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WEDNESDAY, 12 SEPTEMBER, 1g00. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Arthur M organ, Warwick) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

PETITION. 
CONCILIATION AND ARBITRATION. 

Mr. GIYENS (Cairns) presented petition, 
signed hy 358 residents of Cairns, praying· for the 
immediate introclnctinn of a Conciliation :.tnd 
Arbitration Bill similar to the Act now in force 
in New Zealanrl. 

Petition read and receiYed. 

PRINTING COMMITTEE'S REPOH'l'. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG (Lockyei·), on behalf of 

the Speaker, as Chairman, brought np the first 
report of the Printing Committee. 

Ordered to be printed. 

QUESTIONS. 
CosT OJ<' CoNTINGENTS TO 8ou'l'H Al!'IUCA. 

Mr. DA WSON (Charters Towers) asked the 
Premier-

1. The amount of money alread~' expended in con
nection with the various Q.ncenshmd contingents to 
South Africa? 

2. The amount, if :my, still owing? 
3. f\\_m he gi •e an estimate of what the total cost is 

likely to be to the taxpaycTs of the colony when the 
liabilitif's cease? 

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Tmc"'sville) 
replied-

1. 1st. 2nd, and 3rd Contingents £106,650 
4th Cont.ingen t 50,690 

Total £157,3:10 
2. For local disbursements about £500. 
3. As it is not kn·>wn how long the troops wHl remain 

in South Africa, and as the amount of pay contributed 
by the Imperial Government varies aP('ording to the 
locality in which the troops are employed, it is im
possible to give an accnntte estimate. 

REI'ORl'S BY MR .• J. M. CRORS. 
Mr. r~ESINA (Clerrnont) asked the Premier
\Yill he kindly explain wh~' he declines to permit 

members of both branehes of the legislature to see 
copies of the periodical politic,1,1 and indnstria.l re}Jorts 
prepared by :\/fr. J. M. Cross for the inforlWLtion of the 
Agent-General? 

The PREMIER replied-
The Government do not em1sidcr that the advantage 

which hon. members would derive from a perusal of 
copies of )fr. Crnss's reports 'vould be sufficient to 
justify the expenditure involved in making them. 

Mr. DAWSON: \Vhat about the Agent
GPneral? 

Mr. LEAHY: He has them already. 

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

ordered to be printed :-
(1) Return to an Order, relative to pastoral 

holdings in the unsettled districts of the 
colony, made by the House, on the 
motion of Mr. 'vV. Hamilton, on the 
24th July last. 

(2) Heturn to an Order, rfllative to Wo!fang 
Resumption, made by the House, on the 
motion of Mr. Lesina, on th~ 24th July 
last. 

(3) Return to an Order, relative to resnmp
tions open, and available to be thrown 
open, for selection, made by the Honse, 
on the motion of Mr. Bell, on the 19th 
J 11ly last, 

EXPENDITURE ON DEEP-SINKING. 
On the motion of Mr. DA \VSON (Charters 

Towe>·s), it was resolved-
'rhat there be laid on the table of the House a return 

showing-
1. The amount of money expended by the Mines 

Department from the ''deep sinking fund" on the gold 
and mineral fields of the colony during the past two 
years ended 30th June last. 

2. If any, where, when, and to whom; also amount in 
eaC'h case. 

3. The number of applications received, and number 
refused. 

DIVIDEND DUTY. 
On the motion of Mr. DA WSON, it was re

solved-
'l'hat there be laid upon the table of the House a return 

showing-
1. 'l'he a'11ount of dividend dnty f'Ollcctcd from the 

gold and mineral fields of the colony for the past two 
years ended the aoth of .Tune last. 

2. 'l'hc amount of 11ividcnd dnty paid by all other 
companies during tile sawc period. 

EXP:BJNDITURFJ ON PROSPECTING. 
On the motion of Mr. COWLEY (Heruert), in 

tiHe absence of 1\fr. J. Hamilton, it was resolved
That there be laid on the table of the House a return 

showing-
1. The amount of money expended by the 'Mines 

Deparl/ment for pro~peeting purposes in Queensland 
durinz the la~t t\'w vcars ended 30th .June 1ast. 

2. ·where, when, Und to whom; also amounT. in each 
case. 

ALTIERT RIVER, BURKETOWN, AND 
LILYDALE TRAMWAY BILL. 

SECOND READING-POINT OF 0RDEH. 
On the Order of the Day being read for the 

resumption of adjourned debate on Mr. Jlilurray's 
motion, That the Bill be now read a second 
time; on which .Mr. Browne had moved, That 
the fJUestion be amended by the omission of all 
words ~tfter "be" with a v-iew to the insertion in 
their place of the words "referred for the, cun
sideration and report of a select committee. 
That such committee have power to call for 
personR a11d papcrR, and le:tVP to sit during any 
"'djonrnment of the House, and that it consist 
of the foll,wing members :-Mr. Macdonald
Paterwn, l\fr. lhrtholomew, :Mr. Kates, Mr. 
Groorn, and the movt"r." 

'l'he SPEAKER said: When this order was 
last before the House the hem. member for 
Flinders raised the point of order, "That the 
Bill had not been properly in traduced, being 
either in the nature uf a private Bill, and subject 
to the Standing Otders govc•rning such Bills; or 
a Bill such as i' contemplated by Part II. of the 
Railway Amendment Act of 1872," ami, the 
matter having been argued at length, I 
promised to give a ruling upon the points when 
the Order of the Day for the further considera
tion of the measure was again called. Dealing 
first with the second point raisecl by the hon. 
member for :B'linders, I am of opinion that the 
proce.dure contemplated by Part II. of 36 Vie. 
No. 21 is not compulsory. As to whether the 
Bill is a priv.,te Bill, and subject to the Standing 
Orders governing such meabures, I am of opin<On 
that the puint is one which the House should 
decide. But, as the Hou;e has referred the mat,ter 
to me, I h&ve no hesitation in expressing the 
opinion that the measure was rightly introduced 
as a public Bill. A private Bill, in the fullest 
sense, gives certain powers for certain pur
poses, and imposes certain restrictions; but the 
limitation of its powers, and the security of the 
public, are governed by recourse to law, and not 
by appeal to the Crown. The point of order 
raised upon this Bill mu<t be associated with 
four other Bil:s standing for consideration, which 
each and all contain like provisions for securing 
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to the Crown an interest in the construction and 
working of certo,in railway and tram lines and a 
controlling power during the entire period at the 
e_nd of which the Crown may purchase such 
Im-:s. , Ther~ is here a creation of "public 
poh~y -n.n mterest by the Crown, as repre
sentmg the people- which constitutes the 
measures public Bilk Moreover, the disposal 
of Or?wn land,; in the manner contemplated by 
tile B!ll before the House indictttes th>tt it is a 
pu.blic Bill, and fmt~er evidence in support of 
th1s VIe;v of the case 1s to he found in the pre
antble, In clans~ 9, in clau~e 2;3, and in clause 30, 
the btter creatmg a pro,peccive chtim upon the 
consolidated_ revenue fund which no priv~tte Bill 
;vonld he permitted to set up. Numerous 
mstances could be quoted to show that P~trlia
ment has in the past dealt with such mea"'1res 
as public Bills, and in my judgment Par!i~tment 
would he unwi"e to permit them to be dealt with 
as private Bills. This Bill i,; in my opinion 
a public Bill, and was prope;ly introduced a~ 
such. 

Mr. MoDONALD (Ji'linders): I am reluctantly 
C?mpelled under the circnmstancP,, more espe
mallyon account of theremarkH in the first portion 
of your addres", to a'k the House to chccide this 
matter .. In _nwving that your ruling be disagreed 
to, I do 1~ w1.th all due respect to yourself, and I 
do not wrsh 1t to he undarst.ood by any me m her 
of the Hor:se, or by yourself, that it is casting 
!'11Y reflectiOn on you, S1r. I do it purely 
m the interest of the House generally, bec~tuse 
I feel that we are now about to make a pre· 
cede!Jt which. is to last the colony for sorne 
cons:derable t1me, a!Jd because I recognise the 
tirav1ty o~ the ncca~wn. I would also S<'Y that 
m uphold1ng the ruhng you have just now given, 
I feel thoroughly confident thitt for the future 
private Bills will be at an end. First of all, 
I may say that as far as the procedure is con
cerne~ wit~1 regard to private ttnd public Bills, 
both m th1s Chamber and also in the House 
of Oommnm, I think the H,mse is tll'Jroughly 
agreed, so that there is no need for me to go :,ver 
the ground gone over before ns to what shonlcl Ge 
d.one with": public or a private Bill. The qnos
twn for tins Hnuxe to decide i>' this : whether 
this particubr Bill is a public Bill m· a private 
Bill, and huw are we going to dilltingui-:;h in 
future between a public Bill and a private Bill. 
A' far.as .I was ab!~ t~ follow the ruling given by 
you, t'hr, 1t was prmmpally on the lines of the 
argument the Attorney-General took the other 
night when this matter was before the As
sembly; that is to say, that the Bill contains 
certain provisions which, in the opinion of the 
;'\.ttorney-G.ene;~"l and of yourself, sPenJ to stamp 
It as a pub he BJ!l. The first contention was that 
certain powers were given to the ConnniR ,ion er 
under this Bill, which are also included in the 
other Bills mentioned, and therefore it is of a 
public m•ture. The second was that b• cause 
certain clauses safeguarding the public interP,ts 
ar.e in the Bill t~at ~·as additional proof that the 
B1ll was a public B1ll; and the third was that 
because the Government had power to repurchase 
the line after a certain period that wa' another 
reason why the Bill was a nublic Bill. I think I 
am fairly stating the grounds on which the hon. 
gentleman based his are;ument that tbe Bill was 
a public Bill. 

The AT~'OHNEY-GJmllHAL : You omitted one 
important point. 

Mr. McDONALD: \Vhat W<tS that? 
The ATTORNEY-GENEHAL: With regard to 

Crown grants and resurnptions throHgh the 
agency of the Commissioner. 

Mr. McDOl'\ ALD : Do you mean the granting 
of Crown lands, or, in the event of them having 
to be purchased, the Commissioner h>ts power to 
resume them ? 

The A1"l'OHNEY-GENEHAL: Both. 
Mr. Me DON ALD : Then I will also include 

that argument. In the first place, we are told 
that this Bill is going to open up certain lands. 
At the present time what is stated in the 
preamble is merely allegation. \Ve do not know 
whether it will do that at all. \Veonly presume 
that it will do certain things, and that is why 
onr Standing OrdErs provide that. in cases where 
private Hills are introduced they should go before 
a select comwittlle to either prove the allega· 
tions set forth in the pren,mble or oth~rwise. I, 
first of all, would like to try and see what other 
authorities state. as to the definition of what is a 
private Hill. I don't intend to travel over the 
ground that has been traversed before, but I 
would like to point out that we have one 
authority-Gushing-who gives a definition of a 
private Bill-

A public Bill is one which operates upon some sub
ject or measure of public policy in which the whole 
community is interested. A private Bill is one wllich 
is for the particular interest. or benefit of some person 
or persons, whether an individual or a number of 
individuals, n public company or corporation, a parish, 
city, connty, or other locality, having not a legal but a 
popular name only. 

That is question 7i:i4, page 297. Then we have 
another definition of what a private Bill is; and 
I think these authorities should be borne in mind 
by the Home in discussing this question. We 
find on page GGi of "Bourinot" this definition of 
a private Bill-

Private Bills nre <listingnished from public Bills 
inasmuch a~ they directly relate to the affairs of private 
individuals or of corporate bodies, an cl not to matters 
of publ:c 110licy or to the communHy in general. 

There we have the only two authorities as to the 
definition of a private Bill; and we find that a 
private Bill certainly relates to certain conces
sions given to certain companies and ccrpora.te 
bodie.9. l<'urther, I would like to point this out: 
In the I:lillnow under con&idemtion we find that 
they ask for certain concessions, and in asking 
for these concessions from the Government they 
>tre fming to do certain t hings-tbat is to say, 
thPy are going to con,tmct certain lines. If any 
pro lit accruer; fmm those lines they are going to 
pnt it into their own pocket-;, and if any loss 
taktcs place they are going to be~tr that loss; so 
that as far as the Governn1ent i8 concerned 
they have nothing to do with the profits 
or losseB that rrny accrue from this par
ticular Bill. I would like also to draw 
the attention of the Housn to this: that 
we have had a number of Bills similar to this 
introduced into this Chamber as private Bills. 
It is suflici~nt for my purpose to refer to the 
latest Railway Act passed, with the exception of 
tbe Chillagoe Act-namely, the Swan bank Hail
way Act uf lR\!4. Tl_mt Act was introduced as 
a privttte Biil b:v the hon. member for Cook, l\1r. 
Hamilton, and I maintain that it is on all fours 
with the Bill at prenent before us. If we look 
at that Act--without reading it clause by clause 
-we find in clause 2 that the compmy has 
certain powers to construct a certam line; but 
they can only cunstruct that line under certain 
specifications and under certain conditions laid 
down by tl,e Commissioner, and that it is to be of a 
cert~dn gauge, such gange being the satne as the 
gauge of our public railways. Again we find in 
clame 3 thttt the Oornrnic·Sioner has full power to 
de>tl with the line in such manner as he thinks 
pro]Jt>r. It is a very len!;thy clause. 

Mr. LEAHY: It went through Crown lands. 
Mr. McDONALD: We find that it never 

went through Crown lands, but I 
[4 p.m.J will tell you what it did do: it 

gave the Commissioner power to 
re,ume lands. This Bill gave the Oorr,mi"sioner 
r:ower t: resume lands, so that this line conld 
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be handed over to the G overnntent and dealt 
with as if by the company for the construction 
of that particular line. That imts it just exactly 
in the same position as it would have been in if 
the land were already Crown lands. 

Mr. HARDACRE: It dealt with Crown lands. 
Mr. McDONALD: Again, we find that th<•re 

were running powers over this particular line 
put into the hands of the Commisswner. Also, 
we find that he had authority to make certain 
settlements in connection with the running of 
that particular line ; and in clause 8 there were 
certain safeguards for the public we.lfare, ttnd so 
on right througll the Act. Further, I will point 
out that the Act also gave power to the Govern
ment to repurchase the line-not at the end of 
fifty years as in the present Bill, but almost as 
soon as it was completed-if they thought fit so 
to do. There were even 1nore drastic conditions 
laid down in the Swan bank Act, which was intro
duced into this Chamber as a private Bill, th:tn 
in the present Bill as it is now before us. 

