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Papers.

TuesDAY, 14 NovEMBER, 1399,

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 3

o'clock,
PAPERS.

The following papers, laid on the table, were
ordered to be printed :—

Return to an order, relative to dishurse-
ments from Agent-General’s account
current, made by the House, on motion
of Mr. W, H. Browne, on the 7th
instant.

Fourteenth report of the Registrarof Friendly
Sncieties, Building Societies, and Trade
Unions.

Correspondence respecting status of officers
of the Marine Defence Force who are
not qualified seamen.

Report to the Department of Public Lands
by Mr. Dividing and Assessing Com-
missioner F. W, Woodbine, as to the
losses in stuck by the pastoral tenants of
the Crown, caused by the ravages of
the tick pest in the North and North-
western parts of Queensland,

{14 Novemszr.)]

Questions. 943

QUESTIONS,
THE SAMOAN QUESTION.

Mr. McDONALD (Flinders) asked the Pre-
mier—

1. Will he inform the House if this or any of the
Australasian colonies were consulted regarding the
agreement that has been entered into between Great
RBritain and Germany with reference to the former
relinquishing her claims of control in Samoa for conces-
sions in South Africa and elsewhere ?

2. Is it the intention of the Government to protest
against any such action of Great Britain in allowing a
foreign power to annex territory that should form part
of the Anstralasian Possessions?®

3. If so, will the Chief Secretary lay upon the table of
the House all papers and correspundence in connection
with same?

The PREMIER (Hon.J.R. Dickson, Bulimba)
replied—

1. The Government were informed officially, by tele-
gram through the Licutenant-Governor, of the nature
of the proposed arrangewment, so far as it relates to the
Pacific, hefore the agreement was concluded.

2. The Government consider the exchange of territory
to be highly in favour of Australian interests.

3. The corresrondence is confidential, and cannot be
laid before Parliament without the consent of the
Imperial authorities.

THE TEACHERS IN CENTRAL SCHOOL, BRISBANE
NogrH.

Mr. O’CONNELL (Musgrave) asked the Sec-
retary for Public Instruction—

1. The number of teachers, other than pupil-
teachers, employed at the Normal or Central Sclool,
RBrishane North?

2. The number of pupils taught by each teacher in
what is generally known as a elass or form ?

3. The mwumber of pupil-teachers employed at the
suid school?

4. 1he age of the said pupil-teachers?

5. The date of the appointment of said pupil-
teachers?

6. The number of pupils taught by each puopil-
teacher 1 what is generally known as & class or form,
and the nmisberor the designation by which the said
elass or form is known ?

The SEORETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. D. H. Dalrymyle, Mackay) replied—

Rrisbane Central (Boys).
1 Thirteen.

3. Twelve.
1
QUESTIONS |
NOS. 2 AND 8.% k < 35
e 8| B
Name of Teacher. . 5 pa] pe]
< E 8 g0 & | Z
L E P i =
EE e S
Lo E 5 ;
‘ l Years
Rerr, J. S. e i
Airey, P, ... i |
Buckett, Thoras | 60 | Ve2 .
Inglis, Thomas ... 23 Val |
Hernon, P, 47 Vie
Kemp, Jas. ] 80 Vel ‘ ]
Bell, D. J. e | 42 Via {
Joyee, D. E. ..., 33 Vib ! !
Brand, Chas. . 68 Va2 i
Campbell, Don ... 47 Vb2 | :
Forsyth, P.J. 57 va | |
Vardon, G. L. 45 1 Ivel .
Smith, Geo. 5 | Vb1 | |
Davies, E. G. L] Iva2 | 181 | 1-7-95
Brazilb N.J. .. 76 [Ia | 182 | 1795
Bickmore, B.J....{ 6t !Ilb | 172 | 1-11.96
| Davidson/Ino. | 73 [Ivb | 184 | 27097
Wallin, A. E. 70 Ilc | 172 27-9-97
Brazil, J. 7. bose lin | oael | T6aos
Kemp, L. C. |4 ’ IVe2 | 165 | 16398
White. 6. T, a7l | 155 9
Blair, And. 47 1 Ia P18 99
Jobst, Jos. B. ... 8 |Ia | 163 28-2-99
Bartlett, Jas. S. Fs 56 @ Ilfel j i5 27-3-99
Palfrey, A. 28 i Iilc 2 ‘ 144 27-3-99
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Brisbane Ceniral (Girls).
1. Thirteen.

3. Four.
QUESTIONS
NOS. 2 AND 6.% .
~H pic)
R g g
Name of Teacher, < o ey =
23 | Sz g &
Bt 43| < 5
5 1 B
Years,
Berry, Margaret...
Cowell, Amelia ... 54 Vi2&3s
Tintern, Annie .. 49 VIL1
Hoghin, Gertrude 44 V3
Morgan, Elsie ... 50 V2
Gilling water, Min-
nie ... 50 Vi
Higgins, Mary ... 41 Iva 3
Singer, Margaret 46 1Vb 3
O’Brien, Ada ... 55 vz
Geddes, Ada 55 14&3
Mulligan, May ... 92 1I3&2
Black, Agnes ... 68 I3 |
Ryvan, Anvnie .. 55 111 :
Thompson, Annie 49 Ivi 192 1-2-26
Cameron, Mabel 45 I 2 197 1-2-98
Lade, Ruth G. ... 48 II1 18 i 8-9-97
Agnew, Eliza M. 26 I2&1 186 ! 1-2-97
Brisbane Cenlral {(Infants).
1. Two.
3. Three.
QUESTIONS ‘
NOS. 2 AND 6. ]
|
i
4 . " 3 - 7y
Name of Teachers. g ; . | ' 5
22 | 381 %2 0 %
25 45 2 &
&~ o =3 <
— ! “ - -
| Years.
Stores, Frances ... 26 Ia 4 \
Moodie, Jessie ... 45 12
Mayo, Clara .. 45 I1 | 75 . 11096
Kennedy, Ethel 1. 36 I3 | 188 | 9997
Blaine, Adeline M.l 33 ITbd ¢ 157 ! 10799

#*NoTk—The number in Arabic numerals show the
enrolment in the several classes or dvafts. The number
of pupils present on any day is usually somewhat less
than the enrolment. The number in Roman numerals
indicates the class; the letter with index indicates the
draft of the class,

RELATIVES OF TRANSVAAL CONTINGENT
Mr. LESINA (Clermont) asked the Premier—
Is be aware that in a recent issue of the Charters
Towers Begle it is stated that asubsecription list is heing
taken about that town for the purpose of raising funds
to assist the wife and children of one of the Transvaal
contingent ?

The PREMIER replied—

YT am not aware,

THE FITTING OF THE “CORNWALL.”™

Mr. DAWSON (Charters Towers), without
notice, asked the Premier—1., Has he observed
in the Press damaging statements made by
Lieutenant-Colonel Thomson with reference to
the ““ Cornwall”? 2. Has he any information to
give the House upon it ?

The PREMIER replied : T 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 arrangements on board
the *“ Cornwall” before she left,

Railways, Ete., Bill.

RAILWAYS ST%NDING COMMITTER
ILL

SECOND READING—RESUMPTION 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 (Chariers Towers) said: I
regret that the second reading of this Bill is
coming on to-day. I should have preferred that
the Klections Bill had been gone on with and
completed first. However, this Bill is before us,
and I suppose we shall have vo discuss it. 1
may say that T read it through very carefully,
not only once, but two or three times, in order
that T might thoroughly understand it, and see
if it was anything nearly approaching to the Bill
we anticipated was going to be introduced by
the Government when the House first heard
that a Works 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. Hven admitting that the
object aimed at, or the principle embodied in this
particular Bill, may be good, the method adopted
in itissuch as to destroy whatever virtue theremay
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 he 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 Hunsard,
and the whole purport of his remarks was based
upon the way in which the works committee
bhad worked in New South Wales. He set to
work to prove that they had tried an experiment
of this description in the colony of New South
‘Wales—that they had had a measure of the kind
now proposed to this House in operation there tor
some eleven years—aund that all political parties,
as well as the public, were perfectly satisfied with
the establishment of that committee, Therefore,
he argued, as it is in New South Wales, so it will
be in Queensland if we adopt this Bill. But the
hon. gentleman missed the point in the case;
there is a very great deal of difference between
the Act of New South Wales and the Bill we are
now called upon to adopt in Queensland. If hon.
members will carefully go through the old Act of
New South Wales, together with the amending
Act, and compare it with this Bill they must
necessarily come to the coneclusion that this Bill
contains all the evils of the New South Wales
Act without any of its virtues. It is rathera
wild statement for the Minister to make, that
they have made an experiment in this direction
in New South Wales. They have not done any-
thing of the kind. When the hon, gentleman
mads that statement, the hon. member for Bris-
bane South, Mr, I‘mley, interjected ““ No.” The
New South Wales Parliament has not adopted
this particular principle, for their Act embraces
all public works, while this Bill only includes
railways.

The SECRETARY POR RAILwaYs:
all that.

Mr. DAWSON :
not admit it.

The SEcrETarY ror Pusric LaxDs: The
principle is identical, but the scope is less.

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. gentleman said, at
page 939 of the last issue of Hansard —

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

1 admitted

No ; the hon, gentleman did



Railways Standing

Mr, Lesina : Not in the same form.
he SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Ttisin existence
actly in this form in New South Wales.

The SEORETARY FOR RaTnwaYs: Goon.

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. gentleman is
entirely mistaken; it does not exist in this form
in New South Wales,

The SECRETARY FOR Rarnwayvs: I explained
that later on,

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. gentleman is claim-
ing blood relationship between this Bill and the
Act in operation in New South Wales, but I
contend that as this Bill does not embrace the
sabjects embraced in the New South Wales Act,
we are asked to accept all the vices of that
measure withont any of its virtues.

The SEORETARY FOR Rainwavs: See what I
said in reply to the hon. member for South
Brisbane. I explained it all theve,

Mr. DAWSON : The New South Wales Act
has proved a great success ; nobody ean deny that
for a single moment, for the establi<hment of the
works committee in New South Wales has
done a great deal of good for the people of that
colony.

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

Mr. DAWSON : T beg to differ from the hon.
gentleman ; they do think so.

Hon, E. B. ForrEsT : Many of them don’t.

Mr, DAWSON: The information I obtained
during the time I was in New South Wales 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 New South Wales more than we
do'in Qu=ensland, because there was a great deal
more corruption in New South Wales than there
has baen in this colony.

Ho~ouraBLe MEuBERS : Hear, hear! Oh, oh!

Mr. LesiNa : Question.

Mr. DAWSON : There is no question about
it. Whatever has been done by past Govern-
ments in Queensland, they certainly can show
clean hands as ecnmpared wirh the Governments
they have had in New South Wales. At any
rate, that is my opinion. Some of the vevela-
tions that have been made in New South Wales
are rather startling. They have not had checks
on pubiic expenditure there the same as we have
had in the shape of local authorities, as has been
very propezly pointed out by the Minister who
introduced this Bill, There, the Treasurer, or
any Minister for the time being, has even now
wider powers and a greater facility for abusing
his position than a Minister has in Queenslind,
however anxious or desirous that Minister
may be to abuse the position he chances to
occupy by a political accident of the moment.
But the great virtue of the New South Wales
Act is that it is not strictly confined to railways.
This Bill proposes right through from the begin-
ning to the end, and the hon. gentleman in
intreducing it contended right through the
pieca, that it was not necessary, nor was it
judicious or wise, to embrace anything in the
Bill except railways, and that is exactly the
point on which I join issue with the Minister.
As a matter of fact we do not require this Bill
so much for railways as we do for other public
works in Queensland.

The SecrETARY FOR RatLwayvs: What other
public works do you require it for?

Mr. DAWSON : I will mention the other
public works by and by. What is our position
with regard to the construction of railways?
The hon. gentleman stated in his speech that
every houn. member must admit that blunders
had been committed in the past in the cunstruc-
tion of railways, that railways bad been con-
strunc'ed  without sufficient information, and
that a certain amount of political influence had
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been exerted to get railways constructed in
localities where they should not have been con-
structed—or, to put it shortly, that railway jobs
have been committed in this colony. The hon,
gentleman says that every hon, member in this
Chamber must freely adwmit that. I certainly
do freely admit it, but I say that when the hon.
gentleman desires a change in this direction, it
is not only incumbent upon him to get an
admission from hon. members that jobs of that
description have been committed in the past,
bus it is absolutely essential for him to prove to
the House that such jobs have been committed
since we have had Railway Commissioners.

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

Mr. DAWNON : The hon. gentleman put it
in the pulite way for which he is so noted, but
everyone understood what the hon, gentleman
was referring to, and he certainly was referring
to railways constructed in wrong places and in
wroung localities, and he suggested that that was
done because we had not sufficient information,
and because of some evil influence as well, the
whole thing operating to produce the vesult that
these blamders were committed. I want to
know from the hon. gentleman how he will
escape this position: When the Railway Com-
missioners were appointed they were appointed
for this very purpose—to prevent these blunders
from ever occurring again in the colony of
Queensland.,

Mr. Groom: They were appointed to stop
political inflnence,

Mr. DAWSON : Yes, to stop political influ-
ence—to stop these blunders. 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 auppointed. That is
thereason we have Railway Commissioners at the
present time, and I want to know if, since the
apvointment of those Commissioners, there have
been any of these blunders complained of by the
hon. gentleman committed in the colony of
Queensland ?

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

Mr. DAWSON : Isay itis absolutely incum-
bent on the hon. gentleman, when he is asking
this House to change the system in the conduct
of railway coustruction, to show that the one
we have at the present time is not a good one, or
that soms evils have creptin under it, The hon.
gentleman heas not at*empted to do that, and I
say he certainly should do it before he calls upon
members of this House to adopt this new system
and put the taxpayers of the colony to extra
expense, without showing us in what way we are
going to be benefited by one single penny. I
desire all who are enthusiastic supporters of this
Bill to devote some little attention to that point.
If they have any arguments to show that the
Railway Comumissioners have been a failure, and
that blunders in the construction of railways
have just been going on the same as before their
appointment, let us know about 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 Rallway Commissioners.
This is another point on which I desire to say a
few words : I say that even if the hon. gentle-
man can prove that these blunders have been
committed under the mansgement of the Rail-
way Commissioners, and under the present
system of conducting railway construction, I say
he has further to show that these 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 roR RAILways: Oh, yes;
quite sasily. .
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. Mr. DAWSON : What is the present system
in conducting railway matters? There are the
book of reference and rplans to be laid on the
table of the House, and 1t is then competent for
this House to appoint a select committee to
inquire into the matter before going any further,
As a matter of fact, very frequently, where there
has been any dispute as to the route or as to the
advisability or otherwise of constructing a pro-
posed railway into a particular district, that is
exactly the course we do take. A selact eom-
mittee is appointed with power tv send for
persons and papers and to take all the evidence
they can possibly rake up in conuvection with the
case and furnish it with areport to this Chamber,
on which the proposal is afterwards discussed
and determined.

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

Mr. DAWSON : What is there in the wide
world to prevent the hon. gentleman, if he so
desires, giving that committee power to sit while
the House is not sitting ? As a matter of fact,
if it is necessary they should travel, the hon.
gentleman could easily give them the power of
travelling, and it would not be the first time a
select committee has been given the power to
visit the scene,

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : They always sit

here. .

Mr. DAWSON : No, no; it is quite a differ-
ent thing. If this is all the hon. gentleman seeks
to do now, this Bill is but waste-paper, because
we have got that now.

The SECRETARY FOR Rarways: This com-
mittee may sit when the House is not sitting.

Mr. DAWSON : Does the hon. gentleman
mean to say that withent this Bill we could not
appoint a select committee with power to call for
persons and papers and to take evidence ?

The SECRETARY FOR RaATLwAYs : They could
not sit during the recess.

The TREASURER : They could not travel.

Mr. DAWSON: The hon. gentleman could
give them power to travel,

The PrREMIER : They could not sit during the
recess.

Mr. DAWSON: Then after the proposal
eaves this Chamber there is an additional check.
It is absolutely necessary before the Upper
House can discuss the matter at all that it must
be submitted to the consideration and report of a
select committee. In this House it is only
optional that it should go to a select committee,
but in the other place it is imperative. We
have then, T think, in railway matters a very
gond and efficient check on the blunders the hon.
gentleman has complained of. Further, I would
like to direct your attention to this matter:
When our select committees want to take
svidence they call the Railway Commissioner,
the Chief Engineer, the Deputy Commissioner,
and probably an outside expert like Mr. Phillips.
They take their evidence, and draw it up in the
shape of & report, which is submitted to this
House. The committee appointed under this
Bill will do exactly the same thing.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : Oh, no.

Mr. DAWSON : I say yes.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILways: A different
class of men altogether.

Mr. DAWSON : That is a most remarkable
statement to come from the Secretary for Rail-
ways—that they are not going to take the
evidence of their own officials, the Railway
Commissioner and the Chief Engineer, upon the
construction of railways in Queersland. If that
is s0, the sooner the Bill is killed the better.

MeMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

Mr. DAWSON : I certainly should be pre-
pared to trust the Railway Commissioner, the

[ASBSEMBLY.]
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Chief Engineer, and Mr. Thallon sooner than
any outside authority on the construction of
railways,

HonoupaBuE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The PREMIER: Their evidence will be taken
also.

Mr. DAWSON : The Secretary for Railways:
says “No”; it is to be a different class altogether..

The SECRETARY FOR RaAILways: In additiom
to the officials’ reports,

Mr. DAWSON : Is there any one class of!
persons in the colony competent to give an
expression of opinion as to the wisdom or other--
wi-e of ennstructing a railway that cannot be:
reached by means of one of our own select
committees ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : We want
persons who have a knowledge of the country it
will pass through, its possibilities, and so forth..

Mr. DAWSON : I remember when there was:
a railway discussion on in this Charber—one of’
the most heated railway discussions I suppose:
that has occurred since I have been in the:
Chamber. It was on the proposal to construct a.
line from Hughenden to Winton, and the Rock-
hampton bunch, led by the Secretary for Railways-
himself, desired railway construction to Winton:
—-out from Longreach to Winton,

The SRORETARY FOR RAILWAYS : No, we never’
asked for it.

Mr. DAWSON : The Northern and Central
members had a contest as to the route. Both
agreed as to the advisability of railway commu-
nication with Winton, but the question was as to
the starting-point, After the Sccretary for
Railways and those with bim found they were
complesely beaten, they changed their ground,
and wanted the line to go from Hughenden to
Kynuna.

The BECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That is where it ought to have goune.

Mr. DAWSON: What happened on thas
oceasion under the provision we have now for
conducting railway construction? We 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 submitted a report.
They not only took the evidence of the Railway
Commissioners and the Chief Engineer for Rail-
ways, but the evidence, as the hon. gentleman
states, of those who were living in the township
of Winton and who knew the country. We
took their evidence as that of men who kuew the
country—as experts.

'The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : You did not
act npon it.

Mr. DAWSON : We did act upon it, and the
railway was opened only the other day, and I
think the hon. gentleman travelled upon it.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: You did not
act on the evidence given before the committee,

Mr. DAWSON : We did, and we completely

routed the Central contingent.

[4 p.m.] Every available person who had

any knowledge about the matter
while we were discnssing that railway on that
oceasion was reached by that select committee.

Mr. Jacgson : I was a member of that select
committee. -

Mr. DAWSON: The hon. member for
Kennedy was a metsber of the committee, and
he will recollect that we had some men from
Winton who had been living there for years and
years and knew every inch of the country, and
if we could do that on that occasion without this
Bill, in the name of common sense, why cannot we
do the same thing again if necessity arises with-
out this Bill ?

The SECRETARY FOR Ratnwavs: If this Bill
had been in existence the line would never have
gone to Winton,

Exactly.
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Mr. DAWSON: I cannot understand where
the hon. gentleman is. T asked the question if
he could point to vne class 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;”
and [ related that incident to tell the hon. gen-
tleman that a select committee, as appointed at
the present time, proved in that case that it
could reach that class of persons, and that it is
unuecessary to have this Bill to reach that class
of persons, 1 would like to mention here, that
while believing this Bill is not calculated to
advance us any further in removing those blun-
ders connected with the construction of our
railways, or enable us to get any more informa-
tion to guide us to a wise conclusion in our
deliberations in this Chamber than we have
under the present select committee system, I
believe also, that by the acceptance of this Bill
we shall be weakening the position we occupy ab
the present time; and I will tell you why. We
have in the Railway Commissioner a man who
has certainly got some backbone.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. DAWSBON : And I believe there is more
than one instance where that gentleman has been
called upon to report on a raiiway, and from his
experience and expert knowledge he has refused
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
wonld do any benefit to thecountry, and herefused
to recommend what he did not believe was worth
recommending. I am given to understand that
there is more than one instauce of that, and that
is a very good protection tous, And then there is
another matter. Hven after all, when this com-
mittee under this particular Bill is appointed, the
report will only come up for discussivn and deter-
mination by this House in the same way as the
report comes up for consideraticn under the
select committee system we have now,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwAvs: No. There
is more information.

Mr., DAWSON : I ask the hon. gentleman if
anywhere within the two covers of this Bill he
can show that he is giving that committee power
to do anything without the consent of this
Chamber.

The TREASURER : Except report,

Mr. DAWSON : Cannot a select committee
report?

The PrEMIER: Not fully.

Mr. DAWSON : I suppose the hon. gentle-
man is referring to clause 10. What is to
prevent us, when a proposal comesalong for a select
committes to take evidence and report upon a
railway route, embodying in the resolntion the
powers_that are embodied in clause 10 of this
Bill? Ts there anything in the wide world to
stop that ?

The PrEMIER: They have not the time at
their disposal.

Mr. DAWSON: Not the time at their dis-
posal! Clause 10 is headed ‘““Powers and
duties,” but after all it is only an instruction.
It is an instroction to that committee that they
must bear constantly in mind certain things, and
take the evidence bearing on the matter; they
must have those ideas constantly in their minds’;
they must elicit evidence in that particular direc-
tion. It is not a mafier of thoe at all; it is an
instruction as to the character of the evidence.

