate,.to support them by their 
report; but if the Government willlllake a P"rty 
f"jUestion of the committee's report it will throw 
a very serious responsibiiity on to the committee. 
They wrll have to be absnlntelv cal'efui of the 
evidence they take; their report will have 
to be very careflllly considered ; there can be 
no bias; there c~n be no lo.;-rolling at all, 
because the Government make a party ques
tion of their report. It will force the Govern
ment, or the House rather, to choose the very 
best men they can get in this Aesembly to 
form the committee, because it will not do to 
have on it men-whatever Government is in 
power-whose report can be cavilled a\ in any 
way. I think that under the~e circumstances, 
if the Government would do th:.tt, we should get 
a committee elected for service, not for show, 
and that we should get some b<>nefit out of their 
reports. Because 1 hope t!Je Government will 
take np this line or something like it, T am going 
to support the second reading of this Bill, be
cause it is a Rtep in the right direction. At 
present we are just at a dead level of useiessneRs 
in the matter of railway construction ; but this 
Bill, if it c:tn be paSRed, v.i!l, I think, give an 
impetus to it. If the committee does good wc.rk 
-and it will do that if it understands its respon
sibility-it will be a valuable body; if it does not 
do good work, when the Parliament meets in 
three years' time it will have the matter before 
them, and it can either get a better committee 
or, what I consider would be better, appoint a 
priv..tte committee to uudertake the duties which 
will devolve on them. 
* HoN. E. B. l<"'OHREST (Brisbane Nm'th): I 
am very pleased to observe, from the "peeches 
that have bee.n made, tbe"t there is likely to be 
snme healthy opposition to this Bill. lam Very 
much opposed to it myself, and I say at once 
that if it goes to a vote I will vote against the 
second reading. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
HON. E. B. F'ORREST : I object to it on 

several grounds. I am opposed to it because I 
consider the appointmrnt of the committee is a 
whnlly unneceroary procedure. I believe, more
over, that the committee will im-olve a waste of 
money. I believe, moreover, that it will involve 
.<>-waste of time-that iJ; will be the means of delay-

ing rail way progress and railway extension for at 
least two ye 'rs, and perhaps for the hfe of this 
'Parliament. 

The SECHETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It will do 
nothing of the sort. 

HoN. E. B. FOR REST: If it were extended 
in the direction indicated by the hon. the leader 
of the Labour Opposition-he suggested it did 
nut go far enough, a!Jd that it shoulu be extended 
to public works-it wouldhavenomore attractions 
for me. I am opp,sed to the thing altugether 
for the reasons I have stated. Speaking of rail
wa,vs-because that i.s really the Btll that is before 
the House-I say thie in view of what waH stated 
by the Secretary for Railways in hi, speech the 
other night in moving the second reading, and 
which has been partly affil'med by the Premier 
this afternoun, the assurance that if this Bill 
were passed a number of raitways would be put 
through this se>sion. I will quote his word'l. I 
took them down at the time. They struck me 
as a re.oarkable statement; and although the 
Premier affirms it to some extent, he does not go 
so far as the Secretary for Railways. He said-

The committee would Lrin~; up a report this session 
for sevel'al lin<-s, and the Government would then 
submit the plans, etc., for the approval of the House. 
I should like to ask whether that statement was 
put forward in the expectation trmt anyone, 
either inside or outside the House, would believe 
it? 

The SECHETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Anybodv but 
yourself believee it. It can be done. • 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: Is it possible any
body can believe it-1 repeat it-in view of the 
surroundings? Look where we are in the 
session ? How long is the session to last? If 
you tell me we are .;oing to sit on into next year 
then I am prepared to believe it wilt come on. 
But I ho[Je the session will close before Christ
mas, or, at all events, ab•mt Christmas, and 
unless this House is to sit into next year the 
thing is simply an impossibility. Here is the 
other H,>use, to which everything has to be sub
mitted by this House, gone out of session until 
next month, as far as I recollect. How are 
they to be got? At'e they to be sutumoned to 
p:tss this Bill in order that these measures may 
be brought forward'! The thing is perfectly 
ridiculou.s. I venture to say there is not a man 
either in"ide or outs1de tbis House believes 
that, e1·en if the Minister himself believes it. 

The PRE?Y!IER: 'l'he other House meets next 
week, not next month. 

HoK. E. B. JWRREi::lT: Never mind if the 
Council meets nexL week. If this Bill were 
passed throngh both Houses to-night, nothing 
would be done this year if the committee are 
any good. I look upon it as a rt~f!ection upon 
the inteLigence of the Honse to try to ,,tnff a 
statement of tbat sort down our throats. There 
is this to he considered in connection with it. It 
conveys the idea that a lot of information that 
would be fnrnished to this committee is now 
ready. If that is so, why cannot we have a look 
at it foe ourselves? ·what is this House for? 
\Yhat .is the House sent here to do? 

The SECRETAHY l!"'OR R.ur,WAYS: \Vhat do you 
knotv about the country? 

HoN. E. B. :E'ORREST : I get my informa
tion a bunt the country /rom the rep .. rts furnished 
to this House. Y on propose to appoint a com
mittee to get information about the country; but 
itJstead of the committee judging of the cuuntry 
from their uwn personal observations, you pro
pose to furnish re;•orts to it. 

The SECRETAI1Y JPOR RAILWAYS: You judge 
the matter from ~ueen street. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST : vVhat country are 
you talking abont? If you will tell me what 
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country you are talking about, I will tell you 
what I know about it. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 
HoN. E. B. l!'OR[{Ei::lT: This is digre,sion, 

and I am not respon,ible for that. It is prop,sed 
to send this committee-at lea,t, I prc~mne so, 
from what the Secretary fur Railways says
over the country. Th"n its reoort will have to 
come before this House, and we shall have to 
judge of that. That is what the practice is to 
he. Assuming that this is what is to h<• done, I 
do not think th>tt anything c~n be done before 
this session closes. l t appears to me that there 
is very little work for this propo,ed committee. 
It is supposed that there is a lot of estimates and 
eurveys ready. And what are we here for? 
vVhy is all this information, which it is pre
sumed is in the possession of the Govemment, 
to filter through the committ~e in order to come 
before this House for the House to judge of it? 
The House is as competent to judge of it as the 
committee, and the sooner we have it here the 
better. There wos another remark made by the 
Secretary for Hailways in his speech speaking 
of New South ·wales. He said-

During the last eleven years upwards of £20,00!),000 
had been submitted to the commlttee, und £7,000,000 
had been saved. 
Now, I say that that is simply a statement. 
There was not one figure given to Pubstantiate 
it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It is from the 
report. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST : "B'or the simple 
reason that it could not be. 

The SECRE1'ARY l!'OR RAILWAYS: H is the 
report of the committee. 

HoN. E. B. FOHREST: It is the report of 
the representative of the Courier that was sent 
up from Sydney which you quoted. All the in
formation you placed before the House was 
quoted exactly from the report sent up by the 
Courier representative in Sydney. 

The SECRJ.;TARY ]'OR RAILWAYS: Nothing of 
t.he sort. I quoted from the report of the New 
South Wales commit.t.ee. 

HoN. E. B. FOR HEST: I have as much justi
fication for mying thac .£7,000,000 bas been lost as 
y'm haveforsa~·ing th,t£7,000,000 has been s"'ved, 
more particularly if you go to the New South 
Wales Hansard. If you had been in the New 
Sonth vVales Parhament and beard what goes 
on down there, you wonld find that some of the 
worst lines that have been constructed in that 
colony-some of the mnst unprofitable lines
were recommendPd by that committee. That is 
what is happening O.own there; that is what 
they believe down there; and I say that, in the 
face of a stottement of that kind, it is jhst as fair 
for me to say that they have lost £7,000,000 as it 
is for the M.ini<ter to say that they have saved 
.£7,000,000. vVhen we a-re talking about so 
many millions haviJ,g been saved it is just as 
well t" look at tbe blue- book on the table, and 
see what it io that the committee in Ne,,· South 
Wales claim as savings. I have looked at the 
report of the committee, but, as I have not 
had time t.o go into it thoroughly, I shall only 
refer to the first itetn on which they clilim to 
have effected a saving to the country, and that 
is the vroposed rail way from North Shore to 
Sydney. That railway wa.sas a matter of course 
condemned. But does anyone believ'o: that if the 
evidence the committee had before them with 
regard to th"'t railway had been submitted to the 
Assembly in ::"few South Wales the line would 
have been passed ? Certainly not. Yet the 
committee claim to have saVPd the country 
£500,000 hecanse they Cflndemned that proposi
tion. I say that if t,he line had been submitted 
to the New South vVales As•embly it wouid have 
been condemned, for no one would ever dream of 

building a railway over the harbour and destroy
ing that harbour for the purpose of establi<hing 
railway cmn1nunication between North Shore 
and Syclney. 'fhe thing is ridiculous. And 
yet it is argued that the commit.tee saved the 
country a large 8Uln of money becaw:3e they 
condemned that r.tilway, and the same linP 
of argument is adopted with regard to other 
savings. First we were told that the committee 
had he en the means of saving millions of pounds, 
then it dropped down to hundreds of thousands, 
aml I suppose if we keep thi" discussion going for 
a week we sh:11l find it dropping down to hundreds 
of pounds. 

The tlECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Vho said 
that? 

HoN. E. B. FOR REST: It has been said 
imide and outside of this House. I have seen it 
in the PrAss, we heard it here this afternoon, 
and we also heard it here last Friday. Turning 
now from New South Wales, let us see what the 
milway committee is doing in Victoria. I have 
here the sixth general report of the P"rliamen
tary Sr.anding Committee on Railways in that 
culony, and hon. memhers will see how many 
thousands of pounds they have saved that 
colony when I have finished referring to that 
report. During the years 1894, 1895, 1896, and 
18U7 seven railway proposals were submitted to 
the committee in Victoria. The total estimated 
c,,st of those railways was £442,000, eo that if 
th,~y had saved the lot the eaving would have 
been under £500,000. But what did thev do? 
They recommended an expenditure of £16fi,OOO, 
and rejected a proposed expenditure of £277,000. 
11y friend, the Secretary for Rail ways, would, no 
doubt, claim that they saved the country 
£277,000. But they did nothing of the sort. You 
require to look into the rea;ons for rejecting 
those lines, if you wish to arrive at a correct con
clnsion as to their action. There are only seven 
of them, and I shall show what was done in each 
c~se, but without mentioning n:>mes, as that is 
unnecessary. The first propoul was for £19,000; 
they passed that. The next was for .£G2,292 ; 
they rejected that, but shortened the dist:>nce. 
Instead of c~rrying a. rail way, say, from Too
woomba tN vVarwick, they shortened it by cutting 
it half-way at Clifton, and that is the way they 
saved money in that instance. Bcrt is there any 
evidence to show that if that railway had been 
submitted to the Assembly in Victoria they 
would not have done the same thing? I contend 
that the same thing would have been done by 
Parliament. The House is not devoid of brains 
any more than the connnittee, and they would 
h'we had brains enrmgh to amend that proposal 
if it was nec,~ssary. The third proposal, which 
was for £15,436, was rejected. The next was 
for £55,331, and the committee simply did the 
s&,me with that as they did with the sz cond 
-they rec,nnmendd that the line should be 
built for part of the distance or.ly, at a cost of 
£19,000. The next proposal, which was for 
£38,102, they recommended; the next, which 
was for £51,077, they al.so recommended. Then 
we come to the big pr Jposal of £201,000, and 
whnt did they do with that? It wa< postponed, 
and goodness only knows what was done with 
it aherwards. But accorclmg to the arguments 
we have heard on this matter they saved the 
country £201,000 Rirnply became they postponed 
the proposal. ·when listening to the state
nwnts about these crnnmittees Raving the country 
thousands, or hundreds of tbou,ands, or millions 
of pounds, we should look into the figures and 
see what they really mean, and how the alleged 
saYing has l.Je'-n effected. I contend again that 
in tile face of the facts I have mentioned I have 
as much right to say that £7,000,000 were lost by 
the committee in New Suuth vVales, as the Min
i&ter has to say that .£7,000,000 were s;:tved. 
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There is one other matter in connection with the 
Minister's speech that I should like to refer to. 
The hon. gentleman discreetly omittPd any refer
ence to the re port of the Courier representative 
on this matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I took my 
information from the cmnmittPe's report. 

HoN. E. B. :B'ORREST: There is one little 
matter in connection with the report which the 
hon. gentleman entirely omitted to make any 
reference to, and I mention it now because I 
consider it is rather an important point, and that 
is that the es\1blishment of this proposed com
mittee will simply mean the creation of another 
railway staff, independent altogether of the c,,m. 
missioner, the railway engineers, and the railway 
staff generally. The Courier repre.,entat.ive shttes 
in his report, which was publishe:l last Friday, 
th>tt what the cost of the committee may be 
can only be very roughly estimated ; it may be 
anything up to £10,000 per annum. I should 
like to know whether it is propo"ed to saddle 
this unhappy country with £10,000 per annum 
more to consider railway proposals, because if it 
is I hope the House will rise as one man and 
condemn it. 

The SECRETARY ]'OR RAILWAYS: If it would 
cost £100,000, you would like to get the railway 
yon want. 

HoN. E. B. l<'ORREST: How does t.he hon. 
gentleman know that? The railway proposals 
are not undtr discmsion now, but when they are 
I shall know what raill'ays I want to see con-
8tructed. It appears from the statement of the 
hon. gentleman that several lines are ready to be 
submitted to the House. Why are those lines 
blocked? ·why don't the Government bring 
them on here, and let us have a look at them? 
Why don't they let us see what railways they 
propose to build, and let us have some idea of 
the Government policy in this matter? vVe are 
infonn:ed that they are blocked for want of more 
information, The present Ministry have been in 
office long enough--

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Too long. 
HoN. E. B. FORREST: I do not say that, 

and I do not mean that ; I say they have been 
in office long enough to have obtained informa
tion in regard to one or two lines in particular, 
and concerning which it has been said for the 
last ten or fifteen years the Government have 
been obtaining information. Hon. members 
have only to take the records of Parliament, and 
read Hansa1·d for 1884, 1886, and 18fl5, to see 
that that has been said with regard to some lines 
that are particularly wanted now, for a particular 
reason. In 1895, the preilent Treasurer who 
was then Secretary for Railways, pr,;mised 
certain surveys and report,. 

Mr. GLASSEY: What railway is that? 
HoN. E. B. FORREST: For one or two 

railways, particularly for the border line, for 
which there are five routes proposed. Those 
surveys and reports were prnmi>ed in 1895, and 

the Minister to"k the opportunity in 
[7 ·30 p. m.] 1895 to inform the House that in 

18U6 he would be in a po,ition to lay 
plans and specifications before the House and 
determine the route the line was to take. Now 
we are in 1899, and I would like to ask what has 
?een done beyond that mere promise? Nothing 
m any way at all, and now we find they still 
want more information about this particular line. 

The TREASURER: Fonr or five routes have 
been surveyed since then. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: I am giving a 
quotation from the hon. gentleman's own speech. 
He promised in 1895 that he would bring the 
line hefore the Hou<e dnring the next session, 
and be prepared to recommend the route it 
should take. That is four years since, and 
nothing whatever has been done, 

1899-3 o* 

The TREASURER: vVhen was that? 
HoN. E. B. FORR.EST: That was in 1895. 

I submit that more information is not what is 
wanted at all. \Vhat is wanted is more nerve, 
1nore determination, more inclination, and more 
desire to push along with railway construction 
and extensic,n that is badly w~nted. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS: So long as it 

is in your direction. 
HoN. K B. FORREST: Never mind abot~t 

my direction at all. I will tell the Secretary 
for Rail,vay• all about what I want when we get 
on to thequestionofrailways, but just now I want 
to point out that it is not more information that 
is wanted. ·what is the good of gett.ing all this 
information? They must have reams of it 
locked up in the pigeon-holes of the railways 
office. They must have tons of it, to use a rather 
vulgar expres~ion, and what is the use of collect
ing all this informatiOtt :.11d then making no u'e 
of it? The information should he obtained to 
be made use of, and not GO be locked up in the 
pigeon-holes of the Minister's office month after 
month and year aftee year, and go no further. 

The SECRETARY ]'OR RAILWAYS: Yon will 
hear all about it. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: Before I leave the 
1895 report I would like to refer to the fact that, 
when the Cuunamnlla-Charleville extension was 
under discu<sion, it was suggested--but not by a 
Minister-that a committee Ruch 'LS the one now 
proposed should be created. What was the 
Minister's reply at that time? That there was 
no time for it, and no necessity for it; and now, 
four years afterwards, after all thA information 
they have got, we find that they think it is neces
mry to ask for this committee. '!'hat is all the 
insight we have had from that to the present 
time into the railway policy of the Government. 
I consider the present proposed committee is 
entirely unnecessary, and in saying that I think 
it becomPs necessary to point to the machinery 
we have alrearly got for conteolling railway pro
posals. vVe have, first of all, Parliament, con
sisting of two Houses-the Legishtive Council 
and the Legislative Assembly. We have got 
them ; and then we have got the Minister, 
whose duty it is to formulate the business for 
Parliament. vVe have, in addition, the Com
missioner f0r Railways; in addition to him, the 
Chief Engineer for Railways; in addition to 
him, the DepHty Commissioner for Railways. 
Mr. Thallon; and their staffs. Now it is proposed 
to complicate matters by handing over the whole 
thing to this committee. They will mix the 
whole thing up so far as they are concerned, and 
they will upset everything everybody else has 
done. Everything that the Commis,ioner, the 
.Engineer, the Deputy Commissioner, and experts 
of that sort have done will he upset by thi:; com
mittee. Th''Y will draw up a report Rnd come to 
the House here with it, and then, of course, we 
will up,et them. That will be the solution of 
the difficulty, and we will be again where we 
started from, wi:h the additional disadvantage 
of having had the whole thing properly hum
bugged. In speaking of this committee and its 
functions, we heard this afternoon a most extra
ordinary statement-that they are to be charged 
with some portion of the policy of the Govern
ment. What hare they got to do with the policy 
of the Government ? 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
HoN. E. B. FORi-lEST: What is this House 

for? Here is a committee to be composed of 
three members of the Legislative Council, five of 
the Assembly, and one chosen hythe Government, 
and they are to take charge of this House. 
What was the House returned for? I say 
distinctly so far as the rail way policy of the 
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Government is concerned, to determine what 
that should be irrespective of committees or 
anybody else. This committee should have 
n<Ything whatever to do with it, and I should be 
sorry to think they would venture to touch in 
any form whatever the policy of the country 
with regard to rail way conetruction. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hc::tr, hear ! 
HoN. E. B. FORREST: I would sav that of 

any committee, and I would not care ff I was a 
member of it myself. 'They have nothing what
ever to do with the railway policy of the 
country. Under the Bill they will have to 
perform exactly the duties now pedormed by 
the Commissioner and hi~ staff. 