Mr. LEAHY : No. 
Mr. McDONALD: It is for the hon. gentle

man to show me otherwise. If the hon. gentle
man is in doubt, it may be juat as well for me to 
read the whole of these clauses so that the House 
may understand the exact position. I say that 
this Act was more drastic than the present Bill, 
which only provides that the Government may 
repurchase the line after it has been running for 
fifty years. 'ro my mind, it is a question whether 
the Government have power to do that under 
this Bill; whether, if they wanted to repurchase 
the line in fifty years, they w"uld have to come 
down to the House and ask the permission of this 
House to do so. I do not think that this Bill 
really gives the Government power to repurchase 
the line at the end of fifty yean. It only states 
that if the Government, at a date fifty year" hence, 
should be 11repared to buy that line after certain 
enactments they may be empowered sotodo. I do 
not think they can do that under the present 
Bill. I do not need to read further in connec
tion with that particular Act, but I only wish to 
draw attention to the fact that it was introduced 
as a private Bill, and th:tt is one of the latest, 
with the exception of the Chillagoe, which has 
been introduced to this Chamber. Now, I may 
also state that for some time past, from 1881 to 1887 
and from 1891 to 1894, there were also Bills similar 
to this introduced as private Bills, to say 
nothing of the various Bills that have been 
introduced in connection with gas companies. 
There is one late one that I might refer 
to : that is the Mount I\1organ Gas Company's 
Bill, which was one of the most recent. It was 
introduced by the hon. member for lfitzroy, 
Mr. Callan, and there a clause was inserted, 
that the local authority could repurchase in 
seven and a-half years, and other clauses 
were put in the Bill for safeguarding the public 
in case of the C';ntamination of water, or that 
sort of thing. And all through every private 
Bill that has been introduced into this Assembly, 
as long as this has been an Assembly, there have 
been clauses introduced of a similar nature to 
what were introduced into this Bill for guarding 
the public interest-I do not say in exactly the 
same words, but to the same effect. And so I 
say, in the event of this ruling being upheld, 
for ever, private Bills will no longer be recognised 
in this Chamber as long as the Government of 
the day is prepared to bring them forward, for 
the simple reason that the various safeguarding 
clauses in this Bill we find run through every 
private Act that has been introduced into thb 
Chamber. And the mere fact of going behind 
the safeguardin;; clauses that are introduced into 
this particular Bill, in my opinion, is sufficient 
to stamp it as a private Bill. We find that 
in this case, as the hon. gentleman proved, 

1900-3 A 

or attempted to prove, the other evening when 
he was speaking on this Bill which is now 
before Parliament, that this was a hy btid Bill. 
That is what the hon. gentlen,an proved. I do 
not say that he intended to do so ; but he 
went on to ,ay that while a private company 
was interested in this Bill, so was the Govern
ment interested. Now, that is an exact defini
tion of a hybrid Bill, and therefore the hon. 
ge.ntleman Juts only succeeded in showing that 
this Bill which is now before us is a hybrid Bill ; 
and our Standing Orders, dealing with hybrid 
Bills, bein" siient, then we should have recourse 
to the English practice, and the Engli,;h practice 
is that the Bill should be immedi:ttely referred to 
:1 select con<mitl ee. 

Mr. LEAHY : '!'his company are not public 
carriers-they do not carry for the public. 

Mr. MoDONALD: The hon. gentleman says 
that this Bill does not make the owners of this 
particular line public carriers. 

I\lr. LEAHY : No, no. I said--
Mr. Me DON AL!:): That is wfficiently proved 

by the fact that it is provided in the Biii-
Mr. LEAHY: No, I said the Swanbank Bill 

did not make the owners of the line public 
carriers. 

Mr. McDON ALD: They certainly were public 
carriers. If the hem. gentleman looks up the 
Act he will find a clause, which was specially 
inserted, providing that the company could not 
make any differential ch:trges, but they must 
carry for one and all person,; alike. And the 
Commissioner also has power to deal with that, 
and make regulations controlling traffic in that 
particular way. 

Mr. LEAHI : What clause are you referring to. 
Mr. McDONALD: You will find it in there. 
Mr. LEAHY: I cannot find it all. 
Mr. MoDONALD: I will find it and read it 

to the House for the satisfaction of the hon. 
member. Now, it has also been practically 
admitted-and it is not necessary for me to deal 
with it on that ground-that this Bill has not been 
introduced in accordance with the Companies Act. 
It has also practically been admitted that this 
Bill was not introduced in accordance with the 
Railways Act of 1872, or the Tramways Act of 
1882, and I need not deal with the Bill on those 
grounds. Apart from the fact that all the private 
Bills introduced into this Assembly have a 
similar safeguarding clause to that which is put 
into this Bill, and the fact that we hctve the 
admission from the Secretary for Rail ways that 
the TJarticular company whom this Bill is in
tended to benefit have paid for the drafting of 
the Bill-:tnd on that point I would like to ask 
this question : I want to know by what right 
any private company was a;.;ked to pay for the 
drafting of a Bill of a public nature ? If 
the Bill is a public Bill it should have 
been drafted and printed at the public ex
pense, and introduced on their behalf, but 
hAre we find a Bill paid for by a private 
company, and introduced on their behaif, and 
that is clear evidence to my mind that it is a 
private Bill. In connection with the Swanbank 
ltailway Bill and all other private Bills intro
duced into this Chamber, we find that they are 
printed together in the third volume of the 
Statutes, and marked "Private Acts," and we 
do not look in the volumes devoted to the public 
Acts for these Acts. When the Statutes of 
Queensland were revised, the gentlemen who 
revised them must have had the idea that these 
were of a private nature, or they would never 
have put them into a volume specially marked 
" Private Acts." Taking it all round, I think 
there is abundant evidence in what I have 
quoted, and even in the speech of the Attorney
General, to show that this Bill i~ on all fours 
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with the private Bills previou"ly introduced 
into this Chamber. I think the H"use should 
consider the matter, because although th~ pre
sent Government may still be of the opinion 
that this Bill is of a public character, and they 
were right in introducing it as such, they are 
not a] ways going to sit there, and there may 
be gentlemen going on to those benches who 
do not think that Bills of this kind are public 
Bills. 

The AT'fOHNEY-GENERAL: Therefore you take 
that view of it? 

Mr. McDONALD: No, but another Govern
ment may come there and want to introduce 
Bills of a similar nature, and this will be quoted 
as a precedent for introducing them in a par
ticular manner. I maintain that on the line 
of argmmmt advanced by the Attorney-General 
and in the ruling given to-day, the private Bills 
upon our statute-book, to which I have referred, 
would be c0midered public Bills. 

Mr. LEAHY: Then why did not the Labour 
party oppose the Swan bank line? 

Mr. McDONALD: Thehrm. gentleman knows 
sufficient of this Chamber to know that mo,ny 
things introduced here are very shady trans
actions-! do not mean in themselves, but in the 
way they are done-that they practic~lly ride 
roughshod over the rules of the House and 
everything else. The hon. gentleman knows 
that as well as anyone else. 

Mr. LEAHY : No, I do not. You never told 
me any~hing of the kind. 

Mr. Tum,EY: No one objected to the method 
of introducing that Bill, but to the Bill itself. 

Mr. McDON ALD : It proves nothing to say 
no one objected at that time. I have no more to 
say on the matter. I have mentioned merely 
what I thought was new ground in the matter, 
and have attempted to prove that this Bill is on 
all fours with all other private Bills that were 
introduced in connection with railways, and this 
should therefore be considerPd a private Bill. I 
think it wise that we should get an expres,ion of 
opinion on the subject from the House, that we 
may at all times know exactly where we are. I 
hope it will not happen, but I suppose it will, 
that the whole matter will be dealt with, and 
the vote taken on purely party lines. That I am 
very sorry for. I hoped the thing would really 
be discussed on its merits, which, evidently, it 
has not heen in the past. I have laid the matter 
as clearly as I possibly co\1ld before hnn. mem
bers, and I now leave it in the hands of the 
House t.o decide whether the ruling given by the 
Speaker should be upheld or not. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
After a pause, 
Tbe A.TTOHNJ;]Y-GENERAT,: Question! 

Mr. BROWNE ( Croyclon): .Ju.,t a few words, 
as there is no reply from hon. members opposite. 
I was in hope that the Attorney-General or 
someone on the Government benches would hnve 
made some answer to the able speech of the hon. 
member for Flinders. I reitprate what the hon. 
member for Flinders said as to this motion to 
disagree with the Speaker's ruling not having 
been introduced out of any fePling of disrespect 
to the Speaker .whatever. No man on this 
side of the House, or I believe on either side of 
the House-whatever view he may have-will 
do anything to throw disresrect upon the 
Speaker. Members on this side hold very strong 
views on this matter. We believe that the h,m. 
member for Flinders, the other night, made out 
a very strong case in favour of his contention 
that this Bill should have been introduced as 
a private measure. The Speaker has given his 
ruling ll.gainst th11t1 and the hon, member for 

Flinders has exercised his right, ani! the right 
of any member of the House, to ask the House 
to disagree with that ruling. Hon. members 
on the other side do not seem inclined to dis
cuss this question at all. I may say at once, 
as an answer to a good many taunts slung at 
members of the party to which I have the 
honour to belong-that we are always ready to 
waste the time of the House-that that is not 
going to be so on this occasion. The hon. mem
ber for Flinders has made a strong protest on 
behalf on Lhe party, and I do not think any other 
member of the party has anything further to say 
on the question-only what I did expect was 
that some hon. gentleman on the other side 
would have replied to the hon. member for 
l<'linders. 

lVIImmms of the Opposition : Hear, hear! 
Question-That the Speaker's ruling be dis

agreed to--put ; and the House divided:
AYL•:s, 21. 

Messrs. Kidston, BrJwnc, Fisher, Hardacre, Kerr, 
Dawson, Maxwell, Givens, Reid, Stewart, Ryland, 
1\fcDonnell, Dibley, Jaekson, Turley, Bowman, lliggs, 
l\1cDonald, Dunsford, E1itzgerald, and Lesina. 

No>:S, 37. 
1\iessrs. Philp, Foxton, Dickson, Rutledge, Dalrymple, 

O'Connell. ~furray, G. rrborn, Leahy, Cowley, Newell, 
Bell, Armstl'Ong, Stephens, Boles, Curtis, Petrie, Briclge~ . 
. Tenkinson, Forrest, Groom, lHackintosh, Stephenson, 
Story, ·Pors:yth, Kates, J.!1ogarty, B~-trtbolomew, Pluukett, 
Anne~tr, J. c. Cribb, Tooth, Hauran, l\Ioore, Lord, Call an, 
and Smith. 

Resolved in the negative. 
Question stated. 
Mr. KIDSTON (Rockhampton) : When a 

previous Bill of this nature was introduced, the 
leader of this side of the Hcuse moved as an 
ame11dment that a referendum of the people of 
Queensland should be taken on the matter, 
before so large and important a departure should 
be made from the settled railway policy of 
the country, the Government refused to accept 
that proposal, and the B oube defeated it; so 
that we come back to this P"sition : that we 
have to recognise that the House must deal 
with this mrttter; that when these Bills are 
brought before the House, this House will have 
to deal with them. \Vith re~ard to a propo"al 
of this wrt, I claim that the ordinary mem
bers of this House have not suff.cient infor
mation available and at their disposal to justify 
them in coming to a decision one way or the 
other. \Ve are simply being asked to legislate 
in the dark. \Vhy, even the Mini"ter for Rail
ways, when he introduced this Bill, admitted 
that he did not know anything about it except 
that the Government had been asked to make 
this concession, and now he comes in with 
a Bill for the purpose of granting this con
cession. I submit that anyone who goes over 
the corresp<'ndence-or the alleged correspond
ence-that is said to have been the cause of this 
Bill being introduced into this Ch,mber, will 
find in that correspondence no adequate reason 
for the Government placing such a proposal 
bef<•re the House, or for the House accepting it. 
For my own part, I see nothing in the corre
spondence except two main facts : the desire of 
the company-or the alleged company-to get 
certain concessions out of the Government, and 
the desire-the very natural desire-of the people 
of Burketown and its neighbourhood to get a 
railway running into their back country. The 
Burketown people naturally want such a railway, 
and, as far as they are concerned, I am in sym
pathy with their desire. 

Mr. FonsYTH: Then you ~hould vote for the 
Bill. 

Mr. KIDSTON: But the fact that the Burke
town people want a railway into their back 
country does not constitute any justification for 
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thm House making so large and important an 
alteration in the settled rail way policy of the 

country. Not the slightest effort 
[4"30 p.m.] has been made to show us that 

this is the best way in which 
r::tilway facilities can be given to this district. 
·we ::tre told that this is the only way, but that 
is a mere allegation. Not the slightest attempt 
has been made to show that this is either the 
only way or the best way. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : ·wm you vote for this as a State 
railway? 

Mr. KIDSTON: The claim that the leader on 
this side of the House has m~tde-that the whole 
matter should be remitted to a select committee 
-is, I assert, under the circumstances, a r::ttional 
and cornmon~sense ono, and no bon. n1e1nber on 
either side of the House can deny the common 
sense of such a propod::tl, no m::ttter what he may 
think about the railway. 