The PrEmIER: They must have time to obtain
that information,

Mr. DAWSON : Quite so, and what is to
prevent them ? I fail to see where the question
of time comes in ut all, = Supposing all the
members sitting on this bench were appointed on
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this committee, would they require more time
to elicit the particular evidence, than if the same
members were appointed under our present
select committee systera ? Does the hon. mem-
ber say it is going to give them additional brains
and activity ? I doubt it very much, Ifit was
going to manufacture brains in that way it would
be a very good thing for members of the
Opposition to introduce a dozen Biils for the
instruction of hon. members opposite.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Lt gives them time
to travel over the route themselves.

Mr. McDonarp : To travel over the route and
drink wine,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Oh, no.

Mr. DAWSON : I notice that the hon. gentle-
man sounded a little note that struck rather
harshly on my ear when he stated that we must
make some difference in the mode of railway con-
struction, and then immediately went on to say
that he was not referring particularly to State
railways, but he referred so syndicate railways—
ratlways to be constructed by private enferprise,
and he particularised one district—the Cloncurry
district—and dilated to some extent on the great
wealth there was in that district, and said that
owing to the great mineral wealthin that district
it was proved necessary that a railway must be
constructed there. If this proposalisto alter our
mode of railway construction in the direction of
encouraging syndicate railways, even if every
other provision in the Bill was a good one, I
would bitterly oppose it if that was the object
aimed at.

The SEcRETARY FOR Ratways: The Bill is
silent on the subject.

Mr. DAWSON : The hon. gentleman dilates
on the great mineral wealth in one particular
district, and advocates that a private railway
should go there. The mere fact that that great
wealth is there is absolute proof to my mind that
the Governmens should construct that railway,
and the taxpayers reap the benefit of that great
wealth.

MeMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. DAWSON: It was a little note that
appeared to me to be an indication of some-
thing behind, and it struck harshly on my ear.
The hon. gentleman further pointed out—and
this apparently was his trump card—that it was
necessary t0 have a committee of this descrip-
tion, because there is a Jarge number of railways
asked for, and in some places—one place in
particular—there were five rival claimants—that
is the railway to St, Geovrge; aud that it was
necessary, seeing that there were five rival
claimant-, that there should be a commititee of
this descriptivn in order to determine which one
of those five rival claimants should be successful.
I contend that it is not necessary to have auny-
thing of the kind. It is not even necessary to
have a select committee to decide on a question
of that description. What is absolutely neces-
sary is that we have a Government with back-
bone enougzh to do the right thing when they
know it to be the right thing.

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

Mr. DAWSON : This particular matter has
been before the present Government ever since
it has been in existence, and of Fovernments
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 believe the Premier went as far as to
promise one of the claimants that they should
receive the first consideration. Isay that, instead
of having elaborate machinery of this description
to determine such a question, it is for the
Government when they know—and surely to
goodness they have the best means of knowing ;
theirfunds are not stinted ; their railway servants
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have the necessary ability to undertake inquiries
and make a recommendation—it is for the
Government, T say, having this information
before them, to put their font 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, 1 think the system
in the Upper House is a much better one than
we have here. There it is imperative that every
railway proposal 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 happens now and then that rail-
ways come along, with the necessity for
which every member of the Chamber is con-
vinced, and that being so why should there be
the long delay necessitated by the reference to a
committee of this sort ?

The PrEMIER : This would facilitate matters.

Mr. DAWSON : This means that every rail-
way proposal costing over £20,000 would have to
go before the committee. For instance, nearly
every member of the Chamber is in favour of
the Bowen railway going to the 37-mile peg.
But though we may not be exacily unanimous
as to that, T have never heard an adverse word
said as to the construction 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
satisfied, on the evidence we have, 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 endeavouring to show that the con-
tining of this committee strictly to railways is
no jostification whatever for their endeavouring
to force this Bill upon the Chamber, and that
whatever justificatinn there may be for a works
committee it is that it should embrace all
public works costing over a certain amount, We
have already, as 1 have said, got an efficient
check upon our railway construction. But public
works are being constantly constructed 1n the
colony for which no permission is asked from the
House before the Minister authorizes their
construction. It was pointed out by the hon.
member for Bulloo, and I think by the hon.
member for Wide Bay, on the debate on the
Financial Statement, that the colony was com-
mitted to enormous amounts of unauthorised
expenditure for public works, and that the item
is ncreasing ; that there is a class of our public
works over which the members of the Chamber
have absolutely no control, and that there would
be some justification for the appointment of a
committee which would take evidence and 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 Wales,

Mr. DAWSON : That is what I was about to
point out. The great leakage in this co.ony is
not in rajlway construction, but in other public
works done on the sole vesponsibility of the
Minister, of course approved of by the Cabinet.
When a work is authorised, and the money is
expended, they come down to the House and
ask us to vote the money, and if we refuse to
vote the money, what is it? It is repudiation.
In the expenditure of this money we are abso-
lutely helpless. Whatever committees we may
desire it is where this great leakage 5. As
the hon. member for Drayton and Toowoomba
has pointed out, the great benefit that has
resulted from the existence of this committee
in New South Wales has been a saving of
money in exactly this direction, and not on
railways. As a matter of fact the great saving
of meney on railway construction in New South
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Wales, and their present flourishing condition, is
due to the master-hand of the late Mr. Eddy.
The expenditure on railways is really the only
thing we now have any check upon before the
taxpayer is called upon to pay, and with which
members cannot be charged, if they object to
the expenditure, with trying to cast dishonour
upon the colony. T certainly think we should
have some check upon public works expenditure.
It wonld result very beneficially to the colony as
a whole, and it would certainly do the Northern
portion of the colony a great deal of good, and I
bave no doubt my hon. friend, the member for
Rockbampton, will say that Rockhampton will
get a listle more justice in future 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 wish
the New South Wales Act and see whether it
embraces anything like the same ground, As
I pointed out in the earlier portion of my
remarks, even if the hen. gentleman succeeds
in proving that the principle embodied in this
Bill—the object he is aiming at—is a good one,
the method he has adopted has destroyed if,
has taken all the virtue out of it. Take,
for instance, New South Wales. When 1
was down there making inquiries I found all
pelitical parties were enthusiastically in suppotr
of their Act, especially after the Amending
Act was psssed, which dealt with all public
works, but they complained that one great defect
in their Act was that the Premier was to nominate
the members of the committee. They proposed
that if they were nominated by the Premier,
that they should be elected by the Assembly.
But in this Bill the hon. member thas not gone
a3 far as New South Wales. He propnses that
the members of this committee shall be elected
as members of an ordinary select committee are
elected ; that there shall be no ballot ; that
it will be a kind of formal motion, without
ballot at all. What we should endeavour to
do is to remedy the defects in the New
South Wales Act, and not to perpetuate
them. I certainly say that, if this Bill passes
its second rending, I intend to vote against that
principle as far as I possibly can. I ssy that
the nomination and election of members to
sit on thiz committee should be the same as the
nomination and election of members of this
House by their constituents. Then there is
another matter—a matter of very profound
importarce in connection with this Bill: In the
New South Wales Act, if the committee is
elected as I have indicated, then that committee
chooses its own chairman and vice-chairman.

MEuMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr., DAWSON : But under this Bill the
(Government reserve that right to themselves,
and 1 object to this as a vicious principle. It
puts too much power in the hands®of the Premier
—1I don’s care who the Premier is—for the time
being, and I do not refer to the hon. gentleman
who at present occupies the position of Premier
personally, for f suppese 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 accident of polities to occuypy the poesition
of Premier. That power—to select their own
chairinan—should be in the bands 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 carries extra remuneration, that
makes it all the more objectionable. Squaring
dissatisfied friends or cobnoxious opponents is
not uncommon 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. Lesiva: The trail of the serpent is over
the whole.

Mr. ArMsTRONG : The constitution was so in
New South Wales in the first instance.

Mr. DAWSON: Just so, but there is an
Amending Act.

Mr. ArusTRONG : You were alluding to the
first proposition, saying that it was pernici: us.

Mr. DAWSON : The election is now effected
by Parliament, or if the members become dis-
qualified or cease to be members of Parliument,
they must vacate their seats on this committee.
In fact, the Minister has left out one of the most
useful democratic principles, and has inserted
one of the most vicious.

The PrEyMinr : That is your opinion.

Mr. DAWSON : There are a lot of matters in
this Bill which I do not think it is necessary for
me to go into at present. Clause 10 provides
that certain instructions shall be given to this
committee, and I am reually surprised that the
hon, gentleman did not copy the New South
Wales Act, and ask our proposed committee to
tﬁke evidence in the same direction as it is taken
there,

The SECRETARY FOR RaILways: The local
authorities here carry on most of the public
works.

Mr, DAWSON : The local authorities do not
carry on the chief public works, They carry on
certain works, such as the repair and mainten-
ance of roads and the building of bridges in their
own boundaries,

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

Mr. DAWSON : They have not established
one in Brisbane yet, and the question is whether
some of these people will not be called upon to
be relieved of their responsibilisy in this respect
before long,

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

Mr. DAWSON : There is another matter in
c¢omnection with the committee in New South
Wales. They have the power to get assessors to
assist them in arriving ot a just verdict, but there
is no provision in this Bill for anything of this
description. We find in this colony, in our
mining, land, snd electoral laws, that the judge
receives great assistance from these assessors.

Mr. ForsYTH : Read clause 9.

Mr. DAWSON : Yes, 1 overluoked that, It
is undoubtedly one of the best provisions that
could be put into this Bill. As I have said, I
intend to_vote against the second reading, not
because I object to the principle of a public
works committee which will take expert
evidence, and which will be able to afford this
House such evidence that will enable it to come
to a wise decision, and will enable them to carry
on good government; but the hon. member has
not endeavoured to do that, He has endeavoured
to bring about something which will be abso-
tutely useless and unnecessary, and which, in my
opinicn, will Jeave us in a worse position than
we are n at the present time. I shall vote
against the second reading,

The PREMIER : I hardly expected that the
hon. member, the leader of the Labour Opposi-
tien, in risicg to speak on this Bill, would take
it to bis heart to express his cordial approval of
it. Therole of the hon. gentleman appears to
be, that whatever we do or say it is not right.
As a rule, whatever we propose is sure to meet
with the condemnation of that hon. gentleman.
But he has given a certain amount of approvai
to the principle of the Bill, which I was very
gratified to hear. In his opening remarks he
advocated that the priuciple of the Bill should
be enlarged, so as to include public works, and I
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almost expected that he would have followed up
that declaration by announcing that if we
intended to include public works beyond a
certain amonnt it would meet with his approval.
There is a great deal 10 be said on the question
of public works being included under this Bill.

HoxouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: But we have thought it
better that this Bill should deal with railways
only, because the question of railway construc-
tion in this colony is one of the most urgent
Importance ; oue concerning which the Govern-
ment receive so many deputations and requests,
that it is desirable to ennsider as early as practical
which lines are the most urgent, and which
should be first proceeded with. Now the posi-
tion of vailway counstruction 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 as fully as * he public demand.

An HonNouraBrr MENBER: You give pro-
mises,

The PREMIER : No, we give railways as the

public demand them. Here we are

[4°30 p.m.] situated in an immense extent of

territory half the size of Hurope,
populated by less than half a million of people,
who are pursuing the industries and developing
the resources of the colony in sparsely populated
distriets where they require to bs provided with
facilities of communication with the ports and
the oversea markets of the world. In former
days railways were considered perhaps asluxuries
to be given to the large centres of population. At
the present time we must rec gnise that they are
an absclute necessity for opening up the country
and encouraging settloment. This standing
committee, therefore, will have cast upon it
the duty of recommending for the acceptance of
Parliament certain propnsals for railway con-
straction which it will be within the financial
ability of the colony to underiake. Now, in the
first place the Government have not the financial
ability to carry out all the railways which are
from time to time demanded, and in the second
plac= it is very difficuit to decide which of the
railways should be carried out, or by what routes
they should be taken, and how they will affect .
population settled along the route chosen.
Therefore, T contend that the intervention of a
standing committes which will have an oppor-
tunity to work during the recess, and which
can seriously deliberate upon, and consider the
best routes for the various lines to take, gather-
ing a large amount of information which the
Government can only obtain through their
officials, will have a distinctly salutary effect.
Their labours will possibly result in throwing an
entirely new light on the different routes pro-
posed, and taking that view only I think the Go-
vernment are amply justified in bringing forward
this proposal for the appointment of a permanent
committee to enable railway construction to be
proceeded with as early as possible, and without
that delay which is likely to attend it if the
Government themselves have to consider these
various matters, 1 wish it to be distinetly under-
stood that the object of the Governmentin press-
ing this Bill is to accelerate railway construction
and not to retard it, and I am quite certain
that if this committee is constituted there will
be a certain amount of railway construction
entered upon more immediately than would be
the case if the system we have pursued hitherto
still continnes to exist. I say there is a great
deal of force in the proposal to extend the prin-
ciple of the Bill to works generally, bus I
want to point out the urgency there is, especially
for railways. With regard to works, [ agree
with a great deal of what the hon. gentleman
has said, 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 committee, if it reaches
that stage, to hear a discussion as to whether
works of a certain character should not be
included. That is a matter for the House to
determine. I want a good practical measure,
and from my own observation of the embarrass-
ments of railway construction in this colony I
have thought that by confinine 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 7

The PREMIER: I am not geing to withdraw
this Bill, but 1 say that in committee we may
discuss the question of including works, I do
not give any promise of the acceptance of amend-
ments; but it is a question upon which a great
deal may be said, as to whether works of a cer-
tain character should not be includ-d. I may
mention here that I am of opinion that the Bill
as it stands is quite sufficient for the day, and
introduces & principle which hereafter may be
extended to works—perhaps with benefit to the
colony. But I would point out that there is not
the same necessity for works being referred to a
standing committee as existsin NewSouth Wales,
Here we have our local authorities very actively
engaged. We have our harbour boards and other
local institutions, which take upon themselves
the conduct of public works, and I do not think
there is the same embarrassment in deciding
upon public buildings in the towns of the colony
as there iy in deciding upon the many applica-
tions for railways, That is why I wish to draw
a distinet line of demarcation as between the
urgent necessity for a public works committee
generally and a railway .committee. Now,
something hes been said by the hon. member
concerning the bungles, or rather the leakage, in
railway construction. - Well, this Bill is not
mtroduced to deal with the question of leakage.
I thick our railways have been constructed—I
may not perhaps use the word ““economically”’—
but I do not think the general application of the
term ‘‘leakage is just, or can be applied to them
either intentionally or otherwise, Our railways
perhaps bave at the outset been deals with under a
certain amount of political influence. Thereisno
use in attempting to disguise that position, and it
is with a view of having an independent tribunal
to deal with these matters, and intimate which
lines in their opinion are likely to be most
beneficial to the country, that this Bill is sub-
mitted for the approval of the Flouse. 1 wish to
give the Railway Commissioner, and the Traffic
Manager, and the Engineer-in-Chief, and in fact
all the railway officials, the highest credit for
their ability and intelligencs in the manner in
which they conduct the Railway Department,
but at the same time these gentlemen, ahle as I
have said they are in their respective depart-
ments, are not the best judges of a policy
which will suit the country, and which will
open it up for settlement. While I give
them credit for their administration of the rail-
ways which are constructed, and the engineers
credis for tha ability in ruilway construction, yet
at the same time there is a very great difference
between offering recommendations and advice as
to whether a railway will pay, and the character
of the country it will traverse, and deciding
upon a railway policy. That is a matter to
which the standing committee would specially
devote time and investigation, They will have
also the benefit of conferving and consulting with
the railway officials, and will be able to suhmit a
compr-hensive and deliberate report upon the
proposals which my hon. colleague will introduce,
and their report will naturally carry much more
weight coming as it will trom an independent tri-
bunal divested of party politics, Parliament will
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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, T may at once say that while I
respect the ability of our Railway Commissioner,
yet I know {from having been in the Railway
Department that there is a tendency, and there
must be a very natural tendency, on the part of
any gentleman occupying that position not to
press on railway lines unless there is a proba-
bility of their paying from the start. Our rail-
ways produce ab the present time something over
3 per cent., and it is very naturalthat the Railway
Commissioner does not want to increase the num-
ber of non-paying railways, and thereby reduce
the average earnings which he isenabled so satis-
fact rily to exhibit to Parliamentand the country.
W hile 1 do not wish in any way to disparage the
ability of the Railway Commissioner, yet it is a
natural tendency in a gentleman placed in that
responsible position not to speculate too much in
regard to railway extension. Xt may be the safer
policy ; but on the cther side he may err through
adopting a policy of extreme caution, and retard
the development of this country, which, T allege,
can chirfly be promoted by the extension of
railways commensurate with our financial ability
to pay for them. The committee itself will, I
take 1t, hold an impartial position. They will
discriminate between injudicious expenditure,
and expenditure upon a railway which, 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 Railway Com-
missioner, he wishes, naturally, to show to the
country that the percentage of profit upon our
raillway systemr has been maintained. The
public do not look below the surface in these
things. So long as the Commissioner reports
that our railways are paying 8 per cent. upon the
capital invested, above working expenses, the
public is satished ; but supposing it drops to 2%
per cent., the blame is laid upon the department,
while it may be entirely due to having initiated
the construction of certain lines which do not for
the first year or two provide sufficient revenue to
maintain she equilibrium of the railway revenue.
I do not therefore say there are any blanders to
be charged to the Railway Commissiouer.
think that the country has had very valuable
services from the Railway Commissioner, and
from the railway officials. It is not with a view
to protect ourselves from blunder that 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 railway going on at the
present time.

The SECRETARY FOR RaILways : Not one.

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

Mr. W. TrorN: Whose fault is it?
fault of the Government.

The PREMIER : If the hon. member wants
the Goombungee railway, his best chance is with
the railways committee. Until the committee
takes that railway into serious consideration with
the numerous other applications before the Go-
vernent, that will not be one of the lines which
will be placed in the forefront of the proposals of
the Secretary for Railways.

Mr. JENKINSON : Not while the hon., member
is on this side.

The PREMIER : I hope we all look at the
general interests of the country. I am sure the
comumittee wiil not regard proposals for railways

It is the
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in the light of whether the hon. member who
represents the district concerned sits on one
side or the other, The committee that it is
proposed to appoint has this great advantage
that it is not merely a sessional committee,
which terminates its labours when this House
rises, Of course, I am not prepared to say that,
even if the committee was formed this week, it
would be able to do a great deal of work during
this short session, but at the same time I am
convinced that there is work which could be
done even this session, and that we will have
work befors us before we rise, which, though it
may not be of a very extensive character, will yet
enahble us to resume railway construction ; and
during the recess I trust that the committee will
make itself fully acquainted with the various
plans and specifications to be supplied to them,
and at the commencement of another session
there will be another opportunity of dealing
with a very much larger scheme of railway con-
struction than we can possibly deal with at the
present time, Hven at the present time, as I
say, under this committee, we will be able to
resume railway coustruction, of which I see very
little chance if the Government proceed in 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-
portance than all the rest, and the difficalty
would be toobtain anything like an affirmation of
the wisdom of proceeding with rallway construc-
tion unless that special line is amougst the num-
ber brought forward.

Mr. ARMSTRONG: What about getting six
impartial members of the committee ?

The PREMIER : T hope the six impartial
men will not be iuterested in the railways which
wiil be brought before them. It1s to be hoped
that the gentlemen who will be appointed to
these p sitions will discharge their duties
impartially and with eredit to the colony, from
whichever side they may come-—and I hope a
fair number wili be taken from either side.
‘With regard to the committee of the Legislative
Counetl which invariably investigates 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 pumber 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 appointment of members
under the Bill. The appointment of members of
the committee is dictated by an opinion that
there should be a fair number ¢f members from
both sides of the Chamber and from the Legisla-
tive Council, and, notwithstanding the criticism
of the hon, member fur Charters Towers, I think
the appointment of the chairman of the com-
mittee may very properly be left in the hands of
the Government of the day, inasmuch as the
Government ought to have a voice in the con-
struction of railways, and the chairman would,
to a certain extent, represent the views of the
Government. However, that and other matters
may very well be discussed in committes. The
Baill is framed with a view to enabling us to at
once resume railway coustruction, and matters
of detuil are properly left to be considered in
committee. While I do not think the leader of
the Labour Opposition has in any way discre-
dited the Bill, he generally threstens opposi-
tion because 1t comes from the Government,
and his approval of the general principles
of the Bill should justify hon. members in
coming to a favourable conclusion. I do not
want to take up time unpecessarily, My col-
league, the Secretary for Railways, has placed
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the details so fully before the House that there
is nothing more for me to say. The justification
for the Billis to be found in similar measures
being retained on the statute-books of New
South Wales and Victoria. They have had
years to consider the propriety or otherwise of
working under this system, and if they have
retained it for so many years upon their statute-
books we may rest assured iz is because the
people in our sister colonies appreciate it.

Mr, McDowarb: Would you apply the same
argument to their Elections Acts?

The PREMIER: We will deal with the
Elections Act on another occasion. We don’t
want to confuse the two matters, At present we
will confine ourselves to this Bill. I know from
hon. metbers of the respective legislatures of
New South Wales and Victoria with whom I
have conversed that the system has been found
of vast benefit. I may even quote the name of
Mr. John Muthieson, our late respected Chief
Cummissioner.

Mr. McDoNALD : What—respected ?