HoNOURABLE i\fElHBERS : Hear, hear ! 
HoN. E. B. FORREST: And because they 

are not experts I submit they have no right to 
he there for any such purpoPe. Comparing the 
duties of the Commissi•>ners with those of this 
committee I will occupy the time fur a few 
minutes while I read the dutic·s of the Cum
missioners, as set out in the 27th clause of 
the Railway Act of 1888. The clause is as 
follows:-

Before the plans, sections, and book of reference or 
any proposed railway shall be laid before Parliament. 
the Commissioners shnll transmit to the 3-iinister a 
statement under their official seal ~hawing their 
e'lttimate of the cost of the proposed llnR, including 
therein the val ne of the land proposed to be resumed. 
and all traffic on the line, and any other return likely 
to be derived therefrom. No resolution approving of 
auch plans, sections, and book of reference shall be 
adopted unless and until such statement shall have 
been laid bet'ere Parliament. 

That is what is imposed upon the Comwiseioners 
as their duty, and they perform that duty, I 
contend, very well, and it i& shown by their 
reports, some of which I have got here. I have 
four of them here, but I am not guing to read 
them. I took the trouble to compare tbem with 
the reports furnished by the New Sonth Wales 
and Victorian Railway Commi,sioners to their 
Parliaments, and the reports furnislwd by those 
Commissioners are in no sense bettBr than those 
which were furnished here by the Commissioners 
for Railways. Here the Commi&sionergivee every 
information and detail that mm be furnished, 
and the only thing he does mrt furnish is the 
evidence of what are called "local people," and 
later on I shall refer to some of that evidence 
taken in Victoria to show what it really means. 
I have reqd the clause of the 1888 Act which sets 
out the duty of the Commissioner here, and the 
reports of the Commissioners I h><ve here bears 
out and confirms my statement that so far as 
information is concemed there is as much if not 
more information supplied in them than there is 
supplied to Parliament in the reports of the New 
South Wales and Victoria Railway Commis
sioners. Now, as to the Commissioner, we have 
read in the newspapers lately that the Commis
sioner is too busy to give his attention to work 
of this sort, and the statement is made that 
"justice demands that he should be relieved of 
this intolerable burden." 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Vho baid 
that? 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: I say that if justice 
demands that it demaHds a great deal more than 
that. It demands that the Railway Act of 1888 
should either be amended or repealed. There is 
not the slightest doubt of it, if the Commissioner 
is to be relieved of this intolerable burden. I 
may say I have never heard Mr. Gray complain. 
He has got a good position, and a very good 
salary, and he is doing his work 'rry well. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
HoN. E. B. FORREST: He looks remarkably 

well, although I am sorry to hear he is very ill 

now. (Laughter.) At all events, he looks well, 
is in the enjoyment of everything he wants, and 
he is dt>ing his W•Jrk well. I have never beard 
him complain nf being overworked-certainly 
nothing to jnstify this statement we have had in 
the last few daYs-that justice demands that he 
should be relieved of his intolerable burden. I 
say again, that if justice dem11nds that, it de
mands " great deal more than that. Victoria 
and New South \Vales rushed in and appointed 
three c<lmmissioners, and we did the same 
because they h11d done so. The question was 
never studied as to whether it should really be 
done or not ; and it was done here because Vic
toria and New South \V ales made up their minds 
to rush in, in big ship fashion. Queensland 
necessarily followed, and appointed three com
missioners. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: And you are 
superior to the lot. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: With what result? 
After experimenting for seven years with three 
of them we had to get rid of two. \Ve found 
that they had nothing in the world to do-three 
of them-and they could do nothing but fight 
with one another, and what was the result? 
Parliament, in th:tt common-sense way in which 
it deals with matters, came to the rescue and 
said, " Two of you mmt gn," and two did 
go. And n"w we have one left. He is able to 
do the work, and is doing it, and he does not at 
a,ll feel that ju.:;tice derr1anllt; that he should he 
relieved of this int .. lerable burden. I hMe dealt 
with the duties of the Commissioner, and I will 
now deal with the duties of the proposed com
mittee. They are contained in clanse 10 of this 
Bill, which says-

{1.) The committee !:'hall consider a.nd report upon 
every proposed railwav which has been submitted and 
explained in the Legtslative Assembly by a :\:Iinister 
of the Crown, and ht~s been referred to the committee 
by rel'lolution of tbe Legislative Assembly upon the 
motion or such :\1inist:'r. 

(2.) In eonsidering nnd reporting upon a proposed 
raihvay the committ,ee shall have regant to the follow
ing matters·-
They are set out in categorical form-six of 
them, and I say that with the exception of the 
second, everything set out here is embraced in 
the in,tructions given to the Commissiuner in 
section 27 of the Rail way Act. The first one is-

The estimated value of the private lands rif any) 
required to be resumed for the purpo8es of the railway. 
Read one of the Commissioner's reports. It is 
all set uut there. Full particulars are given. 
The second one is not expressly provided for in 
the R_tilway Act, but it is taken into considera" 
tion. It says here-

The enhanced value (if any) which would be given by 
the construction of the railway to the remaining por
tions of such lands from whjch resumptions would be 
made. 
As a matter of course, the n1ilway arbitrator 
takes this into account in assessins- the dam"ge 
that is done. He naturally t<tkes mto considera
tion, not only the actual damage in connection 
with the portion resumed, but also the profit 
arising nut of the portion nnt resumed ; so that 
it is really acted upon both by the Commissioner 
and the railway arbitrator. Then we have-

The estimated cost of the railway (including station 
buildings aLd signalling) when completed. 

All information about that is given in the 
rerJorts-far too much, I think-

The estimated working f'"X"penses of the railway, 
including traffic, locomotive, and maintenance charges. 

That is ail here in the reports--
The probable revenue which would be derived from 

thr traffic on the railway and the class of traffic 
from which the priucipalporlion of the revenue would be 
derived. 
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That is in the reports fully set out with every 
possible detail-

Any other spePlal advantages which are likely to 
accrue from the construction of the railway. 

I say that eyery !l".ndition imposed on the pro
posed comm1tt"e 1s Imposed on the Commissioner· 
a~d if this committee is api'ointed, the same m eX: 
will have to do the work, and it will have to be 
reviewed by people who don't unrlerstand it. 
Now, I will jnst refer to clause 8 which deals 
with t.he qnestion of evidence to h~ given. The 
comrr;1ttee has power, yon will obser1·e. to com
pel wit.nessPs t.o come before them. I think that 
is a power which P .rliament dot>s P•Jssess now, 
and properly b •, hut you Hnd that the chairman 
of the committe", whoever he may be-and 
we have heard something about one or two 
hon. gentlemen being appointed-he has more 
power than anybody else-he has the power 
of sending a man to gaol for a month or two 
if he does not answer a question or if he in 
the terms of the clause, is deemed' to have ~on
ducted himself in a disorderly manner. Who 
is .to be the judge of the rlisorderly manner? You 
m1ght ::'8 well s~y that I am di orderly now 
addressmg the House, and order me to ga0l for 
a couple of months. Is that the &ort of power 
that should be given to any chairman-I d0n't 
care who he is? It is all 'ery well for Parlia
men~ to. compel persons to give evidence in the 
p~bhc mtere.,t, and I think the prnposed com
mittee shonld have that power; but I am not 
prepared to say that the chairman should have 
the power Qf sending anybody to gaol at his own 
sweet will. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You are a 
perfect old Bismarck. 

HoN. E. B. FOR REST: I'm all right; if 
you leave me alone I can take care of myself. 
As regerds these powf'rs, I would like to ask if 
they have ever been exercised. r do not know of 
one ca<e, and I hitve hunted throuo-h the records 
to fi,nd out. I am speaking of the power of com
pell!ng anybody to come to give evidence, and 
rorcmg- them to a.newer questions and I can· 
not find a sing-le instance in whi~h the power 
has been exercised ; and if it has not been 
exercised in the past, what riaht have we to 
supl?ose that. it will require tZ be exercised? 
While I n,m disposed to leave it in the hands of 
P>:rliomen~, I see no reason for handing it over to 
this committee. As regards obt><ining evidence, 
we know that not only here but all over Australia 
there are plenty of people only too anxious to come 
forward an.cl give evidence. They all want a rail
way to the1r own doors, and they are only too 
glad to C•>me for:vard and give their evidence, 
and tell all about It, and they come. There is no 
!'ecessity f:n· this P"'?''ision, and if the B1ll gets 
mto comml'.tee I w1ll endeavour to have that 
knocked out. Turning to Victoria we find that 
an Act similar. to this Bill, e~cept that it 
extends to pubhc works, was passed in 1890. 
The number of members on the committee 
then was thirteen, but in 1893 there were nine 
members. They found out no doubt that they 
had too much to carry, and they reduced the 
number from thirteen t~ nine. In J891 they 
pa,sed an Act under whwh the members were 
allowed to take fees-the chairman four guineas, 
and the members of the committee three guineas 
each. In 1898, when they mnst have begun to 
feel the.t th~ country was getting full of them 
and the busmess, they reduced the chairman's 
fees to31d. 6d., and the fees of each memhertothe 
miRerable guinea. ·what does that mean? Does it 
notn;ean that it h g-oingi!own all the time? It has 
got Itself fastened on Parliament and Parlia
ment cannot get rid of iG for obvio~s reasons to 
which I need not refer-they cannot shake the 
committee off, but if they could get rid of those 

vested interests their name would be "Walker" 
within twenty-four hours. The reduction of 
their fees is a first evidence of collapse, and 
P<uliament at the first opportunity will clear it 
out, ani! quite right too. N otwithst.anding all 
th"t has been claimed for it, what do we find ia 
Victoria by their own report? I will give it to you 
from the re:Jort itself, for fear you won't believe it. 
In the sixth general report of the Parliamentary 
Standing Committee on Railway~, page 13, I find 
this-

In the fourth general report (1896), paragr:tph 8, 
the committee drew special attention to the flifiiculty 
experienced in obtainin~ reliable statistics as to the 
prob:::t.hle traffic on propo~er:l new railways, and stated
" In ~ew South 1Yalcs an experienctd railwaY officer, 
with a knowledge or the quality of land and or the 
fl'eight value of the varying products grown in diffe: ent 
distri1·ts. is sent to inspect n projecteO line. He spends 
as much time as is requisit(~ in going very carefully 
throngb the district to be :-;ervcd by tbe extension; he 
p r8onn..lly colleets statistic1 of' the probnble traffic from 
e <.eh holding-, computes itR freight value, and estim-ates 
the proposeti. prospective CievelopmPnt of the di~trict by 
reason of the railW!tV facilitiPs to be afforded He then 
report~ to the commissioners, who carefully review the 
returns. A full report bV the commissioners IS then 
placed before the Pnbl1c 'Vork.s St~wding Committee. 
whose ctuties in dealing -uith the line are thus greatly 
f<tcilitated." 
I Rh"uld think so. This is thPir recommendation 
in connection with that pamgraph-

The committee then strongly urged that such a. 
system be at once adopted in this colony. Attention 
is again c~Ued to this matter, which the committee 
regards as highly important. 
In other words !he Victorian committee pro
pose to obtain the information t!Jey want to 
enable them to furnish their report wholly and 
solely from the Commissioners themsel ve• and 
the railway staff. vVbat does that me•w? They 
are full of the job, and they Rre simply preparing 
a way to get out. You cannot have a stronger 
C•mdemnation than that of the workiug of the 
Victorian commit,tee. They have not carried 
the resolulinn I have jmt read yet, but I have 
no dnubt they will dc>. As I have remarked 
before in reference to evidence given elsewhere, 
we cannot help coming to but one conclusion. 
No doubt some of it is valuable, in a sense; but 
much of it is not, and you cannot help feeling 
impressed with the idea that everybody wants 
the line exactly to suit himself. That is the 
basis upon which all the evidence is given. It is 
their aim and object to tell us what they think 
of it as far as it will aff•cct themselves. The 
report I have in my hand is one of a proposed 
railway from Fern-tree Gully to G••mbrnok, and 
it. involves an ex~enditure of £60,000 to £70,000. 
The index to appendice~ on page 12 will show 
the House what sort of evidence is furnished and 
how the reports are made up. You will see that 
iC is all obtained from one quarter. It is as 
follows:-

(a.) Report by the R~ilway Commissioner on proposed 
narrow-gauge railw·ay from Fern-tree Gully to Gem~ 
broolc 

lb.J Engineer-in-Chief's estimate of cost for 2 feet 
6 inch grmge railway. 

(c.) Report by the Railways Commissioner on the pro
posed railway. 

(d,) En~ineer-in-Ohief's estimate of cost for 5 feBt 
3 inch p;auge railway. 

(e.) Repott by committee of railway officers on pro
posed narrow-gauge line. 

(f.) Estimate of probable goods tonnage and revenue 
by committee of railway officers. 

(g.) Government Statist's return of settlement, culti
vation, ann production of the district served by the 
proposed line. 
Then we come to a list of "further appendices"

(h.) :~re1r..orandum by the Railway Comrnis:<ioner for~ 
warding amended f >.timates and revenue, and further 
report by departmental officers. 

(i.) Jh1rther report by committee of officers after 
giving evidence before the committee and re-visiting 
the district. 
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(j.) Amended estimate by railway officers of probable 
goods tonnage and revenue. 
Every information they got is from the depart
ment so far as that is concerned. There are 
twenty-two pagee of evidence attached to this 
report, of which twelve are given by the Com
missioner and his staff, and ten by the local 
people. So that the Commiesiuner and his staff 
knock them out even in the matter of evidence, 
which is snpposed to be the very thing they are 
particularly qualified to give. I am not going to 
quote any of the evidence ; it would amu<e you 
too much if I were to read some parts of it. That 
some of the evidence is valuable, I admit ; but 
some would have been far better left out, and 
c<'rtainly is not worth the expense of printing. 
Here is another report of a proposed railway 
from Qu~tmbatook to Ultimo, which involves an 
expenditure of from £50,000 to £GO,OOO. The 
index to appendices contains two items-

(a.) Report by the Victorian Railways Commissioner 
on the proposed 1·ailway. 

(b.) Detailed estimate of cost of line, from the 
Engineer-in-Chief. 
Turning to the minutes of evidence I find there 
are six pages, every page of which is given by 
people from the Commissioner's. office-people 
connected with the department. If that is the 
way the~e reports are prepared, it is not good 
e.nough to spend £10,000 upon them. If it is 
good enough for Victoria it is not good enough 
for Q11eensland to spend £10,000 over work of 
this kind. And thctt is exactly what will happen. 

The PREMIER: Why should it cost £10,000 
a year in Queensland? 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: It is wmpped up in 
so many words that nobody can get at it ; bnt it 
costs £10,000 a yp:1f in Victoria .. and if it costs 
that amount there it will do so here, and I, fur 
one, will resist as long as I can Queensland being 
saddled with £10,000 per annum for a job of this 
kind. 

Mr. BROWNE : The job would not be worth 
having for less. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: Coming now to the 
necessity f•>r railway construction. We have 
been committed within the last few months to 
federation, and under th"t circumstance the 
duty has been ca;t upon the HonJe of taking 
steps to attend to rail way extension without any 
delay. I am speaking with reference to the rail
way extension that is necessary for the pro
tection of the tnde of our border districts, 
not only of Southern but of Central Queensland. 
The Southern border trade has already been 
tapped by New South )Vales in three or four 
places, anrl she ie going to tap it in two more 
places. The same experience will folluw in the 
Central district the moment South Australia com
mences-and they are on the job now-to extend 
its line to the border near our Central territory. 
If this House has got a duty of any kind to 
perform that duty is not to waste an hour, much 
less two or three years, in providing the rail way 
extension that is required for the protection 
of our trade. A lot of our southern trade has 
already gone, and more will soon go unless a 
determined effort is made to prevent it. The 
extension from Charleville t0 Cunnamulla, so far 
as it affects the border trade, is of nn avail, and 
it cannot he, looking at the fact that the distance 
from Cunnamulla to Brisbane is 605 miles as 
against 503 from Bourke to Sydney. It is 
hardly likely, under the Commonwealth Bill, 
that they are going to carry our traffic over 605 
miles at the same rate that they can carry it to 
Sydney over 503 miles. 