Mr. FonSYTH : I deny it. 
Mr. RmD : But he said ::t m::tn of common 

sense. 
Mr. KIDSTON: It is well known that many 

hon. members on this side-I regret to say that 
it is not all of us on thi• side-but many of ns 
on this side object in principle to private com
panies being given the power to monopolise a 
district by getting r::tilway faciliti~s snch as are 
here propo,;ed. But we have a desire quite 
equal to th::tt of any hon. member on the other 
side to do everything possible-everything th::tt is 
at all in consonance with a prndent reg::trd for 
the future-to give the residents in the ontlying 
parts of the colony wh::ttever help we c::tn in the 
de\elopmentof the1r district,;. And if the advo
c::ttes of this line--if the Government who think, 
or who seem to think, th::tt it is a desirable line 
to build-as the hon. memuer for Carpentari::t, 
for instance, believes th::tt this is not only the 
best proposal that can be made, but the only 
proposal that could he made-then I s::ty to those 
hon. gentlemen th::tt if the m::ttter is remitted to 
a select committee it will strengthen their case 
rather than wc::tken it. I should like to ask the 
Government, or any member of the Government, 
wh::tt it is they are ::tfraid of? They will not 
remit such proposals ::ts this to the judgment 
of the p~<>ple of the colony, and they will 
not subm1t them to the judgment of a select 
committee of this Honse. Wbat is it that 
they are ::tfr::tid of? Are they ::tfraid that the 
House will get too much information on the sub
ject before they come to ::t vote on the <juestion? 
They have gone directly in the teeth of a vote of 
this House, and have appointed ::t Royal Com
mission for the purpose of in vestig::tting the 
claims of certain Government railways which it 
is proposed to bnild ; but in re2ard to these 
private milways the Government refuse even to 
aubmit them to the consideration of ::t select 
committee. \Vhy? I think I am justiiied in 
asking, is it because the Government :.re afraid 
th::tt the House will get too much information? 
And do they think that, if the House gets full 
information, it will refuse to p::tss these Bills? 

Mr. HIGGS: They will find out wh::tt politici::tns 
are interested. 

Mr. CowLEY: You point them out. 
Mr. KIDSTON: The one point in the corres

pondence which has been laid before the House 
in connection with this line that is of any value 
in helping hon. members to come to ::t decision 
on the matter is the fact that the Commissioner 
for Railways is in favour of the propos::tl. He 
s::tys-

1 have no hesitation in commanding this Bill to the 
favourable consideration of the Government and of 
Parliament. 
But it is quite evident that the Commissioner for 
Railways is not an infallible authority on this 
matter, because ::t few weeks before this he was 

of opinion that the railw::ty could be built under 
the 'framwa.ys Act. He said in a. letter written 
to the Secret::try for ltail ways-

In returning you the enelosed letter from Messrs. R· 
Newton and Co., applying for an Order in Council 
authorising the survey of a tram line from the I.~awn 
Hi.U .}'Iines to a point on the Albert River, near Burke~ 
town, I ha.ve the honour to inform you that l\fessrs. 
Newton and Co. are somewhat premature in H.pplymg 
for this Order. "\Vhat this ilrm should do in the first 
instanee is t!O prepare plans, seetions, specifications, 
and book of reference of the proposed tra.rn\\'ay. and an 
estimate of the cost thereof. Certified coph~s of the:<e 
should then be submitted to the 3-'Tinister, and i:lent to 
the office of every local authority t.hrongh whose district 
the tramline has been surveyed. 
And then they could get power to build the line 
under the Tramways Act; so that the Com
missiouer cannot be regarded ::ts by any means 
::tn infallible anLhority. We ::t!l know th::tt the 
Government th81mel ves set ::tside, without the 
slightest compunction, the recommendations of 
the Commissioner for Railways whenever it snits 
them to do so; and they can h::trdly expect us to 
be bound hard and fast by his recommendations. 
Indeed, in regard to this ma.tt' r, the Commis
sioner for llailway• says one thing and the 
Secretary for Railways says ::tnother. 'fhe very 
reason which the Commissioner gives for per
mitting ::t private company to build this railway 
is entirely contradicted by the Secretary for 
Railways in the speech he made when intro
ducing the Bill. The Commissioner says, on 
page G of the correspomlence-and he is evidently 
saying this for the purpose of showing Parlia
ment that it should give power to ::t priv::tte 
company to bnild the milw::ty, because it would 
not he likely to pay the Government to construct 
the line-

Tile local traflic (if any) will be purely from horned 
cattle. 
Now, the Secretary for Railways, when de::tlibg 
in his speech with the same subject, said--

I hclieve that to the sonth and south-wast of 
Lilydale there is a very large tract of excellent sheep 
con 1t.ry, which, at the pre . .;ent time, it IS impossible 
to devote to sheepraising, owi11g to the absence of 
tho facilities ror ca.rryiug the I•rodnce; but ouce this 
line is const.ruct.ed that eountrv vdll be utilised for the 
raisiug of sheep a.nd growing of wool. 
I do not know the country myself, but here is 
the Commissioner for Railways telling us one 
thing for the purpose of showing thnt the line 
should be built by" priv::tte conrpany, ::tnd here 
is the Secret::try for Rail w::tys telJing us another 
thing for the purpose of showing us what a rich 
district this is thnt is lying undeveloped for want 
of a r::tilway. Now, under those circumstances, 
it is quite natural that we shuuld "'k that there 
should be some investigation rnade-in vestiga~ 
tion such ::ts is likely to be made by a select com
mittee-so tlJ::tt hon. members will he in a posi
tion to know ::tccnrately where they are before 
they decide an impor-t::tnt matter of this kind. 
So far as I c::tn understand the Commis,ioner, his 
re::tson for advoc::tting this Bill is simply that the 
Government will not build the line. Now, there 
are ::t great many districts in Queensland that 
w::tnt r::til w::tys besides this district. There ::tre 
many districts in Queensland that have railways 
now that h::tve h::td ::t gre::tt de::tl of difficulty in 
getting the Government to constrnct them, and 
although it seems unlikely th::tt the Government 
will build this railway to-d::ty, it is quite possible 
they may propose to build it next ye~tr. It ::tll 
depends upon whether in their opinion it is 
advisable to build the line. Everything that may 
he said which goes to show that it will pay the 
company to build the line is so much argument 
why the Government should build it, ::tnd 
whenever it is said that it will not pay the 
Government to build it then I say it is 
unwise to give such a concession to ::t private 
company, bec::tuse it will not pay them either. 
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I entirely dissent from the principle that we 
should get railways built over the whole of 
Queensland if only by the Devil. The very 
point of order that was raised by the hem. mem
ber for Flinders suggests a view of this case 
which I think might very well engage the atten
tion of the House. It is, of course, said that 
members on this side of the Home object to 
private railways altogether, that ~,hey do not 
reason on the matter, and are not prepared to 
discuss them. Now, in .England they do not 
object to private railways on princivle. The 
majority in the House of Commons fm· the last 
forty or sixty years ha,·e had no objection to 
the principle of private railways. They have 
passed private railway Bills over and over and 
over again, but they r<'cognised the motive thr1t 
was at work vvhen asked to give concessions for 
the construction of pri Vf1te rail way,, They 
recognised that that motive was a desire to make 
money, and while they admitted tlutt that 
might be quite a legitimate reason for the cmn· 
pany eoming forward with their J•ro~osttl, yet 
they also considered there was sufficient reason 
for Parliament taking the most scrupulous care 
that the public safety, and the public interest, 
were safeguarded at every turn. To accomplish 
that end they made the in variable rule that such 
Bills should be reruitted to a select committee. 
Now, if in the House of Commons, where they 
have no objection to private railways, and believe 
in private enterprise, that custom is considered 
reasonalJle, why should this House not do the 
same? Is it not a reasonable thing, at least, 
that the men who object on princivle to such 
proposals, should suggest to the House that 
bofore compromi;;ing itself it should remit the 
matter for examination hy a select committee? 
]<'or instance, in the preamble of this Bill we are 
told that it is the desire of the company to con
struct and ma.intain a line of tram way, Lut so far 
we have not been told one thing, or been given the 
faintest information about the ability of the 
company to carry out its desire. 'rhe hon. 
member for Mackay, Mr. lh,lrymple, sniffs as if 
it were an utterly ab,urd thing to ;uppose that a 
company would ask for such a concession unless 
it had the ability to carry out the work, but that 
is exactly the element of donbt in this matter. 
A small group of sveculatms, who can get the 
ear of the Government, will come, through the 
Government, to this House, and ask for a 
concession when they have no more idea of 
implementing the bargain or of building a 
railv,ay to Lilydale than I have. 

Hon. D. H. DALRBIPLE : Do you know their 
intentions? 

Mr. KIDSTON : They ask for the concession 
simply for the purpose of floating a company, and 
somebody else is left to "hold the baby" after
wards. I say it is the duty of the House, before 
it grants such concessions, to see that the men 
to whom it grants th, m have ability to carry out 
their part of the bargain ; and I think that when 
we content ourselves by asking that the same 
practice in regard to protecting the public 
interest should be followed here as in .England 
our request is a very reasonable one indeed. 
Why, if this was a Government railway, if the 
Secretary for Railways was proposing to build 
this line with Government money, he would have 
given us infinitely more information on the subject 
than he has clone. The whole position seems to be 
that by this method of getting railway Bills through 
Parliament the House will consent to give power 
to build a railway which the Government may 
take o;:er, a.nd_ the House does not know anything 
about 1t. Pr1vate members on the other side 
may get up and tell us that they know this, that, 
and the other thing, but I am sveaking of the 
official information which has been laid before 
the House to enable us to forlll a sound judgment, 

and T say we have nothing like the infor
mation that we wonld have had if it was pro
posed to build the railway with Government 
money. Surely in a case of this sort we should 
at least have the same information--I think, 
personally, we should have more-but it is 
surely only a reasonable thing to expect that we 
should have the s11me information, and until the 
m<ttter has been remitted to a select committee of 
the House, and the House has bean given the 
fullest information that can be got, not only about 
the facts of the case, but abuut the route, and 
the ability of the company to build the line, I do 
not think m~mbers would be justified in voting 
for such a Bill. I do not wish particularly to 
detain the House on thi" matter. There are a 
great many points in connection with the Bill 
which it will perhaps be better to discuss on the 
second rp:cding, but I would point this out to the 
Premier: He has repeatedly expressed his desire 
to get ou with public business. He has r"peatedly 
expressed his desire to facilitate the business of 
the country. ::Ourely the remission of a Bill of this 
kind to a select committee would not only safe
guard the vublic interest by securing a calm and 
dispassionatcreview of its provisions, !Jut it would 
economise the time of the House to a vast degree ; 
because it it came back, after investigation by 
the committeE', with a recommendation of the 
committee for acceptance Ly this House, I should 
imagine that it would economise the need for 
discussion in detail to a remarkable extent. 
And I submit t:> the hem. gentleman at the head 
of the Governnwnt that, if no other considera
tion will induce him to agree to the amendment 
of the leader of the Opposition, that should have 
some influence with him. As a matter of fact, 
this is not a railway only that we are giving a 
concession to. It seems to me that there is a 
mammoth corjJoration that is going to exploit 
and control the whole of that part of the Gulf 
district. This is the modest way in which their 
powers are set out in the preamble of the Bill-

And \vhereas the company is also desirous of con
structing, erecting, carrying on, utilising, and turning 
to accouut iu connection with tile saill line of tramway 
and branch lines certain mines, stores, warehouses, 
labonrer;::.' (lwel1ings, t'reczlug, smelting, crushing, and 
other works, aud 'vharves and wharfage accommo
dation. 

If that i" not a mammoth corporation-if this 
company exercises the powers banded over to it 
here-I think it is self-evident that it will simply 
put in its pocket the whole of the Burketown 
and middle Gulf district. Just after that paesage 
in the preamble of the Bill which I have read 
there follows another sentence which, it seems to 
me, constitutes a powerful argument why this 
line should, if conHtructed at all, be constructed 
by the Governm<fut. It says-

And "'hereas snch line of tramway and branch lines 
would oven up and develop large areas of Crown lands 
for pastoral, mining, and other purposes. 

And it is deduced from that that this company 
should be given power to build the line. l sub
mit that the rleduction is all the other way 
about-that if this line will open up vast pastoral 
ancl mining areas it is the duty of the Govern
ment to build the line. I do not know any 
other reason that has induced the GcJvernment 
to build any other line in Queensland; and if 
that is admitted as a rcasrm for giving a private 
compJny power to build this line, it would be an 
er1ual reason for selling the whole of the rail ways 
of Queensland to a private synclic.tte to-morrow. 
As 1 sa,id, I do not want to unfairly detain the 
House on this matter. It seems to me-and I 
say this in all honesty, apart altogether from 
party feeling or any personal opinion as to the 
wisdom or unwisclom of private railways-it 
seems to me that the members of this House who 
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honestly believe that this line will be an ad van
tage to the Burketown district, and an advantage 
to Queensland as a whole, have no reason at all to 
object to the Bill being remitted to the considera
tion of a select committee. If they are right-~if 
they have confidence that what they believe is the 
wise thing and the best thing for the colony-then 
surely they also believe that the more it is investi
gated the more will that become a]Jparent; and if 
they do not believe that the more it i' investi
gated the more it will become apparent, and for 
that reason object to a select committee, then I 
think it is the duty of every honest member of 
the House to vote against this Bill until we do 
get a select committee. 

Mr. FORSYTH (Carpcnta?·ia): 'l'he burden 
of the speech of the h<m. member for Rock
h<tmpton has been that this Bill sh•mld be 
referred to a select committee. I am certainly 
surprised that the hon. member completely 
ignored the report of Mr. Cameron, which has 
been placed in the hands of every hon. member. 
He only made reference to the correspondence 
that took place between the Commissioner and 
those who are interested in this particular line. 
He m::tde not the slightest re(erence to the report 
we have from Mr. Cameron, which I think meets 
the whole case. 

Mr. HrGGS: Is that the Queensland National 
Bank Cameron ? 

Mr. FORSYTH: No; it is the Government 
Geologist who was sent out to this place for the 
express purpose of seein!l' what those mines were. 
Suppose, for the sake of argument, thd we actu
ally did agree to have a select committee in con
nection with this particular I3ill, and suppose, 
also, that they bronght up a recommend<ttion 
that the line should be built by pri vrcte enter
prise-is there a single member of the Labour 
party who would vote for it? I kl.y, No. And 
further, I say that during the del ate on the 
Address in Heply tlwre was not a single mem
ber on th<tt side who had the pluck to say he 
would vote for it as a State line. I know all 
about that country; I ba ve been all over it ; and 
I emphatically assert-and I challenge anyone 
to refute it-that if those mines do not pay a line 
built by the Rtate would not pay for greaEe for 
the wheels. And yet we have the hon. member 
for Rockhamptnn asking us to refer this Bill to 
a select committee for the purpose of getting 
more information ! What more infornmtion can 
we get? Jl.ir. Cameron, the Governn;Pnt Gc olo
gist, has been over all tho,e minAs, and has 
given m all the information possible for any 
select committee to get. As a matter of fact, he 
gives us information that no select committee of 
the House could possibly get, because he is an 
expert, Yet hon. members on the other side talk 
about a sPlect committee. 