The PREMIER : He is now Chief Commis-
sioner for Railways in Victoria, and warmly ap-
proves a measure of this sort, [ have heard him
express himself in terins of the strongest commen-
dation. But, apart from that, the fact that the
measure has remained for so long on the statute-
books of those colonies is sufficieut proof that its
working has been beneficial. Its benefits will be
even greater here where really we are surrounded
by a great many more difficuities than appertain
t0 a siwall country like Vietoria, or even to New
South Wales. In those two countries their
whole systems are worked from one comimon
centre, while here we have railwaysrightthrough-
outthelengthand breadth of this great territory—
dixjointed parts of a system which I trust here-
after will be one; but that, of course, has to be
worked up to. It involves a great deal more
consideration than merely a question of a line
from # common centre as In the southern
colonies. I think that the only objection which is
entertained hy hon. members is the fear that if
will retard the speedy acceleration of railway
cunstruction. I wish to disabuse their minds
distinctly of that. My colleague, the Secretary
for Rallways, is prepared to place certain pro-
posals for railway construction before the com-
mittee for immediate consideration, and there
will be no delay whatever in the matter. 1 am
certain that if he were tolay th-m onthe table of
this House at present, and refer them to any
independent committee thizs House might appoint
for its report, the probability is that the work
would be unperformed at the close of the session.
I think that that would be a huge calamity at
presenf. 1 would wish to remove from hon.
members’ minds the impression that the Go-
vernment in any way want to shelter themselves
from the respousibility of railway construction,
or that they desire to retard it.

Mr. GLassky : Why not select one or two at
once on which there is general unanimity ?

Mr. Dawson: Tae Croydon-Georgetown line.

The PREMIER : The hon. the leader of the
Opposition says -he Croydon-Georgetown line,
as if it would meet =ith universal acceptance.
1 am guite surprised at the hon, gentleman saying
that, having been so many years 1n Parliament
and seen the diffculty there is in passing railway
proposals through this Flouse. I am certain that
if 1 were to introduce that line without others it
would not go through quite so readily as the hon.
member imagines. Having been in the railway
chair, I have seen the applications for the line
from Croydon to Georget own, and from the east of
Georgetown, and if that one line were proposed
probably one would vote for it and seventy-one
might dissent from it. ‘
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Mr. GLASSEY : Why not select the Gladstone-
Rockhampton line,

MEuBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

The PREMIER : I do not know why that
should not be submitted to the committee, It
is proposed that all the railways should be sub-
mitted 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
should be the slightest delay in dealing with
it. They could even go over the line between
a Friday night and Tuesday, when we resume
delib-rations in this Chamber, so that they
would not be taken 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
commiteee, and I think it is as well that
that principle should be maintained with
regavd to_ all the work that there is to
perform. I should like to point out to hon.
members who are here for their first session that
they have not seen the trouble and difficulty
there is in passing a railway policy or a railway
scheme. T am sure that if they had beon here in
earlier years, or even in recenf years, they would
have ssen the difficulty there is under the present
system of passing proposals even for well-
consideredrailways just through the jealousfeeling
that exists among other mewnbers whose railw ays
are not brought forward. 'This matter has
received full consideration from the Government,
and the speech which was delivered by the
Hon. Secrstary for Railways has not been in any
way attacked by the hon. the leader of the
Opposition. T feel confident that the House in
giving assent to this Bill will be introducing
machinery which will enable railway construction
to proceed smoothly and efficiently and in the
mterests of the general publie.

, N[I?MBERS on the Government side: Hear,
hear !

Mr. McDONALD (Flinders): From what T
can see of the whole tenor of this Bill it is this:
the Premier at different times has promised so
mauy railways to Governwent supporters that
the Goverawent are now in a diffienlty, aud they
have brought down this Bill as a sort of buffer
between the promises they made and their
supporters, It has been a common thing, at
different times in the history of the Government,
at the time of an election, for telegrams to be
sent to men standing for certain constituencies,
saying that if so and so is elected the Govern-
ment are prepared to go on with and construct a
certain railway ; or, if not in so many words,
that the Government are prepared to construct a
railway, and generally the party who read that
particular telegram was a Government supporter.
The presumption to be drawn from the telegram
that was sent went directly to show that if the
Government candidate was returned it was most
probable that the line would be built.

The SecrETARY FOR PubLic Laxps : This Bill
will do away with that very abuse.

Mr. McDONALD : The hon. gentleman says
the Bill will do away with that very abuse. I
should like to point this out—that the position
we are in to-day 1s exactly the same position we
sbould be in if we bad had that committee. I
should like to remind the Hon. the Secretary for
Lands of a little railway that the hon. gentle-
man introduced to this Chamber, and which the
hon. gentleman knows a lit'le about. I refer to
the Mirani-Cattle Creek line. We know thas
line was a huge job.

The SECRETARY ¥Or PUuBLIc LaNDs: It was
nothing of the sort ; but it suivs your purpose to

. 8ay 80.

Mr. MCDONALD : It was commented on by

the leading papers of this city as & job,
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The SecrETaRY FOR PUBLIC LAXDS: And it
was run by the Labour paper at Mackay for all
that it was worth,

Mr. McDONALD : That was well known. So
much so was it that this House practically
decided it would not go on with it. I should
like to point out thut when the plans, specifica-
tions, and books of reference were tabled it was
found that the railway authorities commented
adversely on the construction of the line. They
told us in their report distinctly that there was
no possibility of it paving in the near future.

The TREASURER : You are mistaken,

Mr. McDONALD : T am not mistaken, as the
hon. gentleman will see if he will go through
“Votes and Proceedings” and the report of the
Railway Commissioner at the time. The railway
authorities said it would not pay for a con-
siderable time,

The Seoruwrary ror Pusiic Lanps: Not
immediately.

Mr. McDONALD : I think “considerable”
was the word that was used ; but T will not dispute
with the hon. gentleman. That was what was
meant, at any rate, The result was that the
line was not constructed ; but if Parliament had
done as Parliaments have done in the past, and
not taken the advice of the Railway Department,
it is rrobable it would have been built,

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic LANDS: And it
would have paid them to do it.

Mr. McDONALD: Itis questionable. Accord-
ing to the report of the railway authorities, they
were of opinion it would not. As a matter of
fact the Mackay railway does not pay at present,
and I think this would only have added another
burden to that line.

The SECRETARY ¥oR PuBLic Laxps: No. It
would have helped to make it pay.

Mr. McDONALD : The Secretary for Rail-
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
hon. member then specially selected one par-
ticular route. 'That is the line to the border, vid
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 be constructed.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: Oh, no!

Mr. McDONALD: In any case only one of
those lines could y.0ssibly be constructed. The
hon. gentleman also stated that he could not

possibly get the fullest information

[5 p.m.] at the present time with regard to

railways proposed to be constructed.
T interjected, *“ Do we not get the fullest infor-
mation under the ordinary system of iutroducing
lines into this Chamber 7”7 And the hon, gentle-
raan said, *“ No,” aistinetly. X look upon that as
a direct charge of incompetency against the heads
of the Railway Department in this colony.
‘When the Minister in charge of that department
comes down and tells the House that the reports
which have been submitted to the House in
regard to particular railways are inadequate, I
think thatis a direct charge of incompetency, or, if
not of incompetency, of a wilful attempt on the
part of the railway officials to mislead the House.
The Minister in charge of the department cught
to be the Jasy person to make such a charge
against the railway officials, I have always
undeistood that a Minister was charged with the
duty of protecting the officers of his department
from aspersions of that deseription.  If we are
not getting reliable informatiin from men who
are paid bigh salaries by the State to supply that
information, how, in the name of common sense,
are we going toget it from a committee appointed
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by this Bouse? 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 interested
in everyday politics, and, whether consciously or
unconseiously, will be biased in their opinions.
You cannot get away from the fact that there
will be certain railways in which they will be
more or less, directly or indirectly, interested,
and that their opinions in regard tothose railways
will be biased. The Bill provides that a certain
number of members shall be appointed on this
committee, and that they shall have certain
powers, also that certain powers shall be con-
ferred on the Government. One of the powers
proposed to be conferred 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 T would lay a
wager that 1 could write down the name of the
chatrman.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Perhaps
his merits are so conspicuous,

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

Mr. K8oGH : A very good mun, 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 Rosewood is to be a
member of this committee.

Mr. KEoGH: A very good man, too !

Mr. McDONALD : I know that the hon.
member has been actively canvassing for votes
for some considerable time.

Mr. Krog : T do not think so; I think you
make a mistake there,

Mr. MCDONALD : I may make a mistake,
but there are a number of members in this
Assembly who do not make much of a mistake
about it. I say that the introduction of this
Bill is an attempt to satisfy certain members
who cannot be satisficd 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 :
man,

Mr. McDONALD : He is a very capable man.
But I want to kriow where the direct experience
of those gentlemen in railway construction comes
in. Tam prepared t¢ admit that the hon. mem-
ber for Maryborough has had experience in that
direction, but I ask hon. members to compare
the hon. member for Maryborough with the hon.
member for Rosewood, and the hon. member for
Herbert, if they are to be appointed on the com-
mittes, My opinion is that if the presens rail-
way anthorities, through overwork or otherwise,
cannot supply the House with the necessary
reports on proposed railways, it is the duty of
the Government to appoint three or four experts,
pay them good salaries, and let them do the
work that it is propesed should be done by this
committee. I certainly think that a committee
under the patronage of the Government would
be far inferior to such a committee of experts as
I suggest.

Mr. KrocH ;: Suggest your men.

Mr. McDONALD : It is not necessary for
me to suggest any names ; my proposal is not
before Parliament. Probably when this Bill
passes we may have some proposals with the
hou. member’s signature to them. At the pre-
sent time we have in the Railway Department
men who have a practical knowledge of railway

A very capable
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construction, and I do not think, as the Secre-
tary for Railways does, that we have been
deceived by their reports. I think their reports
in the past have been full aud ample, and that
if we had acted on the reports of the railway
authorities on all occasions there wonld not
have been the blunders the hon. gentleman has
spoken of in railway construction. But the
fact is that the reports of the railway authorities
have always been ignored by the Government,
or by Parliament, and members have sought to
pass 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 wehad always acted on the Commissioner’s
report, and had not voted for lines for political
purposes, we should not have committed the
blunders spoken of by the Secretary for Rail-
ways. .

An HonNorraBLE MeMBER: Do you admit
that any railway has been a blunder ?

Mr. McDONALD : Yes, I admit that the
Cairns railway was a huge blunder. And why
was that huge blunder committed ? To satisfy &
certain political party, and for no other reason.
The clamour of a number of members for the
construction of lines in different parts has been
purely to satisfy their constituents, and quite
trrespective 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 PuBLIC LANDS : Yes.

Mr. McDONALD : Well, the line is not
paying at the present time, nor is it likely to

2y,

P '{‘he SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc LanDS : I say that
was the reason it was constructed.

Mr, McDONALD : It was not the reason at
all. The whole country know the reason why
that line was constructed. It was constructed
purely to win a seat for the Government of the
day. .

Mr. Hauivron : The Government was ia af
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.

Mr, Hawmirton: It was the Opposition and
not the Government who wanted it.

The SPEAK KR : Order, order !

Mr., McDONALD : 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 ou and consider certain lines at
once, Where are 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 SrCRETARY FOR RaiLways: No. .

Mr, Lrauy: They can sit any time Parlia
ment is not actually sitting, .

The TreEASURER: They can sit every morning
during the session. .

Mr. McDONALD : I was under the impres-
sion, from the way this clause 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 ss well, 1t strikes me that that is
a strong argument why there should not be any
member of this House on the committee at all.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : Why?

Mr. McDONALD : 1 will tell the hon. memn-
ber why. For this reason, that if they are going
i to sit 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 their purliamentary duties it is not
acting faitlv or honestly to the constituencies
that send them hers to sit on this committee,
because I do not care who the member is, if he
wants to attend properly to his parliamentary
duties, it is physically impossible for him to do
80 if he has to sit on this railway committee in
the morning and then has to atiend to his par-
liamentary 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 com-
mittee. Arother reason for introducing this
comrnittee was that lines should not be brought
down and submitted to Parliament and rushed
through in a hurry. But what did the hon.
gentleman say five minutes afterwards ? He said,
““ Liet us pass this Bill, and there are certain lines
we can submit to the connnittes, and we can
have them brought down before this session
rises.” If that is so, would it not be ruhing
them through in a hurry ? Why, if they were
brought down to-morrow they should lay on the
table for a eertsin number of days before they
can be dealt with. Then they have to pass this
House, and go through a seleci committes of the
other House to be passed there, and what
possible good is there in trying to deceive the
public generally by saying that if this Bill is
passed at the present time there are hopes of
getting railway proposals submitted by the com-
mittee to this House to be passed this session?
The hou. gentleman, again, in his speech refers
o certain private railways, and after mentioning
thewn he go-s on to say: ““The Bills for these are
now ready.” What 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 particular proposals to this com-
mittee ?

The S®CRETARY FOR RAILwAYS : Those are
private railways.

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

The SECRETARY rOR Ra1LWAYS : T only desired
the House to know that these proposals had
been made.

Mr. McDONALD : T presume from the hon.
gentleman’s interjection that there are two
classes of railway construction to be gone on
with in this colony. One to be gone on with by
the State is to he under State supervision and
vnder the supervision of this commistee, of the
Railway Cowmissioner, and finally of this
House. But what does the hon. gentleman
want to do in connection with private railways?
He now tells us that these private railways are
not to be submitted to this committee at all. If
he takes up that position, thereis no need for this
Bill at all, so faras private railways are concerned,
Again I would like to ssk the hon. gentleman
what he means by * Bills for these are now
ready 7?

The SECRETARY FOR RalLways: You ought
to know what it means.

Mr. McCDONALD : T take it that it means
that the Government are prepared to go on with
the coustruction of railways by private enter-
prise without this committee at all.

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR RAarLwavs : Not without
this House, though.

Mr. McDONALD : If it is a good thing to
construct private railways without this commit-
tee at all—

_The SECRETARY FOR RarLwavs: We do not
mﬁk the country’s money in a private railway at
Bokds . - :
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Mr. McCDONALD : Yes, we do. That is the
very thing I differ from the hon. gentleman on.
We are risking the country’s money on them,
Though not divectly the m.oney involved in the
first construction, we risk the country’s money
in the public having to pay very highly for the
advantages given to the company. ‘The hon.
gentleman ought to know it.  He ought to know
that wherever you have lines bullt by private
enterprise there is more corruption than any-
where else. Take America, and in connection
with the passing of private railwaysthere, 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 ruilways 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 ready.” I pre-
sume these Bills are going to be presented
to Parliament this session, 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, The very
company that now proposes to construct thut
line owns eleven out of the twelve freehold copper
leases in that district, and ever since they have
had control of those particular leases, they have
never spent a threepenny-bit upon their develop-
ment.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS ; They cannot
do it without railway constraction.

Mr, McDONALD : Sixty miles further away
an unfursunate worker discovers a mine. Heis
a man of no influence, but he manages to
discover this mine, and after considerable
trouble and at his own expense he manages to
send ten tons of the ore away and proves the
value of this particular mine, and so sells it to a
very wealthy syndicate, with the resulé that he
has made a fortune out of it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Did they make

it pay ?
Mr, McDONALD : But this goes toshow thut
if there was any desire on the part of this paxr-
ticular company that wants that particular line
they would have made some atiempt to develop
the mine they already own,

The TrEASURER : They lost £150,000.

Mr, McDONALD: The 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 t0o.

Mr., McDONALD: They may have had a
few shares. I beg to differ from the hon. gentie-
man, They may have held a portion, they may
be interested in the company, but as a matter of
fact they only hold shures the same as anybody
else, and it came to them through the mortgage.
Since that company failed they held on to the
freehold properties, and they mever made any
attempt to develop the country, and now they
are asking for a railway when they know a num-
ber of other people who are piepared to develop
the country ave likely to make 1t a success, and
they are going to come down and reap the
benefit.

The SECRETARY FOR RaiLwavys: Is either
company prepared to do it without railway
comnmunication ?

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

The TREASURER : They have made the attempt
aud failed.

Mr. McDONALD : 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, Il may state that being
opposed to the construction of these lines I think
that if it is right to have a committee at all to
consider the construction of railways it should be
above all those in connection with private enter-
prise that should be submitted to them. Another
objection I have to it is that it allows works
under the cost of £20,000 to be undertaken as
at present without refeience to the committee.
About Brisbane at the present time therc are
works to a very great extent—I do not krow the
exact sum, but it must amount probably to
£120,000 or £200,000 in and about Brisbane.
These works are being gone on with at the
present time, and what for? Principally to
satisfy & number of Brisbane constituencies.

The SECRETARY FOR Ra1Lwavs: That is not
the case.

Mr. McDONALD : It is not because there is
any real necessity for them as far as the State is
concerned, but merely to satisfy a number of
constituencies in and about Brisbane. That is
the reason why these particular propesals 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 House in forming our
opinions in connection with the consideration of
various lines, then I think that not only railways
but public works generally should be submitted
to the committee for their approval, and further
I do not think that £20,000 should be the limit,
I think £5,000 should be sufficient. At present
it is proposed to carry out certain works on the
Sandgate line, and I think they will probably
cost £30,000 or £10,000.

q The SECRETARY FoR RAILwAYS: It must be
one.

Mr, McDONALD : T quite agree that 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 rememher the
plans being put on the table of the House for the
Wooloowin deviation.

The TREASURER : It is on the Hstimates.

Mr, McDONALD : Here is a work likely to
cost £30,000 or £40,000 that has 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 say that he

_was prepared, if the Bill gets into coumittee, to
introduce a clause which would allow sectional
committees in conneciion with the proposal.
That is a good argument, to my mind, why the
namber of members could be reduced very
largely so that there would be a much smaller
committes, and hence less expense to the State
would be incurred. However, that is a matter
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 the construction of railways for
some considerable time—for twelve months or
two years I think the hon. gentleman said.
asked at the time how he arrived at that par-
ticular conclusion, but the hon. gentleman did
not seem to care to reply to the interjection. I
maintain that whether this Bill is passed or not
it will not prevent the Government frem carrying
on the works they de-ire to carry on at the
present time. The hon. gentleman knows that a
number of specitications and permanent surveys
are ready in the Railway Department ready to
be submitted to Parliament at any momeunt.

The SECRETARY FCR RAILWAYS: Ready to
submit,
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Mr. MecDONALD: 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 submission 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 authorivies at the present time, or what
is in the possession of the railway authorities at
the present time? Does not that carry out
exactly what I have already stated ? Seeing that
the committee has to depend largely on the Rail-
way Department at the present time, I think it is
a mistake to get it at second haud 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. gentleman thinks it should
be filtered through this particular committee,
and by some magic process the committee will
bring it to bear on the information they receive,
they will bring it down to the House in such a
form that the House will swallow it straight off,
in my opinion 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 the buffer which
the Government thinks this proposal is at
the present time, I think the Government
will find out that it will be a failure;
and the dissatisfaction, if there has been any, in
the Chamber, with the present mode of railway

construction will go on just the same

[5°80 p.m. as it has donein the past. I would

much prefer to haverailway proposals

directly submitted to Parliament instead of having

them submitted first to the committee and then to

Parliament. In any case, according to the Bill,

the Honse will have to go through exactly the
same performance that it does now.

The SECRETARY POR RAILWAYS: Some with
better inf vmation.

Mr. McDONALD : Where are you going to
get the hetter information ? Can you get better
information by a committee of this House than
you can by experts outside it? If the hon,
gentleman thinks so, all I can say is that the
sooner he sacks 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 reliable than any committee of this
House can possibly be.

Mr. Lesina : Aud are not subject to the same
political bias.

The SECRETARY FOR RArLways: Railway con-
struction and railway policy are two different
matters altogether.

Mr, McDONALD : The hon. gentleman says
that railway construction and railway policy are
two different things, Fortunately the country is
beginning to recognise that, and it ought to have
recoguised 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 ot not. Let us just
refer to the Winton line, to which the Secretary
for Railways was so strongly opposed, which he
even yet condewns, and of which the Treasurer
was sc strong an advocate. The Secretary for
Railways was so strong an advocate for another
route that he severely censured the Government
for diverting the Western traffic from Rockhamp-
ton to Townsville, and he still says the line was
a mistake. As a matter of fact, as far as we
know, that particular line, for which the money
was borrowed at less than 35 per cent., is paying
5 per cent., and yet he called it & mistake,
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The SEORETARY FOR RAILWAYS : It would have
paid guite as well if it had gone to Kynuna.

Mr, McDONALD : 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.
Itis only on the Flinders watershed that you can
get artesian water at a reasonable depth. On
the Diamantina side you have to sink to a great
depth for it.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : And there is natural water

also.