Mr. STORY: You are not taking the distance 
from Cunnamulla into consideration. It is only 
the border fence that is equi-distant. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST: I am speaking of 
the distance from Brisbane, This subject of 

border extension has been referred to in 1884, in 
1886, and again in 1895. It was dealt with in 
1886, and was carri€'d in this House by a very 
large majority, but was lost in the Legislative 
Council by one vote. We have nothing to do 
with that nGw. I merely refer to the fact that 
this border exten,ion lmsiness was before the· 
House in the years I have mentioned. I wi11' 
say this, that if there was a necessity then
which, no doubt, there was-for seeking to pro
tect our border trade, there is ten times more 
necessity for it now that we are committed to 
federation. There is only one way out of the 
difficulty now. Federation has left us only one 
feather to fly with, and tho,t is to take the lines 
to the border by the shortest route. If we do 
not the trade of the south-western border and 
that between the Central dist.rict and South Aus
tralia will have gone from Queensland for ever; 
and in that case I think we had better go to Sydney 
too, for we shall do far better there than here. 

We can do the business of Queens
[8 p.m.] land in Sydney far better than in 

Brisbane. There is not the slightest 
doubt of that. The Minister for Railways may 
laugh, but business men in Brisbane know per
fectly well that they can do Qneensland business 
on more favourable terms in Sydney than in 
Brisbane. I hope the second reading of this 
3ill will not be passed. At any rate, I am going 
to vote against it. 
* The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC L.ANDS· 
(Hon. D. H. Jlalrymple, lYia,ckay): I have 
listened very attentively to the ,hon. mem
ber who has just resumed his seat, but I 
cannot understand his arguments. The latter 
part of his argument, whatever it was intended 
for, is certainly an argument against federation" 
He tells us that the distance from Sydney to thfl 
border of the colonv is less than the distance 
from the terminus ~f our existing line-Cunna
mulla-to the port, and he also tells us that trade 
can be done far better in Sydney thon it can be 
done in Brisba,ne. I would like to know how 
this is to be remedied a.fter we have federation? 
I do not suppose that the hon. gentleman 
imagines that this Bill which is now before the 
House will in any way affect the geographical 
positions of the varionb places he has mentioned. 
It seems to me that under federation and with
out a differential tariff, a,ccording to the hon. 
gentleman's argument, all the trade of the South
western country must go to Sydney whether 
Brisbane is ruined or not. vVhether this Bill is 
passed or thrown out that will not affect the 
position which the hon. member has described. 

Hon. E. B. FORREST: Indeed it will, and you 
know it. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Then the hon. member was singularly unfor
tunate in trying to show that. 

Hon. E. B. FoRREST: That's quite likely. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

The distance from Sydney to the border will not 
be diminished one iota by the paRsing of thi~ Bill. 

Hon. E. B. FORREST : I say that the length of 
the line will be altered. 

The SECRETAHY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
'lhe length of that line is not likely to be 
materially altered. I presume the existing 
means of communic,.,tion with Sydney will, still 
continue, and how will the length of this line be 
altered by the passing of the present Bill? It 
will n"t a,sist in any way the hon. member's 
railway from Cunnamulla to the border. 
Whether this line will go to the border before 
anything else takes place, I do not know. 
Whether that is the reason that lies at the 
bottom of the hon. member's opposition to this 
Bill, I do not know ; or whether it is based on 
another circumstance-that, as was pointed out 
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some time ago by the metropolitan Press, the 
hon. member was to be the leader of the new 
party. 

iVIE1IBERS of the Opposition: Oh, oh ! and 
Hear, hear! 

Hon. E. B. FORREST : No ! Y on know better. 
'rhe SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

I do not !:now anything of the kind. It is quite 
possible that the hon. member for F .rtitude 
Valley, who was lately editor of the Wor·ker, and 
the hon. member for North Brisbane who 
represents a plutocratic constitnency, embrHce 
on this question for anything I know to the 
contrary. The arguments of the hon. member 
for North Brisbane do not in any way affect the 
railway to Cunnamulla. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : From \V arwick to 
the border. 

Hon. E. B. FoRRJ;JST : The border line. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 

I mean the border line. The hon. member under
stands my meaning-, and I ask how is the line to be 
affected or altered by throwing this Bill out or 
by accepting it? Before the line can be got 
through it will have to run the gauntlet of this 
House, and the gauntlet of another tribunal of 
a simih1r character which the hon. member 
entirely disapproves of. The leader of the 
Labour Opposition pointed out that practically 
the select cnmmitteeb of the House dibcharge 
the same functions as the public works com
mittee, or the standing committee of the House. 
He says that the Government should have the 
courage of their opinions-- that they should 
exercise energy, a.nd fdrce the House to accept 
any policy that they may bring forward; but I 
do not imagine for a moment that any Govern
ment would try to do anything of the sort. The 
decision, t.o a large extent, will be left to some 
other body to report as t•) the possibility, or 
otherwise, of conetrncting these lines of rail way 
or not. That is the first course. Therefore the 
hon. member's criticism applies equally to the 
standing connnittee, as it does to the com
mittee which would be appointed by the Upper 
House, so that under any circumstances this line 
to the border will have to run the gauntlet of 
this comtriittee, however ridiculous the committee 
may seem, or huwe\·er absurd the selection of 
experts may be. For my cwn part I do not see 
anything ridiculous in the matter of the com
mittee; but under any circumstances the com
mittee will ha,·e to approve or reject the hon. 
member's railway, and, moreover, the House 
will h.we to approve of it or reject it. The hon. 
gentleman's argument is apparently intended to 
apply to the Public Service Committee, but I 
venture to say that it does not apply in this way, 
and it will not affect this rail way unless the 
hon. member im'lgines-and some other hon. 
members may imagine-that some degree of 
pressure m:ty he brought to bear to induce 
some particular railway to be introduced. If 
the hon. member is to be at the head of the new 
party, no doubt he will go to the Premier and 
say " The necessity for this rail way to the 
btirder is most imperati,·e; my constituents will 
frown if l don't succeed in getting that line, 
and I trust that my representing the premier 
constituency will be sufficient to induce you to 
bring forward this railway, otherwise I shall be 
reluctantly compelled to withdraw that support 
which you perhaps look forward to." 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 
The SECRETARY FORPUBLIOLANDS: 

And no doubt every hon. member will 'ay the 
same thing. The hon. member may think he 
will have a better chance of massing his forces 
and inducing the Government to bring forward 
his railway, than if an indep~ndent comtuit.tee 
were ap~ointed to report on It. The standmg 

committee will have one advantage, in that they 
will not only consider one railway, but a number 
of railways, so that they w11l ~e able to J'!lake 
comvarisons bctwe<>n all the ratlways submtttcd 
to them_ But I think the opposition that will be 
raised, aud which will be availed of by many 
hon. members, will proceed in many cases fr~•m 
the belief that they wiil exercise more m
fluence if an examining body is not interposed. 
Bat although that may be the ~nterest of indiv,idual 
members, it is not at all ~be :nterest of the Sta~e. 
The interest of the State Is dwmetncally oppostte 
to that. It is to get the railways forward and 
constructed-not the railways which . will 
propitiate hon. members because they have !nflu
ence, but railways which in the long run wtll be 
the most profitable to const.ruct. That, of course, 
is the reaKon why this particular scheme ha~ been 
brought forw.1rd. Now, the hon. member who 
has spoken last has been very out~pok~n in his 
opinion of the feeling of the Vtet<mans and 
the people of New i::louth Wales. He took a 
long period in showing that the rail ways cor:l
mittees in those colomes consulted experts, In 
which case he said they were meless. He 
said further, that the fees had been reduced 
in Victoria, and that the committee did not 
save the colony a great deal. I venture to say 
that the fact of 'the committees being still 
retained in Victoria and New South Wales 
shows pretty conclusively tha~, in the opinion of 
those persons who are far better able to give an 
opinion on the subject than a Queenslander, the 
ad vanta.,.es of these committees overbalance any 
possible n dis2dvantages which may be pointed 
out. I ventnre to assert, too, that the people 
interested in the two colonies named are far 
better judges of the efficiency of the committees 
than the hon. member, and that if it was found 
that rrood work was not being done the live" of 
tho<e"' committees wonld be very short indeed. 
Therefore, I say the criticism. which he 
pnss,ed upon the Parliamentary Railways Com
mittee Bill is largely discounted by the fact 
th::~t he condemns and ridicules the insti,utions 
of New South vVales and Victoria, which are held 
by New Sout.h vVales and Victoria after m!'ny 
loug years of cxperier•ce to be W<!rtb preservmg. 
The hon. member began by laymg down three 
reasons why he opposed this Bill, and if the hon. 
member will allow me to say so I would remark 
that it is a very admirable way, in begi~ning an 
address in this Home, to state prectsely the 
rrrounds upon which you object to a particular 
~1easure. The hon. member said first of all that 
the committee was unnecee,ary. The reason he 
gave was in the m_ain that we had a c~mmi~si~mer, 
although it w ,ts pomted out that the Uommrss10ner 
is certainly fully emplo:yed. The hon. member 
did not seem to thmk that that was a 
good er.ough reason, but if the fact of haying 
a commissioner makes this railway comm1tt~e 
unnecessary then it should have made the pubhc 
works committees of New South Wales and 
Victoria unnt"Cessary, because those colonies also 
have commis<ioner.s. They have the same 
machinerv which we havt', 'Which the hon. mem
ber says is an.ple ; and it seems to me that the 
ParliamPnt.s of both those colonies have come to 
the conclusion and remain in that conclusion 
after pmctica!' observation, that althou~h they 
have Commissioners and the same machinery as we 
have, yet their public works committ~es are on 
the whole eminently useful and desirable. I 
think that is the very best reply to the hon. 
member's argument. 

Mr. LEAH~ : Emine.ntly expedient. 
The SECRETARYFOH PUBLIC LANDS: 

It may be eminently expedient, but I am n<?t 
concerned at the p1·esent time by showing that tt 
1s eminently expedient, nor ~o I think I . should 
advance my position by domg so. It tB very 



966 Railway& Standing [ASSEMBLY.] Oomm1'ttee Bill. 

likely to be useful, but it does not detract in the 
slightest dt gree from its usdulness by showing 
in addition that it is expedient. That iR a 
stronger reason, I should say. Tbe hon. member 
again •aid it was a waste of time. How does the 
hon. meml•er expect that he is going to gain 
time? 1s it by briDging down twenty-five or 
fifty railways which are asked for by the people, 
and dealing with them one after the other? 
Suppo>e a b,ttch of five railways ib brought do;,vn 
by the Government, does he mr-'pose that the 
memi ers who are interested in the other twenty 
or thirty are all going to bequietw hen the five rail
ways" hich have been picked ont and selected are 
before the House? Time will have to be found 
somewhere to CO!lsider these matters, and I main
tain th>1t tinre will not be l0st by havit"g them 
inquired into by a competent committee-and I 
assume it will be C<>mpetent-and the n,ain 
facts in connection with them being laid before 
m em hers of the House. So far from wastillg 
time it ;eem' to me it will be an economY of 
time, and I am quite sure that when there are so 
many competitors for rail".tys to be dealt with 
by this House it is no use imagining, as the holl, 
member appears to imagine, that if his particular 
railway is brought forward all other members of 
the House will hold their voice9 and >1ilow it to 
pass. 'l'lrat is a very Uto]•ian idea, and I there
fore cannot at all agrtie thctt it \Vould be a wa~te 
of time to refer these matters to a standing com
mittee. '!.'hen t!Je h<>n. mtwber asserts also that it 
will be a waste of money. And what is hisargnrnent? 
He says it will co;t £10,000 a year. 1 am under 
the impression that the expenses of the New 
South ·wales committee are limitEd to £5,000 a 
year-that there is a special regulati<•n thttt tbey 
sh,Jl not exceed £5,000 a year. But the que~
tion of the expense of the committee is p:n-ely 
relative. If a person sells £10,000 worth of 
property and pays 2~ per cent. that woulcl 
amount to a certain st:m. If he sells £50,000 
worth that wou!d amom1t to a different sum. 
The question is not "hat you mw;t pay, but what 
on the whole are the ad v -wtac;es to be ri' riv< d. 
If the country "l"?nd, £10,000 ur even £50,000 a 
ye"r on this CLnnniLtee, and by that means 
economises the funds of the State to a far gre<tter 
sum, I say the mere expense at the outset has 
little to do with it. It is a question of relativity. 
Now, the hon. rne1nber jPins issue \\ith those 
who 'ay that a large am>,unt of money has been 
saved by New South Wales and Victoria by the 
appoin: mcnt of these committees, but he in no 
way succeeded in proving hi> cunt~ontion. 

Mr. ANNEAR: He did not quote New South 
Wales. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The statement has been made, at any rate, hy 
persons in New 8outh \V ales who are thoruughly 
well competent to judge, tbat the committee does 
save money. As to whether the sum is computed 
by hundreds of thous<mds or by millions, if we 
succe•"d in saving hundreds of thou·,ands, and 
only spend £10.000 a vear, then f shonlrl "": that, 
actmg on behalf of othero, it wc.uld be a 'ery 
good thing t<> JnocePd to save all we can. 'fhat, 
I sh0uld imagine, is what a primte individual 
would du. The hem. member argued, I think, 
that although the assertion had been marle by 
the New South \Vales committee in thrir report 
that a considerable ''"m had beu1 saved, because 
he could a~sure the Houf!.e that, in any case, one 
railway, that from North Shore to Sydney, which 
was estimated to co't £2GO,OOO, was not marle. 
He eaid the committee reported that that sum 
was saved to the country, and it \VaH not savtd, 
because "hetl,er the C< mmittee had existed or 
not that sum would not have been expended. 
Assuming that to be the case with regorcl to one 
particular line, it is not lihly to have been the 
case with regard to all the lines; and even if that 

statement bad been correct-and it wab a state
ment, I venture to say, which was unsupported 
by evidence-the hon. member said it was 
ridiculous that a railway shuuld go acroPs the 
harbour. Honestly, I see nothing ridiculous at 
all in it. Brid;,es go across eotuants of far more 
importance than eve!! Sydney Harbour, and 
Sydney is one <•t the greate,t ports we k~ow. 
But New York is a far larger port, and a bndge 
goes across the harbuur at New York, on which 
are two lines ar,d a tram\\ ay; and the bridge, 
I suppose, would constitute exactly the same 
di>fi~urement r,f the landscape as a bridge 
would across Sydney Harbour, though I doubt 
very much whether a bridge would disfigure 
it. At any rate, it iil very harsh to imagine that 
the people of New South \Vales would connect 
Nurth Shore with Sydney by a bridge if they had 
not a reasonable exr,ectation that the railway 
would pay, or that it was necessary. Before I 
proceed further, when the hon. rrember alleges 
that if the committee reports unfavourably upon 
the carrying out of a certain scheme that scheme 
is not gone on with, that prove& nothing. The 
hun. member seems to have forgotten that every 
one of these railways-and I have a list here of a 
very grei>t number, probably twenty-five or 
thereabouts-the bon. member seems to have 
put on one sidE' the circumstance that every 
one of those railways was proposed by the 
Government; and it thA Government of New 
South Wales telt di>posed to carry out the 
plan which he recommends, not beillg the 
Premier himself-namely, tlrat if the Premier 
thinks fiG to propose a railway he should 
instantly make it a party qnestiun, then we 
may fairly assume that had it not been for 
this committee that railway-however absurd he 
may think it-must ncces arily have been made. 
I may point out, too, in connection l'ith that 
argumer,t, that the hon. member seems to think 
that it would be a wise thing f, r tee Premier to 
take up a position which by-gon~ Premiers have 
di,tincLiy and dtliberately relinquished, and 
relinquished with the approval of this House, 
who btlieved that the new l'olicy was better chan 
the old one-that is to say, thttt we have not had 
in this Parliament for some time any railways 
which have been treated as party measures. 
It has been the policy of this continuous 
Government for a very ]on;; tir:Pe in bringing 
railway projects before this House, to deal 
with them on their merits, and to leave hon. 
members perfectly free to do what they indi
viduall,v deem best. That has b en the policy of 
the past, bnt it is a policy which, if I may gather 
from thn hon. member for Brisbane North
although it. is a policy w :,ich has been approved of 
by this House, and by the country-yet it is a 
policy that the hon. member endeavouro to over
turn. Of cmnsP, the public works committee in 
New South \Vales deals with jJublic works as well 
as railway~, but I desire hon. members to take note 
of the fact that by far the most important part 
nf the functior•s of the committee b to deal with 
railways. The whole sum whicb the committee 
claimo to have saved on public works is £9,400,000, 
while they claim to have saYed in railway 
expenditure about £G,OOO,OOO, so that the prillci· 
par function of the New South Wales com
mittee is to de3l with the various railway pro
posab which are submitted by the Government, 
and their lmrctions have been discharged with 
so nmeh satisfaction that the coimnittee stands 
at the present day far arore accredited t ban it did 
when it began. Certain hon. members have 
stated th>1t while they cnllsider the committee 
entirely unnccessa1-y; tbat it could not db;
charge its functions, heing compm,ed of n1e1nbeiS 
of this Hou'e; that it was not·expert, and so on;; 
yet those very members, sitting on the opposite 
benches, who have pointed out that membel'B 
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could not discharge their dllties; that in some 
way they would be influenced by whatever 
remuneration they might get; yet those very 
members would approve of the committee taking 
upon itself the additional business of supervi"ing 
public works, and was in that respect much more 
like thecommitteeinNew South Wales. I merely 
point out that it is wise to form a committee, or 
it is not. It is wise to form a committee 
for public works and railways if we o.re to take 
the experience of tbe other colonies, because, 
after all, in the other colonies the principal 
duties which they perform are duties which 
have reference !o sifting the many railw>tys 
which are broug-ht before Parliament. The hon. 
member for Brisbane North has pointed out that 
in Victoria for some years pl<st the public 
works committee have not had a great deal of 
business in connection with the examining into 
rail ways. For a very good reason-that there 
were very few railways brought forward. But 
the chief deduction I should draw from that 
is that ·after the year 1893--after the commer
cial crisis-the poRition of affairs in Victoria 
wa" exeeedingly dull, and it is probable that 
until late:y, when they have been evi!1cing 
signs of recovery, VPry few railway" have been 
brou·.~ht forward. The same c,msideration would 
probably apply to the making nf rail ways in 
Queen~land for some years past. The hon. mem
ber sa1d that the Government h•we brought 
forw -Lrd no rail ways-that some years ago a rail
way was reported on, hut, as has been pointed 
out by the Treasurer, there were some four or 
five alternative routes surveyed. The hon. mem
ber seemed to point out that the delay was in 
some w<>y blamable to Parliament, or blamable 
to the Government-th:1t if he had been Premier, 
for instance, he would have promptly submitted 
tn p,,rJiament the oduption of some one of those 
routes; but the real fact is that the same reasons 
which operated m Victoria to prevent speedy 
rail way construction also operated in Queensland. 
For some years there h<ts been a suspension of any 
great policy of rail way construction, while the 
colony has been recovering from a very great dis
aster, But now ttwt the colony shows indicadons 
ofren >very-as exhibited by the highly satisfactory 
fisc:.l statements which have been submitted by 
the Treasurer this year and last year-no<V that 
the colony shows signs of recovery-all the people 
who believe that their districts will be bew fited 
by the construction of rail ways, and all those 
who believe, ',n fact, that tha col,my is justified 
in going in for some scheme of railway constl·uc
tion, come forward wit,h their respective Plairns; 
and IVilen we know that some £25,000,000 would 
be required to carry out the various railways 
which are considered necessary by the electorates 
of the colony, it appears to be obvious that, if 
N,;w 8outh \Vales and Vidori" have considered 
it advi~ahle to deal with the few railways, 
comparatively, which they have to construct 
by a public works committee, it cannot be 
unreasonable for the Government of Queens
land to bring a measure for the creati·•n of a 
similar committee before this House. \\Thatever 
necessity may exist in those coloniJs for such a 
committee, seeing the enormous number of rail
wnys which have been snbrnitted here-seeing 
also the larger area of the country :1nd the fact 
that there are ~everal commercial centres in 
Qut,ensland instead of one-then the advisability 
and the wisdom of bringing forward sueh a 
scheme seems to ha \CB a great denl in its favour. 
Personally, I am of O[Jinion that this is the best 
way of dealing with what is felt to be a very 
gr<' et difliculty-the difficulty of alternate routes, 
and so on. I believe that this committee will 
have powers which a select committee of this 
Home does not have at present. If you take a 
town in Queensland which everyone considers it 

desirable to have a railway to, and there are 
several different ways of getting there, we have no 
means under our present system oi submitting to 
a select committee the judgment as to which of the 
conflicting schemes it. cm.sidcrs the mu."t desirable. 
But under the standing committee in New 