Mr. Kms'rON: The s~lect committee would 
get information by exftmining expert witne ,ses. 

Mr. FOHSYTH : Supposing th8y had done 
so, what more informrttion could tbev elicit than 
we have at the present time? We have Mr. 
Cameron's report on the present appearance of 
tho•e mines, and he has sctid that no man can 
tell the value of this mineral land until it is 
further developed. That is exactly where the 
risk of speculation comes in. The hon. member 
for I<'linders stttted the other night that of all 
the private lines submitted this was the most 
speculative of the lot. And yet we are told by 
hon. members on the other side th>et the Govern
ment should build the line. 

MEliimms of the Opposition : No. 

Mr. FORSYTH: :Exactly. 'fhey will not 
have the line built by the State or by private 
enterprise. Although they wish, as they state, 
to give the Bnrketown people all benefits 

possible they do not care a single straw if the 
people ~f Bnrketown remain for ever without 
railway communication. 

Mr. KmSTON: For ever; that's a very long 
time. 

Mr. I<'ORSYTH : Yes; for ever. That is the 
position they take up, and I say that all this 
tttlk about a select committee is a mere subter· 
fnge, and for the purpose of trying to block the 
Bill. 

Jl.fr. J<'JSHER: How can we vote for it as a 
State line when it is brought in as a private 
line? 

Mr. I<'ORSYTH: \Vill the hon. member vote 
for it as a State line? Would any hon. member 
vote for it as a State line with the knowledge 
that it could only ray on the one condition that 
the mines pay? And bow do we _know they are 
going to pay? I say that any pnvate company 
who are prepared to spend and risk their money 
hPre are entitled to build the line, and the 
Government ought to give them every facility 
for doing so. 'l'he hon, member for Rockhampton 
knows well that if a private company does n~t 
build that line there is not the slightest possi
bility of the Government ever building it, 

Mr. Kms~'ON: Never? 
Mr. I<'ORSYTH: Yes, ever. I venture to 

predict that if the Government 
[5 p.m.] brought in a Bill to-morrow to build 

this line by the State, the hon. 
memher for Rockhampton would vote dead 
agaim~t it.. 

Mr. Kms'rON: Don't you start on the pro
phetic line. 

Mr. I<'ORSYTH: \Ve know this much, in any 
case that hon. members on the other side of the 
Hou'se take up very logical ground when they say 
they are entirely opposed to all private lines. 
Their policy is to vote for State lines only. That 
is a most logical position to take up, but they are 
not logical when they seek by every means in 
their power t•J get the Government to make 
statements in connec~ion with this line which 
they know the Government cannot make, 
because all the information they can get is con· 
tained in Jl.'lr. Camero11'" report, I noticed 
that the hon. member for Rockhampton care
fully ignored making the slightest reference to 
that report. \Vhy? BecauHe he knows for an 
absolute fact, as well as any hon. member on 
this side of the House, that there is no infor
mation the Government c:tn possibly get, except 
the information we have now in our possession. 
I remember being in that district two years ago, 
l>nd there has been very little work done there 
dnring the last two years. If anyone will read 
the report to which I have referred he will see 
that this mineral field extends for thirty miles 
in length, and from five to ten miles in br0adth, 
and that all the money that has been spent 
there only amonnts to from ~12,000 to £1~,0.00. 
Anyone who knows anythmg about mmmg 
knows that the expenditure nf a small sum 
like that gives no proof at all of what the 
mines are, or are likely to be. The <l.e\'elop
ment of the mines has been too small to warrant 
us in corning to any definite conclusion on the 
matter and, therefore, I say the Government 
would 'not be justified in building the line 
themselves, when they do not know whether the 
mines are likely to pay or not. The hon. 
member for Gympie, Mr. Fisher, stated that a 
'elect committee would submit a report as to 
the value of the conce,sion, and as to the v-alue 
of the field generally. How is it possible for 
anyone to do that? How can any expert
ever: Mr. Cameron or Mr. Rands, or any other 
expert in the world-possibly tell what is below 
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the surface at a depth of 500 or 1 000 feet? 
They can give you a faint idea of what might 
be expec~ed under certain conditions, but they 
cannot g1ve you any definite or certain infor
mation. I know that sometimes on Gympie 
when we have thought that we were in for 
a really good thing, a break has come in 
per,haps ten or fifteen feet away, and our expec· 
tatwns were d1sappomted. Besides, how can 
we tell that five years hence the value of copper 
will be what it is to-day? Then, there may 
he some other metal f<JUnd w hi eh will be far 
more widely distributed, and completely knock 
out copper. We cannot tell; no one can telL 
And even if we could tell, the price of that 
metal may go down to a certain extent. How 
is it po.ssible for any select committee to give 
us any 1dea as to the value of the concession? 
?'h~ thing is utterly absmd. In the large ma
JOrity of cases where land has been utilised there, 
only a few perches have been Wtlrked I have 
~een over miles of that country, 'and can 
m form the House that here and there you will see 
ten or fifteen feet dug on the surface and a few 
tons of stuff heaped up, and that is' about all. 
Yet hon. members opposite think the Govern
ment ca.n get more information on this matter. 
I want to know what m or~ information they can 
get. I say 1t 1s an utter nnpossibility for them 
to get more information. There is not a single 
member on the other side of the House who has 
made the slightest reference to l\1r. Cameron's 
report, and it will simply be wasting time and 
wastmg money to »ppoint a select committee to 
report upon this railway. There is no getting 
away from that bet. \Vhat more information 
can we get than we have in that report? None 
whatever. The only conclusion I can arrive 
at is that this proposal to refer the Bill 
to a sele?t committee is a mere subterfuge 
for blockmg the passage of the Bill. The 
hem. member for l£noggera, lYlr. Reid, stated 
tha!' this Bill completely upsets the settled 
pohcy of the country. That is " mngnificent 
Atatement to cotne fron1 snch a guilcle:-:s 1nan. 
There have been settled policies of a country that 
have lasteci f:'r a thousand years, and they have 
been upset m twenty-four honrs. And if we 
take that argument of the hon. member for 
:F.:nog>'{e:~a as being ~ valid one, then I sa.y the 
occupatiOn of every smgle member of the Labour 
party is .absolutely gone, for the simple reason 
that Lherr platform from beginning to end is to 
try to upset the settled policy of the country. 
There can be no getaway from that fact. The 
settled policy of the cuuutry, as far as rail
ways are concerned, has been altered, for we have 
had a land-grant milwav and the Chil!agoe 
Railway. This statement about the settled 
po~icy of the country being departed from is no
thmg more nc•r less than so much political cant. 
The hon, member for I~nO""era also said what a 
splendid thing it would ],";,"for the H 01;se if we 
ha<l a report from a select committee, because it 
m1ght be so strong that it might even convince 
t~e L~bour party. "Can the .Ethiopian change 
h1s skm, or the leopa_rd his spots?" When they 
d<?, then we ea':' behe.ve that the Labour party 
w1ll change tl:err tactiCs. I give hon. members 
op~osrte cred1,t for r;ersiste,nce in their policy of 
ent1rely opposmg pnvate hnes. But when they 
say they wa~1t more mformation on this suhject, 
I cannot beheve that they are sincere, because 
we have got all the information we can get. I 
say the amendmtn~ is simpl.v brought forward to 
try to block the B1ll in every w<Ly they possibly 
can. The hem. member also talked about two
thirds of the country along this line being under 
swamp. I have b~en over the line, and travelled 
out as far as Camooweal, and I do not think that 
two-thirds of it are 'wampy. The line from 
Normanton to Croydon i, entirely swampy in 

the wet season, and seventeen miles of the trunk 
line between Ipswich and Brisbane was under 
water in the flood of 1893. 

Mr. REm: Where is the sheep country up 
there? 

Mr. FORSYTH : There is no sheep country 
between Burketown and the mines, but when 
you get beyond Mosman Downs, going along 
towards South Australia, you come to very much 
better country, and at Hocklands Station you 
get into sheep country, but that is in Sonth 
Australia. I do not intend to talre up the time 
of the House by making any further remarks in 
connection with this matter. It appears to 
me that the amendment is only moved with 
the one object of trying to block the business. 
'l'here can be no other reason, and I have no 
desire to prolong the discussion. 

Mr. DA WSON : Do you reply to no reason? 
Mr. ]<'ORS YTH : I say there has been no 

reason given for the amendtnent. 
Mr. DAWSON : \Vhy do you reply to no reason? 
Mr. J<'ORSYTH : I only want to show the 

absurdity of the position taken up by hon. mem
bers opposite. 

Hon. D. H. DALRniPLE: Unsupported asser
tions. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes. They talk about 
wanting more infornmtion, and the more infor
mation thby get the denser they get-in some 
things, at any rate. They talk about taxation 
and ltbout the people being taxed quite enough; 
at the same timP, we know th9.t if the Govern
ment built this line, in the event of it not being 
a success, the taxpayers of this country would 
have to pay a great deal of money in the shape 
of interest on the cost of the line. I emphatically 
assert, in spite of the remarks made by hon. 
members oppoeite, that the people of the district 
have not the slightest desire to prevent the line 
being built by a company. I know that, all through 
my travels during election time, I did not come 
across one single individual who was not in 
favour of these private lines; and Rome of the very 
strongest supporters of the party opposite, men 
who voted again"t me at the election-even the 
very heads of the Labour party at Burketown 
and Normant .. n-are absolutely in favour of this 
line being built by private enterprise. These 
are facts which nobody can deny. 'l'here was 
not one eingle mall in the district that I came 
across who was not entirely in favour of private 
lines, and no one knows that better than the 
hon. member for Croydon, Mr. Browne. I have 
no hesitation in saying that if a referendum of 
the people of the district were taken to-morrow, 
90 pet' cent. of them would go hands down 
for this line; and if private people are pre
pared to come here and spend their money 
on a speculative line, I say we should let 
them do so. If they drop their money, the 
Government does not lose a pennypiece. l hope 
this "wendment will be disposed of as soon as 
possible, becanse when we con,e to the general 
question I may have something else to say, and 
give some other information with regard to this 
part of the country which I do not think it 
necessary to give at present. 'l'be only reason why 
l got up was to show that the position taken up 
by members opposite, in my estimation, is not 
only absurd, but altogPther uncalled for. 

Mr. TURLEY (Brisbane South): The hon. 
gentleman, just before he sat down, gave the 
strongest reao~ons why this Bill should be referred 
to a select committee. He said, "Let us get rid 
of this amendment, and then I am prepared to 
give information to this Home which they lmve 
not gut at pre::.ent." 

Mr. FORSYTH: I did not say anything of the 
sort. I said I would have something to say on 
the main question. 
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Mr. TURLEY : That was the hon. gentle
man's statement just before he sat down : "Let 
us get rid of this amendment, because I have 
something to •ay on the main question, and I 
shall be prepared to give information to this 
House which they are not now in possession of." 

Mr. FoRSYTH : I said nothing of the sort. 

Mr. TURLEY: \Vhat stronger reason could 
he give for referring this Bill to a Helect com
mittee-that he will stand up on the main ques
tion and give us other information. But we 
would want that information sifted, and the hon. 
!\entleman could give all the information that i~ 
m his possession to the select committee, and 
could be questioned on the information he is 
prepared to give. 

Mr. FoRSYTH: I said, "On the general ques
tion." 

Mr. TURLEY: And I am satisfied that after 
the statement made just now by the hon. gentle
man he would be about the first witness that 
would he asked by the select committee to give 
that further information, on which he could be 
questioned by the select committee. 

Mr. FoRSYTH: "On thg general question," I 
said. 

Mr. TURLEY: That is the reason for m0ving 
the amendment-becau'e we want information 
on the wbole question that is at present before 
the House. The hem. gentleman further says 
that every person in this district is in favour of 
the line. 

1\fr. l<'oRSYTH : So far as I know. 

Mr. TURLI~Y: I am not able to say whether 
that is correct-I take the hon. gentleman's 
statement; bnt he supplemented the statement 
by saying that the hon. memher for Croydon 
knows this as well as he does himself. I under
stand the meaning of the hon. m ern ber to be that 
the wbole of the Gnlf country is in favour of this 
line being built. I remember seeing only a few 
days ago a notice of a large public m-eting helrl 
at Cr'lydon, at which re,o1utions were pnssed 
de_nouncing not only this railway, but all private 
railways. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : That is at Croydon. 

Mr. TURLEY: 'l'he hon. member for Cwy,Jon 
has stated here himself that be is opposed to 
this line; and be knows a great deal ahont it. 
He says that though it may be the best of a bad 
lot, still he wa.nts further infurmation, and with 
that object he moved this amendment; and 
since that has heen done we "find that he is 
fortifit>d hy the fact that hie constituents have 
held a meeting denouncmg the proposal. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : That is at Croydon. 

Mr. TURLEY: Yes. But that hon. gentle
man would lead us to believe that all the people 
of the Gulf district are in favour of this line ; 
and he says that the hon. member for Croydon 
kn,Jws that as well as he does. The people of 
Croydon are just; as well acqu%inted with the 
particulars regarding this part of the country as 
members of this Honse-far better than r;wst 
members of this House. A large number of the 
people of Croydon have travelled all ow•r the 
country prospecting as miners, and probably a 
large number of those present at the meetin~ at 
which ad verse resol ntions were adopted ~ere 
persons who know tbe wh"le of the district. 

Mr. FoRSYTH: It was only a fiasco. 

Mr. TURLEY: Reports in the Press do not 
state that ; and we know that if there was the 
slightest chance of the capitalistic Pr·eso report
ing the mAeting as a fiasco they would have ""one 
out of their way to do so without any qualrr';s at 
all. · 

Mr. l<'ORSYTH : IG was beneath their notice. 