Mr. McDONALD: Ves, and there is mno
natural water along the route favoured by the
Lon. gentleman. What Y am drawing attention
to is the fact that the line, as far as it is con-
structed, is paying 5 per cent., and 1 contend
that that is a good investment for the country.
The hon, gentleman in his speech the other
night said very little about the Bill. True, at
the end he quoted about three-fourths of the
Bill clause by clause, bus the information to be
gathered from the remarks about the Bill itself
was practically ndd. His discourse dealt almost
entirely with railway construction. He told us
it was the policy of the Government to build
light lines to assist farmers. He told us that
that had always been the policy of the Govern-
ment, yet we have never seen any attempt
to put that policy into execution. As
understand, the Government are now pre-
pared to waive that policy—to put it on one
side altogether — and to submit all pro-
posals to the railways commitiee. It is just
possible that the railway committee may not
adopt that policy at all; their policy may not be
to construct light lines for fariners. Where, 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 1t is the intention of the
Government to ‘‘bull-doze” the committee and
to say to them, “ As we have brought you into
existence, we expect you to earry out our policy,
and to recrmmend to Parliament the construc-
tion of light lines for farmers.” In my opiuion,
the construetion of those light lines is necessary,
and ought to be gone on with, But since I have
been in the House the Government—and it has
been the same Government all along—have
never had any railway policy at all. The policy
they have adopted from time to time has been
with the view of receiving the support of certain
constituencies. The hon. gentleman himself has
pointed out repeatedly that the policy of the
Government should 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 present difficulty would never have
occurred, and the country would now have been
reaping the benefit of sach a policy. In short,
the railway policy of the Government has been
one of expediency ; they have brought forward
only such proposals as would assist to keep
them a little longer in office. I do not know
that I have much more to say on this Bill. I
certainly do not think that in the present con-
dition of affairs the Government are warranted
in asking us to pass a measure appointing a
committee of this kind. A committee consisting
entirely of members of Parliament is exceedingly
likely to have a party bias, and I contend that
such works as the construction of railways should
bekept outside the influence of politics altogether.
T think it it weve lefs to experts, 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,
thatit should be a committee to deal with public
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works generally—that no work costing over
£5,000 should be gone on with without the
sanction of that committee. As far as New
South Wales is concerned, although a number of
people there have spoken in favour of this par-
ticular system, it has been generally understood
that where that committee has been most suc-
cessful in reducing expsnditure has been in public
works and mnot in econnection with railway
construction. I remember one proposal was
brought before this committee in New South
Wales to build a new Parliament House, which
was to cost half 2 million of money, and the
committee recommended the sum of £20,000
be expended on the present structure. It was
stated at the time that the commitiee had saved
a very conriderable sum of money in this way ;
and in a number of other proposals, but not of so
great a maynitude, the committee have reduced

the expenditure to a very large degree._ Then
there 1s another aspect of the question: I think

this cormmittee is going to cause a good deal of log-
rolling, in the way of members getting seats on
this particular committee. Already at the bare
mention of this committee there has been a
large amount of log-rolling in connection with
the appointments. I believe it is quite possible
that a person, without any stretch of imagina-
tion, could name three or four members who are
to sit on this committee.

Mr. Lrany: You could name a dezen.

Mr., McDONALD: I could name a dozen
who have been promised.

The TrREASURER: By whom?

Mr. Leany: By the Government.

The TrraSURER: No. )

Mr. McDONALD: Ves, I could if T so
desired name a dozen promises by the Govern-
nent, and 1 feel certain that I could name three
out of the dozen who will be on the committee.

The TREASURER: You know the best men in
the House,

Mr. McDONALD : It is not a question of the
best men in the House. It means that the men
who are most dissatisfed with the Government,
or the men who have rendered the best service
to the Government, are the most likely to get
on this committee,

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

Mr. Dawson: That isa certainty.

Mr. MoDONALD ; I am quite confident that
if this Bill passes, the Government, instead of
finding that it will be the means of satisfying a
number of members and making their position
more secure, will find that there will be a great
deal more dissatisfaction than there is at the
present time. 1 have already mentioned the
names of a number of gentlemen who have heen
promised positions on this committee, and we
all know why the clause was inserted with regard
to the selection of the chairman of this com-
mittee. In New South Wales the committee
elects its own chairinan, and why not have a
similar provision in this Bill? Ii the measure
gets into committee I intend to fight that
particular claunse in order to get the chairman
appointed by the committee themselves.

Mr, Carzan : Plenty others will do the same.

Mr. McDONALD : I am very glad to hear
that we have some converts on this question from
the other side. I do not think it is right that
the Premier, or the 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 a bad thing
at all times, We have seen a number of offices
attempted to be thrown round—and this only
adds ancther to the large list—by which the
Government 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. We all know that
it has been proposed that the chairman of this
committee is to be the hon. member for Mary-
borough, Mr. Annear.

An HovourasrLe MEMBER : No.

Mr. McDONALD : Well, sse if my words do
not come true if the Bill iy sed.

An HowourasLE MemBEr: Noj it is the
hon, member for Herbert.

Mr. McDONALD : That must be a later
development ; it certainly was not a develop-
went a few days ago. If the hon. member for
Herbert is to be chairman, I am sadly mis-
informed.

An HoxouraBLE MEMBER:  You're very
SOrTy.

Mr. MoDONATLD : Yes, and I offer the hon.
member for Maryborough my sincere sympathy.
If the matter comes to a ballot, the hon. member
for Maryborough will get my vote.

Mr. LesiNa: How you must love him !

Mr., MoDONALD : It is not a question of
affection at all. It is a question of the man best
able to fill the position. The whole proposition
in this Bill, coming in as it does at the tail end
of the session, is murely a consolation stakes to
satisfy discontented Government supporters.

* Mr. STORY (Balonne): The hon. the leader
of the Labour Opposition said this afternoon
that if blunders had been made by the present
Commissioner, that would be asort of justification
for this Bill. I do not think it is necessary to
give any such proof, b-cause the position we have
arrived at now in the matter of rallway construc-
tionis somewhat unique. Thereisnothing inthe
way of railway construction coming on at present,
and there are such a number of claims for railways
that I do not see how the Commissioner could
advise the Governuent on them; and also T
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 plainly
that he would vote against every line proposed
until his own line had been passed., That is a
perfectly hones: santiment, and I dare say that
opinion is shared by many other hon. members
of this House. Hvery man’s own line is of more
importance to him than any others, and justly so
in many cases. I am perfectly willing to admit
that a committes of this kind is wanted, but I
do not think the Government have chosen the
right sort of committee. I am quite in accord
with the hon, member for Flinders when he said
that a private committes would have been better.
T could name three or four men outside the House,
whose verdict I would rather take on any rail-
way than that of any number of hon, wembers
of this House, and I ouly regret that a private
committee has not been suggested. The leader of
the Labour Opposition has said that the Govern-
ment should decide which line was the best to be
built ; put their foot down and say that is the
line we will build. But the Government could
do nothing without the support of their followers ;
and where every man was interested in his own
line, it is a position very hard for the Govern-
ment to take up. I say that the only good that
this committee can possibly do under any circum-
stances is to present a report; and if the Govern-
ment will put their foot down, make the matter

contained in the report a party question, and’

carry out their recommendations, then there
would be some finality where there are a good
many different opinions as to certain lines.

Mr. Dawson: Hear, hear! That would
certainly be an improvemeunt.

Mr. STORY : If the committee is to be of
any good at all, the Government must back them
up in their report, because if they donot do that,
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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 feotball.
Every member who is disappointed with the
report will vote and work his strongest against
it, with the result that a report prepared at the
cost of a great deal of trouble may 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 railway, yet if the
cornmittee brought up a report adverse to
the route I am interested in, and said that it
was not the best one, and if the Government
supported their conclusions, I would be perfectly
willing to accept their verdict. On the other
hand if the report is only brought in as a report,
and something to talk about, I will fight for my
railway as I have no doubt others members will,
and we will not get one inch further forward.
Now, thers is one great safeguard in the Bill
which I think hon. members have not mentioned,
but it is well worth consideration. I refer to
subsection 2 of clanse 3, which provides that
the committee shall be concurrent with the
existence of the Parliament. It reads—

Save as hereinafter provided, the members shall hold

office during the existence of the Legislative Assembly
which is in existence abt the time of their appointment
and no longer.
That is well worth while trying even as an
experiment, because if we find that the reports
which the committee bring up and submit to
Parliament are not treated with due respect-—
that a fight occurs and the report is overruled
—then I say it would be the duty of the next
Parliament to sweep the committee out of exist-
ence,

The TrREASURER : Hach new Parliament elscts
a new committee.

Mr. STORY : Yes; but I would then sweep
that sort of committee ont of existence, and
appoint an independent committee of practical
men, outside the influence of Parliament, whose
advice and report would at any rate start some
sort of railway construction. So long as we stay
in our present position we are doing nothing;
we are pleasing no one. If we have a railway
comuittee, they must make reports, and if the
Government will back them up it is quite pos-
sible that railway construction will start almost
at once. Some portion of the community will
then be satisfied, ard the remainder will live
in hope that their turn will come very shortly.
Now, there is one clause which the Minister
gave scme little prominence to, and that is the
one which provides that no member of the com-
mittee interested in a special line shall vote on
that line when it is before the committes, I
think that is no safegnard at all. We all know
there is a certain amount of sympathy and help
which rne member will extend toanother. If an
hon. member on the committee is interested in a
particular line, it will be very strange indeed if
he cannot depend upon the help of some of his
own committee-men to get that line recom-
mended.

Mr. JENKINSON: You scratch my back, and
1l seratch yours.

Mr. STORY : No, I do not say that. T am
taking it for granted that the members of the
committee are as honest and honourable as other
members of the community, but it is just a mat-
ter of persuasion or evidence, and if I am in-
terested in a line and happen to be on the com-
mittee—which I will not be under any circum-
stances—and I could persuade some of the mem-
bers that mine was vhe better live of the two
which were proposed, I would expees them to
help me, and it would no# be very hard, when it
came to considering country that I knew nothing
about, to persuade me that the line they were



958 Railways Standing

interested in was better than another which
had been proposed. As each member will not
have the local knowledge necessary to decide, he
will have to depend upon the evidence of the sit-
ting member as the best evidence that can be 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 the opinion of the sitting member
as worth as much at any rate as the opinion of
any other member who discussed the question, I
think it is quite pessible, and proper too, that
the local man’s knowledge should count for some-
thing even with his fellow committee-men.

Mr. TurLeY : They touok his opinion in prefer-
ence to that of the Railway Commissioner on
that occasion.

Mr. STORY : I «ay even then they were per-
fectly correct, When it comes to a guestion of
mere local knowledge, the man with local know-
ledge is better than the railway expert. The
question I refer to was one of local knowledge, 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 com-
mittee may call in the help of assessors, That
is a very valunable provision; but it makes me
wonder why the assessors should not be allowed
to do the work altogether without the committee.
There, again, is an argument in favour of an
independent committee outside of Parliament.

My, SwiTH : Irresponsible.

Mr. STORY : They might be irresponsible, but
I do not know that men holding high positions
on our Land Court, paid high salariss, and being
remarkable for their probity and uprightness,
can be held to be irresponsible under any circum-
stances. Such men have their characters to con-
sider, and are often more respousible than a
member of Parliament would be who is only
clected for three years, and who then might
retire, or not be nominated at the next election.
I do not see that any man who is good enough
to put on a commiitee like this can be looked
upon as an irresponsible man. We do not look
upon the members of the Land Court as irre-
sponsible, and they have almost supreme power
in the department which they administer. .

Me. SmitH : That is just the reason they are
successful,

Mr, LEaHY : And their office is fixed.

Mr. STORY : I ¢uggest that there should be
an independent committee. If this committee
is a failure, an independent committee consti-
tuted something like our Land Court, with a
fixed position and fixed salaries for its members,
would be more preferable, and I fancy the
Government would derive wore benefit from
their reports avd advice than from a parlia-
mentary committee. Of course I am discussing
the Bill asit is. Tt is no use crificising it as it
is not. I say this is a step in the right direc-
tion, and I intend to support the Bﬂl but
that does not preclude me from giving my
opinion upen it, and suggesting 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 House
at any great length, but I would point out
that clauses 10 and 13 contain the whole of the
Bill. The rest is merely detail, The Miuister,
after eonsultation with someone—it does not
say whom—inakes a motion in the House that
certain lines shall be referred to the committee,
Then the House, if it thinks fit, refers it to

the committee for report. I eall

[7 p.m.] specisl attention to the numerous

matters laid down by clause 10,
ppon which the commitfee are to report. They
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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 riot frame
a report upon those different points.  The com-
mittee bring up their report, and, under clause
13, the report is submitted to the Assembly.
The House can either adopt, reject, or alter the
report in any way they like, and if it is adopted,
it goes to the Council in the ordinary way, and
the Couuncil can either adopt or reject it as
they think fit. Clause 11 provides that if
the Assembly declare by resolution that it
is not expedient to construct a proposed railway
“ 1o proposal for a railway identical in substance
with the railway referred to shall be submitted
to the Assembly until after lhe expiration of one
year from the date of such resolution, unless the
Governor in Council, by notification in the
Guazette, declares that, in view of the public
interests, it is desirable that such proposal should
be submitted to the Legislative Assembly.”
Therefore, if the House has decided that a
certain railway proposal shall not be entertained,
and it goes to the Council, and they also decide
that it shall not be gone on with, the Governor
in Conncil can brmg it under the consideration
of the House again. I am only mentioning these
facts o show that unless the Government
strongly back up the committee, the result
will be that after all the trouble of taking
evidence in connection with any ratlway proposal,
the wmatter has to come before the House,
and is fougat vut in the old style, just as if we
had no committee at all. Clause 15 provides
that when a proposed railway is referred to a
committee, and that committee ceases to exist
before the railway has been reported on by them,
it comes up before the next Parliament, I can
quite understand a railway being submitted in
the last session of a Parliament, to which there
is strong objection taken by sowme hon. members,
and they fight 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 be a,ppomted which will deal more
leniently perhaps with a railway they have some
special affection for, Clause 19 deals entirely
with fees. Hon. mewbers must admit that
those fees are not sufliciently large to bribe any
hon. member to try very hard for the posi-
tion, either of chairman or member of the com-
mittee. 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. Tunderstand that
there will be five members from the Assembly,
three from the Council, and one appointed by
the Governor in Council. As alarge amount of
travelling will probably have to ke done by the
committee, or by a section 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 day, as the
fees are not sufficient to induce our best busi-
ness men o allow themselves to be nominated
for service on the committee. Nevertheless, in
spite of all that, this Bill is decidedly a step
in the right duectlon and it is well werth try-
ing until the end of the present Parliament,
at any rate, and although we are guided to a
certain extent in introducing the Bill by the
results that have been achieved by a similar
committee in New South Wales, it is not neces-
sary that we should continue the committee
unless we find its assistavce valuable. It is an
open secret all over the colony that the Govera-
ment stand or fall on the second reading of the
Bill. Now, [ would like to call the attention
of hon. members to this fact: Supposing the
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second reading is lost, and the Government go
out and the Opposition come in, can the Opposi-
$ion, or any (Grovernment they roay constitute,
form a Government that dare introduce one
railway scheme in this House with any hope of
carrying 16?

Mr. GLasseY : Yes, certainly.

Mr. STORY : Not one.  We have got to the
point that this Parlisment cannot deal with the
number of railways that have been asked for.
With the exception, probably, of one short rail-
way from Giadstone to Rockhampton, every
other railway brought before this House will
find as many opponents as it will supporters,
and I am perfectly certain that no Government
that can come Into power can introduce a rail-
way scheme, and, as the leader of the Labour
Opposition said, put their foot down and say,
““These are the railways we intend to have, and
we are going to carry them through.”

The PrEMIER : Hear, hear !

Mr.STORY : It is impossible for them to do so,

‘because every member has some particularrailway
that he is interested in. Can any Government
get support for any railway but that there will
be four or five members who, by supporting that
railway, will lose all chanee of the railways they
are interested in themselves? I am positively
cerbain 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 will wake a party
question of the committee’s report it will throw
a very serious responsibility on to the committee.
They will have to be absolutely careful of the
evidence they take; their report will have
to be very cavefully considered ; there can be
no bias; there can be no log-rolling at all,
because the Government make a party ques-
tion of their report. It will force the Guvern-
ment, or the House rather, to choose the very
best men they can get in this Assembly to
form the committee, because it will not do to
have on it men—whatever Government is in
power—~whose report can he cavilled at in any
way. I think that under these circumstances,
if the Government would do that, we should get
a committee elected for service, not for show,
and that we should get some benefit ous of their
reports, Because I hope the Government will
take up this line or something like it, T am going
to support the second reading of this Bill, be-
cause it is a step in the right direction. A$
present we are just at a dead level of useiessness
1 the matter of railway construction ; but this
Bill, if it can be passed, will, I think, give an
impetus to it 1f the committee does guod work
—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 Lefore
them, and it can either get a better committee
or, what I consider would be better, appoint a
private committee to undertake the duties which
will devolve on them.
* Hown. E. B. FORREST (Brisbane North): I
am very pleased o observe, from the speeches
that have been made, that there is likely to be
snme healthy opposition to this Bill. I am 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.

MEeMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Hox. E. B. FORREST : I object to it on
several grounds. I am opposed to it because 1
consider the appointment of the committee is a
wholly unnecessary procedure. 1 believe, more-
over, that the committee will involve a waste of
money. I believe, moreover, that it will involve
a waste of time—that it will be the means of delay-
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ing railway progress and railway extension for at
least two years, and perhaps for the life of this
Parliament,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
nothing of the sort.

Hon. E. B.FORREST: If it wers extended
in the direction indicated by the hon. the leader
of the Labour Opposition—he suggested it did
not go far enough, and that it should be extended
topublic works—it would havenomore attractions
for me. I am opposed to the thing altogether
for the reasons I have stated. Speaking of rail-
ways—Dbecause that is really the Bill thasis before
the House—1I say this in view of what was stated
by the Secretary for Railways in his speech the
other night in moving the second reading, aud
which has been partly affirmed by the Premier
this afternoon, the assurance that if this Bill
were passed a number of railways would be put
through this session. I will quote his words, I
took them down at the time. They struck me
as a rewarkable statement; and although the
Prewier affirms it to some extent, he does not go
so far as the Sceretary for Railways. He said—

The cownmittee would bring up a report this session
for several lines, and the Government would then
snbmit the plans, ete., for the approval of the House.
Ishould like to ask whether that statement was
put forward in the expectation that anyone,
either inside or outside the House, would believe
it?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Anybody but
yourself believes it. It can be done.

Hon. E. B. FORREST: Is it possible any-
body can believe it—I vepeat it—in view of the
surroundings? Lok where we are in the
session? How long is the session to last? IFf
you tell e we are going to sit on into next year
then I am prepared to believe it will come on.
Buat T hope the session will close before Christ-
mas, or, at all events, about Christmas, and
unless this House is to sit into next year the
thing is simply an Impossibility. Here is the
other House, to which everything has to be sub-
mitted by this House, gone out of session until
next inonth, as far as I recollect. How are
they to be got? Ave they to be summoned to
pass shis Bill in order that these measures may
be brought forward? The thing is perfectly
ridiculous. T venture to say there is not a man
either inside or outside this House believes
that, even if the Minister himself believes it.

The PreEMIER: The other House meets next
week, not next month,

Hox. E. B. FORREST : Never mind if the
Council meets next week. If this Bill were
passed throngh both Houses to-night, nothing
would be done this year if the committee ars
any good. I look upon it asa reflection upon
the inteliigence of the House to try to stuff a
statement of that sort down our throats. There
is this to be considered in connection with it, It
conveys the idea that a lot of information that
would be furnished to this committee is now
ready. If that is so, why cannot we have a look
at 1t for ourselves? What is this Houase for?
What is the House sent here to do?

The BECRETARY FOR RAILWAYs : What do you
know about the country ?

Hox. E. B. FORREST: I get my informa-
tion about the country from the reports furnished
to this House. You propose to appoint a com-
mittee to get information about the country ; bus
instead of the committee judging of the country
from their own personal observations, you pro-
pose to furnish reports to it,

The SECRETARY FoR Rarnways: You judge
the matter from Queen street.

Hox. B, B. FORREST : What country are
you talking about? If you will tell me what

It will do
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country you are talking about, T will tell you
what I know about it.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Ho~. E. B. FORREST : This is digression,
and I am not responsible fur that. It is proposed
to send this committee——at least, I presume so,
from what the Secretary for Railways says—
over the country. Then its report will have to
come before this House, and we shall have to
judge of that. That is what the practice is to
be., Assuming that this is what is to be done, T
do not think that anything can be done before
this session closes, 1t appears to me that there
is very little work for this proposed committee.
1t is supposed that there isa ot of estiates and
surveys ready. And what are we here for?
Why is all this information, which it is pre-
sumed is in the possession of the Government,
to filter through the committee 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 was another remark made by the
Secretary for Railways in his speech speaking
of New South Wales. He said—

During the last eleven years upwards of £20,000,000
had been submitted to the committee, and £7,000,000
had beeu saved.

Now, I say that that is simply a statement.
There was not one figure given to substantiate
it.
The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : It is from the
report,
How. B. B. FORREST:
reason that it could not be.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
report of the committee,

Hon. E. B. FORREST : Tt is the report of
the representative of the Courier that was sent
np from Sydney which you quoted. All the in-
formation you placed before the House was
quoted exactly from the report senmt up by the
Courier representative in Sydney.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILways: Nothing of
the sort. I quoted from the report of the New
South Wales committee,

How. B. B. FORREST: I have as much justi-
fication for saying that £7,000,000 has been lost as
youhaveforsaving that£7,000,000 has been suved,
more particularly if you go to the New South
‘Wales Hansard. If you had been in the New
Sonth Wales Parliament and heard what goes
on down there, you would find that some of the
worst lines that have been constructed in that
colony—some of the most unprofitable lines—
were recommended by that committee. That is
what is happeninrg down there; that is what
they believe down there; and I say that, in the
face of a statement of that kind, it is just as fair
for me to say that they have lost £7,000,000 as it
is for the Minister to say that they have saved
£7,000,000. When we are talking about so
many millions having been saved 1t is just as
well to look af the blue-book on the table, and
see what it is that the committee in New South
Wales claim as savings. I have loocked at the
report of the committee, but, as I have not
had time to go into it thoroughly, I shall only
refer to the first item on which they claim to
have effected a saving to the country, and that
is the proposed railway from North Shore to
Sydney. That railway wasas a matter of course
condemmned. But does anyone bellevs that if the
evidence the committee had before them with
regard to that raillway had beeu submitted to the
Assembly in New South Wales the line would
have been passed ? Certainly not. Yet the
committee claim to have saved the country
£500,000 because they condemned that proposi-
tion. I say that if the line had been submitted
to the New South Wales Assembly it would have
been condemned, for no one would ever dream of

For the simple
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building a railway over the harbour and destroy-
ing that harbour for the purpose of establishing
railway communication between North Shore
and Sydney. The thing is ridiculous. And
yet it is argued that the committee saved the
country a large sum of money because they
condemned that ruilway, and the same line
of argument is adopted with regard to other
savings. First we were told that the committee
had heen the means of saving millions of pounds,
then it dropped down to hundreds of thousands,
and I suppose if wekeep this discussion going for
a week we shall find it dropping down to hundreds
of pounds.

hThe SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Who said
that ?