South \Vales and Victoria we can 
[8'30 p.m.] submit not only the question as to 

whether a particular railway shall 
be made from point A to B, but whether there 
is any other point, whether C, D, orE would be 
a better or cheaper means of getting to it. I say 
there is ,>n addhional function which may be ais
charged by a committee such as this. Just l!s 
the hon. member for Brisbane North prefaced hiS 
remarks or concluded his remarks by the state
ment-as we might reaoonably have expected
that he intended to oppose the Bill, I may reason
ahly be expected to support it. I believe that 
if it is pas,,ed the benefits it will confer on 
the colony as a whole will be considerable. 
I attach V<'ry much more weight to the fact 
tho,t a scheme of this sort has been tried in our 
sister colonies and found to work satisfactorily, 
than I do to the apprehensions of any hon. m em· 
ber in t.his House who, without that same experi
ence, seems to think that whatever may be the case 
in the other colonies, althoug-h they are able to 
work a scheme nf this sort with honesty and effici
ency, we shall be unable to do so. I venture to say 
that a scheme of this sm·t, as now beinc: worked 
by the sister colonies with success, we are, at any 
rate, as cnnpetent to carry it out as efficiently 
and honestly as our neighbours. 

Mr. TURLEY (Brisbane South): I sympathise 
with the hon. gentleman in his attempt to induce 
this Hou'e to pass the second reading of this 
Bill. The hon. gentleman made a very good 
attempt to convince this Home; but be had an 
awfully bad case, and he made the best possible 
effort he could, considering the case he had to 
advoc..cte. The experience of the other C<>lonies 
is not borne out, as the hrm. gentleman says. 
The evidence we have from some of them was 
accurately stated by the hrm. member for Bris
bane North. Let the hon. gentleman turn up 
the Victorian Hansard, and read there the 
opinion' of lVlr, Dnncan Giliies and a number of 
other Victorians. They pointed out j nst what the 
hon. gentleman h<ls pointed out in other words. 
They call it a sham. They said it. had simply been 
put there with the object of en,;blinq the Govern
ment to shelter themselves hehind this committee 
when it had matters of railway construction to 
bring forward. The hon. gentlerrwn Fays exactly 
the same thing. He says, " Members will come 
down. They will be bothering the Government 
to bring in this railway and that railway." An.d 
he said, " It would be far better to have th1s 
buffer erected between them and the interests 
of the country," or, in other worrls, between the 
importunate m em her who may want a railway in 
hie district and the interests of the Government 
for the time being. 

The SECRETARY ~·oR RAILWAYS : And the 
country. 

Mr. TURLEY: Not nec,ssarily the country 
at 81!, because the position, as far as we can see 
in this Bill, is this-it is not imp~rative under 
this measure that any rail way work whatever 
shall be Aubmitted to the committee-and in the 
other colonies it is imperali ve that works above 
a certain value shall be submitted to the corr.
mittP.e. This Bill does not provide for that. 
. l\fr. LEAHY : There is no compulsory clause. 

Mr. TURLEY: This Bill simply says it may 
be donP. Either Home of Parliament "may," 
by resolution, refer for consideration and report 
to the committee. The result i.s that if the 
Ministet· for RailwaYs wants a railway that he 
does not want to be submitted to this committee, 
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and thinks he has a sufficient following behind 
him to carry it through, he has simply to submit 
it to the House and carry it. 

The TREASURER : " May" means "shall" in 
this case. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : It can 
be altered to" 'hall." 

Mr. TURLEY: It is permissive, not compul
sory at all. It is not imperative, as the hor.. 
gentleman knows. It may be suLmitted or it 
may not. 

Mr. LEAHY: It is not imperative. The House 
can pass anvthing it likes. 

Mr. TURLEY: It is imperative in the New 
South Wales Public ·works Oomrnitlee Bill. It 
is imperative in the Standing Committee of 
Railways in Victoria. It i& imperative that all 
railway or public works proposals in New South 
Wal<'s shall be mbmitted to the committee for 
consider"tion and report. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Exactly 
the same here. 

Mr. TURLEY: Not at all. The hon. gentle
man know•· that as well as I do. There is no 
provision in the Bill whieh makes it imperative 
that every work which goes beyond a certain 
magnitude or beyond a certain cost shall be 
submitted to this committee. This has been on 
the tapis for ~ome time, and I will qnote the 
opininn nf the Premier and see whether that will 
satisfy the hon. p.-entleman, 

Mr. DAWSON: He does not believe the Premier. 
Mr. TURLEY: It is from the Courier of the 

28th of Febrnary, 1899. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : The Bill 

was not in existence then. 
Mr. TURLEY : \V e understand what was in 

existence then. 
Mr. LEAHY : That is six months ago. 

. Mr .. TURLEY: That is all right. Being 
J11terv1ewed at J\llaryboruugh, and >peftking of 
the Gdyndah Railway to a deputation, the hon. 
gentleman said this-

There were some adverse circumstances which did not 
aris~ with the Government of tl:te day. No railway conld 
be constructed tmlcss a report from the Commissioner 
for Hailways was laid upon the table of P,tr!iament, 
recommending the building of the line. It wa8 an 
unfortunate circumstance that .Ml'. Gray had sent in an 
adverse report. He (}Jr. Dickson) thought Mr. Gray 
could not have seen the district unrter the srtme cir
cumstances that he saw it, and he hnd reqnf-'sted him to 
make another vi~it, in order to mHke himself more 
conversant with it, and especially the lands that he (:.\fr. 
Dickson) saw. 

The PREii!IllR : That is correct. 
Mr. TURLEY: 
He certainly saw sufficient to ju~tify the country 

bein.g opened up. He might at once assure them that 
while be intended to propo~e to Parliament the forma~ 
tion of a works committee to deal \Vith a great question 
of the many bt·anch lines nsked for, there were lmes 
tbat had been before the country for year~. and he was 
prepared to include the Gayndah line in the list, which 
neert not go before the committee. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Oh, oh! 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : That is 

six months ago. 
Mr. TU.RLEY: This is an absolute, definite 

statement given at Maryboroug-h that the hon. 
gentleman intended to ]mss this line through 
without having any reference whatever to the 
committee. Now the hon. gentleman says it 
must go through the committee. 

The PREMIER: The money for that line was 
voted yr-,rs ago. 

Mr. TUHLEY : If the hon. gentleman will 
lo-ok through the records of this House he will 
find that money has not only been voted for that 
line, but that money has been voted, or borrowed 
rather, for the purpose of building a dozen other 
lines. The hon. genl~eman knows it. 

Mr. ANNEAR : Parliament passed it in 1884. 

Mr. JENKINSON: More shame it has not been 
built. 

Mr. TURLEY: It does not make the slightest 
bit of differ~nce whether it was passed in 1864 or 
1884 as far as this question is concerned. I am 
pointing out that it is not neces,ary or impera
tive that the Government shall submit any 
line to the committee it is proposed to appoint. 
The Secretary for Lands says it must be su, and 
I quote the opinion of the Premier, who gave a 
distinct promise that the merits of this particular 
line should not be submitted to the committee. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR PUBLIC LANDS : The 
Biil wa' not in existence then. 

:iVlr. TURLE Y: Not only that-but there was 
another case in which the hon. gentleman had 
very much the same to say. This is referring to 
other milwayc. He was speaking in the Ohilders 
district. He said-

They were avmre that lines which would cost in the 
ag:;regate £::W,OOO,OOO had been a",ked for, so it was out 
of tl1e power ot the Government to carry out all 
immediately. He intended, therefore, to appoint a 
parliamentary works committee to whom would be 
referred all the prGposals, and who would decide what 
lines should be proceetled wit.h. But in view of his 
opinion on agricultural line~. he wou~d in.sbt on a 
certain extent of them being proceeded with. 
Here we have the whole thing. The hon. gentle
m>Ln takes up this position-that he iutends to 
make this railway committee act as a buffer be
tween the Government and the members who are 
prepared to advocate and submit lines when they 
come down. It has been pointed out this after
noon that if this proposed committee brought up 
a report on any railway !Jroposal, that report 
would have to be considered by the House, and an 
bun. member who is supporting the second read
ing of this Bill (Mr. Story) argued that we 
should then be in exactly the same position as we 
are when the Government propose a railway with 
the recommendation of the Railway DepMtment 
and the sanction of the Commissioner. And that 
is exactly the po•ition the House would be in, 
with this difference, that the Government would 
have the assi,tance of the members composing 
the committee to carry the railway through the 
Honse. It has also been pointed out that if this 
Bill is passed members of the House will canvass 
for votes for appointment on the committee. 
Here are the opinions of one or two n1mnbers of 
the New South Wales Parliament on that ques
tion. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Why do you give the 
opinions of one or two? 

lVIr. TURLEY : I cannot read the whole of 
them, unles> the hon. gentleman is prepared to 
stay here for an indefinite period. 

The PRE~IIER : \Vbo are they? Are they 
in oppo~ition? 

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. member for In
verell, Jl.fr. Oruicbhank, is one, and he says-

It ls a painlulthing to have to go through what take• 
place hel e wlten we are electing- the committee. vre 
are practically followed abotu for days by members 
who "'ay, "Give so-and-so a vote," as if it were a parw 
liameutary general election. Hon. members pledge 
themselves and often vote for men whom they would 
not elect if iG were not for the c ... nvusR that goes on. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR PUBLIC LANDS : You can 
sav the same of "'en, bees of Porliament. 

"Mr. TU HLEY : I admit that there is a Jot of 
that done at the tirre of a general election, but 
what I wish to point ont now is that this is the 
opinion of members of the Parliament,,£ New 
South Wales in regard to lhe a)Jpointment of 
me m hers of the works committee in tha~ 
colony. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR PUBLIC LANDS : The 
majority do not think so. 

Mr. TURLEY : A very large number of them 
are of that opinion. The Act was amended in 
1897, and the number of the committee reduced 



Railways Standing [14 NOVEMBER.] Committee Bill. 969 

from thirteen to seven, and the remuneration 
considerably reduced; and if the hon. gentleman 
will look up the New South Wales Hansard for 
the following year he will find that the matter 
was di,cussed on a motion for adjournment, 
and that during that discussion many member; 
signified that they would vote for the abolition 
of the committee if the :ruestion were brought 
before the House in a concrete form. Here is 
another opinion, that of the hon. member for 
Murrumbidgee, Mr. Fitzpatrick, an opinion 
expressed at the time the amending Act was 
going through the New South Wales Assembly-

The present arrangements in connection with the 
committee make the appointments f:O many bribes to 
certain memilers of this House to follow the .JTinistry of 
the day. When a committee is about to be appointed, 
you will find men going about the House canvassing 
and touting to get members to vote for them. This is 
not right. A.n appointment to the committee is a sort 
of bribe to silence certain hon. members. 1Vill you 
ever find those members voting against the Governrrient 
while they hold their position? 1\~ot much. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : That iR 
an argument against all committees. 

Mr. TURLEY: It is not an argument against 
all committees, and the hon. gentleman knows 
that as well as I do. It is not an argument 
against select committees, who do their work 
without pay, and do it efficiently. From what 
Ministers have said regarding this proposal it 
appears that there is going to be very little con
sideration given to the proposals that will be 
submitted to the committee. In September last 
a deputation waited on the Premier in reference 
to a work at Rockhampton, which it WRS said 
would involve an additional cost of £31,000, and 
urged that that, extra cost should not be taken 
into consideration. And lmly last Tuesday, 
the 7th of November, the Secretary for 
Railways received at Rockhampton a deputa
tion who asked that the G lads tone rail way line 
should be made direct to the Rockhampton 
railway station, and the Minister, so the report 
says, "promised that the matter should be 
submitted to the proposed parliamentary cvm· 
mittee, which would prob:<bly not dehy inatters 
more than two days." Here is a matter which 
has been agitated for in Rockhampton for some 
time, and whicil will involve a very large 
expenditure, and the hon. g,,ntlemau says in 
effect, "We have a sort of dummy committee to 
whom we will refer this matter, and they will be 
able to pass it through in two days." 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Its merits 
are so self-evident. 

Mr. TURLEY: It is not a question of the 
merits of the proposal to be submitted. The 
Secretary for Rail ways pointed out the other 
night that there would be no delay in dealing 
with railway proposals this se"ion. Here we 
are in the middle of November, and yet thehon. 
gentleman states that it is nece,sary, in order to 
get on with the rail way proposals of the session, 
that this Bill should be passed, a committee 
appointed, and the proposals of the Government 
for the session referred to that committee. 

The SECRETARY FOR ltAILWAYS: ~ot all the 
proposak 

Mr. TURLEY: I do not say all the proposals; 
I say the proposals for the se,sion. The hon. 
gentleman says practically that there is no neces
sity for the committee to get evidence, no neces
sity for them to go outside of Brisb:<n<>, but that it 
will be sufficient for them to get the evidence 
now at tbe railway office in Brisbane, and make 
their report on that evidence. V\Tbat a huge 
farce the whole thing is ! 

.Mr. nEAHY: Can't we do the same thing? 
Mr. TURLEY : I cunsider that this House is 

better able to deal with that evidence than a 
committee. If ever there was an attempt made 
by a Government to evade their responsibilities, 

this is a deliberate attempt in that direction by 
the present Government, because there are 
a number of requests at the present time 
for railways in different parts of the colony. 
If the plans, sections, and books of r~ference '?f 
these railways are rt~ady now, why 1s not th1s 
House as well able to judge of them as it has 
been previously ? As pointed out by the 
Secretctry for Lands some time ago, the system 
of dealing with railway proposals in this House 
was altered. The time was when Governments 
used to submit a railway policy to the House, 
and say they were prepared to stand or ~all b.Y 
it. But a Government found themselves m th1s 
position : That they could not afford to fall by 
their milway policy, and the result was that they 
said they were prepared to come down with 
railwa,ys and 1nake them non·party questions, 
and then if the House refused to pass them there 
would be no responsibility attaching to the 
Government, a11d there would be no dang·er of 
the Government being passed out. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : And that 
altered system was generally ap[Jroved. 

Mr. TURLEY: Now they are not prP.pared 
to go even to that extent. They are not prepared 
to submit any railway policy at all even as a 
non-party matter, and allow hon. members to 
deal with it as they have done before. The hon. 
gentleman says now that it is necessary they 
should have this buffer erected between the 
Minister and the importunate member advo
cating a particular line. I do not think a solitary 
argument has been brought torward yet wby we 
sh<mld have this committee with the object of 
having it as a buffer between this House and t!;te 
Minister. In spite of a,Jl that has been sa1d 
by the Secretary for Ra,iJways with regard 
to the public works committee in New South 
vVales having saved the country millions, 
I do not think they have saved millions at all. 
vVe might just as well say-though I do. not 
suppose the h<m. gentleman would agree to 1t to 
anything like the same extent-we might just as 
well claim that the members who were here in 
Opposition in 1895 saved the country a very 
large sum of money because they would not 
sanction the Mirani to Cattle Creek rail way. 

Mr. BROWNE : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. TURLEY: vVould hon. gentlemen give 

them credit for having Baved the country a large 
sum of money in that connection? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : It was a 
loss. 

Mr. TURLEY : That is just the position. I 
remember that that was a line in tbe hon. gentle
man's own electorate. vV e "anted to prevent 
what we considered a job being put upon the 
country, and the hon. gentleman says it wa,s a 
grr"at lose because th>tt line was not carried out. 