Mr. TURLEY : I don't know that there are 
any meetings beneath the notice of the Press, 
prov if led they are able to hold the meeting up to 
ridicule, or provided they are ahle to get a 
meeting of ten persons in a back parlour to carry 
a resolution in favour of what they advocate. I 
contend that if it had been possible to show that 
thi" meeting wa' not well atteuded, or that the 
people present did not know the circumstances 
that prevailed in the district, they would have 
immediately shown that in their columns. They 
did nothing of the sort. They simply pointed 
out that there had ueen a meeting held, and that 
it supported the hon. member tor Croydon in his 
oppooition to syndic:tte railways. 

Mr. FORSYTH: They are all wrong. 
'l'he SPJ<:AKER : Order l 
Mr. TURLEY: We can very easily under 

stand that there is a V<:ry large number that 
would be in favour of any company or syndicate 
being given opportunities to exploit this country. 
We have had evidence of this already. We have 
h"<l the most influential papers in Qneensland
what are considered to be the most influential
fighting all they knew for months and months 
with the object of givingawaythree-qnartersofthe 
land of Queensln.nd to private syndicates before 
now. Practic.1lly three-fourths of the country 
they would have given away under an Act passed 
in 1882, and the hon. gentleman knows that. 
Then we had just the same expression of opinion 
from the Press that was interested in endeavour
ing to secure what they term the investment of 
private capital in Queensland. The hon. gentle
man further asks a <JUestion. He asks, 
" Can the Ethiopian change his skin, or the 
leopard his spots?" Well, he goes mighty 
near it "ometimes. I will take the hon. gentle
man who is in charge of this Bill, the 
Minister for Rail ways, and I will ask how often 
has the hon. gentleman changed his opinions? 
I select that hon. gent.leman because he is 
on the "arnc side as the hon. gentleman who 
asked the question. The Minister for Railways 
nscd to be oppJsed to everything in the way of 
State enterJJrise. He goes to Sydney, and he 
comes back to Brisbttne and says, " I never saw 
anything like it in my life. We shall have to 
try to do all the work we can for the State rail
ways in our workshops, because they are able to 
make a great success of it." And the hon. 
gentleman goes further than that. \Ve are 
informed by him tho t he believes that it is neces
sary in the interests of the State that the' coal
mines l'eqnired for supplying coal fur State pur
poses should "l'o be State property, worked by 
State employees. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. gentleman is going 
somewhat beyond the question before the House, 
which is the amendment of the hem. member for 
Crovdnn. 

Mr. TURLEY: I was replying to the state
ment made by the hon. gentleman who preceded 
me. If I am out of order in replying to 
statements that are made by hon. gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, I take it that no 
person on the other side of the House will be 
permitted to reply to any statements that I may 
make as rt'asons why this Bill should be referred 
to a select. committee. 

'fhe SPEAKER: Order ! The hon. member 
was replying to the hon. m em her for C upentaria. 
I understood him to be referring to the st&te
ments of the Hon. the Minister for Railways. 
Even if the hon. memher for Carpentaria was 
out of order in the remark that he made--and I 
do not think that he was-that would ba no 
jnst.iflcation fur the hon. member for South 
Bdsbane. I desire to call the hon. gentleman's 
attention to the fact that the question before 
the House is the amendment of the hon. mem
ber fur Croydon. 
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Mr. TURLEY : The hon. gentleman further 
went on to state that a member of this side of the 
House had stated that it was necessary to refer 
this to a select committee, because it was a 
departure from the settled policy of the country, 
and he wanted to know if we were nut always 
opposed to settled policies. I say, No. I say thrtt 
is misrepresentation. I contend that we have 
not in any ca'e songht to upset settled policies. 
All we have done has been to endeavour on all 
possible occasions to obtain reforms of the policy 
as it already exists, and I think that that is a 
laudable object. 'l'hat is the reason why mem
bers are sent here-to endeavour, if possible, to 
secure reforms on any matters that are already in 
exiatrnce. Now, that we have not touched this 
report, is the "omplaint of the hon. gentleman. He 
says why did not the hon. member for Rock
hampton deal with the report of Mr. Cameron? 
·well, he did not deal with that for the same 
reason that I do not deal with it. I am going to 
leave that to men who are practical miners 
themselves, who are able to take that report and 
tell the Honse exactly what is in it, and where 
it tends to show what they believe it should 
show before they o.re able to give permission 
to a company to build this line. That seems 
to me a reasonable position to take up. I do 
not profess to know a grea.t deal about mining, 
and, therefore, I think it would be out of place 
fnr me to take the report of tbe Government 
Geologist and endeavour to dissect it, and point 
ont where it fails to give information, and where 
the information that he has given is wrong. 
There are other reports that have been sent down, 
or rather recommendations that h,we been sub
mitted tu this House, and I take it that we are at 
least able to deal with some of these, and to give 
reasons why in our opinion the amendment 
moved by the hon. member for Croydon should 
be carried by thiR House. It has been pointed 
out that there is a great value, in their opinion, 
in the information of R. Newton and others, 
under date of 2i\th April. They say-
Snb~eqnent tm~ts justify the as.s.uranre of the original 

prospector~ that the mines are very rich in silver and 
lead, ltnd that with a suitable menus of conveyance 
the company's p1·opcrty Will be made a most valuable 
one. 

Now, this is a concession-a conceesion that is to 
be given hy the State, with the object of what? 
Of making the property of the company a most 
valuable asset. Now, we want to lmow.whether 
the preamble of this Bill, as it is laid before this 
House, is true or not ; and the reason for sub
mitting this Bill to a select committee is to find 
out whether the statements that are conveyed in 
the Bill are true. The hon. gentlem:ui who 
introduced the Bill tells us that hR knows 
nothing about it. H 3 says, "I have never been 
there. I have no information except what is 
before the House. I know nothing about the 
country bnt from what I have heard from other 
people:" Well, now, is that sufficient informa
tion to enable us to make np our minds on this 
question? He tAils us that people have told him 
that a large amount of country will he 
b8nefited, and it says so in the preamble 
of the Bill. The Bill mrtkes that statement 
itself, and it is with the object of verifying 
this statement, and getting all the information 
that it is possible to obtain, that the amendment 
was moved that this Bill be referred to a select 
committee. We are told, too, that the Railway 
Commissioner has recommended it. Well, that 
is to say, that the Commissioner has recom
mended it from the information that has been 
placed at his dispr,sa1 by the officers of his 
deportment. But, I ask, how long is it since 
members on that side have been preparen to 
take the recommendations of the Railway Com
missioner? Not RO very long. The late Minister 

for Railways was not always prepared to do that. 
I remember a case being brought up by the hon. 
member for Balonne not very long ago in con
nection with the Cunnamulla railway deviation. 

Mr. LEAHY : No. 
Mr. TURLEY: I submit that that case was 

brought by the hon. member for Balonne. 
Mr. LEAHY: No. It was on the motion that 

the Speaker leave the chair. It never came up 
in the House. 

Mr. TURLEY: Hansard of 1897, page 17G7, 
says this-

That so much of the rf'5;olutions passed by Parliament 
in the session of 1895 as approved of that pn.rt of the 
plan, section, and book of reference of the railway from 
Cbarleville to Cunnamnlla which relates to thq,t portion 
of the line between 120 miles 13 chains 65~ links and 
121 miles 4 chains be rescinded. 

That was moved by the Secretary for Railways 
regarding the consideration of a motion to alter 
what had been previously done. 

Mr. LEAHY: The question was that the 
Speaker leave the chair and we go into commit
tee. That was the question. 

Mr. TURLEY: Most decidedly-to consider 
certain thingR. 

lYir. LEAHY: That was the question. 
Mr. '£URLEY: And then the hon. member 

for Balonne brought up the question of the 
deviation. 

Mr. LEAHY : Quite so; but the question never 
came before the House. 

Mr. TURLEY: But the alteration was made 
on the vote of the members of this House. The 
opinion of the House was expressed by a vote, and 
the Minister stated that he was prepared to 
accept the expression of opinion of Parliament 
on the matter. 

lYJr. LEAHY : The question never came before 
the House. 

Mr. TUHLEY : The question never came 
before the House, but here is the resolution of 
the House. I quite admit that the question did 
not come before the House, but it came up in 
this way--

Mr. tEAHY : That is all right. 
Mr. TU RLEY : When the motion that the 

Speaker do leave the chair and the House go 
into committee to consider certain questions was 
moved, the whole matter was raised and decided 
on that motion, because the Ministry themselves 
said that th<'y would accept the decision of the 
House on the question, and that the wishes of 
the member of the district would be carried out. 

Mr. LEAHY: They came to a decision on the 
question by the decision of another question. 

Mr. TURLEY : No ; it is not another ques
tion at all. The next question that was to be 
considered was the question of the deviation of 
that line at Cunnamulla, and here was the 
rec;o]ution that was to be moved when the House 
was gone into committee. 

Mr. LEAHY : They did not go. 
Mr. TURLEY : The motion wM-
That so much of the resolutions passed by Parliament 

in the session of 1895 as approved of that pa.rt of the 
plan, section, and book nf reference of the railway from 
Char1eville to Cunnamulla which relates to that portion 
of the line between 120 miles 13 chains 65& links and 
121 miles 4 chains be rescinded. 

Mr. LEAHY: It never came before the House. 
Mr. TURLEY: And-
That the plan, section, and book of reference of the 

proposed deviation commencing at 120 miles 13 chains 
6.j~ linl(s and ending at 122 miles 32 chains 50 links be 
approved. -

That these resolutions be forwarded to the Legisla
tive Council, for their concurrence, by message in the 
usual form-

Mr. LEAHY: The House took no vote upon 
that. 
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Mr. TURLEY : Of course the House took no 
vote unon that. The House coulrl 

[5·30 p.m.] not take a vote upon that. But 
what I nm saying is, thnt the House 

at that time expressed nn opinion upon the 
matter that w"'s submitted under cover of that 
motion by th" hon. member for Balonne, and the 
members of the Ministry themsehes stated thnt 
they would give effect to the opinion expressed 
by the Home, though they did not get to the 
resolution it was intendecl to move in committee. 
The question I was asking was~Ho\V long is it 
since the Government nnd the Government sup
porters have acquired all this faith in the Com
missioner for Railways? That line had been 
submittecl to this House under the instructions 
of the Commissioner for Rctil ways, and the then 
SecTetary for Railways, the Hon. J. R. Dickson, 
then said-

! wish the hon. member to mltlcrstand that Mr. 
Mathieson never visited Cnnnamulla. when the route 
WflS originally decided upon, but merely seleded tllc 
site adopted in the parliamentary plaus, beeal!se it 
hnp_pened to be a conve11ient site on the map. There
fore, I attach no value whatever to the fact that M:r. 
Jl.'Iathieson approved of that site. 
Here is the Railway Commissioner, a man 
who we were told waR the best man who could 
P"Rsibly have been secnred for the position, and 
the Secretary for Railways gets up nnd tells this 
House that the opinion of that Commissioner 
for Rail ways was not worth accepting on a 
question to the deviation of about hoJf-a-mile 
of a line. Now he tells us that the Commir,,ioner 
for Railways, with no more infonntttion than t.he 
Commissioner Jmd in that c"'se, is infallible. The 
M iuister now tells us that he knows nothi"g 
about it himself, and has simply accepted the 
opinion of someone who has spoken to him ab•mt 
it. There are numbt rs of reasons why we want 
more informtttion. It has been pointed out 
two or three times that there are various subjects 
upon which this Hou,e requires further inf.,r
mation, ·tnd it is no new thing for matters like 
this to he referred to select committees. I will 
give a few i!luetrations of that from cases 
where this House and the C'Jtmtry has been 
baved some considerable expense at one tirne and 
another, in connection with thw-e matters. I 
refer hem. gentlemen to the 1\Iirani-Cattle Creek 
line, f'ubmitted by the Governn1•)nt in 1895. 
That wt>S a line sanctioned hy the Commissioner, 
and the plane, sections, and books of reference, 
and everything else were laid on tlw table of the 
House; thf' mernhers for the district were 
thoroughly in favour of it; and the Government 
were altogether solidly in favour of it. But 
when it was pointed out, even from the plans 
anct books of referencP, that there was something 
that might not be altogether right in connection 
with the construction or this line, the l~ader of 
the Opposition at the time moved that the 
question be referred to a select committee. 
What was the reoult? It was referred to a select 
C'lllllnittr-', and that line has never again been 
propoiled in this House, simply because the 
report of the sdect colllmittee killed it. ·when 
they came to inquire into the reasons why this 
line should 'be built, they found that, in their 
opinion, there was actually no rea,on why 
money should be spent on it, and this House was 
supplied with a great deal of information which 
previously had not been given by the G'Jvern
ment. 

Mr. LEAHY: Tt was public money, anyhow. 
Mr. 'l'UI{Ll~Y: It was pul.Jlic mon• y, but 

have we not been told by the hon. gentleman 
himself that this Bill is full of benefit or 
detriment to the public weal, and are we not as 
justified in trying to protect the interests of the 
public under this Biil, by getting all the infor
mation we can about it, as we were when it was 
a matter of the expenditure of public money? 