Hon. E. B. FORREST : It has been said
inside and outside of this House. I have seen it
in the Press, we heard it here this afternoon,
and we alzo heard it here last Friday. Turning
now from New South Wales, let us see what the
railway committee is doing in Vietoria. I have
here the sixth general report of the Parliamen-
tary Standing Committee on Railways in that
colony, and hon. members will see how many
thousands of pounds they have saved that
colony when I bave finished referring to that
report. During the years 1894, 1895, 1896, and
1897 seven railway proposals were submitted to
the committee in Victoria. The total estimated
cust of those railways was £442,000, so that if
they had saved the lot the saving would have
been under £500,000. Buat what did thev do?
They recommended an expenditure of £165,000,
and rejected a proposed expenditure of £277,000.
My friend, the Secretary for Railways, would, no
doubt, claim that they saved the country
£277,000. But they did nothing of the sort. You
require to look into the reasons for rejecting
those lines, if you wish to arrive at a correct con-
clusion as to their action. There are only seven
of them, and I shall show what was done in each
case, but without mentioning names, as that is
unnecessary. The first proposal was for £19,000 ;
they passed that. The next was for £62,292;
they rejected that, but shortened the distance.
Instead of carrying a railway, say, from Too-
woomba te Warwick, they shortened it by cutting
it half-way at Clifton, and that is the way they
saved money in that instance. But is there any
evidence to show that if that railway had been
submitted to the Assembly in Victoria they
would not have dove the same thing? T contend
that the same thing would have been doune by
Parliament. The House is not devoid of brains
any more than the committee, and they would
have had brains enough to amend that proposal
if it was necessary. The tbird proposal, which
was for £15,436, was rejected. The next was
for £55,331, and the committee simply did the
same with that as they did with the stcond
—they recommended that the line should be
built for part of the distance ouly, at a cost of
£19,000. The next proposal, which was for
£38,162, they recommended; the next, which
was for £51,077, they also recommended. Then
we come to the big proposal of £201,000, and
what did they do with that? It was postponed,
and goodness only knows what was done with
it afrerwards. But according to the arguments
we have heard on this matter they saved the
country £201,000 simply because they postponed
the proposal. When listening to the state-
ments about these eommittees saving the country
thousands, or hundreds of thousands, or millions
of pounds, we should look into the figures and
see what they really mean, and how the alleged
saving has been effected. I contend again that
in the 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 South Wales, as the Min-
ister has to say that £7,000,000 were saved,
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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 omitted any refer-
ence to the report of the Courier representative
on this matter.

The SECRETARY FOR RalLways: I took my
information from the committee’s report.

Hox. K. 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 wention it now because I
consider it is rather an important point, and that
is that the establishment of this proposed com-
mittee will simply mean the creation of another
railway staff, independent altogether of the Cum-
missioner, the railway engineers, and the railway
staff generally. The Courier representative states
in his report, which was published last Friday,
that 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 proposed 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 if.

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

Hox. BE. B. FORREST : How does the hon.
gentleman know that? The railway proposals
are not under discussion now, but when they are
Ishall know what railways I want to see con-
structed. 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 doa’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
propnse to build, and let us have some idea of
the Government policy in this matter? We are
informed that they are blocked for want of more
information. The present Ministry have been in
offiee long enough

An HoNoURABLE MEMBER : Too long.

Horx. E. B. FORREST: T donot 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. Jon. members
have only to take the records of Parliament, and
read Hansard for 1884, 1886, and 1895, to see
that that has been said with regard to some lines
that are particularly wanted now, for a particular
reason. In 1895, the present Treasurer, who
was then Secretary for Railways, promised
certain surveys and reports.

Mr. GLassSEY : What railway is that ?

Hox. 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 promised in 1895, and

the Minister took the opportunity in

[7°30 p.m.] 1895 to inform the House that in
1896 he would be in a position tolay

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
been done beyond that mere promise? Nothing
in any way at all, and now we find they still
want more information about this particular line.

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

Hox. K. B. FORREST: I am giving a
quotation from the hon. gentleman’s own speech.
He promised in 1895 that he wonld bring the
line before the House during the next session,
and be prepared to recomvmend the route it
should take. That is four years since, and
nothing whatever has been done,

1899—3 o*
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The TREASURER : When was that ? -

Hon. E. B. FORREST : That was in 1895,
I submit that more information is not what is
wanted at all. What is wanted is more nerve,
more determinatioa, more inclination, and more
desire to push along with railway construction
and extension that is badly wanted.

HoNoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILWAYS : So long as it
is in your direction.

Hox. E. B. FORREST: Never mind about
my divection at all. I will tell the Secretary
for Railways all about what I want when we get
on to thequestion of railways, but just now I want
to point out that it is not more information that
is wanted. What is the good of getting 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 expression, and what is the use of collect~
ing all this information and then making no use
of it? The information should be obtained to
be made use of, and not ¢o be locked up in the
pigeon-holes of the Minister’s office month after
month and year after year, and go no further.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You 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 Cunnamulla-Charleville extension was
under discussion, it was suggested—-but not by a
Minister—that a committee such as 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 the information
they have got, we find that they think it is neces-
sary to ask for this committee, That 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 enmmittee is
euntirely unnecessary, and in saying that I think
it becomes necessary to point to the machinery
we have already got for controlling railway pro-
posals. 'We have, first of all, Parliament, con-
sisting of two Houses—the Legislative 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. We have, in addition, the Com-
missioner for Railways; in addition to him, the
Chief Engineer for Railways; in addition to
him, the Deputy Commissioner for Railways,
Mr. Thallon ; and theirstaffs. Nowit 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 Commissioner, the
Eugineer, the Deputy Commissioner, and experts
of that sort have done will be upset by this com-
mittee. They will draw up a report and come to
the House here with it, and then, of course, we
will upset them. That will be the solution of
the difficulty, and we will be again where we
started from, with 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 have they got to do with the policy
of the Government ?

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

Hon., E. B. FORREST : 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 by the Government,
and they are to take charge of this House.
What was the House returned for? I say
distinetly so far as the railway 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
nothing 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 railway construction.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Hon. E. B. FORREST : I would say that of
any committee, and I would not care if I wasa
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 performed by
the Commissioner and his staff.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hon, E. B. FORREST : And because they
are not experts I submit they have no right to
be there for any such purpose. Comparing the
duties of the Commissioners with those of this
committee I will occupy the time for a few
minutes while I read the duties of the Com-
missioners, as set out in the 27th clause of
the Railway Act of 1888, The ciause is as
follows :(—

Before the plans, sections, and book of reference of
any proposed railway shall be laid before Pariiament,
the Commissioners shall transmit to the Minister a
statement under their official seal showing their
estimate of the cost of the proposed line, including
therein the value 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
such plans, sections, and book of reference shall be
adopted unless and until such statement shall have
been laid betere Parliament.

That is what is imposed upon the Commissioners
as their duty, and they perform that duty, I
contend, very well, and it is shown by their
reports, some of which I have got here. I have
four of them here, but I am not going to read
them. I took the trouble to compare them with
the reports furnished by the New South Wales
and Victorian Railway Commissioners to their
Parliaments, and the reports furnished by those
Commissioners are in no sense better than those
which were furnished here by the Commissioners
for Railways. Here the Commissionergives every
information and detail that can be furnished,
and the only thing he does not fursish 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 read the clause of the 1888 Act which sets
out the duty of the Commissioner here, and the
reports of the Comumissioners I have here bears
out and counfirms my statement that so far as
information is concerned 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 SEORETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
that ?

Howx. E. B. FORREST : I say that if justice
demands that it demaunds 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 doubs of it, if the Commissioner
is to be relieved of tbis 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 very well.

MeMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

Hox. E, B. FORREST : He looks remarkably
well, although I am sorry to hear he is very ill

Who said
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now. (Laughter.) At all events, he looks well,
is in the enjoyment of everything he wants, and
he is deing his work well. I have never heard
him complain of being overworked—certainly
nothing to justify 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 demands that, it de-
mands a great deal move than that. Vietoria
and New South Wales rushed in and appointed
three commissioners, and we did the same
because they had done so. The question was
never studied as to whether it should really be
doue or not; and it was done here because Vic-
toria and New South Wales made up their minds
to rush in, in big ship fashion. Queenstand
necessarily followed, and appointed three com-
missioners.

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

Hox. E. B. FORREST: With what result?
After experimenting for seven years with three
of them we had to get rid of two. We 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 that common-sense way in which
it deals with matters, came to the rescue and
said, ““ Two of you must gn,” and two did
go. And now we have one left. He is able to
do the work, and is doing it, and he does not at
all feel that justice demands that be should be
relieved of this intulerable burden. I have dealt
with the duties of the Commissioner, and I will
now deal with the duties of the proposed com-
mittee. They are contained in clause 10 of this
Bill, which says—

(1.) The committee shall cousider and report upon
every proposed railway which has been subwmitted and
explained in the Legislative Assembly by a Minister
of the Crown, and has been referred te the committee
by resolution of the Legislative Assembly upon the
motion of such Minister.

(2.} In considering and reporting upon a proposed
railway the committee shall have regard to the follow-
ing mutters—

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 instructions given to the Commissioner in
section 27 of the Railway Act. Thefirstoneis—

The estimated value of the private lands (if any)
required to be resumed for the purposes of the railway.
Read one of the Commissioner’s reports. 1t is
all set out there. Full particulars are given.
The second one is not expressly provided for in
the Ruailway 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 which resumptions would be
made.

As a matter of course, the railway arbitrator
takes this into account in _assessing the damage
that is done, He naturally takes into considera-
tion, not only the actual damage in connection
with the portion resumed, but also the profit
arising out of the portion not resumed; so that
it is really acted upon both by the Comimissioner
and the railway arbitrator. Then we bave

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

All information about that is given in the
reports—far too much, I think—

The estimated working expenses of the railway,
ineluding traffic, locomotive, and maintenance charges.
That is all here in the reports—

The probable revenue which would be derived from
the traffic on the railway and the class of trafiic
from which the principal poriion of the revenue would be
derived. .
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That is in the reports fully set out wilh every
possible detail—

Any other speeial advantages which are likely to
accrue from the eonstruction of the rallway.
I say that every condition imposed on the pro-
posed committee is imposed on the Commissioner;
and if this committee is appointed, the same men
will have to do the work, and it will have to be
reviewed by people who don’t undersiand if.
Now, I will just refer to clause 8, which deals
with the question of evidence to be given. The
committee has power, yon will nbserve. to com-
pel witnesses {0 come before them, I think that
is & power which Purliament does possess now,
and properly », but you find that the chairman
of the committes, 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 con-
ducted himself in a disorderly manner. Who
is to be the judge of the disorderly manner ? You
might as well say that I am disorderly now
addressing the House, and order me to gaol for
a couple of months, Is that the sort of power
that should be given to any chairman—T dan’
care who he is? It is all very well for Parlia-
ment to compel persons to give evidence in the
public interest, and I think the proposed com-
mittee should have that power; but I am not
prepared fo say that the chairman should have
the power of sending anybody to gaol at his own
sweet will,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : You are a -

perfect old Bismarck.
Hon. E. B, FORREST: I'm all right ; if

you leave me alone I can take care of myself.
As regards these powers, I would like to ask if
they have ever been exercised. Ido not know of
one case, and I have hunied through the records
to find out. I am speaking of the power of com-
pelling anybody to come to give evidence, and
forcing them to answer guestions, and I can-
not find a single instance in which the power
has been exercised ; and if it has not been
exercised in the past, what right have we to
suppose that it will require to be exercised?
While I am disposed to leave it in the hands of
Parliament, T see no reason for handing it over to
this committee. As regards obtaining evidence,
we know that not only here but all over Australia
there are plenty of people only too anxious to come
forward and give evidence. They all wans a rail-
way to their own doors, and they are only too
glad to come forward and give their evidence,
and tell all about it, and they come. There is no
necessity for this provision, and if the ¥ill gets
into commiitee I will endeavour to have that
knocked out., Turning to Victoria, we find that
an Act similar to this Bill, except that it
extends to public 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 to nine. In 1891 they
passed an Act under which the members were
allowed to take fees—the chairman four guineas,
and the members of the committee three guineas
each. In 1898, when they must have begun to
feel that the country was getting full of them
and the business, they reduced the chairman’s
fees to 31s. 6d., and the fees of each member to the
miserable guinea. What does that mean ? Does it
notmean that it isgoingdown all the sime? Ithas
got itself fastened on Parliament, and Parlia-
ment cannot get rid of it for obvious reasons to
which I need not refer—they cannot shake the
committee off, but if they could get rid of those
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vested interests their name would be ¢ Walker”
within twenty-four hours. The reduction of
their fees is a first evidence of eollapse, and
Parliament at the first opportunity will clear it
ont, and quite right too.  Notwithstanding all
that has been claimed for it, what do we find in
Vietoria by their own report ? 1 will give it to you
frowmn the renort itself, for fear you won’t believe it.
In the sixth general report of the Parliamentary
Standing Committee on Railways, page 13, I find
this—

In the fourth general report (1896), paragraph 8,
the committee drew special attention to the difficulty
experienced in obtaining relinble statistics as to the
probabhle traffic on proposed new railways, and stated—
“In New South Wales an experienced railway officer,
with a knowledge of the quality of land and of the
freight value of the varying products grown in different
districts, is sent to inspect # projected line. He spends
as wmuch time as is requisite in going very carefully
throngl the district to be served by tbe extension; he
p=rsonally collects statistics of the probable traffic from
eich holding, computes its freight value, and estimates
the proposed prospective development of the district by
reason of the raiiway facilities to be afforded He then
reports to the commissioners, who carefully review the
returns. A full report by the comwissioners 18 then
placed before the Public Works Stauding Committee,
whose duties in dealing with the line are thus greatly
fucilitated.”

I sheuld think so.  Thisis their recommendation
in connection with that paragraph—

The committee then strongly urged that such a

system be at once adopted in this colony., Attention
is again called to this matter, which the committes
regards as highly important.
In other words the Victorian committee pro-
pose to obtain the information they want to
enable them to furnish their report wholly and
solely from the Commissioners themselves and
the railway staff. What doesthas mean? They
are full of the job, and they are simply preparing
a way to get out. You cannot have a stronger
condemnation than that of the working of the
Victorian committee. They have not carried
ths resolutinn I have just read yet, but I have
no doubt they will do. 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. Itis
their alin and object to tell us what they think
of it as far as it will affect themselves. The
report I have in my hand is one of a proposed
railway from Fern-tree Gully to Gembrook, and
it involves an expenditure of £60,000 to £70,000.
The index to appendices on page 12 will show
the House what sors of evidenece is furnished and
how the reports are made up. You will see that
it is all obtained from one quarter. It is as
follows :—

(a) Report by the Railway Commissioner on proposed
narrow-gauge railway from Fern-tree Gully to Gem-
brook.

(b.) Engineer-in-Chief’s estimate of cost for 2 feet
8 inch gauge railway.

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

(d.) Engineer-in-Chief’s estimate of cost for 5 feot
3 inch gauge railway.

{e.) Report by committee of railway officers on pro-
posed narrow-gauge line.

(f.) Estimate of provable goods tounage and revenuse
by committee of railway officers.

(g.) Government Statist’s return of settlement, culti~
vation, and production of the district served by the
proposed line.

Then we come to a list of *‘ furthar appendices —

(h.) Memorandum by the Railway Commissioner for-
warding amended estimates and reveunue, and further
report by departmental officers.

(i.) Further report by committee of officers after
giving evidence before the committee and re-visiting
the district. .
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.} 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 pages 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 Commissioner 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. 1 am not going to
quote any of the evidence ; it would amuse you
too much if T were to read some parts of it. That
gome of the evidence is valuable, 1 admit; but
some would have been far better left out, and
certainly is not worth the expense of printing.
Here is another report of a proposed railway
from Quambatook to Ultimo, which involves an
expenditure of from £50,000 to £60,000. The
index to appendices contains two items—

(a.) Report by the Victorian Railways Commissioner
on the proposed railway.

(b.) Detailed estimate of cost of line, from the
TEngineer-in-Chief.

Turning to the minutes of evidence I find there
are six pages, every page of which is given by
people from the Cowmmissioner’s office—people
connected with the department. If that is the
way these reports are prepared, it is not good
enough to spend £10,000 upon them. If it is
good enough for Vietoria it is not good enough
for Qneensland to spend £10,000 over work of
this kind. And thatis exactly what will happen.

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

Hon, E. B. FORREST : Itis wrapped up in
so many words that nobody can get at it ; but it
costs £10,000 a year in Victoria, and if it costs
that amount there it will do so here, and I, for
one, will resist as long as T 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 for railway construction. We have
been committed within the last few months to
federation, and under that circumstance the
duty has been cast upon the House of taking
steps to attend to railway extension withoutany
delay. I am speaking with reference to the rail-
way extension that is necessary for the pro-
tection of the trade of our border districts,
not only of Southern but of Central Queensland.
The Southern border trade has already been
tapped by New South Wales in three or four
places, and she is going to tap it in two more
places. The same experience will follow 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 railway
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 to Cunnamulla, so far

- as it affects the border trade, is of no avail, and
it cannot be, looking at the fact that the distance
from Cunnamulla to Brisbane is 605 miles as
against 503 from Bourke to Sydney. It is
bardly 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. STOoRY : You are not taking the distance
from Cvnnamulla into consideration. It is only
the horder fence that is equi-distant.

Hon, E. B. FORREST: I am speaking of
the distance from Brisbane, This subject of
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border extension has been referred to in 1884, in
1886, and again in 1895. It was dealt with in
1886, and was carried 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 now. I merely refer to the fact that
this border extension business was before the
House in the years I have mentioned. I will
say this, that if there was a necessity then—
which, no doubt, theve 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
difficalty now. Federation has left us only one
feather to fly with, and that 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 district and South Aus-
tralia will bave gone fromn Queensland for ever;
and in that case I think wehad better goto 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 Queensland business
on more favourable terms in Sydney than in
Brisbane. I hope the second reading of this
Bill will not be passed. At any rate, I am going
to vute againss it,
* The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. D. H. Dalrymple, Mackay): 1 have
listened very attentively to the hon. mem-
ber who has just resumed his seat, but I
cannct understand bis 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 the
border of the colony is less than the distance
from the terminus of cur existing line—Cunna-
mulla—to the port, and he also tells us that trade
can be done far better in Sydney than it can be
done in Brisbane. I would like to know how
this is to be remedied after 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 various places he has mentioned.
1t seems to me that under federation and with-
out a differential tariff, according to the hon.
gentleman’s argument, all the trade of the South-
western country must go to Sydney whether
Brisbane is ruined or not. Whether 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 SEOCRETARY 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 passing of this Bill.

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

The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS :
The length of that line is not likely to be
materially altered. I presume the existing
means of communication with Sydney will ssill
continue, and how will the length of this line be
altered by the passing of the present Bili? 1t
will not assist in any way the hon. mewber’s
rallway 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.

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

Hon. K. B. Forrest: No! You know better.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
I do not know anything of the kind. It is quite
possible that the hon. member for Frtitude
Valley, who waslately editor of the Worker, and
the hon. member for North Brisbane who
represents a plutocratic constitnency, embrace
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 HonNOURABLE MEMBER : From Warwick to
the border.