Mr. LEAHY: You did not save the bridge? 
Mr. 'l'URLEY: No, they got the bridge on 

that occasion, and in the long list furnished by 
the Secretary for Railways I think there are 
some eight or ten miles of tha't same railway in
cluded. Members on this side did not say they 
had "aved a large sum of money to the country, 
but what they did say was that they had pre
vented the Government from putting up what 
was a very patent job upon the country. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR PUBLIC LANDS : You had 
to say something, you know. 

Mr. TURLE Y : They did not claim they had 
saved a huge sum of money. If the Government 
come down here with a huge railway policy and 
say, "Here are a dozen rail ways we propose to 
go on with," it is not because the House does not 
appro;e of all those railways that they thus save 
a huge sum of money for the country. 

The SECRETARY lWR PUBLIC LANDS : They 
claim it invariably, 
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Mr. TURLEY : I do not know that they 
make !""Y such c_laim. They simply say that 
accordmg to the Circumstances di,closed in con
nection \vith a certain railway they do not in 
t?eir opinion consider it necessary at the present 
t1me, or they may oppose it "imply because in 
the opinion of members of the House circum
stance' point to the fact that there are railways 
more urgently needPd than the one submitted at 
the time by the Mini,ter. I think it is far better 
that membere of the House should have an 
opportunity of convincing themselves of the 
necessity for a line. In my opinion the best 
system that could be introduced iu connection 
with proposals of tbis s0rt is that the proposals 
should come down to the House in the one session 
and be bruught on for cnnsideration in the next, so 
that I? embers would in the mean lime be able to go 
and find out on the1r own accPunt, so far as they 
were able to justify themselves, as to the necessity 
for the lines an<l the probability of their payinu 
after they were built. 'They would be able, In that 
way, in the next ses,ion, to deal with the lines 
better than they can pos,ibly be when they are 
simply thrown down on the table before them, 
and they are a>ked to deal with them straight 
away. Not only have you got all the eYidence 
practically that yon will get by this committee 
that is to be appointed, but you have the O!Jininn 
of the experts of the dep>tr! ment, the men who 
are sent out to cnnducr· the "urveys, and who 
have been acquainted with railway construction 
for year> past. You have also the opinion of 
officials of the Lands Department who are 
able to go ont and report upon the class of 
country thr1•ugh w hi eh the line will probably 
run, the demand for land in the district, and 
what the land is fit for, Then you have infor
mation as to the probable amount of produce to 
be carried on the line after it is constructed, 
An<l the result is, I take it, that with all this 
evidence, and with a man at the head of affairs 
in the railway office who is prepared to do as 
the Rail way Cornmissi<mer has done in the case 
of this Gayndah raih· ay-report to Parhamen• 
that in his opinion the line should not be bnilt
I. thin~ ~his House will b,~ prepared to _abide by 
h1s demswn sooner than by the dt'cistnn of a 
co?Imittee. app0inted in the wrcy it is proposed 
this comrmttee shall be appointed. As pointed 
out by the leader of the Opposition, we have 
here a propos~l for the u ppointment of a 
committee altogether differently constituted 
horn that in operation anywhere else. \Vhy 
should the chairman of this committee be 
singled out to be appointed by the Gvvernor 
in Council? Is it because there is some 
one particular person who is to be appointed 
chairman, and who is in that way to be -s~atisfie<l 
in some way or anot.her to secure bis allegiance 
to lhe Government? Is that the reason the 
Government have .kept in their hands the 
appoint.nent of the chnirman of a committee of 
this sort.? Can any hon. gentleman on the other 
side tell us where in any of the other cr•lonies 
there is a committee conBtituted in that way? 
Can they pnint to any of the other colonies 
where the Government have said it was arlvis
able that they should put in their own man a" 
chairman of such a committee? In all the 
other Acts I have been able to get hold of it is 
provided thi>t after the appointment of members 
of the committee the members themselves elect 
their chairman and vice-chairman, and get on 
with the business. It oeems to me that even in 
the event of this Bill g-oing through-and I 
sincerely hope it won't, because I believe 
that instead of facilitating railway constrnc
tion in Queensland it will be the means of 
blocking it. Hon. gentleman have saiCI that they 
are not prepared to come down at the present 
time With ra1lways concerning which they have 

all the information in the railway office, and 
allow members to exercise their own opinion 
upon them ; but they are pre]Jared to do so if 
they are oure they will be able to get the sup
port of the members of this committee. It was 
pointed out by the hon. member for Murrum
bidgee, in the New South \Vales Parliament, 
that the Minister thonght he would be able to 
get, as mentioned by the hon. rnt-mber for 
Balnnne, a considerable amount of assistance and 
support from the members of this committee if 
it was ap]Jointed. 

Mr. DAwso:-r: It was holding out bribes. 
Mr. TURLEY: That is practically what it 

means. It was pointed out there that that was 
what was done in New South \Vales-just a 
bribing of men to support the prop1wals of the 
Government ''hi eh they would otherwise never 
have snpported. 

The TREASURER: The Opposition appointed 
the last New South Wales Public Works Corn~ 
mit.tee. 

:Yir. TURLEY : Oh, no. 
The TnEASt:RER: Yes, they did. 
Mr. TURLEY : The hon. g-entleman knows 

when that committee was first appointed. He 
knows it was in 1888, cmd he knows exactly the 
reason why that committee was brought about
to act in the way it is considered it will act here 
in Queensland, simply as a buffer between the 
Government :..nd the House in connection with 

their railway proposals. Just take 
[9 p.m.] what we have seen during the last 

four months since the election. Tbe 
Secretary for Railways has been going ronnd the 
diffflrent parts of the colony, and deputations 
have waited on him and asked him for railways. 
He has been asked if he would h,ne a survey 
made in one place and a railway bnilt in another 
place, and the hon. gr ntleman has been using the 
buffer the whole time-" I don't know about 
this. There is a great deal to be said in favour 
of your railway. It would possibly be wise if 
we had a tr;al survey to see what can be done, 
bnt you know we are going to h:we a parlia
mentary railways committee, and if a pl'opose~l 
is bnhmitted to the House it will be submitted 
to the railways committee, and you know we 
shall have to act on their recommendation." 
Now, it is nothing of the snrt. 'I'he hon. gentle
nmn has simply been using it fm the object 
intended-the same object as the Government 
had in view when they introduced the guarantee 
principle into our railway legislation to protect 
Mini,tries from tbe· importunities of electorates 
wanting railway commnmcation. 

Mr. BROWNE: Don't you think !Ylinisters 
ought to be protected? 

Mr. TURLEY: I don't think they should. 
I think, as wae pointed out by the hon. member 
for Brisbane North, they shonld bave sufficient 
backbone to bring down their own railway )'ro
posals and lay them on the table, and let members 
decide whether they are prepared to accept those 
railwaye or whether in their opinion there are 
rail ways more urgently needed in other parts of 
the colony. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Ve have 
suffici<mt ba"kbone for that. 

Mr. TURLEY : The hrm. gentleman says they 
are not going to bring them dnwn unh,ss they 
sntmit them to this pmticular committee. It 
has been pointed ont that it would not do for 
Ministers to bring down their railways in the 
ordinary way because there would be a c•msider
able amount of opposition 'by members who bad 
little railways of their own which did not·hi>ppen 
to be laid Pn the table and they would not vote 
for any railway that might be submitted for that 
reason. But I do not think that is so. l\ly ex
perience has taught me that when railways have 
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been submitted they have received fair con
sideration at the hand3 of members, and the only 
time they have been cast out has been when there 
has been sufficient evidence tu show either by 
reference to a select committee or by reference 
to the report submitted by the responsible 
officers of the Railway Department that there 
was no use in going on with the railway, 
as it was not urgently needed, and if con
structed it would be at a dead loss. As far as 
I can see, the Minister for Rail ways has given 
us practically no inform11tion on the second read
ing. He toid us there were a very large number 
of railways to be built-some bundrecls of miles 
-but that was told us some months ago. Then, 
the hon. gentleman simply sa.ys we require this 
because it. has been of u'e in the other colonies. 
Because it has been to some extent effective 
in New South \Vales, Vicl!oria copied it from 
New South \Vales; but, aH the hon. member 
for Bri~bane North pointed out, in Victoria 
they have gone a long way towards rubbing 
the committee out there, and I think the com
mittee is better left alone. Let the Uovern
ment come down with their railway proposals 
and lay them on the table this seseion, and 
let members have an opportunity of knowing 
where they are and what the cost is going 
to be. . Let them make irH1uiries on their 
own if they wish, or refer the lines to select 
committee", to whom power can be given to 
obtain the same information as conld be obtained 
by this proposed committee ; and next session 
let members come here prepared to deal with 
those rail way propo,als on their merits, and not 
have any side influence hrought in by which 
members may be unduly influenced to stlpport a 
railway policy which they otherwise would be 
preiJared to vote ag:>inst. . 
* The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G. 
Foxton, Carnarvon): I think the hon. gentleman 
who has just spoken has furnished as strono· 
arguments in favour of the proposal as any hon~ 
gentleman who has spoken on this side of the 
House. 

l'vir. LEAHY : That would not be saying mnch. 
The HuMg SECRETARY: I do not bay 

it is saving much, but the hon. member has 
given stronger arguments perhaps than those 
which have been used bv members on this side in 
favour of the Bill. The hon. member for Bris
bane South, I think, and also the hon. mem
ber for Brisbane North have both implied that 
this is to be a buffer which is to relieve the 
Government of certain responsibilities. That I 
utterly deny, and the hon. gentleman who has 
just spoken has furnished the best argument 
to prove that Kuch is not the case because he 
pointed out, and very properly, that the practice 
hitherto htts been-of bte years at all events 
-that railways submitted by tbe Government 
have not been regarded as p"rty questions, that 
each rail way has been submitted on its medts 
and so dealt with, and that it did not neces
sarily mean that because a rail way was 1 ej,,cted 
by this House after h<tving b,,en submitted by 
the Governmnnt that therefore the Governrnent 
must resign. If that is so-and I submit that 
this is the fact--where is the necessity for 
the buffer? There is no necessity for a buffer. 
That is so from the point of view taken 
by the hon. munher who haH just spoken. 
He implied by the use of the word "buffer" 
that this was for the purpose of relieving the 
Government of responsibility, and of saving its 
skin, so to spPak-nf preventing the ri,k of 
the Government coming down with any railway 
which might be rejected after they had sub
mitted it to the House. If, as the hon. member 
says, the railway proposals, the indivirltwl pro
posal of any Government in this House are not 
;party questions, then what has the Government 

to fear from the rejection of any particular rail
way? None whatever. The hon. gentleman 
furnished the \ery best argument why this can
not be regarded in any sense as a buffer for the 
purpose of protecting the Government in the 
way he suggested. · 

Jl.ir. TURLEY : You secure the support uf the 
members of the committee. 

'fhe HOME SEORETAEY: The hon. mem
ber referred to speeches delivered by my col
ltdgue, the Premier, us far back as l<'ehruary, 
and pointed out, probably with perfect correct
ness, tbat the Premier had at that time intimated 
that certain lines, or a certain line, would not be 
submitted to this comn,ittee. It is quite pos
sible-surely the hon member c:>n percci ve that 
it is possible-that one member of a Government 
might, Lefore the Bill was drafted at all, h:we 
had ,;ews with regard to the particular con
struction and draftmg of this Bill, which were 
not ultimately adopted after it had been sub
mitted to the whole of his colleagues, and had 
received dibCUcsion and consider·ation at their 
hands. I may say that I thought at one time that 
there were cert:tin lines in this colony which any 
Government might venture to submit to the House 
without their g-oing through the ordeal of examina
tion by a parliamentary committee and as is pro
posed. National lines they might be called
although most hon. members who have lines in 
their pockets are apt to regard their own par
ticular line as a national line. 

lVlr. TURLEY : The Commissioner did not 
regard that line as a national line. 

The HO ;riB SECRETARY: I myself was of 
that opinion with regard to one particular line, and 
have so expressed myself in public. That par
ticular line is the line from Gladstone to Hock
hampton, a line which I suppose is the one which 
any impartial man, discociated from the politics 
of the country, and yet having a full knowledge 
of the necessities and needs of the various 
dietricts, would say was a line which might be 
re<>arded as one which would go through this 
House almost without discussion. Yet I am 
thoroughly satisfied that if the Government 
were to come down to-monow and submit that 
line by itself without referring it to this particu
lar committee that is looming in the future, it 
would not pass this House. 

Hon. E. B. ]'oR REST: I should think not. 
\Vhy should you except one particular line? 

The HO .ME SECRETARY: The hon. mem
ber will vote for the secomi reading of the Bill 
if he goes on like this. He asks why should we 
except one line? For the very re,.son that most 
peuple would regard the Gladstone to Rock
hampton line as one which might be selected for 
separate treatment. 

Mr. GLASSEY: I am one of them. 
The HOME SEORETAR Y: So am I ; never

the!e,s I realiRe the fact that if it were sub
mitted to the House at present it would not pass. 

i\1r. GLASSEY: I think it would. 
Tbe HOME SECRETARY: The hon. mem

ber for North Brisbane, who Eeems to speak for 
the Hon"'" as well as for himself, says it would 
not. Of course, that is merely a matter of 
opinion; but I understand, from the best som·ces 
of information at the disposal of the Government, 
that if that line were submitted it would not suc
ceed in going through. In l<'ebruary or before, I 
myself happemd to be speaking on this question, 
and I expressed an opinion then that that line 
was one which the Government might so venture 
upon ; and my own colleague, in exacJy the 
same way, took exactly the same view with 
regard to the Gayndah line. He probably ex
presHed himself in the way the hon. member for 
South Brisbane has mentioned. But when you 
come to analyse the feelir,g-s and the views of 
various hon. members, or of little l;iroupa of hon. 
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members, with regard to certain lines, yon see 
that the majority of the House would absolutely 
reject them. 

Mr. TURLEY : Hence the necessity for the 
buffer. 

The HOME SECRE'l'ARY: But the com
mittee will not be used as a buffer in the v. ay 
implied by the hon. members for North and 
South Brisbane--a buffer to save the Govern
ment from defeat on matters which, as the hon. 
member for Brisbane South admits, are not 
party questione. Now, let us go back to the 
days of the £10,000,000 loan--

Mr. TURLEY: That is ancient history. 
The HOME SECRETAH,Y: But it is very 

valuable history, and it teaches us a very big 
lef'son. The hon. member for Brisbane South 
H<:tts r'lct.tu lllHHi 111 liut: pa::sL we uave uoue very we11. 
I say that in the past we have made the most 
egregious blunders. 

Mr. TURLEY: I did not say we have done very 
well. 

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon. mem
ber said we had succeeded very well in the pa8t 
without the assistance of the reports of any 
committee like the one proposed. In making 
that statement the hon. member is altoget.her 
mistaken. He can scarcely have studied the 
question of railway construction in the colony 
during the last fifteen years. 

Mr. TURLEY: I did not make that statement, 
became I know very well that blunders have 
heen made. 

The HOME SECRETARY: We shall see that 
when Hansa1·d appears. At all events, whether 
the hon. member said so or not, it is the case 
that we have made egregious blunders as a 
Parliament-blunders which I sincerely hnpe 
will never be repeated in the history of the 
colony-and we are endeavouring by the estab
lishment of such a committee as this-such as 
has been established in the southern colonies 
-to avoid those errors, and to introduce a 
buffer, not in the way the hon. member implied, 
but as a means by which larger knowledge 
shall be afforded in the shape of evidence 
from all quarterq with regard to the lines sub
mitted to the House by the G"vernment. The 
hon. member for South Brisbane mentioned 
the fact, and endeavoured to make capital 
out of it, that the word "may " is used with 
regard to the reference of those rail ways instead 
of "shall." I am not going to argue the ques
tion whether this word" may" is imperative or 
not. It will he a very simple thing, in com
mittee, to substitute "shall," if the hem. member 
or anybody else is not satisfied with the word as 
it stands. But there came an interjection from 
another hon. member to the effect thot the House 
might refuse to adopt any particular line on the 
report. of the committee. Of course that is so. 
Parliament is supreme. With regard to any !aN, 
if both Houses of Parliament agree to set it 
aside, they can do so; but any line which the 
Government had the temerity to introduce with
out first submitting it to the committee would 
not be looked at by the House for a moment, and 
therefore it is perfectly immaterial whether you 
use u shall" or "1nay." Returning to the point 
raised by the hon. member for Briobane South
that the Premier had ~aid with regard to a cer
tain line-I do not know which it was, he was 
aprarently quoting from some paper--

Mr. Tc:RLEY: The line to Chilrlers. 
The HOME SECRETARY: That it would 

not take more than two days. 
Mr. TURLEY: No; that was the Secretary for 

Railways. 
The HOME SECRETARY: I thought he 

was refer1ing to the line from Gladstone to 
Rockhampton, I do not see, from my point of 
view, or perhaps from the point of view of the 

Secretary for Railways, or perhaps from the 
point of view of the majority of the members of 
the House, that the consideration of that line 
and the question of its utility and value to the 
country, would take any committee more than a 
week or a fortnight to consider. Of course the 
expression "two days" is a mere figure of speech. 
I say it would not take more than a week or a 
fortnight for the reason that it is so obvious that 
the line should be constructed. l havA already 
stated my firm belief that even under these cir
cumstances, if the line were submitted to this 
.House at the present moment, and excepted from 
the operation of the Bill, it would not receive the 
assent of Parliament-the time required is so 
short, that it should receive the imprimatur of 
the committee. That appears to me, and ap
JJarernly [,0 t.ne !lOll, IIleHIUer IV!' IJUUI;H .Ul'lt:!Ui:tHt::, 

as quite obvious. There is no question about 
any alternative route. The only question that 
can arise is when the line shall be built. I sub
mit, having regard to these considerations, that 
any hon. member who opposes this Bill is doing 
so--I will not say for the purpose of blocking 
railway construction-but the effect "ill be to 
delay railway cons>ructinn. 