This is a public Bill-the hon. gentleman has 
decided that by his vote this afternoon, and that 
being so, it must to " greater or less extent 
affect thr, interests of the public ; and we 
are as justified in getting full information on 
a matter affecting the interests of the public, 
through the opening np of the country at the 
eX)J<·nse of a pri\ate company, as we would 
he in connecti• n with a proposal to build a line 
at the expense of the State. During the same 
session we bad proposed the Mayne to Enoggera 
line, and though that was a case where any 
member, by paying :Jd., could take the omnibus 
and go out over the route of tbat line and form 
his own opinion-l'e a solect committee for him
self-it was moved that that line also should be 
referred to a select committee, and that was done. 
People were mlled to give evidence as witnesses 
before that select committee with the result that 
the line was very near being thrown out 
altogether on the evidence that was given. It 
was only, I think, because the member for the 
district concurred with the opinions expressed by 
some of those who came before that committee, 
that that line was carried. I am satisfied now that 
if the good 'ense of the House harl J,revailed upon 
that occasion, that line would not have been built, 
and that would have br·en a blessing to the 
in ha bit'n ts of that district. It is in the 
same way that we are asking now that more 
light should he thrown upon this qnestion. 
\Vhat do w~ know regarding the people who are 
to build this line? In every other case in which 
we httve been asked to give concessions to private 
people, we IJa.ve had to have the measure sub
mitted to as ·kct committee tha.t W<l might get 
further information. Let. me take another rail
way-the New Swanbank Railway--the Bill for 
which was introduced in 1892, I think, before I 
came into the House. Here "as a railway built 
with the object of enabling a company to obtain 
greater L;cilities for the transport of mnterial 
they were getting from their mines to deep 
water, where they could more easily distribute 
it. That Bill was brought in practically on 
exactly the same lines as this Bill. Those 
people asked to be allowed to construct 
a railway. They said that certain obstacles 
were placed in their way by other people, and 
they asked the Government to relieve them of 
thos' ohst,cles, that the Government might 
exert the power of the State bel1ind them to 
enable the company to accomplish their object. 
The Government did that, and not a solitary 
soul in Parliament at the time objected to that 
Bill l1eing referred to a select committee, because 
the House required additional information on 
the subject. Will the hon. member for Bulloo 
support the proposal to submit this Bill to a 
select committee for the purpose of getting addi
tional informatiun? Probably the hon. gentle
m~n, like the hon. member for Oarpentaria, has 
got all the information he wants, and is prepared 
to support the Bill in the same way as the hon. 
mernbe.r for Carpentarie., withont further infor
mation. He knows as much as satisfies himself 
in the mcttter. But if the hon. gentleman has 
information which is not in the possession of 
other hon. members, why ha" he not given us 
that information? Or why is he not in favour of 
the Bill being submitted to a select committee in 
order to get it? 

Mr. LEAHY: I thonght you were opposing the 
Bill upon principle, and not on the question of 
referring it to a select committee at all. 

Mr. TURLEY: I have staterl that I believe 
this Bill shonld be referred to a select committee 
with the object ·of getting further information. 
When I am orpnsing the Bill I will tell the hon. 
gentlemctn. He need not be afraid of that. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMnE: I hope it will be 
soon. 
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Mr. TURLEY : Yes, certainly I will tell the 
hon. gentleman when I am opp03ing the mea8ure, 
and why I oppose it. I have here a long list of 
Bills which have been referred to select com
mittees during the time I have hnd the honour of 
being in this House. In 1893 there were three 
Bills referred to select committees, in 1894, 
four; fllld in 1805 there were five different Bills 
brought into this House, each one of which was 
referred to a se!tct committee. Take one of 
the,;e for a most import>tnt line. There was a Bill 
submitted by the Government in 1SB5 for a line 
from Huglwnden towards Winton. There were 
a brge number of members who "ere intimately 
acquaintt>d with the possibilities of that district; 
the amount of traffic that would be likely to 
pass over tbat line; the probabilities of exten
sion of settlement there, of the openinf! up of 
further lands; the fac\Jities for the J>eople there 
to get provisions from the coast, and the facilities 
for getting their produce down to the seacoast, 
There were a large number of members on this 
sirle of the Honse in favour of tl'i" line being 
built, but what rlid they do? When it was 
moved that that Bill be referrEd to a select 
committee the.'e metn\Jers all supported that 
motion. Why? Simply because they ba,l a 
goo·l case. 'They knew that if the whole matter 
was referred to a select committee they \\ould be 
able to get additional information from pee.ple 
who knew the district perhaps more thoroughly 
than they did; and they all to a man supported 
the resolution to send the Bill to a select com
mittee in order to obtain further information. 
We have not sufficient information with regard 
to the line proposed in this Bill. Some hon. 
mdn her.< seem to be prepared to aet blindly in 
the matter. It eeerns to me that while we have 
a majority of hon. members who are pre!Jared to 
act in that way, on a matter of such public 
importance, th~t there will b" uo possil1ilit.y of 
our oLtaining the dosirl'd infornlJ .. tion, unleRs 
tbose hem. members are "ati,fiud thctt they have 
a gond ca,e. Bnt I think they have a very weak 
caHe indeed. Supposing those hon. rnetnbers were 
satisfied that this matter shunl<l be subn itted to 
a select committee, there would be a number of 
mrn-not only tbo'e Jiving in the district, but 
others-who would be able to gi1 e valuable evi
dence. A large amount of the <,lneensland popu
lation is of a migratory character; they travel 
abuut from one end of the country to another. 
Y"ou might see a man at Lawn, and in six 
months' time you mig-ht see him at Thargo
mindah, on the Bareoo, at Townsville, Brisbane, 
or any other place. If this Bill were r"ferred to 
a select committee before which witnesses might 
give evidence with regard to the character of 
this countq and advertisements were put in the 
pap<lt'R M the recent Royal Cormnissiems have 
done, calling on persons who are prepared to 
give evidence to come forward, I take it that 
it would be the duty of such a committee 
to call on all persnns who are willing to 
give unbia~sed evidence, beeanse the fnfor
mation is required by Parliament, before 
the building of such a line can be s:!llctioned. 
In my opinion, hon. me m hers know that there 
would be such a good case maele out against this 
line--that such reasons would be adduced why 
this conces;ion should not be granted to this 
particul>Lr company, that they are not prepared 
to follow the procedure followed in many other 
cases where railways were propose•l, and where 
it was not the 1noney of private cowpa.nies that 
was being expended, hut tltate money borrowed 
from the English public. Bdore the House decided 
to spend State money in building lines which every 
member knew would be reproductive, hon. mem
bers were prepared to allow the matter to go 
before a select committee. In the case of the 
Hughenden to 'Ninton line, what happened? 

After the rep'>rt of the select committee hon. 
members were perfectly satisfied with the plans 
and specifications, and the matter was allowed 
to go to the other House, and the line was 
adopted. I wish further to point out, with 
regard to this Bill, that there is nothing in it, 
as there is in large numbers of similar Bills, 
s«ying that the plans and specifications and 
books of reference are to be laid on the table 
of the House for the approval or otherwise 
of hem. members. The whole thing comes to 
this : That once Parliament decide,; to give 
this cm>eflssion to tbis company to build this 
line, there will be no question of laying bef01e 
the House any plans, specifications, or books of 
reference. Can hon. mc"mbers point to one 
instance where the plans, epecitications, and 
books of reference of any· proposed line were not 
submitted to this House? Here is one insl,mce: 
Section 2 of the SwanLmtk Collieries, J_,imited, 
Railway Act of 1SD2, oays-

Rnhject to the provi~ions of this Act, the company 
shall and may, within eighteen months ft·om the passing 
of thi~ Act, con~truct in n suhsta..ntial mallll('l' and in 
aceordauce with the deposited plan anti bouk of refer
ence, or with other or fnrtltcr pl:Lns and books or refer
ence to be approved by Parliament. and thereafter 
maintain a. braucllliuc of railway connected with the 
braneh line of rnilwav comrLructed by Le\vis Thomas 
under the proviHions ~of the Thomas Railway A.c t of 
lHSl. 

'l'h".t me:1sure came down to thi-; House in 1892, 
and WR had the wh"le of the information with 
reg.trd to the liue in the engineer's reportR, and 
tbe plaus and S]lf'e.ifi~fLtionH and books of refer
ence were laid on the table of the H onse, so that 
members were guided thereby in forming their 
opinions. INhere there has been any Bill giving a 
privilege or a cqncAssion to a. priva.te cornpany, 
the plans, specifications, and book;; of ref··rence 
have always b,•cn laid on the table of the House, 
and nu;1nb'ers ht·we b<' ,.:n able to exarr_;_ine them, and 
forrn tlwir own opinions, if they were corr.:..petent; 
if nt,t, the)~ could get cmnpetent persons to express 
their opinion;; on them. \Ve have seen tha.t the 
Mir .• ni to Cattle Creek Hailw,•y was submitted 
to a keleet comntittee; Hnd in that case pla.w.;, 
specificatiom-l, and hooks of r, ference were laid 
on the table of the House. I remember the 
then leader of the Opposition getting up and 
goinp- over those pla.ns and the engineer's reports, 
and ~omparing them with the different speci
fications, and he came to the conclusion 
that he reqnirer! additiemal information; 
that the inf,H"nmtion supplied by the Govern
ment was not sntlicient to enable him to vote 
for this prcrticular railway. The result was that, 
in spite of the oppoKition of the Government and 
of the m ern hers for the district., and in spite of 
the oppnsitinn ot n. large nurnber of rnen1hers on 
the other sicle, who were prepared to "go it 
blind," as the Ra.ylng i~, there were n1emberx on 
the other side who also said, "Ye8, we want 
additional information," with the resnlt that 
they got the additional information, and_ ~be 
hon. member for .1\lbclmy has been bewa1lmg 
ever since thnt the select committee was 
appoiiJtr;d, because the i\1ackay district did not 
get the railway. Is it. on account of a syrnpa
thlltic feeling on the part of the hem. member 
for M"ckay, in connection with that matter, 
the,t he is opposed to the appointmeut of a select 
con1mittee in tl-}e preHent ca:::e? That hon. gentle 
man must admit that he does not !mow a great 
deal about this district. I know nothing about 
it, but I w.1nt to know something abnut it before 
I give a vote on it. I an1 herA, a8 other rnembers 
are~-

Hon. D. H. DALRYi\Il'Ll<J: To stop business. 
Mr. TURLEY: I object to interjections like 

that, because the hon. gentleman knows perfectly 
well that I am not here to stop business. He 
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knows perfectly well that I am here to discuss 
these questions that are laid before the House, 
and to obtain information regarding them, and 
it is because I am ignorant, and because I admit 
my ignorance regarding this part of the cotlntry, 
and ask for addition1tl informatirm before making 
up my mind, that I am speaking now. The 
ban. gentleman may know more about it than I 
do ; but, if he does, that is an additional rea,eon 
why he should support the appointment of 
the select committee, so that that arlditional 
information may be given to the House. There 
is another reference I wish to make. In looking 
over Ifansa1·d fur 1880 to-day, I came across a 
debate on the Burrum Railway Bill. That was 
long before it was ever dreamt that a Labour 
p<Wty would tread within the sacred precincts of 
this House. The .1bject uf that Bill was to give 
a concession to a private company to build a rail
way line from the 13urru m Coal Field to join the 
Maryhorough-Gyrnpie Railway at some point or 
other. I believe the members of the company 
were known. It ha.< been asked two or three 
times by hem. members on this side~by the 
hun. member for Clermnnt for one-who are the 
people who want this railway, and the names 
were given ; but we know nothing at >tll about 
those people, and we are in exactly the same 
position that hon. members were in in 1880 with 
regard to the Bmrum railway scheme. The 
result. wa~ that an amenchnent waH rnoved in C(Jm
rnittee by an hem. member who is now a mernber 
of the Upper House-the Hon. Mr. Morehead
to the following effect :-

Providerl that before they arc allowed to b gin the 
con.:>truction of the line t!u·y \Vill he rf~quired to prove 
to the satis:acti<m of the Colonial Treasurer that the 
company has a <'apital, snbseribed h1 good faith and 
by responsible pPrson~. equal to ,£1,000 for every mile of 
railway agreed to be con:;;trueted. and a paill-np capital 
actually aYailable for the pnrposes of the cont-<trnetion 
of the railway equnl to not less than ot-e-Uiird of to-uch 
subscribed capital. 

Then Mr .. Mort head went on to say-
There were several members of the Hou~c who did 

not believe in this !'Clwme-for it was nothiug but a 
sclieme; and he would give his word that he should do 
all he could t.o obstruct it. 

I think he was wrong in talking like that. It iR 
very wrong on the t•art of any hon. member to 
st:mrl np nnd deliberately state that he is pre
pared to obstruct business 

Hon. D. H. DALI\DIPLE: It is very wrong to 
confess it. . 

Mr. TURLEY: Not only is it wrong to s:ty 
it, hut the intention of doing it is wrong. 

Mr. KEOGH: Mr. i\Iorehe:td b:ts always been 
honourable in everything. 

Mr. TURLJi~Y: Mr. Morehead went on to 
say--

He had no personal reason for obstructing it, lmt he 
believed the Hill to be bad alJ iniliu. lie bellcYecl the 
intention ot' these sehemcrs was, if tbis Bill were 
passed, to transfl·r all thPir powm·s to some otlwr per
sons. 'l hf'y wanted to get conces~ious from the State, 
and go and hawk them about; if they could get rid of 
them well and good, a11d if they could not there was no 
harm done. There was much 'more important t)llsiness 
on 1he pnper to go on with, and what was the use of 
wasting time? 'l'he Bill should go no further if he eould 
help it; and he nsked the Government, seeing that a 
number of members from purely honest. rea.sons were 
opposed to it, and believed that if passed it would 
bring discredit on the colony, not to press it. I11or that 
reason alone he should use every effort he was capable 
of to prevent the Bill passing. He described it as a. 
swindle the other ni·~ht, and he dosrribecl it r.O\V as a 
swindle; and, Lherefore, hon. m em hers must not blnme 
him if he used all the men.ns in his power to prevent 
the Bill going throngh. 

l'llr. LEAHY : Do you describe this as a 
swindle? 

Mr. TURLEY: I ha,ve not described it as a. 
swindle at all, for the simple reason that I do 

not know sufficient about it to describe it as a 
swindle. J f I had the information that we 
ought to have, and I thought it was a swindle, 
then I Hhould ~tate on the floor of this House, 
straight out, that I believed it to be a swindle. 
13ut, until I g'et that information, how am I able 
to do that? vV e are in exactly the same position 
"ith regard to this Bill that the Hon. Mr. 
Morehea•l was in with regard to the Burrum 
Rail way Dill in 1880. He said : "They will pro
bably tmnsfer all their powers to some other 
person." Does not this Bill admit of that being 
done? Does it not admit of these per•ple, whoever 
they may be, whether it is a swindle or whether 
it is not, hawking their concession from one end 
of the world to the other until they are able 
to find people who are prepared to take it 
off their hands? He pointed out-" They 
wanted to get concessions from the State, and go 
and hawk them about; if they could get rid of 
them, well and good, nnd if they could not, there 
wtts no harm done." I submit thnt those words 
are applicable to the Brll that we are now con
'idering. He himself, being a commercial man, 
probably knew a great deal more regarding the 
standing of those people in the commercial world 
thttn we do of the people who where named here 
the other night. At the same time he saw the 
danger. He saw how it was possible for those 
people, by the use of all wrts of infiuence, to get 
a valuable concession from the State, and then take 
it from one end of the world to the other until they 
found someone who was prepared to go on with 
the work. I ask hon. g'entlemen opposite to 
tell us whao there is in this Bill, excepting 
th:tt the company has to deposit something 
like £2,000 as a guarantee that it is abl<> to go on 
with the railway? The Bill is abs<•lutely silent 
reg,.rdwg n.nything of the sort, and we want all 
surts 1)f information about it before we are pre· 
pared to say that the Government shall give this 
concession. It is a very pe~tinent q uesti~n to 
ask who th0se people are? If members o! the 
Goven-u11ent were selling S(Hnething-, or were 
granting f.:Olnething, to pri vnte people, as a com
mercial transact.ion, they would not do so without 
inquiring into the fin:tncial stntus of the people 
with whcru they were dealing. Supposing the 
hon. member fur Bulloo was transacting business 
with anyone regarding a pastoral proper_ty, or 
about the dis]hJsn.l of some stock, :tnd he drd not 
know whether the peroon with whom he was 
dealing l1ad a farthing or not, he would have to 
be satisfied n.s to the bona fides of that person, 
and as to whether he wa" able to keep up his end 
of the contract. 