Hon. E. B. ForresT: The border line.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Imean 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 similar character which the hon. member
entirely disapproves of. The leader of the
Labour Opposition pointed out that practically
the select committees of the House discharge
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 shouid
exercise energy, and force the House to accept
any policy that they may bring forward ; but I
do not imagine for a moment that any Goveru-
ment would try to do anything of the sort. The
decision, to a large extent, will be left to some
other body to report as to the possibility, or
otherwise, of constructing these lines of railway
or not. That is the first course. Therefore the
hon. member’s criticism applies equally to the
standing committee, as it does to the com-
mittee which wonld be appointed by the Upper
House, so that under any circumstances this line
to the border will have to run the gauntlet of
this committee, however ridiculous the committee
may seem, or however absurd the selection of
experts may be. For my own part I do not see
anything ridiculous in the matter of the com-
mittee ; but under any circumstances the com-
mittee will have to approve or reject the hon.
member’s railway, and, moreover, the House
will have 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 railway unless the
hon. member im=zgines—and some other hon.
members may imagine-—that some degree of
pressure may be 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 railway to the
border is most imperative ; my constituents will
frown if 1 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 SEOCRETARY FORPUBLICLANDS :
And ne doubt_every hon. member will say 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 independent comuwittes
were appointed to report on it. The standing
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committee will have one advantage, in that they
will not only consider one railway, but a number
of railways, so that they will be able to make
comparisons between all the railways submitted
to them. But I think the opposition that will be
raised, and which will be availed of by many
hon. mewbers, will proceed in many cases from
the belief that they wiil exercise more in-
fluence if an examining body is not interposed.
Butalthough that may be the interest of individual
members, it is not at all the interest of the State,
The interest of the State is diametrically opposite
to that. Itisto get the railways forward and
constructed—not the railways which will
propitiate hon. members because they have influ-
ence, but railways which in the long run will be
the most profitable to construct. That, of course,
is the reason why this particular scheme has been
brought forward. Now, the hon. member who
has spoken last has been very outspoken in his
opinion of the feeling of the Victoriaus and
the people of New South Wales. He took a
long period in showing that the railways comi-
mittees in those colonies consulted experts, in
which case he said they were useless. 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 that, in the opinion of
those persons who are far better able to give an
opinion on the subject than a Queenslander, the
advantages of these committees overbalance any
possible disadvantages which may be pointed
out. I venture to assert, too, that the people
interested in the two colonies named are far
hetter judges of the efficiency of the committees
than the hon. member, and that if it was found
that good work was not being done the lives of
those comunittees would be very short indeed.
Therefore, I say the criticism which he
pass=d upon the Parliamentary Railways Com-
mittee Bill is largely discounted by the fact
that he condemns and ridicules the institutions
of New South Wales and Victoria, which are held
by New South Wales and Victoria after many
long years of experierce to be worth preserving.
The hon. member began by laying 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 beginning an
address in this House, to state precisely the
grounds upon which you object to a particular
measure. The hon, member said first of all that
the committee was unnecessary. The reason he
gave wasin the main that we had a commissioner,
althoughit was pointed out that the Commissioner
js certainly fully employed. The hon. member
did not seem to think that that was a
good enough reason, but if the fact of having
a commissioner makes this railway committee
unnecessary then it should have made the public
works committees of New South Wales and
Victoria unnecessary, because those colonies also
have cowmmnissioners, They have the same
machinery which we have, which the hon. mem-
ber saysis ample ; and it seems to me that the
Parliaments of both those colonies have come to
the conclusion, and remain in that conclusion
after practical observation, that although they
have Commissionersand the same machinery as we
have, yet their public works committees are on
the whole eminently useful and desirable. I
think that is the very best reply to the hon.
member’s argument,

Mr. LEaHY : Eminently expedient.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Tt may be eminently expedient, but I am not
concerned at the present time by showing that it
1s eminently expedient, nor do I think I should
advance my position by doing so. It is' very
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likely to be useful, but it does not detract in the
slightest degree from its usefulness by showing
in addition that it is expedient. That is a
stronger reason, I should say. The hou, memker
again said it was a waste of time. How does the
hon. member expect that he is going to gain
time? Is it by bringing down twenty-five or
tifty railways which are asked for by the people,
and dealing with them one after the other?
Suppose a batch of five railways is brought down
by the Government, does he suppose that the
mem! ers who are interested in the other twenty
or thirty are allgoing to bequiet when the fiverail-
wayswhich have been picked out andselected are
betore the House? Time will have to be found
somewhere to consider these matters, and I main-
tain that time will not be lost by having them
inquired into by & competent committee—and I
assume it will be competent-—and the wain
facts in connection with them being laid before
members of the House. So far from wasting
time it seems to me it will be an economy of
time, and I am quite sure that when there are so
many competitors for railwuys to be dealt with
by this House it is no use imagining, as the hon,
member appears to imagine, that if his particular
railway is brought forward all other members of
the House will hold their voices and allow it to
pass. That is a very Utopian idea, and I there-
fore cannot at all agree that it would be a waste
of time to refer these matters to a standing com-
mittee. Then thehon. meniber asserts also shat it
willbea waste of money, Andwhatishisargument?
He says it will cost £10,000 a year. I 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 regulation that they
shell not exceed £5,000 a year. But the ques-
tion of the expense of the committee is purely
relative.  If a person sells £10,000 worth of
property and pays 25 per cent. that would
amount to a certain sum. If he sells £50,000
worth that would amount to a different sum.
The question is not what you must pay, but what
on the whole are the advantaces to be derived.
If the country spends £10,000 or even £50,000 a
year on this cominiites, and by that means
economises the funds of the Ssate to a far greater
sum, I say the mere expense at the outset has
listle to do with it. It is a question of relativity.
Now, the hon., member joins issus with those
who say that a large amcunt of money has been
saved by New South Wales and Victiria by the
appoiniment of these committees, but he in no
way succeeded in proving his contention.

Mr. ANNEAR: He did not quote New South

ales.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLICLANDS:
The statement has been made, at any rate, by
persons in New South Wales who are thoroughly
well competent to judge, that the committee does
save money. As to whether the sum is computed
by hundreds of thousands or by millions, 1f we
succerd in saving hundreds of thousands, and
only spend £10.000 a vear. then I should say that,
acting on behalf of others, it would be a very
good thing to proceed to save all we can. That,
I should mmagine, is what a private individual
would du. The hon. member argued, I think,
that although the assertion had been made by
the New South Wales committee in their report
that a considerable sum had been saved, because
he could assure the House that, in any case, one
railway, that from North Shore to Sydney, which
was estimated to cost £260,000, was not made,
He raid the committee reported that that sum
was saved to the country, and it was not saved,
because whether the committee had existed or
not that sem would not have been expended.
Assuming that to be the case with regurd to one
particular liue, it is not likely to have been the
ease with regard to all the lines ; and even if that
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statement had been correct—and it was a state-
ment, I venture to say, which was unsupported
by evidence—~the hon. member said it was
ridiculous that a railway should go across the
bharbour. Homnestly, I see nothing ridiculous at
all in it. Bridges go across estuaries of far more
importance than even Sydney Harbour, and
Sydney is one of the greatest porls we know.
But New York is a far larger port, and a bridge
goes across the harbour at New York, on which
are two lines aud a tramway; and the bridge,
I suppose, would constitute exactly the same
disfigurement of the landscape as a bridge
would across Sydney Harbour, though I doubt
very much whether a bridge would disfigure
ik, At any rate, it is very harsh to imagine that
the people of New South Wales would connect
North Shore with Sydney by a bridge if they had
not a reasonable expectation that the railway
would pay, or that it was necessary. Before I
proceed further, when the hon. member alleges
that if the commitiee reports unfavourably upon
the carrying out of a certain scheme that scheme
is not gone on with, that proves nothing. The
hon. member seems to have forgotten that every
one of these railways—and I have a list here of a
very great number, probably twenty-five or
thereabouts—the hon, member seems to have
put on one side the circumstance that every
one of those railways was proposed by the
Government ; and if the Governmeant of New
South Wales felt disposed to carry out the
plan which he recommends, not being the
Premicr himself—namely, that if the Premier
thinks fit to propuose a railway he should
instantly make it a party question, then we
may fairly assume that hacd it not been for
this committee that railway—however absurd he
may think it—must necesvarily have been made,
I may point out, too, in conuection with that
arguinent, that the hon. member seems to think
that it would be a wise thing fir the Premier to
take up & position which by-gone Premiers have
distinetly and deliberately relinquished, and
relinquished with the approval of this House,
who believed that the new policy was better shan
the old one——that is to say, that we have not had
in this Parliament for some time any railways
which have been treated as party measurcs.
It has been the policy of this continuous
Government for a very long time in bringing
rallway projects before this House, to deal
with them on their merits, and to leave hon.
members perfectly free to do what they indi-
vidualle deem best. That has been the policy of
the past, bnt it is a policy which, if T may gather
from ths hon. member for Brisbane North—
although it isa policy wiich has been approved of
by this House, and by the country—yet it is a
policy that the hon. member endeavours to over-
turn. Of course, the public works committee in
New SouthWales deals with public works as well
asrailways, but I desire hon. members to takenote
of the fact that by far the most important part
of the functions of the committes is to deal with
railways. The whole sum which the committee
cluims to have saved on public works is £9,400,000,
while they claim to have saved in railway
expenditure about £6,000,000, so that the princi-
pal function of the New Scuth Wales com-
mittee is to desl with the various railway pro-
posals which are submitted by the Government,
and their functions have been discharged with
so much satisfaction that the comwmiitee stands
at the present day far more aceredited than it did
when 1t begau. Certain hon. members have
stated that while they consider the committee
cntirely unnecessary; that it could not dis-
charge its fanections, being composed of members
of this House; that it was not-expert, and so on;;
yet those very members, sitting on the opposite
benches, who have pointed out that members
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could not discharge their duties; 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 supervising
public works, and was in that respect much more
like thecommitteein New South Wales, Imerely
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 are to take
the experience of the other colonies, because,
after all, in the other colonies the principal
duties which they perform are duties which
have reference to sifting the many railways
which are brought before Parliament. The hon.
member for Brisbane North has pointed out that
in Victoria for some years past the public
works committee have not had a great deal of
business in connection with the examining into
railways. For a very good reason—that there
were very few railways broughs forward. But
the chief deduction I should draw from that
is that ‘after the year 1893—after the commer-
ctal crisis—the position of affairs in Vietoria
was exceedingly dull, and it is probable that
until lately, when they have been evincing
signs of recovery, very few railways have been
brought forward. The same consideration would
probably apply to the making of railways in
Queensland for some years past.” The hon. mem-
ber said that the Government have brought
forward no railways—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 way blamable to Parliament, or blamable
to the Government—that if he had been Premier,
for instance, he would have promptly snbmitted
to Parliament the adoption of sowe one of those
routes ; but the real fact is that the same reasons
which operated 1n Victoria to prevent speedy
railway constraction also operated in Queensland.
Forsome years there has been a suspension of any
great policy of railway construction, while the
colony has been recovering from a very great dis-
agter. But now that the colony shows indications
of recovery—asexhibited by the highly satisfactory
fiscal statements which have been submitted by
the Treasurer this year and last year—now that
the colony shows signs of recovery—all the people
who believe that their districts will be bencfited
by the construction of railways, and all those
who believe, in fact, that the colony is justified
in going in for some scheme of railway construc-
tion, come forward with their respective claims;
and wien 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
New Bouth Wales and Victoria have considered
it advisable 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 creation of a
siinilar committee before this House. Whatever
necessity may exist in those coloniss for such a
committee, seeing the enormous number of rail-
ways which have been submitted here—seeing
also the larger area of the country aud the fact
that there are several commercial centres in
Queeusland instead of one—then the advisability
and the wisdom of bringing forward such a
scheme seems to have a great deal in its favour.
Personally, I am of opinion that this is the best
way of dealing with what is felt to be a very
great difficulty—the difficulty of alternate routes,
and so on. 1 believe that this committee will
have powers which a select committee of this
House does not_have at present. If you take a
town in Queensland which everyone considers it
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desirable to have a railway to, and there are
several different ways of getting there, we have no
means under our present system of submitting to
a select committee the judgment as to which of the
conflicting schemes it cousiders the mest desirable.
But under the standing committee in New
South Wales 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, or E would be
a better or cheaper means of getting to it. I say
there is an additional function which may be ais-
charged by a committee such as this. Just as
the hon. member for Brisbane North prefaced his
remarks or concluded his remarks by the state-
ment—as we might reasonably have expected—
that he intended to oppose the Bill, I may reason-
ably be expected to support it. I believe that
if 1t is passed the benefits it will confer on
the colony as a whole will be considerable.
I attach very much more weight to the fact
thet 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, mem-
ber in this House who, without that same experi-
ence, scems to think that whatever may be the case
in the other colonies, although they are able to
work a scheme of this sort with honesty and effici-
ency, we shall be unable to doso. I venture to say
that a scheme of this sort, as now beiny worked
by the sister colonies with success, we are, at any
rate, as competent to carry it out as efficiently
and honestly as our neighbours.

Mr. TURLEY (Brisbane South): Isympathise
with the hon. gentleman in his attempt to induce
this House to pass the second reading of this
Bill. The hon. gentleman made a very good
attempt to convince this House ; but he had an
awfully bad case, and he made the best possible
effort he could, considering the case he had to
advocate. Ths experience of the other colonies
is not borne out, as the hon. gentleman says.
The evidence we have from some of them was
accurately stated by the hon, member for Bris-
bane North. Let the hon. gentleman turn up
the Victorian Hansard, and read there the
opinions of Mr, Duncan Giliies and a number of
other Victorians, They pointed out just what the
hon. gentleman has pointed out in other words.
They call it a sham. They said it had simply been
put there with the object of enabling the Govern-
ment to shelter themselves behind this committee
when it had matters of railway construction to
bring forward. The hon. gentleman says exactly
the same thing. He says, *“ Members will come
down. They will be bothering the Government
to bring in this railway and that railway.” And
he said, ** It would be far better to have this
buffer erected between them and the interests
of the country,” or, in other words, between the
importunate member who may want a railway in
hie district and the interests of the Government
for the time being.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS :
country,

Mr, TURLEY : Not necessarily the country
at all, because the position, as far as we can see
in this Bill, is this—it is not imperative under
this measure that any railway work whatever
shall be submitted to the committee—and in the
other colonies it is imperative that works above
a certain value shall be submitted to the com-
mittee. This Bill does not provide for that.

Mr. LeaHY : There is no compulsory clause.

Mr. TURLEY : This Bill simply says it may
be done. Either House of Parliament *“‘may,”
by resolution, refer for consideration and report
to the committee. The result is that if the
Minister for Railwavs wants a railway that he
does not want to be submitted to this committee,

And the
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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 * shall,”

Mr. TURLEY : Itis permissive, not compul-
sory at all. It is nobt imperative, as the hon.
gentleman knows. It may be submitted or it
may not.

Mr. Leany: It is not imperative. The House
ean pass anvthing it likes,

Mr. TURLEY : It is imperative in the New
South Wales Public Works Commitliee Bill, It
is imperative_in the Standing Committee of
Railways in Victoria. Tt is imperative that all
railway or public works proposals in New South
‘Wales shall be submitted to the committee for
consideration and report.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLic Lanps: Exactly
the same here,

Mr. TURLEY : Not at all. 'The hon. gentle-
man know: that as well as T do. There is no
provision in the Bill which 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 some time, and I will quote the
opininn of the Premier and see whether that will
satisfly the hon. gentleman,

Mr. Dawsox : He does not believe the Premier,

Mr, TURLEY : Tt is from the Courder of the
28th of Februnary, 1859,

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc LANDS : The Bill
was not in existence then.

Mr. TURLEY : We understand what was in
existence then.

Mr. LEaHY : That is six months ago.

Mr. TURLEY : That is all right. Being
interviewed at Maryborough, and speaking of
the Gayndah Railway to a deputation, the hon.
gentleman said this—

There were some adverse circumstances which did not
arise with the Government of the day. No railway could
be constructed wnless a report from the Commissioner
for Railways was laid upon the table of Parliament,
recommending the building of the line. It was an
unfortunate circumstance that Mr. Gray had sent in an
adverse report. He (Mr, Dickson) thought Mr, Gray
could not have seen the district under the same ecir-
cumstances that he saw it, and he had requested him to
make another visit, in order to make himself more

conversant with it, and especially the lands that he (Mr.

Dickson) saw.

The PREMIRR : That is correct.

Mr. TURLEY :

He certainly saw sufficient to justify the country
being opened up. He might at once assure them that
while he intended to propose to Parliament the forma-
tion of a works committee to deal with a greatl question
of the many branch lines asked for, there were lines
that had been before the country for years, and he was
prepared to include the Gayndah line in the list, which
need not go before the committee.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Oh, oh!

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc Laxps: That is
six months ago.

Mr. TURLEY : This is an absolute, definite
statement given at Maryborough that the hon.
gentleman intended to pass 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 yenrs ago.

Mr. TURLEY : If the hon. gentleman will
look 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, gentleman knows it,

Mr, ANNEAR: Parliament passed it in 1884.
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b 1}l£r. JENKINSON : More shame it has not been
uilt.

Mr. TURLEY : It does not make theslightest
bit of difference whether it was passed in 1864 or
1884 as far as this question is concerned. I am
pointing out that it is not necessary 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 so, 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 Secrerary ror Pusnic Laxps: The
Bill was not in existence then.

Mr. TURLEY : 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 railways. He was speakingin the Childers
district. He said—

They were aware that lines which would cost in the

agrregate £20,000,000 had been asked for, so it was out
of the power of the Government to earry out all
immediately, He intended, therefore, to appoint a
parliamentary works committee to whom would be
referred all the proposals, and who would decide what
lines should be proceeded with. But in view of his
opinion on agricultural lines, he would insist on a
certain extent of them being proceeded with.
Here we have the whole thing. The hon. gentle-
man takes up this position—that he iutends to
make this railway committee act as a butfer 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 raiiway proposal, that report
would have to be considered by the House, and an
hon. 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 Department
and the sanction of the Commissioner. And that
is exactly the position the House would be in,
with this difference, that the Government would
have the assistance of the members composing
the committee to carry the railway through the
House, It hasalsobeen pointed out that 1f this
Bill is passed members of the House will canvass
for votes for appointinent on the committee.
Here are the opinions of one or two members of
the New South Wales Parliament on that ques-
tion.

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

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

The PREMIER: Who are they?
in opposition ?

Mre. TURLEY : The hon, member for In-
verell, Mr. Cruickshank, is one, and he says—

It is a painfulthing tohave to go through whattakes
place here when we are electing the committee. We
are practically foliowed abous for days by members
who say. “Give so-and-so a vote,” as if it were a par-
liamentary general election. Houn. members pledge
themselves and often vote for men whom they would
not elect if ic were not for the canvass that goes on.

The SECRETARY ¥or PUBLIC LANDS: You can
say the same of menbers of Parliament,

Mr. TURLEY : I admit that there is a lot of
that done at the time of a general election, but
what I wish to point ont now is that this is the
opinion of members of the Parliament of New
South Wales in regard to the appointment of
members of the works committee in that
colony.

The SrcrErary ror PuBLic Lanps: The
majority do not think so.

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

Are they
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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 discussed on a motion for adjournment,
and that during that discussion many members
signified that they would vote for the abolition
of the committee if the guestion 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 ainending Act was
going throngh the New South Wales Assembly—

The present arrangements in connection with the
committee make the appointments so many hribes to
certain mempers of this House to follow the Ministry 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. An appointment to the committee is a sort
of bribe to silence certain hon., members. Will you
ever find those members voting against the Government
while they hold their position? Not much.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusnic LanDs: That is
an argument against all committees.

Mr, TURLEY : Itisnot 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 bave 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 was said
would involve an additional cost of £31,000, and
urged that that extra cost should not be taken
into consideration. And unly last Tuesday,
the 7th of November, the Seecretary for
Railways received at Rockhampton a deputa-
tion who asked that the Gladstone railway 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 com-
mittee, which would probably not delay matters
more than two days.” Here is a matier which
has been agitated for in Rockhampton for some
time, and which will involve a very large
expenditure, and the hon. gentleman says in
effecs, ““ 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 Railways pointed out the other
night that there would be no delay in dealing
with railway proposals this session, Here we
are in the middle of November, and yet the hon.
gentleman states that it is necessary, in order to
get on with the railway 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 RaILways: Not all the
proposals.

Mr. TURLEY : I do not say all the proposals;
I say the proposals for the session. 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 Brisbane, but thatit
will be sufficient for them to get the evidence
now at the railway office in Brisbane, and make
their report on that evidence, What a huge
farce the whole thing is !

Mr. Leany: 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,
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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 reference of
these railways are ready now, why is not this
House as well able to judge of them as it has
been previously? As pointed out by the
Secretary 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 fall by
it. But a (Government found themselves in this
position : That they could not afford to fall by
their railway policy, and the result was that they
said they were prepared to come down with
railways and make them non-party questions,
and then if the House refused to pass them there
would be no responsibility attaching to the
Government, aud there would be no danger of
the Government being passed out.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : And that
altered system was generally approved.

Mr. TURLEY : Now they are not prepared
to go even tothat extent. They arenot prepared
to submit any railway policy at all even as a
nou-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 notthink asolitary
argument has been brought torward yet why we
should have this committee with the object of
having it as a buffer between this House and the
Minister. In spite of all that has been said
by the Secretary for Railways with regard
to the public works committee in New South
Wales having saved the country millions,
I do not think they have saved millions at all,
We might just as well say—though I do not
suppose the hon. gentleman would agree to it 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 railway.

Mr. BROWNE : Hear, hear !

Mr. TURLEY : Would hon. gentlemen give
them credit for having saved the country a large
sum of money in that counection ?

The SECRETARY FOR PusLIc LANDS : It was a

loss.

Mr. TURLEY : That is just the position. I
remember that that was a line in the hon. gentle-
man’s own electorate, We wanted to prevent
what we considered a job being put upon the
country, and the hon. gentleman says it was a
great loss because that line was not carried out.

Mr. LEaHY : You did not save the bridge?

Mr. TURLEY : No, they got the bridge on
that oceasion, and in the long list furnished by
the Secretary for Railways I think there are
some eight or ten miles of that same railway in-
ciuded. Memberson thisside did not say they
had saved 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 PusLic LANDS: You had
to say something, you know.

Mr. TURLEY : 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 railways we propose to
go on with,” it is not because the House does not
approve of all those railways that they thus save
a huge sum of money for the country.

The SucreTaRY FOR PusLic Lanns: They
claim it invariably,
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Mr. TURLEY : I do not know that they
make any such claim. They simply say that
according to the circumstances disclosed in con-
nection with a certain railway they do mnot in
their opinjon consider it necessary at the present
time, or they may oppose it simply because in
the opinion of members of the House circum-
stances point to the fact that there are railways
more urgently needed than the one submitted at
the time by the Minister, I think it isfar better
that members of the ¥ouse should have an
opportunity of convincing thewmselves of the
necessity for a line. In my opinion the bess
system that could be introduced in connection
with proposals of this sort is that the proposals
should come down to the House in the one session
and be brought on for consideration in the next, so
that members would in the meantime be able to go
and find out on their own account, so far as they
were able to justify themselves, as to the necessity
for the lines and the probability of their paying
after they were huilt. They would be able, 1n that
way, in the next session, to deal with the lines
better than they can possibly be when they ave
simply thrown down onthe table before them,
and they are asked to deal with them straight
away. Not only have you got all the evidence
practically that yon will get by this committee
that is to be appointed, but you have the opinion
of the experts of the department, the men who
are sent out to conduct the surveys, and who
have been acquainted with railway construction
for years past. You have also the opinion of
officials of the Lands Department who are
able to go out and report upon the class of
country through which 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,
And the result 1s, [ 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 Railway Commissioner has done in the case
of this Gayndah railway—report to Parhament
that in his opinion the line should not be bailt—
1 think this House will be prepared to abide by
his decision sooner than by the decision of a
committee appointed in the way it is proposed
this committee shall be appointed. As pointed
out by the leader of the Opposition, we have
here & proposal for the appointment of a
committee altogether differently constituted
from that in operation anywhere else. Why
should the chairman of this committee be
singled out to be appointed by the Governor
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 satisfied
in some way or another to secure his allegiance
to the Government? Is that the reason the
Government have kept in their hands the
appointiment of the chairman of a committee of
this sort? Can any hon. gentleman on the other
side tell us where in any of the other colonies
there iz a committee constituted in that way?
Can they point to any of the other colonies
where the Government have said it was advis-
able that they should put in their own man as
chairman of such a committee? In all the
other Acts I have been able to get hold of it is
provided that after the appointment of members
of the committee the members themselves elect
their chairman and vice-chairman, and get on
with the business. It seems to me that even in
the event of this Bill going through—and I
sincerely hope it won’t, because I believe
that instead of facilitating railway construc-
tion in Queensland it will be the means of
blocking it. Hon. gentleman have said that they
are not prepared to come down at the present
time with railways concerning which they have
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all the information in the railway office, and
allow members to exercise their own opinion
upon them ; but they are prepared to do so if
they are sure they will be able to get the sup-
pors of the members of this committee, It was
pointed out by the hon. member for Murrum-
bidgee, in the New South Wales Parliament,
that the Minister thought he would be able to
get, as mentioned by the hon. member for
Balonne, a considerable amount of assistance and
support from the members of this committee if
it was appointed.