An Ho:'!OVRABLE MEMBEH ; Nonsense ! 
The HOME SECRETARY: It is all very 

well for the hon. member to say "Nonsense," 
but we know that in 1884, when the £10,000,000 
loan was submitted, not one of the railways 
propose l at that time would have passed if they 
had not been bunched together. 

MEliiBERS on the Government side: Hear, 
hear! 

The HOME SECRETARY: Do hem. mem
bers desire that that should be repeated in this 
colony? Yet that is what will happen if this 
Bill is rejected. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! Non
sense. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Yes, because if 
one or two railw.ys are bUbmitted alone, they 
will he rejected by the Rouse, for the reason ttlat 
every hem. member, or a majority of hon. mem
bers, are interested in other lines, to w hi eh they 
think precedence should be given. The conse
quence will be that hon. members will be c,Jm
pelled to advance reasons why a particular line 
should not be passed while their own particular 
line is neglected. vVe all know what the eff, .. ct 
of that will be. All other lines will have to be 
submitted one by one, or else submitted in a 
bunch, and then thece will be a repetition of the 
£10,000,000 loan business, or something worse. 

Mr. FrsHER: There was no Labour party in 
1884. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I know exactly 
what the Labour party will do. They oppose 
everything the Government submit, altogether 
apnrt from tbe merits of the c><se. 

MEliiBERS of the Opposition: No, no! What 
about the Elections Bill and federation? 

The H0:\5E SECRETARY: Experience and 
facts speak stronger than these interjections. It 
has been said that the appointm<·nt of a select 
committee would b8 more advantageous, and 
more economical, and more effective than a stand
ing committee. But it must be obvious to hon. 
members and to the country that this is not so, 
because we have had in the p:1st a selwt com
mittee in another Chamber sitting on every 
railway submittei, and that did not prevent the 
evils of the £10,000,000 loan. As pointed out by 
the l\1 inister for Lands, that committee dealt 
with the particular line submitted to them 
without c·msidering its bea.rings or merits in 
connection with any other lines. In that 
respect the duties of that committee ha~·e been 
carried out in what I would characterrse as a 
most perfunctory way No doubt they threw a 
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little light on a particular line, but the informa
tion did not save the country from the huge ex
penditure that might well have been saved. 
There is another serious objection to a select 
committee. Even if one select committee could 
take into consideration all the lines that could 
be connected together or associated with one 
another, the rnembers comprising that comnlit
tee could only sit during the se,sion, while mem
bers are fully occupied with their legislative 
duties, not only hy their attend ><nee at the 
House, but owing to che fact that they have to 
prepare for the business coming before the 
House. \Vith reg.a·d to the standing committees 
in the southern colo"ies, the largc,r pare-the 
more valuable portion-of their work is carried 
out during the recess, when the members of that 
committee have leisure and opportnnity to go 
into the matter" submitted to them; thRy hc,ve 
time to gather informo,tion by travelling over 
different parts of the colony much more readily 
than when the House i" sitting. Another sugges
tion is that we should have a permanent board 
appointed. That proposition presenter! itself to 
my mind when this standing committee was first 
mooted, but after some consideration I thought 
it was not desirable. The members of such a 
board would be at the beck and call of the 
Government, as Civil sen·ants, or their positions 
would have to be assured to a large extent, as 
the positions of the members of the Public 
Service Board, or the members of the Land 
Court or the judges are. Let me point this out 
as far as administration is concerned-and this 
is purely a matter of admini,tration-we have 
already bad irresponsible boards; and if a long 
term of office were secured to merpbers of a 
board like that at high sc;]aries--as they would 
have to be-there would be the possibility that 
Parliament would find its duty very irksome 
indeed. Besides, the Land Court, which was 
quoted in this connection, performs functions of 
a tot>tlly different character. The Land Court 
would not have ils status or independence 
secured to it if it did not perform judicial 
functions. That is the reason why the Land 
Court is clothed with ab,olute independence, 
and I do not think it is desirable to hand over 
these questions to any such board as the Land 
B'Jard. Now, we have heard a good dt',<l about 
the opinions expressed-both in New South 
'Wales and Victorht-with regard to the inadvisa
bility of continuing these standing committees 
in these colonies. The hon. member for Inverell, 
Mr. Cruichhank, was quoted as one who made 
some scathing remarks with regard to the 
canvassing that is carried on for appointments 
on those committees in New South \V ales ; but 
I ask hon. mc·mbers whether that would be likely 
to influence the whole House. Possibiy weak 
members might pledge themselves to give support 
to certain members, but surely the whole House 
acting as one body can be relied upon to counter
act any such influence as that. 

Mr. J<'rsmm : It would have a demoralising 
effect. 

The HOME SECRETARY: In what way? 
Supposinganybodydid c cnvassforthese positions, 
does it follow that the House would adopt their 
suggestions in thi,, way. Not a bit of it. Not 

one bit more would it affect the 
[9·30 p.m.J final choice of the Home than 

the mere can va,,sing with regard to 
the choice o£ the electors when they elect repre
sentatives to come into this House. 

l'vir. LEAHY: That is pretty r.mgh on the men 
who are canvassing, and say they are promised 
by the Government. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I know nothing 
ab:•ut that. 

Mr. J ENKINSON : Oh don't you? We do. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I understand 
that no promises have been made. I do not 
know what the hon. member knows. Has he 
been promised? If he has he can speak for 
himself. 

Mr. JENKINSON: I know what I have been 
told. · 

The HOME SECRETARY: Exactly. The 
hnn. member knows what he has been told. 
\Vhat does that mean? Does the hon. member 
kn>JW that everything he hae been told is the 
truth? Does he believe everybody who crams 
yarns into his ears. ' 

Mr. JENKINSON: I should take what you said 
with a grain of salt. 

The HOME bECRETARY: Probably the 
hon. member would. I do not know that I am 
more untruthful than any other member of the 
House, anrl vet the hon: member is prepat eel to 
belieY<> it because somebody has told him that 
promises have been made. He is prepared to 
believe it and assert it as a fact. 

Mr. J ENKINSON : I did nothing of the sort. 
You are misrepresenting me. You are con
stantly doing it. 

Tbe HOME SECRETARY: Let it rest at 
that. We will appe<tl to Hansard when it comes 
out as to whether what I say is correct, 

i\1r. JENKINSON: Y on should not accuse me of 
saying what I did not say. 

The HOME SECRETARY: What I said 
was this, and I will say it again: I distinctly 
said that so far as my knowledge went no pro
mise had been made, and the hon. member said 
I was wrong, 

Mr. JE:>KJNSON: I did nothing of the sort. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Then what did 

the hrm. member say? 
Mr. JENKINSON: Y on have fallen into a hole, 

and I will not help you out. 
The HOME SJ<:CRETARY: The hon. mem

ber is not gn m e. 
iVIr. JEXKINSON: T am game for you, anyway. 
The HOME SECRETARY: When Hansard 

corne• out it will be seen that the hon. member 
interjected and contradicted me when I said no 
promises had been made. He said something 
about "we know something about that," or 
" we can tell a diff<crent tale." vVhat does the 
hon. member mean except that I am not telling 
what is true? 'The hon. member may interject, 
and quibble, and wrigf(le as much as he likes. 

Mr. JENKINSON: I am not quibbling or 
wriggling. 

The HOME SECRETARY: He said what 
I sa.id was nrJt true; that no promises were 1nade. 
Let him tell me his ;nformant. 

Mr. STEPHENSON: They have been pulling his 
leg. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Yes, somebody 
hae been pulling hio leg; but Hansa>·d will prove 
what was said. 

Mr. BROWNE: Bansa1"d is the te•t. 
,An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Poor Hansw·d. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Why, the 

Premier said exactly the same thing, and yet 
the hon. member had the temerity to say that 
he and his people knew better. 

Mr. ,TENKINSON: I was not in the Chamber 
when be was speaking. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Well, I have 
very little more to say, but I 'hould like to ask 
hon. members, knowing what they do know, 
jurlging by their own experience, and knowing 
the scant courtesy which any railway which is 
brought hrward purely as an individual line will 
receive at t,he hands of the Legislative Assembly, 
what is going to take the place of this standing 
committee if we are to have any railway con
struction at all? I 'ay thct the imprimatur of 
such a body must be acceptable to the House. 
The hon. member for Brisbane North, Mr. 
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Forrest, speaks of one line in which I am per· 
sonally interested, perhaps more than he is
the border line. I do not knowwhetheritiq that 
he does not know the Legislative Assembly as 
well as I do, but I know that if that line were 
~uhmitted to the Legislative Assembly to-morrow 
It would be thrown out by a large lllajority. 

Hon. E. B. FoRREST : How do you know? 
The HOME SECRETARY: I am pPrfectlv 

certain of it. • 
Mr. LEAHY : This House would have a ri!'ht 

to do what it likes. 
The 'HOME SECRETARY: Of course it 

would, and it would have a right to throw that 
line out. Then let us come to a line in which the 
hon. member for Bulloo is interestPd-the line 
from Cunnamnlia to Thargomindah. What 
cha.nce would that have? 

Mr. LEAHY: I :would never ask you for it. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Does the hon. 

member say he does not wan~ it? 
Mr. LEAIIY: I sav let it go on its merits. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Take any line 

which is dear to any member of the House. 
Take the Gayndah line. It is the opinion of 
many people that that line would go through 
valuable country. 

Hon. E. B. FORREST : The committee is not 
going to determine ell the,e. 

The HOME SECRETARY: The com
mit.tee will have so much to sav on the various 
lines that the House will he able to deal with them 
far more effectively than it can do at pres••nt, and 
hon. members, I am certain, will be far m••re ready 
to accept the verdict of the' committee than to 
accept the line withont their verdict. 

Hon. E. B. FortREST : That is your assump· 
tion. 

The HOME SECRETARY: It may be my 
assumplion, but it is ha,P,d on the experience of 
the southern colonies. 

Hon. E. B. FORREST: No. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Yes. 
Hon. K B. FoRREIST: No. 
Th" HOM~; SECRETARY: Yer,. However, 

I differ from the hon. member. I am, at all 
events, very well sati,fied that whether it is this 
Government, or any other Government that snc
eeeds it, if this Go,·ernment goes down upon the 
Bill, they will not be able to cwry through any 
railway policy without some such cor11mittee as 
this-some committ.,e that will throw light on 
the question as each particular line comes up
and, speaking for myself, setting aside mere 
m:tt.ters of detail. such as the election of the 
committee and so forth, I cannot conceive of any 
more competent tribunal to which lines could be 
submitted than tlmt which iR now proposed 
a11d which has be"n eminently successful in the 
other colonies. 

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): ·when the Home 
Secretary got up tn reply to the able speech of 
the hon. member for Brisbane South, Mr. 
Tnrley, I certainly thought we were going to 
have some fresh li.Rht thrown upon the subject
some arguments in fa.vour of the propos:;l of the 
Government--something we harl not heard be
fore. But it seems to me that the hon. member 
hM devoted himself to making the House look 
ridiculous, becan"e his statements are distinctly 
in opposition to facts tbat happened during the 
hst seven years since I have been in the Hi>nse. 
In the first place the hon. memher spoke of the 
commitlcee dealing with certain lines ,,f railway, 
and pointed out how, although everybody here 
knew that those lines were essential, nobody 
outside the Honse knew it, and if placed before 
the committee in two days, or at the outside, ,. 
week, they would pass them, but if not the 
House would reject them. 

The HOME SECRETARY : I think you misunder
stood me. 

Mr. BROVvNE: The hon. gentleman par· 
ticularised and mentioned the line between 
Glaclsl.one and Rockhampton. He pointed out 
how every body was practically agreed that that 
line was necessary, and he exempted it from 
review by the committee; but to show how 
necessary the committee was, he said although 
it might not go through as quickly as the Secre· 
tary for I~ailways said-two days-he said at 
least in a week it would go through, and yet he 
s>tid he was convinced from what -he knew that 
if put before the House now it would be rejected. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Ask the member for 
Bri>'b<tne North what. he thinks. 

Mr. BHOWNE: Whu.t does that mean? It 
means that we have got to thrs p>tss-that 
seventy-two members of tbis House are not com
petent to deal with sixty miles of railway, but we 
muot hand it over t<Y six or seven men selected 
from the House by all sorts of means-good, 
bad, and indifferent; and they are to override 
the will of the present Parli.,ment. 

Mr. LEAHY: And they will very likely be the 
weakest men in the Chamber. 

1\fr. BitOvVNE: The chances are that they 
will, as the hon. member says, be the weakest 
men in the Chamber. I cannot help remember
ing some very strong words used on one occa
sion by the gentleman who was the political 
creator of the present Government-Sir Thomas 
Mcllwraith-when he said, "What dirty tools 
you have sometimes to use in politics," and 
when you havp. to use tools it is a fact that you 
do not choose the ablest men. 

The HoJVIE SECRETARY: Do not forget that the 
House will select them. 

:Mr. BROWNE: I have a very good idea of 
what the Ho:~se selecting means. I was rather 
surprised at the Home Secretary in regard to 
another matter. 'fhe hon. gentleman said that 
since 1893, as fast as rail v.-ays were propo"ed to 
the House thf'y were rejected, because hon. 
members wanted to get their own lines passed. 
Now, the most railways ;;ince 1893 were intro
duced in 18fl5, and I would not be certain, but I 
think that the Mirani Creek railway was the 
only one of the batch that was rejected-and 
that was the only one that happened to be sub
mitted to a select committee. 

The TREASUHER : There were more rejected 
than that. There were the Esk and Redcliffe 
lines. 

Mr. BROWN I<~: The Redcliffe line was a 
guarantee line. 

The Hmm SEcrtETARY: All the less reason for 
throwing it out. 

Mr. J3ROWNE : I am speaking now of 
national lines that were submitted as a part of 
the Go.vernment policy, and that were to be built 
entirely by the State. I expect•·d that the Home 
Secretary would have advanced as an argument 
for the Bill that the House was too ready to pass 
lines, but instead of that the hon. gentleman used 
the very opposite argument, and said that the 
House wa" too ready to reject them. There 
are lines that were passed years and ye;,rs age 
by this H onse, and the money has been voted 
for them, but which have not been built yet. 

The TREASURER: What lines are tho"e? 
Mr. BROWNE: The Croydon-Georgetown 

line is one. 
The 'l'mJJASURER: 'I'hat was rejected by the 

other House. 
Mr. BJ:WWNE: We are dealing with this 

A'sembly. Then there is the Cloncurry line
one of those which syndicates are taking up 
now. Not only was that line passed, but very 
nearly £500,000stillstandson the Loan l<~stimates 
to its credit-part of the £10,000,000 loan, which 
the hem. gentleman alluded to. 

The 'frtEASURER : The plans have not been 
passed, 
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The HOME SECRETARY : The money was 
voted-that is all. 

Mr. BROWNE: I only point out that the 
argument must have been very weak when the 
Home Secrcetary, in reply to the hon. member 
for Brisbane South, has not given one solid 
aNument in favour of the Bill. In fact, it has 
been exactly the opposite, for about the only 
reason he has givc·n is that, in several instances, 
this committee will be able to do in its wisdom 
what this House in it,; wiodcnn previously decided 
not to do, 

Mr. LEAHY: This committe.e can do nothing. 
It can onlv beat the air. 

Mr. BROWNE : That is quite correct-it can 
do nothing. 

Mr. KJWGH : Let us go to a vote and be dune 
with it. (L -.nghter.} 

Mr. BROWNE : Going straight to the ques
tion, I may say that I am going to vote against 
the second reading of the Bill. 

The Ho11g SEcimTARY : Because the Govern
ment introduced it. 

Mr. BRO\YNE: It is not because the Govern
ment introduced it. I h,;ve voted on several 
occasions for things that the Government have 
introduced. I remember on one occa:,ion, when 
the hon. gentleman introduced a l .. t of amend
ments dealing with certain kinds of scrub, with 
unpronounceable Latin names, l supported him 
through half a sitting. 

The Ho~JE SEcRg'rARY: There must have been 
something wrong there, 

Mr. BROWNE: There mav have been some
thing wrong, because I did not "understand Latin, 
and I trusted to the hon. gentleman as a gnnd 
Latin scholar. I am not opposing the Bill 
because the Govemment introduced it. The 
New South \Vales committee is also a public 
works committee ; but thiB is only to deal with 
railwayc;-and only with cerhin railways. If 
we are going to be·'" anxious about the expPndi
ture of public money as to have a committee of 
this House, tho members of which are to he paid 
certain salaries, why should they not al<o look 
after public works? On the :Estimates this year 
-if we reckon up everything-it will be fonnd 
that there are about .£200,000 to be spent on 
unproductive public works-not railways at all 
-a very large portion of that sum is to be spent 
in Brisbane. 

Mr. GrvgNs: There is far more than .£250,000. 
Mr. BROWKb : I believe there is, but I put 

it at that. There is no select committee to 
inquire into that expenditure, and if the Govern
ment keep on speuding money on account, they 
can spend several millions on snch unproductive 
works-putting up palatial buildings of mortar 
and stone, which do no good to anyone, except 
to afford employment to a number of people, and 
shelter a lot of other people when they are com
pleted. 

Mr. AKNgAR: 'l'he city members say they are 
getting nothin!T. 