Mr. LEARY: I would want his cash. I would 
not ask him foolish questions. 

Mr. TURLEY : I would like to point out 
that in various instances that have 

[7 p.m.] come before this House, where pri-
vate companies have appealed to the 

Government to he allowed to build railways for 
the furtherance uf their own interests, the Go
vernment have token up the position that they 
required proof of bona .fides. Hon. members 
will remember that certain rights were given 
to persons on Charters Towers to construct 
lines for the pmpose of convnying their quartz 
to the mills, and for the development of the 
industry generally. In one case the Minister 
who introduced the Bill to the House pointed 
out that tbe company had actually deposited 
with the Govprnment an amount of money 
equal to the engineer's estimate of the cost 
of the line, and further, that they had given 
a guarantee thnt if any further expenses were 
incurred by the Government they were pre
pared to make good the amount. l would urge 
upon hon. members that something like that 
might be g:tthered from the representatives of 
this company if they had an opportunity of 
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c.,ming before a select committee. \Ve know 
what is in the Bill now, but also know the 
power that is given to a select committee. 
While they are not permittecl definitely t0 make 
arneuclmen ts in a Bill, they are able t'> make 
recommendations to the House, and that com"e 
greatly f<teilitate8 husinecs, Seeing that in 
former cases the promoters of private linh have 
been prepared to deposit with the Governme.nt 
the total estimnted cost of their lines before the 
concession has been granted, how do we know 
that these people are not prepared to do the 
same thing- if we do not mak~ inquiries into their 
intentions? That, I think, is a point worth con
Ridering. lion. 1nernherR opposite must know 
that our only object is t.o gain inform··tinn in 
ord.er that we may be con vi need, and they can 
ea,1ly under,tand that the evidence which may he 
brough~ b~for8 <1 select committee may be of such 
a cmrnnCing characb:·r that it will be rrwde 
manifest to us that in the interests of the country 
it may be desimble, with proper safeguards, t'o 
give permission for the construction of this line. 
Who knows bnt that rnembc·rs on this side, with 
proper in formation before them, may be pre
pared to give the company all the assistance in 
their power in order th:tt the Bill may he passed 
into law? I submit that there would be a dis
tinct gain, ev,:m from the point of view of the 
Government, in submitt.ing the Bill to a select 
committee. The evidence that may he adduced 
n1if:;ht convince every member of this party th,,t 
the best thing that could be done in the interests 
of the country would be to build this line. I 
am satisfied therefore that if the Bi]; was referrerl 
to a select committee it wonld not. be a waste of 
time. It would be nn absolnte saving of time. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMI'LR: The I,,.,h;mr 1mrly 
would have to be born ag,,in befora they would 
be crmvinced. 

Mr. TURLEY: If they are born again, T have 
gr.eat hopes that they will be provided with 
w1n~;s. 

Hon. D. H. DAT,RYMPLR: I hope so, for their 
sakes, 

Mr. TURLEY: We have heen accu~ed of 
wa,ting time. I do not like accnsatiom; of that 
kind being made. I very well know that such " 
statement will not be believed among very many 
thinking p2ople outside, bnt there are a great 
number of unthinking people who are inclined 
to accept the statements of hon. members 
opposite, and the statements of members of the 
Government made at banquets o,nd shivoos of 
v,uiou;; kinds, as absolutely correct, and they do 
not take the trouble to make inquiries into the 
true facts of the case. If we had this Bill rele
gated to a select committee, all manner nf infor
mation c.lllld be elicited which would be of 
value to Parliament. I have been on two 
select committees, and we had bc•fore us the 
persops who were directly interested in getting 
certam measures through the House. \Ve found 
out the duties that hn.l been performed by 
those persons in a sort of public capacity, and we 
discovered exactly what their financial arrange
ments were. The result was that the measures 
were passed through the House "ith a con
siderable saving of time-a rE"ult that would 
not have been attained if the Bills hr.d not 
been referred to select committees. After all, 
it is only by discussion and the rubbing of ide,;s 
together that we are able to arrive: at sa.ti:;hc
tnry conclusions. I admit myPelf practicctlly 
in ignorance over this matter; but by inter
changing- ideas with members on both sides and 
by hearing the evidence given before a select'com· 
rnittee, people like myself will be able to make up 
their minds on the merits or demerits of the case. 
I take it that those hon. memhrrs do not want 
an arrangement like this simpl r carried throngh 
the House because they, in their own minds, 

believe it will be in the interests of the com
munity. Seeing that there are other people who 
hold different opinions, I sulnnit that the 
evidence tha.t could be adduced would probably 
ha,ve s(nne influence in changing the opinions 
of those people who at present have not definitely 
made up their minds on the subjc·ct. 

The SRCRETARY J<'OR RAILWAYS: Have yon 
definitely m:tde up your mind on the subject? 

Mr. 'rURLRY : I have proclaimed my 
ignorance a number of times already, and the 
hnn. gentlen1a.n knows very well that a. nlan who 
publicly proclaims his own ignorance on a ques
tion has not made up his mind. How can he? 
He wants information. 

Hun. D. H. DAT,RYMI'LR: He may be playing 
a gan1e, ]Y:~-rhapR. 

Mr. TURLEY: The hon. gentleman knows 
perfectly weli that nothing of that sort would be 
done by hun. mPmbers on this 1dde. vVhen a 
man proclauns his ignorance of a subject it is 
only by gettiog information dealing with that 
subject, or bearing npnn it in ~ome \vay, that he 
is enabbl to make np his mind. The hon. 
gentleman himself says he has made up his 
mind, because he has had a good deal 0£ infor
mation giv"n !o him by other people. Let ns 
suppose the Secretary fM Railways was on this 
side of the House, and that members of this 
party were on the other siile ancl h:1d introduced 
a Bill of this sorl;, \Vhile we might believe, in 
all sincerity, that it was the best thing for t.he 
community that such legislation should pass, the 
h,m, g-entl8man, to whom no information had been 
supplied, and who had simply been told it was 
neceHBary to p:ss it in the interests of the country, 
would not h:tve to he blamed if he asked for infor
mation. I would not blame him; I should say he 
v.as perfPct.ly right, and if we had no in formation 
to offer him I should s»y he woulrl be perfectly 
justified in using all the influence he could in 
Pndrn,vouring to prevAnt the Govern1nent fron1 
pa.c.sing that measure. He would not h>we been 
supplied with tilfl nece<;eary information to enable 
him to make un his mind. To show that there is 
something in t.his argument, I neerl only state 
that the Premier, the other day, when this 
amendment was first mov0d, said that, had the 
amendment been moved in connection with the 
Cc llide Hail way Bill, and he had believed that 
we were in ee.rnest-and I submit that we were 
dernon,trating rt!l the t.ime that we were actually 
in Parnest OVf-T this amendment--

Hon, D. H. DALRYMPLE : Y on are demon
strating right enough. (I,aughter.) 

Mr. 'I'URL:EY: The hon. gentleman chooses 
to be facetinus bec:tme T c m tend that every hon. 
member of this party, in getting up to ad vacate 
the carrying of this amendment, is endeavouring 
to demonstrate to the House and the country 
that thev are in earnest over this q nestion. As 
I was mying, the PrcmiPr stated that if this had 
bePn propo~( d aR an an1endment in connection 
with the Oallide Bill it would then have applied 
to all Bills of the same character, and he would 
lmve been disposed to accept it. That shows 
that the Premier himself is at least. favourably 
disposed towards tl:e acceptance of an amend
ment such ns this. I submit that if we appeal 
to the intellig.-nce of every hon. member oppo· 
site they will realise that that is the actual 
position-that we on this side really wish to 
demonstrate that we are in earnest over this 
amendment because we wish to get the evidence 
of experts ou the matter. vVe have got the 
evidence of ''ne expert-the Government Geolo
gi>;t. There are other experts, surely, in 
connection with the Government rlepartmente, 
or outside thEm, whose opinions we could 
get. Those people would not all be of the same 
way uf thinking, but from the friction of their 
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opinions we should have some chance of arriving 
at the truth, and making up our minds on the 
subject. Supposing thi,; cummittee get before 
them the persons interested in the construction 
of the line, and ask them, " Are you prepared 
to deposit with the Government the cost of the 
line, as esth.nateJ by an en,;ineer, bdore you get 
tbe concesswn you are asking for?" I contend 
that th>tt is a fa1r propo,ition to pCJt hefure the 
people who are agking this conce.~;,icm. I am 
satisfied that hon. gentlemen in dealing with 
>tny private matt"rs from their uwn point of 
view would ask questions tike thiH before 
entering into a contract. Even though they 
obj~cted that they were not prepared to go S<l 

far, W<' should know exactly ,., here we were. 
'rhey may be prepared to go considerably 
further than the deposit of a few thousand 
pounds, which is ell they are asked to do 
here. It is estinu1te<l the line willcust £150,000. 
They may be prepared to de!Josit 50 per 
ceut. of the estimated cost of construction. 
If so, there is a guarantee which <nery mewber 
of the House would be pn"p:.tred to acc''l't as 
something defioi e. But uu!t,ss we get these 
things out by examination it is impossible to say 
how far they are prepared to go. There is 
another aspect of this question t he~t I should like 
to point out, aud it seems tn me that it is 
worthy of consideracion. 'raking the Callide Bill 
>LS an example, quite a 'heaf of amendments
I do not know how many foolscap pages-have 
been printed in connecti<>n with th:tt measure ; 
and seeing that this Bill is practict~l!y on all 
fours with the Cal!ide Bill, there is every 
reason to believe that a large number of amend· 
ments will be submitted in connection with 
it. Now, if this Bill were remitted to a select 
committee, evidence hearing on the subject
matter of those amendments coulJ be 0htained 
fro1n the witnesses who were under exandna
tion. No doubt there would be numhers of 
people prep,,red to give evidenc0 in connec
tion with matters of t.his sort. }~very outside 
witness, for in•tance, will be satisfied that there 
should he something put into these Bills for the 
protectiou of the persons who may he employed 
in connr.c' inn \vith those corr1panies. 

The SPEAKI,;R: Order! 
Mr. TUltLl~Y: I am only giving an example 

of the work that may be done by a select com
mittee. \Vhile the Dill is under their considem
tion, they may prepare, for submission to the 
House, a number of recommendations that 
may cover to a very ·great extent the 
s:>me ground as the amendments that have 
already been printed and circulated. In 
that case what would he the result ? \Vould 
it not be a valuable saving of time to the 
Hou'e? vVuuld it not be better to have the 
matter considered and re!JOrted upon by a sn.>tll 
committee, than for the Hou;;e to havA to considPr 
and deb:tte such a number of amendments? \Ve 
know from experience that a small bodv of "eveu, 
eight, or ten persons can get through a"great deal 
more work in a short time than a J rge body. I 
have been in large conventions which consisted 
of ninety or lOO delegate", and their practice was 
to submit nearly every matter of import>wce to 
committees for the purpuse of saving time. 
Such conventione, having only a week, probably, 
in which to do their bu;ine~s, would never have 
got through all the matter" set down on the 
paper had they not followed that c<>urse. The 
referring of rnatters to ctnnrnittees saved tirne, 
and in nearly every instance the reports of the 
committees were adopted. And I submit that a 
grea<. deal of t.ime wonld ba saved by submitting 
this Bill to a seltct committee. A large number 
of members hcwe stated that they w~nt informa
tion on the subject. They want to know parti
cularly how this company stands financially ; 

whether they are prepared to go further in 
connection with a guar"nlee than 1s proposed in 
the Bill before the House; whether it is not wise 
that we should have the plans and specifications 
of the railway laid on the table of the House; 
and, in fact, everything that can be said in 
favour of or against the measure by persons who 
at·e disinterested and by per;;ons who are inte
resttd, and by experts and others who have 
been over the country, and know what are its 
mineml rewurces and wh<1t is its value from 
a pastoral point of view. All thoHe things 
we want to know. If this Bill is referred 
to a select committee, and that committee 
get" evidence showing that there will be sufficient 
traffic over the line to make it pay the same 
amount of intere.~;t and working expenses as 
Dta.te rd,il.ways are n~.Jw paying, what will be th.e 
r, sult? We have no knowledge th>tt such evJ
deuee c'\rmot he obtained by a select committee, 
hut it may jJOSPibly be procurable, and if we did 
get that infornmtiot; I am inclined to think that 
hon. members oppoeite would be disposed to ask 
the Government to withdraw the Bill and have 
!.he railw:.ty built by the State. That, at any rate, 
is a l"'s'ihility of a reference of the matter to a 
select committee. \Ye do not know what might 
Le ibe re,,ult of their inquiries. No one can say 
what their report wonld he until the <Juestion ha~ 
been referred to a committee. If an hon. mem
ber has a case which he takes into a court of law 
he does not know how he will come out until the 
judge gives his verdict. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: This Honse 
can gi v~ its verdict. 