Mr, Dawsox: 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 Wales—just a
bribing of men to support the proposals of the
Government which they would otherwise never
have supported.

The Treasurer: The Opposition appointed
the last New South Wales Public Works Com-
miltee.

Mr. TURLEY : Oh, no.

The TREASURER : Yes, they did.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman knows
when that committes was ficst appointed. He
knows it was in 1888, and he knows exactly the
reason why that commitiee was brought about—
toact in the way it is considered it will act here
in Queensland, simply as a buffer between the
Government snd 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. The
Secretary for Railways has been going round the
different parts of the colony, and deputations
have waited on him and asked him for railways.
He has been asked if he would have a survey
made in one place and a railway built in another
place, and the hon. gentleman 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 trial survey to see what can be done,
but you know we are going to have a parlia-
mentary railways committee, and if a proposal
is submitted 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 sort. The hon. gentle-
man has simply been using it for the object
intended—the same object as the Government
had in view when they introduced the guarantee
principle into our raillway legislation to protect
Ministries from the Importunities of electorates
wanting railway communication.

Mr. BrOWNE: Don’t you think Ministers
ought to be protected ?

Mr. TURLEY : T don’t think they should.
I think, as was pointed out by the hon. :member
for Brishane North, they should have sufficient
backbone to bring down their own railway pro-
posals and lay them on the table, and let mermbers
decide whether they are prepared to accept those
railways or whether in their opinion there are
railways more urgently needed in other parts of
the colony.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS:
sufficient backbone for that.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon, gentleman says they
are not going to bring them down unless they
subtmit them to this particular committee. It
has been pointed out that it would not do for
Ministers to bring down their railways in the
ordinary way because there would be a consider-
able amount of opposition‘by members who bad
little railways of their own which did nothappen
to be laid on the table and they would not vote
for any railway that might be submitted for that
But I do not think that is so. My ex-
perience has taught me that when railways have

We have
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been submitted they have received fair con-
sideration at the hands of members, and the only
timee they have been cast out has been when there
bhas been sufficient evidence to show eisher 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 Railways has given
us practically no information on the second read-
ing. He told us there were a very large number
of railways to be bullt—some hundreds of miles
—but that was told us some months ago. Then,
the hon. gentleman simply says we require this
because it has been of use in the other colonies.
Because it has been to some extent effective
in New South Wales, Victoria copied it from
New South Wales; but, as the hon. member
for Brisbane North pointed ou$, 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 Govern-
ment come down with their railway proposals
and lay them on the table this session, and
let members have an opportunity of knowing
where they are and what the cost is going
to be. Let them make inquiries on their
own if they wish, or refer the lines to select
committees, to whom power can be given to
obtain the same information as could be obtained
by this proposed committee ; and next session
let members come here prepared to deal with
those railway proposals on their merits, and wot
have any side influence brought in by which
members may be unduly influenced to support a
railway policy which they otherwise would be
prepared to vote against. .
* The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G,
Foxton, Carnarvon): 1 think the hon. gentleman
who has just spoken has furnished as strong
arguments in favour of the proposal as any hon.
gentleman who has spoken on this side of the
House,

Mr, LEaHY : That would not be saying much,

The HOME SECRETARY : I do not say
it is saying much, but the hon. member has
given stronger arguments perhaps than those
which have been used by members on this side in
favour of the Bill. The hon. member for Bris-
bane South, I think, and also the hon. meni-
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. geatleman who has
just spoken has furnished the best argument
to prove that such is not the case because he
pointed out, and very properly, that the practice
hitherto has been-—of late years at all events
—that railways submitted by the Government
have not been regarded as party questions, that
each railway has been submitted on its merits
and so dealt with, and that it did not neces-
sarily mean that because a railway was rejected
by this House after having been sabmitted by
the Government that therefore the Government
must resign. If that is so—and I submit thag
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. member who has 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 speak-——of preventing the risk of
the Guvernment 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 individual pro-
posal of any Governwment in this House are not
party questions, then what has the Government
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to fear from the rejection of any particular rail-
way ? None whatever, The hon. gentleman
furnished the very 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. )

Mr. TurLEY : You secure the support of the
members of the committee.

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber referred to speeches delivered by my col-
league, the Premier, as far back as Februnary,
and pointed out, probably with perfect correct-
ness, that the Premier had at that time intimated
that certain lines, or a certain line, would not be
submitted to this commniittee. It Is quite pos-
sible—surely the hon member can pereeive that
it is possible—that one member of a Government
might, Lefore the Bill was drafted at all, have
had views with regard to the particular con-
struction and drafting of this Bill, which were
not ultimately adopted after it had been sub-
mitted to the whole of his colleagues, and had
received discussion and consideration at their
hands. 1 may say that I thought at one time that
there were certain lines in this colony which any
Governmentmight venture tosubmit to the House
without theirgoing through theordealof 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.

My, Turtey: The Commissioner did not
regard that line as a national line,

The HOME SECRETARY : Imyself was of
that opinion with regard to one particular line, and
have so expressed myself in publiec. That par-
ticular line is the line from Gladstone to Rock-
hampton, a line which I suppose is the one which
any impartial man, dissociated from the politics
of ‘the country, and yet having a full knowledge
of the necessities and needs of the various
districts, would say was a line which might be
revarded as one which would go through this
House almost without discussion. Yet Iam
thoroughly satisfied that if the Government
were to come down to-morrow 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. Forrest: I should think not.
Why should you except one particular line ?

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber will vote for the second reading of the Bill
if he goes on like this, He asks why should we
except one line? For the very reason that most
peuple would regard the (tladstone to Rock-
hampton line as one which might be selected for
separate treatment.

Mr, Grassey: I am oue of them,

The HOME SECRETARY: Soam I ; never-
theless I vealise the fact that if it were sub-
mitted to the House at present it would not pass.

My, Grassey : I think it would.

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon, mem-
ber for North Brisbane, who seems to speak for
the House as well as for himself, says it would
not. Of course, that is merely a matter of
opinion; but I understand, from the best sources
of information at the disposal of the Government,
that if that line were submitted it would not suc-
ceed in going through. In February or before, I
myself happened 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 exac:ly the
same way, took exactly the same view with
regard to the Gayndah line. He probably ex-
pressed himself in the way the hon. member for
South Brisbane has mentioned. But when you
come to analyse the feelings and the views of
various hon. members, or of little groups of hon.
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members, with regard to certain lines, you see
that the majority of the House would absolutely
reject them.

My, TurrLEY : Hence the necessity for the

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

Mr. TURLEY : That is ancient history.

The HOME SECRETARY : But it is very
valuable history, and it teaches us a very big
lesson. The hon. member for Brisbane South
LA SWIU LR 1 LG PAst WE DAYVE U0Le Very well,
I say that in the past we have made the most
egregious blunders,

1%12 TurLeY: I did not say we have done very
well,

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

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

The HOMESECRETARY : Weshall see that
when Hansard 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 hope
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 heen established in the southern colonies
—to aveid 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 quarters with regard to the lines sub-
mitted to the House by the Government. 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 railways instead
of ““shall.” T am not going to argue the ques-
tion whether this word **may” is imperative or
not. It will be a very simple thing, in com-
mittee, to substitute “ shall,” if the hon. member
or anybody else is not satistied with the word as
it stands. But there came an interjection from
another hon. member to the effect that 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 law,
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 ““shall” or ““may.” Returning to the point
raised by the hon. member for Brisbane South—
that the Premier had said with regard to a cer-
tain line—I1 do not know which it was, he was
apparently quoting from some paper

Mr, TURLEY : The line to Childers.

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 referting 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
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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 guestion 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 obviousthat
the line should be constructed. I have 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 rsceive the imprimatur of
the committee. That appears to me, and ap-
PArenciy vo uie Dol HeHIUer 1oL DUULL DUISUaLld,
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—1I will not say for the purpose of blocking
railway construction—but the effect will be to
delay railway construction.

An HoxoURABLE MEMBER : 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
proposed at that time would have passed if they
had not been bunched together.

MEeMBERS on the Government side:
hear !

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

HoxouraBLE MEeEMBERS : Hear, hear!

sense,

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes, because if
one or two railways are subwmitted alone, they
will be rejected by the House, for the reason that
every hon. member, or a majority of hon. mem-
bers, are interested in other lines, to which they
think precedence should be given. The conse-
quence will be that hon. members will be com-
pelled to advance reasons why a particular line
should not be passed while their own particular
line is neglected. We all know what the effect
of that will be. All other lines will have to be
submitted one by one, or else submitted in a
bunch, and then there will be a repetition of the
£10,000,000 loan business, or something worse.

Mr., FisHER: 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
apart from the merits of the cuse, ]

MEeMBERS of the Opposition: No, no! What
about the Hlections Bill and federation?

The HOME SECRETARY : Experience and
facts speak stronger than these interjections. It
has been said that the appointment of a select
committee would be 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 past a select com-
mittee in another Chamber sitting on every
railway submitted, and that did not prevens the
evils of the £10,000,000 loan. As pointed out by
the Minister for Lands, that committee dealt
with the particular line submitted to them
without considering its bearings or merits in
connection with any other lines. In that
respect the duties of that committee have been
carried out in what I would characterise as a
most perfunctory way. No doubt they threw a

Hear,
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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. Hven if one select committee could
take into consideration all the lines that could
be connected together or associated with one
another, the members comprising that commit-
tee could only sit during the session, while mem-
bers are fully occupied with their legislative
duties, not only by their attendance at the
House, but owing to the fact that they have to
prepare for the business coming before the
House. With regzrd to the standing committees
in the southern colouies, the largsr pari—the
more valuable portion-——of their work is carried
out during the recess, when the members of that
committee have leisure and opportunity to go
into the matters submitted to them ; they have
time to gather information by traveliing over
different parts of the colony much more readily
than when the House is sitting. Another sugges-
tion is that we should have a permanent board
appointed. That proposition presented 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 servants, 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 administration—we have
already had irresponsible boards ; and if a long
term of office were secured to members of a
board like that at high salaries—-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 totally different character. The Land Court
wonld not have its status or independence
secured to it if it did not perform judicial
funections. That is the reason why the Land
Court, is clothed with absolute independence,
and I do not think it s desirakle to hand over
these questions to any such board as the Land
Board. Now, we have heard a good deul about
the opinions expressed—both mm New South
Wales and Victoria—with regard to the inad visa-
bility of continuing these standing committees
in these colonies, The hon. member for Inverell,
Mr. Cruickshank, 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 Wales; but
T ask hon. members whether that would be likely
to influence the whole House. Possibly 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. Fisarr: It would have a demoralising
effect.

The HOME SECRETARY : In what way?
Supposinganybodydid ¢ :nvassforthese positions,
does it follow that the House would adopt their
suggestions in this way. Not a bis of it. Not

one bis more would it affect the

{9°30 p.m.] final choice of the House than

the mere canvassing with regard to

the choice of the electors when they elect repre-
sentatives to come into this House.

Mr. LEauy: That is pretty rough on the men
who are canvassing, and say they are promised
by the Government.

The HOME SECRETARY : I know nothing
about that.

Mr. JENKINSON : Oh don’t you? We do.
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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. JENEINSON : I know what I have been

told.

The HOME SHCRETARY : Exactly. The
hon, member knows what he has been told.
What does that mean? Does the hon. member
know that everything he has been told is the
truth ? Does he believe everybody who crams
yarus into his ears. ’

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

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

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

The HOME SECRETARY : Let it rest at
that. We will appeal to Hansard when it comes
out as to whether what I say is correct.

My, JENKINSON : You 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 heen made, and the hon. member said
I was wrong,

Mr. JengiNsoN : T did nothing of the sort.

The HOME SECRETARY : Then what did
the hon. member say ?

Myr. JENKINSON : You have fallen into a bole,
and I will not help you out.

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber is not game.

Mr. JENKINSON : T am game for you, anyway.

The HOME SECRETARY : When Hansard
comes out it will be seen that the hon. member
interjected and contradicted me wheun I said no
promises had been made. He said something
about “we know sumething about that,” or
‘““we can tell a different tale.” What does the
hon. member mean except that I am not telling
what istrue ? The hov. member may interject,
and quibble, and wriggle as much as he likes.

Mr, JENKINSON: I am not quibbling or
wriggling.

The HOME SECRETARY : He said what
I said was not true ; that no promises were made.
Let him tell me his informant.

Mr, STEPHENSOX : They have been pulling his

leg.

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes, somebody
has been pulling his leg ; but Hansard will provs
what was said.

Mr. BROWNE: Hansard is the test.

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Poor Hansard.

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. JENKINSON: I was not in the Chamber
when he was speaking.

The HOME SECRETARY : Well, I have
very little more to say, but I should like to ask
hon. members, knowing what they do know,
judging by their own experience, and knowing
the scant courtesy which any railway which is
brought forward purely as an individual line will
receive at the 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 say that 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. T do not know whetheritis that
he does not know the Legislative Assembly as
well as I do, but I know that if that line were
submitted to the Legislative Assembly to-morrow
it would be thrown out by a large majority.

Hon. E. B. ForresT : How do you know ?

The HOME SECRETARY : T am perfectly
certain of it,

Mr. Leany : This House would have a right
t0 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 interested—the line
from Cunnamnlia to Thargomindah, What
chance would that have ?

Mr. LeaHY : T would never ask you for it.

The HOME SECRETARY : Does the hon.
member sav he does not wan$ it ?

Mr., Leany: I say let it go on its merits.

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

Hon. BE. B. ForresT : The committee is not
going to determine all these,

The HOME SECRETARY: The com-
mittes will have so much to sav on the various
Jines that the House will be able to deal with them
far more effectively than it can do at present, and
hon. members, Tam certain, willbe far more ready
to accept the verdict of the' committee than to
accept the line without their verdiet.

_Hon. E. B. Forrest : That is your assuwmp-

tion,

The HOME SECRETARY : It may be my
assumption, but it is based on the experience of
the southern cnlonies.

Hon. E. B. ForresT: No.

The HOME SECRETARY : Ves.

Hon. E. B. ForresT : No.

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes. However,
I differ from the hon. member. T am, atall
events, very well satisfied that whether it is this
Government, or any other Government that suc-
ceeds it, if this Government goes down upon ths
Bill, they will not be able to carry through any
railway policy without some such committee as
this—some committee that will throw light on
the question as each particular line comes up—
and, speaking for myself, setting aside mere
matters 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 that which is now proposed
and which has vesn 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.
Turley, I certainly thought we were going to
have some fresh light thrown upon the subject—
some arguments in favour of the proposal of the
Government—something we had not heard be-
fore. But it seems to me that the hon. member
has devoted himself to making the House look
ridiculous, because his stateweunts ave distinetly
in opposition to facts that happened during the
Iast seven years since I have been in the Honse,
In the first place the hon. member spoke of the
committee dealing with certain lines of railway,
and pointed out how, although evervbody 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, a
week, they would pass them, but if not the
House would reject them.

The HoME SECRETARY : I think you misunder-
stood me.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Myr. BROWNE: The hon. gentleman pax-
ticularised and mentioned the line between
Gladstone and Rockhampton. He pointed out
how everyhody 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 Railways said—two days—he said at
least in a week it would go through, and yet he
said 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
Brisbane North what he thinks.

Mr. BROWNE : What does that mean? It
means that we have got to this pass—that
seventy-two members of this House are not com-
petent to deal with sixty miles of railway, but we
must hand it over to 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 Parliament.

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

Mr. BROWNE: 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
Mellwraith—when he said, “ What dirty tools
you have sometimes to use in politics,” and
when you have to use tools it is a fact that you
do not choose the ablest men,

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

Mr. BROWNE : I have a very good idea of
what the House selecting means. I was rather
surprised at the Home Secretary in regard to
another matter. 'The hon. gentleman said that
since 1893, as fast as railways were proposed to
the House they were rejected, because hon.
members wanted to get their own lines passed.
Now, the most railways since 1893 were intro-
duced in 1895, 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 TreasvUrRER: There were more rejected
than that. There were the Esk and Redcliffe
lines.

Mr, BROWNE:
guarantee line.

The HoME SECRETARY : All the less reason for
throwing it out,

Mr. BROWNE: I am speaking now of
national lines that were submitted as a part of
the Government policy, and that were to be built
entirely by the State. I expectedthat the Home
Secretary would have advanced as an srgument
for the Bill that the House was toc ready to pass
lines, but instead of that the hon. gentleman used
the very opposite argument, and said that the
House was too ready to reject them. There
are lines that were passed years and yeurs age
by this House, and the money has been voted
for them, but which have not been built yet.

The TREASURER : What lines are those?

Mr. BROWNE: The Croydon-Georgetown
line is one.

The TruasvRER: That was rejected by the
other House.

Mr. BROWNE: We are dealing with this
Assembly. Then there is the Cloncurry line—
one of those which svndicates are taking up
now. Not only was that line passed, but very
nearly £500,000 561l standson the Loan Hstimates
to its credit—part of the £10,000,000 loan, which
the hon, gentleman alluded to.

The TBEASURER : The plans have not been
passed,

The Redcliffe line was a
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- The HOME SECRETARY :
voted—that is all

Mr. BROWNE: I only point out that the
argument must have been very weak when the
Home Secretary, in reply to the hon. member
for Brisbane South, has not given one solid
argument in favour of the Bill. In fact, 1t has
been exactly the opposite, for about the only
reason he has given is that, in several instances,
this committee will be able to do in its wisdom
what this House in its wisdom previously decided
not to do.

Mr. Leany: This committee can do nothing.
It can only beat the air.

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

Mr. Krogr : Let us go toa vote and be done
with it,  (Lsughter.)

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

The HoME SECRETARY : Because the Govern-
ment introduced it.

Mr. BROWNE : It is not because the Govern-
ment introduced it. I have voted on several
occasions for things that the Government have
introduced. I remember on one occasion, when
the hon. gentleman introduced a lot of amend-
ments dealing with certain kinds of scrub, with
unpronounceable Latin names, I supported him
through half a sitting.

The Houe SEorETARY : There must have been
something wrong there,

Mr. BROWNZIE : There may bave been some-
thing wrong, because I did not understand Latin,
and Itrusted to the hon. gentleman as a good
Latin scholar. 1 am not opposing the Bill
because the Government introduced it. The
New South Wales committee is also a public
works committee ; but this is only to deal with
railways—and only with cerbain railways. If
we are going to be so anxious about the expendi-
ture of public money as to have a committee of
this House, tho members of which are to be paid
certain salaries, why should they not also look
after public works? On the YMstimates this year
—if we reckon up everything—it will be fonnd
that there are about £250,000 to be spent on
unproductive public works—not railways at ail
—a very large portion of that sum is to be spent
in Brisbane.

Mr. Grvens: There is far more than £250,000.

Mr. BROWNE : T 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 spending money on account, they
can spend several millions on such unproductive
wotks—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. ANNEAR : The city members say they are
getting nothing.

Mr. BROWNE: Then why not have a public
works committee to decide whether they are
getting nothing, or whether they are getiing
everything ? But this present proposal does not
go so far as to include public works, and it does
not even include all railways, The committee
is only to consider certain lines which the Go-
vernment like to throw upon them. It has been
already pointed out that there are certain lines
which are not tn be submitted to this committee.
The Premier himself admitted that in February
last, just before the elections. Of course the
hon, gentleman has a perfect right to change his
opinion since then. As the Home Secretary
said, vne member of the Cabinet speaking does
not bind the whole lot; but mostly in political
history, when the Premier, just before a general
election, is going round the country making

The money was
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speeches, and indicating what is the Government

policy, i1t looks, at the very least, playing it

pretty low for his colleagues to be prepared to

back 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 consider they need not submit to this com-

mittee. In addition to that, there is another

reason why I intend to vote against the Bill

At the very time when the Government are

introducing this Bill, providing that a committee

shall decide with regard to the construction of

certain lines of railways, 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 railways. Thiscommittes

is not to be asked to report on those lines. If

there is one thing in this world that a committes

should have been appninted to inquire into and

report upon, it is whether it is advisable—in the

present state of affairs in Australia, when State

railways have been carried on so long, and so

successfully in these colonies—for the Govera-

ment of this colony to bring in a big system of

svndicate railways in the North of Queensland.

If this Bill is to be passed, why not leave all

proposals for the construction of private lines to

this committee, to collect evidence, not only

in Queensland, but in all parts of Australia,

where they have 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 House as to the ad-

visability of Queensland going in tracks which

other colonies have deserted long since. But

w= are not asked to do that. We are asked on

the one hand—and this affects more especially

the Northern members—to appoint certain mem-

bers of this House to receive certain salaries to

report on railways that the Government do nos

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 North 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 straight out about.

I am not generally one who attaches much im-
portance, or has very much to say, about political
morality oranything of the kind ; but what has
happened in the New South Wales legislature
has been happenivg here during the last month
or s0. Sincethere 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 that sort of thing is
going on it is simee hon. members spoke cut and
gave their opinions on it. I say that a man who
will demean himself by going about and asking
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 Government
that ever sat on the front Treasury benches.