Mr. BROWNE: Then why not have a public 
works committee to decide whether they are 
getting nothing, or whether they are getting 
everything? But this present proposal does not 
go so far as to include public worh, and it doe;; 
not even include all r~til ways. The committee 
io only to consider certain lines which the Go
vernment like to throw upon them. It has been 
already pointed out that there am certain line;; 
which are not to be submitted to this committee. 
Tbe Premier himself admitted that in .February 
laHt, just bef,,re the elections. Of course the 
hon. gentleman has a perfect right to change his 
opinion since then. As the Home tlecretary 
said, vne lllember of the Cabinet speaking does 
not bind the whole lot; but mostly in pditical 
history, when the Premier, just before a general 
election, is going round the country m»king 

speeches, and indicating what is the Government 
policy, it looks, at the very least, playing it 
pretty low for his colleagues to be prepared to 
b1wk down on it. It was stated by the Premier 
in February last that certain lines were to be 
exempted from this. The Premier may have 
been perfectly right in making that statement, 
but there are a lot of these lines that the Govern
ment comider they need not submit to this com
mittee. ln addition to that, there is another 
reason why I intend to vote ag9.inst the Bill. 
At the very time when the Gove:nment are 
introducing this Bill, providing that a committee 
shall decide with regard to the construction of 
certain lines of rail ways, we know that there are 
at least two proposals coming down to hand 
over large tracts of country in North Queensland 
to syndicates to build milways. 'rhis committee 
is not to be asked to report on those lines. If 
there i" one thing in this world that a committee 
should have been app0inted to inquire into and 
report upon, it is whether it is advisable-in the 
present state of affairs in Australia, when State 
rail ways have been carried on so long, and so 
snccessfuliy in these colomes--for the Govern
ment of this colony tu bring in a big system of 
svndicate railw>tys in the North of Queenclland. 
If this Bill is to be passed, why not leave all 
proposals for the con.struction of private lines to 
this committee, to collect evidence, not only 
in Queensland, but in all parts of Australia, 
where they h,we tried private railways, and 
where they have had to buy them back at huge 
expense? The committee should collect this 
evidence, and report to this Honse as to the ad· 
visability of Queensland guing in tracks which 
other colonies have deserted long since. But 
W" are not asked to do that. vVe are asked on 
the one hand--and this affects more especially 
the Northern membus-toappoint certain mem
bers of this House to receive certain salaries to 
report on railways that the Government clo not 
care about. And at the same time the Govern
ment is to be allowed to go outside this com
mittee and hand over certain lines to syndicates 
in the K orth of Queensland ! That is why I 
strongly object to the proposal, why I shall give 
my vote against the second reading, and in the 
hope that the Bill will be knocked out. There is 
another matter I should like to refer to, and 
which I may as well speak stmight out about. 
I am not gener«lly one who attaches much im· 
porta nee, Ol' has very mnch to say, about political 
morality or anything of the kind ; but what has 
happened in the New South Wales legislature 
has been happening here during the lasc month 
or sn. Since there has been the talk about this 
committee, hon. members who have been looking 
forward to this little bit of a billet have been 
canvassing members on both sides. They have 
done it openly, and when thn.t sort of thing is 
going on it is tin<e hon. members spoke c.ut and 
e,ave their opinions on it. I "ay that a man who 
will demean himself by going about and a"king 
members to vote for him, for the sake of this, 
is not a man to whom we should entrust the 
destinies of the country. I would sooner leave 
them in the hands of the very worst Go,·ernment 
that ever sat on the front Treawry benches. 
11embers who will do that are not fit to be 
allowed to !Ja"s judgment on any railway in the 
smallest a'td most out of the way part of the 
colony. :For these rea.ons I am going to vote 
ag.~in,.t the motion. 
* 'rhe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. A. Rut
ledge, Jlaranoa) : I do not intend to take up 
much of the time of tl1e House. I am rather 
surprise::! at the speech of the hon. the leader of 
the Labour Opposition this afternoon becanse 
while he is nsualiy very logic~! in his arguments, 
on this particular occasioll they were particularly 
weak and illogical. He said he would be disposed 
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to support a Bill of this sort if it were for the 
appointment of a public works committee, the 
public works to include, not only tailwaye, but 
public worb, public buildings included, involv
ing the expenditure of public money. If the 
principle of a committee is good for all public 
works, it is gocd for some public works. If it is 
good at all, then it cannot be EO bftd as to 
justify all the strong argument" which have 
been adduced by hon. n>embers opposite 
when expressing their disapprobation. As ad
mitted by the Premier, it is possible for a 
m'jority of the House, when we get into com
mittee, to decide that other public works than 
railways should be included ; but as he also 
pointed out, this Bill was introduced for the 
purpose of app~>inting a committee to de~! with 
railways only, and it was not proper that he 
shonld, on the motion for the second ren,ding, 
alter the principle of the Bill so as to include 
other works. I am sorry, therefore, that some 
stronger argument has not been addueed by the 
hon. meml,er than merely the fact that the Bill 
doeR not go far enough. · He evidently does not 
disbelieve in the principle of a committee, and 
that knocks a lot of stuffing out of many of the 
arguments we have heard on the other side, that 
the committee is really no better for the purpuse 
of deciding on matters of public expenditure 
than membe.rs of the House without the inter
vention of the committee. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : That is only his 
opinion. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: That is the 
opinion of an hon. gentleman who is entitled 
to be heard in this House, and w ho>e opinions 
sway the opinions of a large number of members. 
If the hon. gentleman has no greater reason 
to urge for the rejection of the Bill than the 
fact that it does not include all public works 
of every conceivable kind, it is a very poor argu
ment on which to. take his stand, when he says, 
"I will vote agamst the second reading of the 
Bill." The hon. gentleman a.!so said we bad 
quite sufficient opportunity of g<'tting all the 
information we require without the aid of a 
committee, and this sentiment was echoed by 
the hon. member for Brisbane North. Both 
hon. gentlemen agree that having a commis
sioner such as we have in J\,Ir. Grav-and the 
colony is to be congratulated on ha' ing the 
services of a gentleman of such eminent abilities 
and flUa!ifications for the position he holds-that 
if we are not able to get sufficient information 
from IYir. Gray and his officers the committee 
would not be able to get us any more. The 
hon. gentleman must remember that some of 
ns have had an experience in this House before 
to-day, some of us remember when the recom
mendation of the Commissioners for the time 
being was overridden by a Government strong 
enough to disregard their recommendation on 
the one hand, and their protest against the 
construction of a railway on the other. That 
happened in 1889. At that time there was a 
strong Government in this House. I am not 
sure whether Sir Hngh Nelson or Mr. Morehead 
was Premier, but at all events, it was a very 
strong Government, with a verystrongfollowing. 
One of the proposals of the Government of that 
day was for the construction of a railwav from 
Bundaberg, via Millaquiu down to Burnett 
Heads, at the cost of a considerable sum of money. 
The Minister for vVorks-I think it was then the 
late :'vir. Macrossan-brought down the prnposal; 
but he could not avail reading to the House the 
opinions of the Commissioners of that day upon 
it. Mr. Gray was very emphatic as to the im
possibility of the line ever being reproductive. 
He said that not only was it not likely to return 
anything at present, but there was no future 
prospect of it being productive. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Mr. Mathieson 
was a cornmis~ioner. 

The ATTOR)TEY-GENERAL: Mr. Gray 
wa" aho a commissioner. I think there were 
three commissioners at the time, and two of them 
were against it. I will not say anything about 
Mr. J ohnson ; hut I kn0w that both the other 
gentlemen were emphatic. What was the argu
ment of the Minister for Works? It was, 
~'These cmnmis.sioners are comparatively new 
to the colony. They do not know as much of 
the district and of the prospects of the future o,s 
those who have been long residents in the colony, 
as Bome of us have. vVe are, therefore, not 
entitled to attach as much importance to their 
opinions as we are n,ble to attach to our own." 
I remember that the hon. member for Enoggera, 
Mr. Drake, joined with myself in the stronge.3t 
denunciation of any attempt on the part of the 
Government to construct a rail way in the face 
of the decision of the Commissioners. All the 
same, the thing wa• carried through by an over
whelming majority. Fortunately, owing to 
some circumstances, the reason of which I 
cannot recollect just now, the line has never 
been constructed. But there is an instance 
where a strong Government was able to carry a 
railway through the Home in spite of the Com
miH,,ioners. 

Mr. HARDACRE: The same thing might occur 
under this Bill. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I do not 
think so, because in the case of the committee 
there will not only be the profeesional opinions 
of the engineers of the department to guide the 
cnmmittee, but there will be opportunities on the 
part of the committee to gather information 
from residents, not only interested residents, bnt 
clisinterested resiclents. They will act the part 
of a jury in order to sift all the evidence and in 
order to be able to form an opinion as to 
who is giving evidence from biased motives 
and who is speaking in the public interest. 
vV e are constantly appointing these commissions 
for the purpoBe of getting evidence on a number 
of subjects, and they, on the evidence obtained 
as a result of their inquiries, make their recom-

mendations to this House. We 
[10 p.m.] have at the present time a Police 

Commission sitting, and not long 
ago we had a commission inquiring into the 
working of the Government Printing Office, and 
we are constantly having these commissions; 
and the House is accustomed to pay some defer
ence to the fin,Jing9 of those commissions. ·what 
is a committee of this sort but a commission for 
the purpose of inquiring into the merits of thEI 
respective lines submitted to them, for taking 
all the evidence that is possibly procurable, 
and bringing down their recommendations to 
this House? I say we have not time in this 
House to make the necessary investigations to 
enable us to arrive ::et a proper conclusion with 
regard to any of these rail wayc~. As I inter
jected this afternoon, one advantage this com
mittee would have would be that they would be 
able not only to takP the interested evidence of 
persons who profess to know a great deal about 
a district in which a ra.i!way is proposed to be 
constructed, but who may simply want to get a 
railway constructed for the benefit of their own 
distriN, but they will be able to make a personal 
inspection of the country to be traversed. They 
will be able to travel over the wholB ground, and 
there is nothing like personal observation and 
inspection to enable a body of intelligent men to 
come to an intelligent conclusion on the facts 
before them; they can apply what they have seen 
to what they have heard, and so come to an 
intelligent conclusion as to what is right and 
what is wrong in connection with the question. I 
have myself travelled over districts in which it has 
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been proposed to construct lines of rail \Vay, and 
the coachdrh'er has r:ointed out to me m:.rks on 
trees which show the road to have been twenty feet 
under water in time of flood; and in cases where 
this committee oLtained such information as 
that, it would he their duty to endeavour to 
ascertain if some other route could not be dis
covered. I was surprised to hear the remarks 
which fell fmm the hon. member for North Bris
bane, Mr. l<'orrest, to whom I a! way' listen IVith 
great pleusure, because I believe he really means 
what he says, I was, I say, a little surprised to 
hear him express himself in the way be did 
in regard to this committee, and to note the 
cnmparisons which he drew. The h<m. member 
cannot see any g.,od in this committee at all ; 
he regards it simply in the li;;-ht of a subterfuge, 
as a means of putting off railway construc
tion to the indefinH.e future, He must have a 
very poor opinion indeed of the honesty of the 
Government if he come·< to the conclu,ion that 
there is any such intention as th»t involved in 
thi., Bill. The Premier has pledged himself to 
rail way construction, and, speaking for myself as 
one of his colleaguos whu has some little preten
sion to a decent share of honesty, I say, as far as 
I am concerned, I urn desirous to see rail
way cunstruction proceeclod with, and I am 
sure there is not a member of the Govern
ment who is not sincerely anxious to promote 
railway construction, an•l to do it with no delay 
whatever, but as promptly as possible. But 
what does the hon. member for North Brisbane 
contend? He says in effect, "This Bill is only a 
fad; it is only a novelty. Yon s·,y New South 
\V ales has a committee, and that they have 
saved so m:.ny millions, and ~·ou are simply 
running after a novelty that is dano;led b-ofora 
you by the peo]Jle of New South \Vales." In 
support of that argument he ~aid that because 
New South \Vales and Victori~ had appointed 
three commissioner• to manage their r.1ilways, 
we followed in their steps and also appointed 
three commissioners, but it was only a fad. 
I ai!mit that we did a very f,)()lish thing in 
incontinently following on the heels of other 
people, but the hon. member loses sight of the 
fact that at that time we seemed to be racing to 
see who shonld be the first to introduce a novel 
system. But th'lt argument d.Jes not applv in 
the present case. Her~ we luwe a svRtem whicli has 
been in operation in New ~onth vV ales for eleven 
years -I do not know how many years it has 
been in operation in Victoria-bnt it cannot 
be said that in adopting a system which has been 
tried for eleven years the House is going in for 
a novelty. The•e committees would not have 
lasted eleven year.> in New South Wales if they 
had not worked satisfactorily. The colonies of 
New South \V ales, Victoria, and Sontb Australia 
did not retain their three railway commissioners 
long; the system was a novelty, and finding that 
it did not answer their expectatiom they aban
doned it; but that has not been the case with 
the railway committees in Victoria or New 
South Wale•l. Therefore in crediting the Go
vernment with introducing a novelty, the success 
of which has not been proved, the hon. member 
is makin>s a charge which fotlls to the ground. 
It i;; very easy to say that the Government 
should come down with their rail way proposals, 
bnt h<m. members should not lose sight of the 
fact that there are members in this House who 
have had a great many years' experience in it-I 
have hail something like twenty,one years' ex
perience of this Honse, though I have not been 
all the time in the Hous~, and I have seen a great 
de:.! of the doings of thr> House in regard to rail
way construction. It was proved as long ago as 
1878 that the only prospect the Government ever 
had of getting any railways, however desirable 
they might be, or however the public might 
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clamour for them, though the House was to bunch 
th~m with a number of other railways that every
hod v knew in their own consciences would not Le 
likely to pay. \Ve have not he<trd the last yet 
of what was calle·l the £10,000,000 loan, and the 
£10,000,000 loan was an illustration of precisely 
the s,•,me thing. There can be no Government in 
this House, or in any other HousE', strong enough 
to carry its rail way propo,,,,ls through if they bring 
down only one line, or tiVo or three lines, and 
say those are the only lines the colony demands, 
and those are the only line< "e will construct. 
No Government is strong enough to be able to 
prerent the ill conseqmnces that will fullow the 
di,appoiutment of a number of hon. members 
who think that the lines which they advonte for 
their own districts are the only lines that are 
needed in the intereot of the country, and that 
are likely to pay from the start \Vho, then, 
is to take the responsibility of s'ying which rail
ways ought to be constructed? 'fhe appointment 
of the proposed committee willinttterially assist 
to a solution of that question. The hon, member 
for North Brisbane says the line to St. George 
is a line that must Le built, and that all are 
agreed upon that, We have our individual 
opinions upon that suLject. I have my opinion 
about it as well as the bon. member for North 
Brisbune, but because I think that that line 
ought to be constructed, and because the hon. 
memLer for North Brisbane holds the S!tme 
opinion, that is no reason why the community 
generally should share exactly the same opinion. 
There are members of this House who know 
nothing whatever of the particular circumstances 
or facts connected with that country, and they 
want some information. A while ago, when the 
leader of thP Opposition w<ts spE'1king and refer
ring to the line to Georgetown being a line which 
we were all agreed wonld p~y and should be made, 
I interjected, "\Vho are the 'we' who are all 
agreed?" Those who know the country may be 
agreed upon it, but there may be some of us here 
who have never travelled over the conntrv, and 
who are not in possession of the facts which are 
so strong in the estimation of the hon. gentleman 
as to jnstify the construction of the line in his 
opiniou without any further delay. \Vhat we 
want is information, and information that has 
been thoroughly sifted and thoroughly ascer
tained, 

Mr. LllSINA: Of any kind at all. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: No, we want 

information that is reliable. In the same way 
that a case is established before a jur•<' by all the 
facts that can be got in regard to it. They are all 
submitted to the jury who deal with the whole 
of the facts on the evidence submitted to them, 
and bring up their finding on those facts. That 
is just what this committee will do, though their 
decision will not be as binding as that of a jury. 
They will be a jury of this House fqr the purpose 
of hearing the evidence, forming their opinion 
upon it, and making their finding accordingly, 
and I say that the recommendations of a com
mittee like that would be ent1tled to very great 
weight indeed. In saying this I do not disparage 
for a moment any finding that may be made 
by the Commissioner, but the Commissioner is 
only a mortal man, with a mortal man's limita
tions, and he cannut be expected to know all the 
country and all the facts. Although his engineers 
and surveyors, from their point of view, may 
say that this or that line can be most cheaply 
constructed, it may not be the line that is most 
desirable to construct for a great many reasons. 
We know that in the past important interests of 
settlers in this colony have been prejudiced by 
reason of surveyors who have had to survey roads 
not carrying them in directions likely to be suit
able to future settlement, but according to the 
most scientific methods in vogue amongst sur· 
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veyors to the great detriment of the settlement 
of the future and of the vublic interests of the 
colony. 

Mr. KIDSTON: \Vould not the cummitt. e be a 
mortal committee, too? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Although 
engineers 111'>Y be more competent than anybody 
else to speak from their own ecientific puint uf 
view with reifard to the con,tructiou of a line, 
they would not be as well qualified as other 
persons, who would regard the .ubject from other 
points of view, would be to decide'" to whether 
a p!irticular line should be built. The "hole 
of the evidenco taken to~;ether would probably 
prE'sent an overwhelrning case to any U11IJreju~ 
diced person, but to take orb' view without the 
other would be but to very partially investigate 
the meritR nf each propos"l. The hrm. n1ember 
for Croydon, in speaking of some proposals-! 
do not know where he g'>t his in!ormottion-said 
some lines were going to be eo;:ostru~ted by priv"te 
enterprise, I do not find anything in the 
Governor's Speech wiLh regard to thecqnsttuction 
of lines in the NorLhern part d the culony by 
syndicates, and I do not think he was justified 
in using thi-l,t a.s an argument one way or the 
other. But he sa,id these are the railways that 
ought to be submitted to this committee. I say, 
why? Because he believed the committee\\ ould 
throw a great deal of hght upon the queetion of 
the construction of those railways_ But if he 
c'>nsiders that the committee should h<we before 
them the qnestior1 of the c •nstruction of a private 
line by a syndicttte, what argmnPnt can be used 
for the purpose of suggestiu(( that the committee 
should not have before them other lines of 
railway which it is proposed shall be constructed 
out of the public purse? I have said I do not 
intend to occupy the time of the Hous8 mmeces
sarily, but I din not c tre to remain silent without 
adding my small contribution to the elucidation 
of a question in which we are all interested, but 
upon the details of which all are not :tg-reed. 