Members who will do that are not fit to bs
allowed to pass judgment on any railway in the
smallest and most out of the way part of the
colony. Tor these reasons I am going to vots
against the motion,

*The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. A. Rut-
ledge, Maranca): I do not intend to take up.
much of the time of the House. I am rather
surprised at the speech of the hon. the leader of
the Labour Opposition this afiernoon because
while he is usually very logical in his arguments,

on this particular occasion 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 railways, but
public works, public buildings included, involv-
ing the expenditure of public money. If the
principle of a committee is good for all public
works, it is good for some public works. If itis
good at all, then it cannot be so bad as to
justify all the strong arguments which have
been adduced by hon. members opposite
when expressing their disapprobation, As ad-
mitted by the Premier, it is possible for a
majority of the House, when we get into com-
mittee, to decide that other public works than
railways should be included; but as he alsc
pointed out, this Bill was introduced for the
purpose of appeinting a committes to deal with
railways only, and it was not proper that he
should, on the motion for the second reading,
alter the principle of the Bill so as to include
other works. 1 am sorry, therefore, that some
stronger argunent has not been adduced by the
hon. member than merely the fact that the Bill
does 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 purpose
of deciding-on matters of public expenditure
than members 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 whose 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 against the second reading of the
Bill.” The hon. gentleman also said we had
quite sufficient opportunity of getting all the
information we requive 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 Mr. Gray—and the
colony is to be congratulated on having the
services of a gentleman of such eminent abilities
and qualifications for the position he holds—that
if we are not able to get sufficient information
from Mr. Gray and his officers the committee
would not be able to get us any more. The
hon. gentleman must remember that some of
us 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 ome 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 Hugh Nelson or Mr, Morehead
was Premier, but at all events, it was a very
strong Government, with a verystrong following.
One of the proposals of the Government of that
day was for the construction of a railway from
Bundaberg, vi¢ Millaguin down to Burnett
Heads, at the costof a considerable sum of money.
The Minister for Works—1I think it was then the
late Mr. Macrossan—brought down the proposal ;
but he could not avoid reading to the House the
opinions of the Commissioners of that day upon
it. Mr. Gray was very empbatic 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.
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An HowoURABLE MrewmBER: Mr. Mathieson
was a commissioner.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Mr. Gray
was also 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. Johnson ; but I know that both the other
gentlemen were emphatic. What was the argu-
ment of the Minister for Works? It was,
““These cominissioners ave comparatively new
to the colony. They do not know as much of
the district and of the prospects of the future as
those who have been long residents in the colony,
as some of us have. We are, therefore, not
entitled to attach as much importance to their
opinions as we are able to attach to our own.”
I remember that the hon. member for Enoggera,
Mr. Drake, joined with myself in the strongest
denunciation of any attempt oun the part of the
Government to construct a railway in the face
of the decision of the Commissioners. All the
same, the thing was carried through by an over-
whelming majority.  Fortunately, owing to
some circamstances, 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 House in spite of the Com-
missioners.

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

The ATTORNEY.GENERAL: I do not
think so, because in the case of the committes
there will not only be the professional opinions
of. the engineers of the departwent to guide the
committee, but there will be opportunities on the
part of the committee to gather information
from residents, not only interested residents, bub
disinterested residents, 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.
‘We are constantly appointing these commissions
for the purpose 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. Wae

[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 findings of those commissions. What
is a committee of this sort but a commission for
the purpose of inquiring into the merits of the
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 at a proper conclusion with
regard to any of these railways. As I inter-
jected this afternoon, one advantage this com-
mittee would have would be that they would be
able not only to take the interested evidence of
persons who profess to know a great deal about
a district in which a railway is proposed to be
constructed, but who may simply want to get a
railway constructed for the benefit of their own
district, but they will be able to make a personal
inspection of the country to be traversed. They
will be able to travel over the whole ground, and
there is nothing like personal observation and
inspection o 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 bave heard, and so come to an
intelligent conclusion as to what is right and
what 1s wrong in connection with the question. T
have myself travelled over districts in which it has
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been proposed to construct lines of railway, and
the coachdriver has pointed out to me marks on
trees which show the road to haveheen twenty feet
under water in time of flood ; and in cases where
this committee obtained such information as
that, it would be their duty to endeavour to
ascertain if some other route could not be dis-
covered. I was surprised to hear the remarks
which fell from the hon. member for North Bris-
bane, Mr. Forrest, to whom I always llsten with
great pleasure, hecauss I believe he real! v means
what he says. I was, I say, a little surprised to
hear him express himself in the way he did
in regard to this committee, and to note the
cmmparisons which he drew. The hon. member
cannot see any good in this committee at all ;

he regards it simply in the light of a euhterfuge,
as a means of putting off railway construc-
tion to the indefinite future. He must have a
very poor opinion indeed of the honesty of the
Government if he comes to the conclusion that
thereis any such intention as that involved in
this Bill. The Premier has pledged himself to
railway construction, and, speaking for myself as
one of his colleaguss who has some little preten-
sion to a decent share of honesty, I say, as far as
I am concerned, I am desirous to see rail-
way construction proceeded with, and I am
sure there is unot a member of the Govern-
ment who is not sincerely anxious to promote
railway construction, and to doit 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. You s iy New South
Wales has a committee, and that they have
saved so many millions, and vou are simply
running after a novelty that is dangled bzfors
you by the people of New South Wales.” In
support of that argument he said that because
New South Wales and Victoria had appointed
three commissioners to manage their railways,
we followed in their steps and also appointed
three commissioners, but it was only a fad.
I admit that we did a very foolish 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 shounld be the first to introduce a novel
system. But that argument does not apply in
the present case. Here we have asystem whichhas
been in operation in New South Wales for eleven
years —I do not know how »uany years it has
been in operation in Victoria—but it cannot
be gaid that in adopting a system which has been
tried for eleven years the House is going in for
a novelty. These committees would not have
lasted eleven years in New South Wales if they
had not worked satisfactorily. The colonies of
New South Wales, Victoria, and South Australia
did not retain their three rmlway commissioners
long ; the system was a novelty, and finding that
it did not answer their expectations they aban-
doned it ; but that has not been the case with
the railway committees in Victoria or New
South Wales. Therefore in crediting the Go-
vernment with introducing a novelty, the success
of which has not been proved, the hon. member
ig making a charge which falls to the ground.
It is very easy to say that the Government
should come down with their railway proposals,
but hon. members should not lose sight of the
fact that there are members in this House who
have had a great many years’ experience in lt I
have had something like twenty-one years’ ex-
perience of this House, though I have not been
all the time in the House, and T have seen a great
deal of the doings of the 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
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clamour for them, though the House was to bunch
them with a number of other railways that every-
body knew in their own consciences would not be
likely to pay. We have not heard the last yet
of what was called the £10,000,000 loan, and the
£10,000,000 loan was an illustration of precisely
the same thing. There can be no Government in
this House, or in any other House, strong enough
to carry itsrailway propowals through if they bring
down only one line, or two or three lines, and
say those are the only lines the colony demands,
and those are the only lines we will construct.
No Government is strong enough to be able to
prevent the ill consequences that will follow the
disappointment of a number of hon. members
who think that the lines which they advocate for
their own districts are the only lines that are
needed in the interest of the country, and that
are likely to pay from the start, Who, then,
is to take the responsibility of saying which rail-
ways ought to be constructed? The appointment
of the proposed committee will materially assist
to a solution of that question. The hon. member
for North Brisbaune says the line to St. George
is & line that must be built, and that all are
agreed upon that. We have our individual
opinions upon that subject. I have my opinion
about it as well as the bon. member for North
Brisbane, but because I think that that line
ought to be constructed, and hecause the hon.
mewber for North Brisbane holds the same
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 the Opposition was speaking and refer-
ring to the line to Georgetown being a line which
we were all agreed would pay and should be made,
I interjected, “ Who 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 country, and
who are not in possession of the facts which are
so strong in the estimation of the hon. gentleman
as_to ]ustlfv the construction of the line in his
opinion without any further delay, What we
want is information, and information that has
been thoroughly sifted and thoroughly ascer-
tained.

Mr. Lusiva : Of any kind at all.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No, we want
information that is reliable. In the same way
that a case 1is established before a jury by all the
facts that can be gotin regard toit. 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 for the purpose
of hearing the evidence, forming their opinion
upon it, and making their finding accordingly,
and T say that the recommendations of a com-
mittee like that would be entitled 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 cannot 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

they might be, or however the public might | 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 public interests of the
colony.

Mr. KipsToN : Would not the committee be a
mortal committee, too?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Although
engineers inay be more competent than a,nybody
else to speak from their own scientific point of
view with regard to the construction of a line,
they would not be as well qualified as other
persons, who would regard the subject from other
points of view, would be to decide as to whether
a particular line should be built. The whole
of the evidence taken together would probably
present an overwhelming case to any unpreju-
diced person, but to take ons view without the
other would be but to very partially investigate
the merits of each proposa al. The hon. member
for Croydon, in speaking of some proposals—I
do not know where he got his information—said
some lines were going to be constructed by private
enterprlse I do not find anything in the
Governor’s Speech with regard to the construction
of lines in the Northern part of the colony by
syndicates, and I do not think he was justified
in using that as an argument one way or the
other. But he said these are the railways that
ought to be submitted to this committee. 1 say,
why ? Because he believed the committee would
throw a great deal of light upon the question of
the construction of thuse railways. But if he
considers that the committee shonld have hefore
them the guestion of the construction of a private
line by a syndicate, what argument can be used
for the purpose of suggesting 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 House unneces-
sarily, but I did not care 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 agreed.

HoONOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

* Mr. KENT: I shall not detain the House for
long but I certainly must say that I am opposed
to & works cominittee formed of members of the
House.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. KENT: Iam in favour of anindependent
board, such as our Land Board, to assist our
Rallwa.y Commissioner, whose work is more than
he has time todo, Nearly all our railways are
built as developing egencies and it is not suthicient
for the Commissioner or the works committee to
travel over the proposed route only. To beable to
estimate the value of the lines the whole of the
country connected with them has to be thoroughly
examined, and I fail myself to see how acommittee
composed of members of this House are going
to do that. From my small experience 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 exawmine
the lines. I cannot myself see how they could
do it in the time. Amn independent committee
T certainly should favour, and for that reason I
shall vote for the second reading of the Bill,
walting until it gets into committee, to assist in
amending the constitution of the committee, so
as to introduce an independent board. I think
memuers who have spoken before have said that
such an independent board would carry no
weight, but [ may mention that a small
independent board visited Nanango, and after
travelling through that district for a short time
they dlscovered country that was thoroughly
unknown to Brisbane, with the result that while
the district had in vain been agitating for a rail-
way for years and years we now find Brishane
agitating to get railway communication with it,
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Mr. ANNEAR : The city members want it all.
Hon, E. B. ForresT: They want as much as
they can get.

Mr. KENT: They will not get it all though
they may get some. An independent board
could travel through the country and report, but
as to the Commissioner travelling I know the
Commissioner travelled over the Gayndah line
himself, and the line might depend on the
Cowmissioner’s report ; but at the samwe time I
think that if the railway committes here pro-
posed travelled over that line they would
probably go vver the same ground as the Com-
missioner and gain no more information. The
whole value of that line is dependent on the
country outside it. With so much iime as I
have seen wasted here, I do not see how a com-
mittee composed of members of this House is
going to have time to properly examine the lines,
and I am afraid the result would be that the
whole of the lines would be shelved indefinitely.
For the reasons I bave given I intend to vote for
the second reading of the Bill in the hope of
securing an independent board when the Bill gets
into committee,

Mr, McDonaLp: You cannot under this Bill.

Mr. KENT : T understand the Committee cun
amend the Bill.

Mr. MoDoxarp: You cannot introduce an
independent board into it.

Mr, MAXWELL: I donotintend to let this
Bill go through without entering my protest
against it. The hon. gentleman who has just
sat down said he intended to support the 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 appointment of a ‘“Parliamen-
tary” Standivg Commnittee on Railway Works,
and there is no getting beyond the fac’ that the
Bill starts out with the purpose of making a
parilamentary committee to report upon the
cnnsmuubmn of railways throughout Queensiand.

The Attorney-General, before he sat down,
ref-rred to the statement of my hon. colleague,
the hon. member for Croydon, that if there wag
any good to be done by a standing parliamen-
tary committee it would be in baving their
report upon railways proposed to be con-
structed by concessions to private syndicates.
I think it would be a very good thing if inquiries
were made into these railways. There is no
getting aw‘ay from the fact that the people who
go in for these railways do so as a business
matter. They are hard-headed business men,
and they look for their 10 per cent. ; aud seeing
that they go in for them to make money, I
think it is the duty of the State to make those
railways, and thereby beunefit the coffers of the
State. The first thing that strikes me in the
Bill 1s that one member of the committee is to
be appointed by the Governor in Council, thongh
there is no such provision in eithsr the Now
South Wales Aect or the Victorian Act. We
have been asked to believe that the committees
in those colunies have saveld an Immense amount
of money, but T takeit that saving money in rail-
way construction is saving on what has actnally
besn accomplished by the Government, and not
on what the Government have been asked to
build, In the Acts of New South Wules and
Victoria it is provided that the chairman and
the vice-chairman shall be elected by the com-
mittee, and I think it is a very curious idea for
the Government to ask us to support a propossl
that the Governor in Council shall appoint the
chairoian of this committee, I think the least
they could do would beto allow the membersof the
committee to elect their own chairman. Though
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no person has approached me in the matter I am
confidsnt that there has been a great amount of
convassing going on in connextion with appoint-
ments as members of this commnittee. One thing
that strikes me is a question that has been asked
a good many times, and which the Premier took
exception to not long agn, and that is whether
there is any business in this Bill. If there is any
business in it I contend that it is too late in the
session to do it now and it ought to have been
introduced as soon as the Address in Reply was
through ; but probably it is a contenzious matter,
and the Premier did not care to deal with it then.
Like a good many more who have spoken to-night,
the Minister for Lunds said this Bill was to pro-
vide a buffer between the Government and those
who are advocating the construction of railways
in different parts of the colony, and I think it is
a sort of pneumatic buffer which will allow the
Gaovernment to land very easily, not with the
good hard slump they used to got in the old days.
I take it that no matter what party is in power
they have the greatest say in the appointment of
the railways committee. There ave to be three
members of the Upper House, and we must grant
that they will 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 supparter of the Government ; then
divide the remainder up and you will find that
as far as representation on the committee is
concerned, this side of the House =«ill have two
members out of seven. And then we are asked
to believe that this is a non-psrty question, and
that this is to be done for the benefit of the
whole of Queensland, that everything will be
thrashed out by this committee, and the report
will be handed to this House to give = verdict
upon. Let me quote a measure that went
shrough this House some time ago—that is, in
the matter of the extension of the Croydon to
Georgetown Railway. We find that it went
through this House with ene 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. MAXWELL : This House had the infor-
mation at their command, or presumably they
had the information at their command, when 1t
was passed through this House unanimously
almost.

The TREASURER: But the Upper House said
they had not sufficient information.

Mr. MAXWELL: To come to later times we
findin the report made by the Mining Commission
that they reported in connection with the
extension of the line towards the Btheridge from
Croydon, as will he seen on page 197 of ¢ Votes
and Proceedings” for the year 1847, vol. IV, —

The undoubted resources of this fleld would probably
receive a great impetus if the means of commnunication
with it were better. A railway from Normanton to
Croydon exists within 100 miles of Georgetown, and, if
this line was extended, not only would the field be
more easily approsched, but the sending away of con-
centrates of the refractory ores might be made possible
and profitable. We therefore strongly recommend the
extension of the Croxdon line to Georgstown or some
other suitable centre of the Etieridge 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,

The SPEAKER (Hon. Avthur Morgan,
Warwick): 1 am sorry to interrupt the hon.
gentleman, but I entirely fail tosee what connec-
tion the matter he is now discussing has with the
subject before the House,

Mr. MAXWELL: [ was ouly wishing to
illustrate the fact that this House did not
always agree with the reports sent in for consi-
deration. Cuming back to the appointments and
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making a fresh start, T may say that the
appointments seem to be a sort of promising
affair. I may say that the present Government
have been a very promising Government. There
has been no railway brought forward that they
have not promised in soue way to consider ; and
when they have found that they could not
conscientiously promise to consider i, they have
said, “Well, when the railway committee is
appointed we will leave this matter to them and
they will consider i5.” There is no doubt it is
very promising. Like the hon. member for
Burnctt, I believe that if this measure was
brought in in such a manner as to provide fora
cowmittee that was not a parliamentary com-
mittee Icould notsay that I would vote against it.
Previous to my election I promised my con-

stibuents that, if retarned, I would
[10'30 p.m.]do my best to see that a works

cominittrs was appointed to deal
with all public works throughout the colony.
But this committee is to be composed entirely of
members of Parliament, and I agree with the
hon. member for Flinders that if a member of
Parliament is to honestly earn his £300 a year
he will have quite enough to do without also
being on the railways standing committee.
Clause 9 of the Bill provides that—

The committee may from time to time obtain the

assistance as assessors of persons possessing engineering
ot technical knowledge, ov possessing speecial local
knowledue or experience.
T hold that if we are to have a committee at all,
in justice to the taxpayers of the colony it ought
to consist of men with special knowledge of
engineering and technical knowledge of ratlway
work. I am well aware that many of our rail.
ways in the past have been nothing but political
jobs, but I have no fear of anything of the kind
occurring in the future. T have 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 be for the benefit of
the country they will see that the money is voted
for it. If, on the other haud, they think it is to
be built for nothing but politicsl jobbery, they
will certainly vote against it. ILike the hon.
member for North Brisbane, I believe that the
House as a whole is just as good a judge as to
the suitableness or otherwise of any particular
railway as any standing committee selected from
the members of the House would be. It will be
almost impossible to get men who are not preju-
diced one way or the other. Whatever railway is
before the committes 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 general election, I noticed that
the Premier promised various lines of railway,
He now tells 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 clause 8 of the Bill
provides that if any person who has been
summoned to attend as a witness before the
committee, and who vefuses to appear and to
give evidence——

The SPEAKER: Order! 1 would remind
the hon. member that it is contrary to the
practice of the House to discuss the clau-es of a
Bill in detail on the motion for the second read-
ing.

Mr. MAXWELL: I was merely going to
refer-—other speakers have referred to it—to the
fact that the chairman of the committee is also to
be a court of law, able to fine up to £50, or to
sentence to a month’s imprisonment—against
which no appeal is provided in the Bill. If the
chairian is to have this great power conferred
upon him, I would suggest that some sort of
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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 prcbably be living
twenty miles outside Brisbane. He could get
away from the House on Friday night, and get
back on the Saturday mornisg, and besides
getting the fee provided in the Bill he could
claim a guinea a day for travelling expenses.
When the Bill gets into commistee—which T
hope it will not do; I should like to see it
defeated on its second reading—the clause cught
to be amended in this particular. Of course T
should like to see it amended in many ways,
especially in the form suggested by the hon.
member for Burnett; but as I know that
will be impossible, I intend to vote against
the second reading on that ground alone.
T say that it would have been much better if the
Government had come down and told us can-
didly about the appointiments in counection with
this committee, It seems to me that this Bill is
brought in only to suit alot of political discon-
tents,

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: As a consolation
stakes.

Mr, MAXWELL: I donot know that itis a
consolation stakes. I think it is just like the
maiden plate—to give them a start.

Mr. KerR: The fees will be a consolation.

Mr. MAXWELL : The fees will not be a con-
colation at all. They will then get only what is
left ; but this is like a maiden plate ; it is only a
beginning. Here we have the chairman of this
committee getting £2 2s. a day and the other
members getting £1 11s. 6d. a day. How long is
this to last? The hon. gentleman should have
come down and told us what the actual cost of
this committre is going to be. If the cost is
going to be £10,000, it wiil be £10,000 very badly
spent.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RaILwavs: It may be
only half.

Mr. MAXWELL: Well, if it is going to be
half, it is just as bad.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILWAYS : That is your
opinion.

Mr. MAXWELL : Of course it is my opinion,
and I think this Bl is nct the opinion of the
hon. gentleman who introduced it, but he has to
calmly swallow it. I hold that if the Railway
Commissicner 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 members from this
House to supply us with some more information
at a higher cost, which information may
not be reliable. If we cannot rely on the
information supplied by the present head
of the Railway Department, how are we
going to rely on the information supplied
by members of this House? We have a better
chance of attacking the position of the Commis-
sioner for Railways than we have of attacking
the members of this Bouse who occupy positions
on this committee. T hold 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 committee, composed of members of this
House, how do we find ourselves? We shall
have this committee appointed for a certain
period, and we cannot interfere with the people
who send their representatives into this House.
Bat, on the other hand, at a moment’s notice
we can do away with the services of the Com-
missioner for Railways, or anyone else in
the Railway Department, when we find they
send in reports that cannot be relied on. So far
we have found that the Cowmissioner has sup-
plied us with the best up-to-date information
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procurable, We also find that many lines have
been proposed by the Government which he did
not favour, and, if my information is correct, the
Comunissioner has actually refused to report in
favour 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 less than an insinuation on the Commissioner
by appointing this committee—an insinuation
that he is not fit for his position. If this House
thinks it is necessary to appoint 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 the second reading of
this Bill. I would also commend the heading of
this Bill to the hon. mewber for Burnett, before
he casts his vote.

The THEASURER : He is suve to take your
advice,

Mr. MAXWELL : T give the advice gratis.
He has been gulled into believing that the head-
ing of the Bill can be alt: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 had hoped that hon.
members on both sides of the House 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 should curtail their speeches ;
but as I understand that hon. 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.

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER : I beg to move that the
resumption of this debate stand an Order of the
Day for to-morrow.

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at forty-eight minutes
past 10 o’clock.