HONOURABLE 1\IEiiJBJUlS : Hear, hear ! 
* Mr. KENT: I shall not detain t.he House for 
long but I certainly must say that I am opposed 
to a vi.·orks ccnn1nittee for£T•ed of n1e1nbers of the 
House. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, heal'! 
Mr. KENT: I am in favour of an independent 

board, such as our Land Board, to as,ist our 
Railway Commis.oioner, whose work is more than 
he has time to do. Nearly "ll onr rmlways are 
built as developing cgencies n,nd it is not sutticient 
for the Commissioner or the works committee to 
travel over the proposed route oHly. To be able to 
estimatfl the value of the lines the whole of the 
country connected with them has to be thoroughly 
examined, and I fail myself to see bow acormnittee 
compol3ed of n1ember8 of this Honse are going 
to do that. From my small exJ .erience of the 
House it seems probable we may be sitting nine 
months of the year, and that would leave the 
committee but three months in which to examine 
the lines. I cannot myself see how they could 
do it in the time. An independent committee 
I certainly should favour, and for th>1t rea,on I 
shall vote for the second reading of the Bill, 
waiting until it gets into committee, to assist in 
amending the constitution of the committee, so 
a~ to introduce an independent board. I think 
members who luve spoken bdore have said that 
such an independent board would ccrry no 
weight, but I may mention that a small 
independent board visiud .N anango, and alter 
travelling through that district for a short time 
they discovered country that w'ts thoroughly 
unknown to Brisbane, with the rec;nlt that while 
the district had in vain been cgitating for a rail
way for years and ye~trs we now find Brisbane 
agitating to get railway communication with it. 

Mr. ANNEAR: The city members want it all. 
Hon. E. B. FORREST : They wrcnt as much as 

they can get. 
Mr. KENT: They will not get it all though 

they may get Sl'me. An independent board 
could travel through the cdunt.ry and rew>rt, but 
as to the Commbsioner travelling I know the 
Con:mi,sioner travelled over the Gayndah line 
himself, and the line might depend on the 
C()wn1is:•:i\lner's report; but at the ~~ame tirne I 
think that if the railway committe·'l here pro
posed travelled over that line they would 
probably go over the SJ.me ground as the Com
nli:..:;sioner and g'l,in no 1nore information. The 
whole value of that line is dependent on the 
country outside it. \Vith so much i ime "" I 
have seen wasted here, Id,, not see how a com
rnitt~ e conJposed of 1non1bers of this Hou~e is 
goinrt to have· time to pr(Jperly exatnine the lines, 
and I am afraid the result would he that the 
•·:hole of the lines would be "helved indefinitely. 
For the re·1mns I have given I intend to vute fur 
the second reading of the Bill in the hope of 
securing an indevendent board when thP Bill gets 
into cnnnnit.tee. 

Mr. McDoNALD: You cannot und~r this Bill. 
Mr. KENT : I understand the Committee co,n 

amend the Bill. 
:VIr. McDONALD: You ccnnot intro:iuce an 

inde[Jendnnt board into it. 
:VIr. MAXWELL: I dv not intend to let this 

Bill go through withont entering n1y protest 
against it. 'l'he hon. gentleman who ha;; just 
sat down said he intended to SUJ•port thA Bill, 
but when it got into committee he intended to 
try and amend it, so as to provide for an inde~ 
pendent board. But the hon. member will see, 
by the title of the Bill, that it is intended to 
provide for the ctppointment of a "I'arliamen
tary" Standing Committee on Railway \Vorks, 
and there i;; no getting heym;d the fac'; that the 
Bill starts out with the purpose of makillg a 
parliamentary committee to report upon the 
construction uf rail ways throughout (lueensiand. 
The Attc .. n·ney-Cjeneral, before he sat down, 
reLrred to the staterrwnt of my hon. coJlpqgue, 
the hon. membpr for Croydon, that if there was 
any good to be done by a standing parliamen
tary committee it would be in having their 
report upon milways propo;ed to be con
structed by cunce>'sions to prh ate SYndicates. 
I think it would be a very good thing if inquiries 
were made into these rail way". There is no 
getting aw:cy from the fact that the people who 
go in for these ra.ilways do so a:-; a bu~iness 
matter. They are hard-headed busitw's men, 
and they lool{ for their 10 per cent. ; aud seeing 
that they go in for them to make money, I 
think it is the dut.y of the State to make those 
railway,,, and thereby benefit the coffers of the 
St<:~le. The first thing that strikes me in the 
Bill rs that one member of the committee is to 
be appointed by the Governor in Council, thongh 
there is no such nrovision in eith· r the New 
South \V ales Act. or the Victorian Act. vVe 
ha Ye been asked to believe that the committees 
in tho:-;e colonies have ~ave 1 an innneuse an1nunt 
of money, but I take it I hat saving money in rail
way constructi011 is s<tving on what he.s actn"lly 
be··n accomplished hy the Government, and not 
on what the Government have been a9kerl to 
build. In the Acts of New South \Vctles and 
Victoria it i-< nrovided that the chairman and 
the vice-chairm[m shall be elected by the com
mittee, and I think it i,; a very curious idea for 
the Government to a"k us to support a jJropos.<1 
that the Governor in Council slmll appoint the 
chairntan of this committee. I think the least 
they could do wouL:l be to allow the members of the 
committee to elect their own chairman. Though 
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no person has approached me in the matter I am 
confid··nt that there h•1s been a great am,unt o£ 
canvassing going on in conne 'tiun with appoint~ 
ntents as rnetnbers of this committee. One thin,o{ 
that ,trikes me is a question that has been asked 
a good many time-, and which the Premier took 
exception to not long agc1, and that is whether 
there is any husines,; in this Dill. If there i" any 
hnsiness in it I contend th,tt it is too late in the 
session to <lo it now and it ought to have he• n 
in trod ne cd as soon as the Address in lteply was 
through; but prohahly it is a contendous matter, 
and the Pr.'mier did not c~tre tn deal with it then. 
Like~ gnnrl1nany 1nore who have R-pnken to-night, 
the Minister for L mds saicl this Bill as to pro
vide a buffer between the Gov<wnment and those 
who are advoc&ting the con~trnctinn of raibvays 
in different parts of the col<>ny, and I think it is 
a sort of pneumatic 1-nffer which will aliow the 
Govccrnment to l:m•l very e~tsily, not with the 
good hard slump they nseJ to g-'t in the old days. 
I take it that no mr~tter what party is in yower 
they have the greatest say in the appoilltment of 
the raiiways committee. There are to be three 
members of the Upper House, and we must grant 
that they wi.ll be supporters of the Govern
ment; then there is the chairman, who is to 
be appointed by the Governor in Council, and he 
also will be a supp >rter of the Government; then 
divine the remainder up and you will find that 
as fur as represent:1tion on the committee is 
concerned, this side of the House ·-:ill haYe two 
members out of seven. Alld then we are asked 
to believe thnt this is a non-p .rty question, and 
that this is to be done for the benefit of the 
whole of Qneensland, that ererything will be 
thrashed ont by this committee, and the report 
will be hancled to this House to give ,, verdict 
np<Jn. Let me quote a measure that went 
through this HouRe son1e tjme ago-that is, in 
the matter of the exteu>ion of the Croydon to 
Georgetown Railway. '\Ye find that it went 
through this House with one dissentient voice, 
and when it got to the Upper House it was 
thrown out by fourteen to nine. 

The TREASURER: Because they had not 
sufficient information, they said. 

Mr. MAX'\VELL: This Hou'e had the infor
mation at their command, or presmrmbly they 
had the information at their command, when it 
was passed through" this House unanimously 
almost. 

The TREASGRER: Bnt the Upper House said 
thAy hacl not sufficient information. 

Mr. MAXWELL: To come to later times we 
find in the report made by tht< Mining Commi,sion 
that they reported in connection with the 
extension of the line towards the Etheridge from 
Croydon, as will he seen on page 197 of " Votes 
and Proceeclings '' for the year 18(17, vol. IY.-

The undonbtecl re~ources of this field would probably 
receive a great impetus if the means of commnnica,tlon 
with it were better. A ratlway from Xormanton to 
Oroyd(m exists within 100 miles of Georgetown, and, if 
this line was exte111led, not only would the field be 
more easily appro·whed, but the sc.:nding a-\vay of con
centrates of the refractory ores might be made possible 
and profitable. \Ve therefore strongly recommend the 
extension of the Croydon line to Georgetown or some 
other suitable centre of the Ettieridge field. 
The hon. member for Cook dissented from that 
finding-. He thought that probably it would be 
better to make a connection with the eastern coast. 

'l'he SPEAKER (Hon. Arthur Morgan, 
War-wick): l am sorry to intermpt the hon. 
gentleman, hut I entirely fail to see what connec
tion the matter be is now discussing has with the 
subject before the House. 

Mr. MAXWELL: I was 011ly wishing to 
illustrate the fact that this House diJ not 
always agree wit.h the reports sent in for consi
deration. O"ming back to the appointments and 
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making a fre"h start, I may say that the 
appointments seem to be a sort of promising 
affair. I m:ty say that the present Government 
have been a very prornisjng Govern1nent. There 
has been no rail way bronght forward that they 
have nqt prdn1ised in sorue way to cnn~irkr ; and 
when they have found that they could not 
con;;cientiously promise t<l consider it, they have 
s:.iJ, "\Veil, when the railway committee is 
appointed we will lea"' thi; matter to them and 
they will consider i~." Tber<' is 110 doubt it is 
very prornising. Like th~ hon. merr1ber for 
Burmtt, l believe that if this mc·ctsure was 
brought in in such a rrmnner as to pruvide for a 
comtnittee that was not a par!ian1entary corn .. 
mittee I could not ;ny thctt I would vote against it. 
Previous to my election I promised my con-

stituents that, if returned, I would 
[10 ·30 p. m. J do my be,;t tu see that a works 

committ' e was appointed to deal 
"ith all public works throug·ttout the c"lony. 
But this committee is to be composed entirely of 
members of Parliament, ami I agre~ with the 
hon. member for Flinrlers that if a member o£ 
Parliament is to honestly enrn his £300 a year 
he will have quit" enongh to do without also 
bPing on the railways standing comrnittee. 
ClanS•' 9 of the Bill provides that-

The committee may from time to time obtain the 
w:~~istance as as~essors of persons possl'"'sing engineering 
m· teebnical knowledge, or pos~Js"',ing ~pecial local 
knowled:~e or experience. 

I hold that if we are to have a committee at all, 
in justice to the taxpayers of the colony it ought 
to consist of n,en with special knowledge of 
engineering and technical knowledge of rad way 
work. I am well a ware that many of our rail· 
ways in the past ha ye been nothing hut political 
jobs, but I have no fear of anything of thA kind 
occurring in the future. I hccve every confidence 
in the ability of the House and in its wisdom to 
prevent anything of that sort. If they believe 
that a proposed railway will he for tbe benerit of 
the country thAy will see that the money is voted 
fur it. If, on the other band, they think it is to 
be built for nothing- but politic~! j<•bbery, they 
will certainly vote ag>einst it. Like the hon. 
member for North Brisbane, I believe that the 
House as a whole is jmt a.< good a judge as to 
the suitableness or otherwise of any p.nticular 
railway as any standing committee selectecl from 
the members of the House would he. It will be 
almost impossible to get men who are not preju
diced one way or the other. \Vhatever railway is 
before the committee they will support it or con
demn it on grounds of their own, whatever facts 
may be brought before them. Reading the papers 
previous to the gen•ml election, I noticed that 
the Premier promised various lines of railway. 
He now tell< us that this committee will have to 
report upon them before they can be sanctioned. 
He places the committee as a buffer between 
himself and those who are agitating for rail
ways. The 4th subsection of clanse 8 of the Bill 
provides th:>t i£ any person who has been 
summoned to attend as a witness before the 
committee, ar,d who refuses to appear and to 
give evidence--

The SPEAKER: Order ! I would remind 
the hon. member that it is contrary to the 
practice of the House to discuss the clan <es of a 
Bill in detail on the motion for the second read
ing. 

Mr. MAX'\VELL : I was merely going to 
refer-other spf<J.kers have referred to it-to the 
fact that, the chairman of the committee is also to 
be a conrt of ]a,w, able to fine up to £50, or to 
sentence tq a month's imprisonment-ag-ainst 
wl>ich no appeal is provided in the Bill. If the 
chairman is to have this great power conferred 
upon him, I would suggest that some sort o£ 
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appeal ought to be allowed. I would also refer 
to the question of travelling expenses. A mem
ber of the committee may probably be living 
twenty miles outside Brisbane. He could get 
away from the House on :B'riday night, and get 
back on the Saturday moming, and besides 
getting the fee provided in the Bill he could 
claim a guinea a d~y for travelling expenses. 
\Vhen the Bill gets into committee-which I 
hope it will not do; I Rhould like to see it 
defeated on its Recond reading-the clause ought 
to be amended in this particular. Of course I 
should like to >ee it amended in many ways, 
especially in thP form suggested by the hon. 
member for Burnett ; lmt as I know that 
will be impob"ible, I intenrl to vote against 
the seeond reading on that gmund alone. 
I say that it would have been much better if the 
(;overnrnent had come down and told u" can
didly about the apJJointments in cmmection with 
this committee. It seems to me that this Bill is 
brought in only to suit a lot of political discon
tents. 

An HON01JRABLE l'IIE~!BER: As a consolation 
stakes. 

Mr. MAXWELL: I do not know that it is a 
consolation stal<es. I think it is just like the 
maiden plate-to give them a start. 

Mr. KEHR : The fees will be a consolation. 
Mr. MAXWELL: The fee5 will not be a con

Folation at all. They will then get only what is 
left ; but this is like a maiden plate; it is only a 
b~ginning. Here we have the ch,;irman of this 
committee getting £2 2<. a day and the other 
members getting £111s. 6d. a day. How long is 
this to last? The hon. gentlema.n should have 
come down and told. ns what the actual cost of 
this committee is going to be. If the cost is 
going to be £10,000, it wiil be £10,000 very badly 
spent. 

The s~cHETARY FOR R.HLWAYS: It may be 
only half. 

1\Ir. MAXWELL: Well, if it is going to be 
half, it i> just as bad. 

The SECRETAHY FOR RAILWAYS: That is your 
opinion. 

Mr. MAX\VELL: Of course it is my opinion, 
and I think this Blll is nl•t the opinion of the 
hon. gentleman who introduced it, but he has to 
calmly swallow it. I hold that if the Hail way 
Commiosicner is worth the amount of money we 
are spending on him, surely this House ought to 
rely on the information he supplies without also 
appointing a committee of membors from this 
House to supply us with some more informe.tion 
at a higher cost, which information may 
not be reliable. If we cannot rely on the 
information supf•lird by the present head. 
of the Railway Department, how are we 
going to rely on the information supplied 
by members of this House? vVe have a better 
chance of attacking the position of the Commis
sioner for Railways than we have of attaoking 
the members of this House who occupy positions 
on this committee. I bold that the proper hold 
to have on an officer is to have the right of sack
ing him or of keeping him on; but in the case of 
a c mnnittee, composed of members of this 
Hou,t>, how do we find ourselves? \Ve shaH 
have this committee appointed for a certain 
period, and we cannot in',erfere with the people 
who send their representatives into this House. 
But, on the other hand, at a momtnt's notice 
we c.m do away with the services of the Com
mi•sioner for Railways, or anyone ebe in 
the Railway Department, when we find they 
send in rep•rts that cannot be relied on. So far 
we have found that the Con,missioner has sup
plied ns with the best up-to-date information 

procurable. vV e also find that many lines have 
been proposed by the Government which he did 
not favour, and, if my information is correct, the 
Commissioner has actually refused to report in 
bvour of them, although pressed to do so by the 
hon. gentleman at the head of that department. 
Therefore, I hold that it would be nothing more 
or lms than an insinuation on the Commissioner 
by appointing this com1nittee-an in;-:;inuation 
that he is not fit for his position. If this House 
thinks it is necessary to ai'Point a committee of 
this kind, then it behoves the Minister to do 
away with the services of Mr. Gray. I do not 
intend to say any more on this question, but I 
will certainly vote against tl1e second reading of 
this Bill. I would also commend the heading of 
this Bill tu the hon. member for Burnett, before 
he casts his vote. 

The TllK\SURER : He is suee to take your 
advice. 

Mr. MAXWl<~LL : I give the edvice gmtis. 
He has been gulled into believing that the head
ing of the Bill can be aJt, red, and I say again 
that I commend the heading to the hon. member. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I beg to move the adjourn
ment of the debate. 

The PREMIER: I ha<l huped that hon. 
members on both sides of the Honse would 
have enabled us to come to a division on this 
second reading to-night. Considering the short 
time at our disposal this session, it is desirable 
that hon. members >hould curtail tbeir speeches; 
but a, I understand that bon. members on both 
sides of the House desire that the debate should 
be now adjourned, I have no objection to that. 
But in view of the arrangement made with the 
leader of the Opposition, it will be understood 
that a division will be taken on the second 
reading to-morrow evening. 

Queotion put and passed. 
The PREMIER : I beg to move that the 

resumption of this debate ·-taud an Order of the 
Day for to-morrow. 

Question put and passed. 
The Home acl.journed at forLy·eight minutes 

past 10 o'clock. 