Mr. TURLEY: This House c,n give its 
verdict ! Does a judge, or does one nmu, make 
up his mind on a case without getting any 
evidence? DoPs the h<>n. gentleman think that 
if be went into a court of bw, he would nimply 
have tn state his c.:.se and that he would get a 
verdict without giving evidence to but treEs it 
U]J, and without the person <'11 the other side 
offering evidence in support of his contention? 
The hou. gentleman knows perfectly well that if 
there is only a jury of twelve men the} require 
evidence before they make up their minds, and 
that all pos .ible evidence is submitted to them 
before they are asked to give their verdict. 
Tllis House ·yvill n1ake up its rnind as soon as 
it gets sufficient evidence on which to come 
to a conclnsion. But until we get that evidence 
how is it possible for hon. members to arrive 
at a reasonable conclusion? And what is wor,e 
than hasty legislation? There is nothing in 
the world that is wurse for a community than 
ha;ty legislation. Hon. members opposite have 
got up, time after time, and denounced members 
on this side her:wse they have tried to rush 
!t·gislation through the House. The hem. member 
for Mackay has oft..t1 argued that legislation pro
posed by HLeml1ers on this side was ill-con~ider~ed, 
and that, membt•rs on that "ide had not had time 
to digest the evidence ''n the subject in order to 
he able to give a V6rdict on it. I submit that we 
are in exactly the same position with reganl to 
t.his Bill as hon. members opposite have said they 
\verf? in w heu progressive legislation has been pro~ 
pnsed by thi• party. vVe are now simply taking a 
lesson from hon. mernbe" opposite. \Vhen we have 
introduced legislation which we believed was for 
the benefit of a large section of the community, 
they have often spoken at great length, and 
sometime,, I think, with considerable reason, 
asking that we "hould give them information. 
And we have always endeavoured to meet 
thern; in nearly every case we have snid, "Yes, 
if you will appoint a 8elect conanittee or a com
n1is:.-ion to inquire into the 1nerits of the case, we 
will submit evidence." And I contend that when 
hon. members opposite submit something which 
they believe is in the interests of the community, 
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but which we maintain is not in the interests of 
the community, simply beea.use we have no 
evidence to convince us to the contrary-and 
that is the only reason which would induce a 
sensible man to oppose a measure--they should 
give a reasonable opportunity to obtain the infor
mation required to enable members to come to an 
intelligent conclusion on the sul>ject. The Pre
mier distinctly said that, had this amendmPnt 
been proposed when the O<tllide Rail way Bill was 
before the Home, he would have been disposed 
to agree to it. \V ell, we are prepared to adopt 
ex<tctly the s<trne procedure with regard to that 
Bill and all the other l>rivate Hail way Bills. I 
submit thttt. hon. members on tl-.is side have 
1nadeouta good case. They have quoted nun1erous 
instances whtTe this House h 's done the same 
thine( before. 

l\Ir. BnoWNIC: It was done this scssiun in the 
case of the Brands (Stc>re C'>.ttle) Bill. 

Mr. TUHL}ljY : Yes, and hon. uLmbers have 
demonstrated that they :tre in earnest in support
ing the amendment. I contend that if hon. 
members oppo:;:.ite cnn nmke out any dP.cent case 
at all in favour of their proposal, their only 
course is to n,g-ree to the amendment, and let this 
Bill be referred to a select committee. Then 
those of them who have any information to give 
on the suhjed can give evidence, <tnd they can 
induce others to give evidence ; members on this 
side who know anything at all about that part of 
the country, and other persons who may be in
terested in this proposal and who can give infor
mation from thAir O\Vn experience, (lr frmn a 
know ledg-e of reports which have been sub
mitted by the Government Geologist and 
others during a nun:ber of years, wi1l alr-;o 
have an opportunity of gi,-ing their testimony. 
That being so, I submit that the be.<t thing that 

can be done is to reff'r this: que~tion, 
[7•30 p.m.] aud ttll other questions of a 'irnilar 

character, to a seJect cr1mn1ittee 
with the object not only of being convinced 
t.hemsel ves and convincing their own fol
lowers that it is necessary to build this railway, 
but also with the object of at least end,•avouring 
to prove to membr>rs on this side that it is in the 
interests of the community that they :;hould sub
mit measures mcb as this fur the consideration of 
members of Parliament. 

HoN. D. H. llALRYl\lPLE (JJfackay): 
\Vhatever the Premier is reported to have mid 
as to what might have been done, we ha.ve 
sufficient evidence of the OJ •inion he entertains 
>tt ]>resent hy the fact that he will not accept 
this amendment. Of course the hem. member 
who has just spoken put his case very plausibly 
in pointing out that we should fall in with what 
has been done previously in connect1nn with 
sonw other railw"y.s-of a different character, I 
venture to submit-and refer it to a select com
mittee. He told us that if the House had a 
report from a select committee in fa,·onr of the 
Bill in all prob~bility the House would adopt it. 
I do not know that the HmHH' would adopt it. 
The hon. member cited thA Mirani Railway, 
amongst others. The committee reported in 
favour of tl:at railway, and the Honoe was in 
favour of 1t, hut the hon. member's party 
thought fit to stonewall it, and prevent the 
House from coming to a decision. The hon. 
m em her s.tys that if this Bill was referred to a 
select committee, an<l the cowmittee brought up 
a f:wour,tble report, th<> House-and the Op]JOsi
tion-would then probably entcrt~in it favour
ably. 

Mr. Tmu,gy: That is reasonable. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE : \Vhat nonsense 

this is ! Those hon. m em hers could not accept it 
without being false to their forty-one planks, and 
they would then be cast out <ts apostates who had 
denied the faith. The hon. member tells us that 

they wonld accept it if the report was favour
able, and he has been <trguing against it on the 
ground that it i,, a priv,.te railway. 

J\lr. TURLEY : I never said :mything of the 
kind. I spoke on the Oallide Bill, not on the 
second reading of this Bill. 

HoN. D. H. DALHYMPLE: It does not 
m<ttter in the le~tst. Do not hon. members oppo
site hold that no private railway should be 
allowed to be built? 

Mr. TUHLICY: You should not misrepresent me. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: H:we they 

not libelled some of their mates and friends and 
accused them of bribery, because on one occ<tsiou 
they thought it was <tdvisable to construct a 
private railwtty? It is qnite evident th>tt all 
thi" demonstration, as the lwn. member c:tlls it, 
<tbont referring this t0 a select committee is 
merdy a mPans of ]JOStponing the time for 
arriving at a decision. In the first place allow 
me to mention, to show the hollowness of the 
wb•>le of the ]Jroceeding, th:>t under no eircnm· 
stances crm the hon. member vote for the Dill. 

Mr. TuRLICY : How do you know ? 
The PRE;;rmn: You said so. 
Mr. TunLEY: I did not speak on this Bill 

before. 
HoN. D. H. DALRY,\1PLE: If I cited 

anything from the spePehes of the hon. member 
during the present se~sion I should prob>thly be 
called to order; but is it not a matter of public 
notoriety that it is a part of the platform of the 
Labour party to oppose all private railways? 
And are they going to deuy their platform of the 
year 18!10? 

J\1r. TuRJ,llY: They are not seeking to deny it. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMl'LE: I should like 

hnn. members oppo>ite to show a little more 
frankness in this matter and admit that it is one 
of the articles of their belief that private rail
ways mu~t not be allowed, even if they have to 
be stonewalled in this Chamber. \Ve are told 
that if thb amendment is allnwed, in all proba
bility the committee may bring in a favourable 
report and the milw:.y will go throuf(h. 

.i'.1 r. 'TuRJ,EV: I said it was possible. 
HoN. Il. H. DALHYMPLE: I say that we 

shall have the same opposition under any 
eircurnstances. 

MEMBlms ou the Government side: Hear, 
hear! 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Hon. members 
crtnnot vote for tnis Bill unless they are false to 
their own platform, and I do not think for 
a moment that they would be bbe to"' platform 
to which I nnde"taud they have had to put their 
na1nes. Then, agnin, we are asked to refer these 
matters to the people, to treat them as though we 
were dealing with a new constitution. \Vbat 
does that mean? It is simply to gain time. "It 
is not convenient for ns to go and say point blank 
to a constituency such >tS that of Burketown or 
Xorth Rockhampton or Gladstone that we, the 
Labour party, who tell you how anxious we are 
to do our beet for the people we regard as a fond 
father looks upon his children; it is not con· 
venient to go to them and s<ty, 'Here is an 
opportunity by which we should be enormously 
benefited, the country would be opened up, our 
bw:;inesses would be better, con1munication for 
which we have pr:tye<l for many years would 
have been afforded, and altogether this district 
would be in a better sta.te, and the people pms· 
perons.'" 

Mr. TuHLEY: They would vote for the railway 
if they thought that. 

HoN. Il. H. DALRYMPLE : It would not be 
convenient for them if they then had to say, 
"\V e prevented you from getting this. \Ve did 
our hest to prevent you from getting it bec<tuse 
we have an inconvenient platform." I have no 
doubt that tho5e who did so would suffer at the 
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hands of their constituents. The friends of the 
Labour party in the Burkr; district-we are told 
by the hon. member for Carpentaria many of the 
prominent labnnr men there are pressing hitn to 
endeo.vour to get this railway. 

Mr. MAXI\'BI.L: Th>tt is not in the Burke 
district. 

Hos. D. H. DALRYMPLE: It is no mattc:r 
whether it is in that particular diBtrict or not. 
We will take the district of Gladstone. The 
hon. member who repr<'sento Glad•tone has said 
on sevFml occasions that his district is in fa,vour 
of ft particular railway. The L>J,buur party say, 
"One of our p1anks is that you must not ha.ve 
a private railway." There is no possibility of 
Glarlstone getting any (,tber. The hnn. ll!ember 
for Gladstont, knows that, ttnd the electors who 
n~turned hint know it; nnd thf:'refore they know 
that the Labour pttrt,y are their g-reatest enemies 
in that district. That happE·no to be so in the 
case of the Burketown Railway. Bnrketown was 
founded many years a'sO· It h,,d a very good 
chttnce of prosperit,y at one time, but affairs have 
turned out badly with it. They expect some pros
perity, h,>wever, if this railway can be constructed, 
and the mineral wealth lying dormant in their 
district be cleveloped. N<>w, hon, members oppo
site know that it is very inconvenient, for their 
friends in the North to discover tbat they are 
the stumbling blocks in tbe wtty nf progress by 
mettns of which thoee districts are kept s agnant, 
anrl they would a g-reat deal rather be able to 
say, " \V e did not want to prevent your rail way 
being- constructed. We are nut st"gnants. We 
always live a,nd prosper under the great name of 
'Prog-ress.' \Ve are the advance party. We 
wanted the railway rettlly; but it was not 
brought in in a regular fa~hion. As a rn!e, rail
ways are referred to select committees.'' 'l'lwy 
would not point out that thi-; was a different 
kind of r ,ilwtty, but woulcl talk of the 
conserv~ttism of parliament~try practice and '''Y 
that th<'y •.Yanterl information. They say-" We 
were thirsting- for information; it was not 
because we were opJ ,osed to the rail way
althon~,h in all probability we would not have 
been in favour of it, if it was referred to a select 
committ··e-bnt they would not allow us to refer 
it to a select cormnittee, and in order to defend 
the rig-hts and privileg-es of the House you must 
snffer.'' That is exactly, I irnagine, the r<~r~son 
that they would give for the dehy. This is 
undoubtedly the reason why the Premier opposed 
il, becanse he was afmid that a variety of 
pretexts would be started to prevent businees 
being done. l have recitPrl some of the reasons. 
There is the platform l,y which you are bound. 
There is your referendum which you brought in 
to juggle wit.h. Now something elsR is brought 
forwttrd, and thttt is, refer the Bill to a select com
'mittee, and in all human probability if it cttme 
back from the select committee, if there was " 
prob.tbility of it being ptts•ed by the House, the 
Labour party woulcl serve this particulttr railway 
as the Labour party served the 1\Iirani Railway 
-stonew"ll it. 'fha.t, they hold, is the nm't con
venient way of keeping several important elec
torates in this colony in a state of stagnation. It 
is the le~tst risky to the Labour party, and that I 
take it to be the true reason for bringing forward 
this amendment, ttnd not any desire to get any 
information. But what information can be got? 
Hon. members seem to forget that there i' a very 
great dis',iuction between this railway and either 
State railwttys or encb railways, as the Swan
b~tnk Railway. Thc re are HO clttshing interests 
in the district of Bnrket•Jwn. It i' not the 
Junction to a main line such as the State might 
possibly make. The Burketown di,trict has 
very little population at the present time. There 
are no claims to adjust. There is not the 
remotesc Cbf;nce, as there was of the State 

making- such a railway as that to Swanbttnk, or 
such a railway as that to the Burrnm. The State 
mig-ht have built thosB railways, but. there is not 
the remotest chance of the State rmtking- a railway 
under these circumstttnces. Now the only clitfi
culty in the "ay of this company making this 
railway is the land. There is no other difficulty. 
If any of these companies or any private itlflivi
dnal< could buy up tmcts of land for hundreds nf 
mile,, tben this House wonld have no right to 
intel'fnre at all with their laying a line of rails 
rlown, and if it were not for these tbing-e; in the 
United Kinvdom--

Mr. MuDONALD: I rise to a point of order. 
I ask your ruling, lYir. Spe,<ker, as to whether the 
hem. g-entleman has not alrettdy spoken on this 
qnf·stion. 

'l'h'' SP11~AKER: The hon. member is quite 
right. It escaped my notice that the hmJ. mem
ber for JYhclmy htts spoken, thoug-h I now find, 
on ref•Jrence to my note,., that he is one of those 
who spoke to the· ameuclwent when the question 
Wi1S bst before the House. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hettr ! 
An HoNOURABLE l\1E>mrm : \Vho is stone

walling now? 
. Th,, SPEAKER: Order ! 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: By permission 
-(Opposition laughter)-I would like to say that 
I was in ignorar,cP of that--

The SPEAKEll: Order! The hon. gentle
man has spoken. 

l\Ir. HIGGS (Fortitude Valley): I hope that 
to-rnorrow morning- we shall have a lecture from 
the J\finisterial organ, the Cou1·ie1', about hon. 
members wa,;ting the time of the House. 
(:VIinisterial members: Hear, hear!) Now, if a 
member on this side of the House lmd spoken 
twice on the amendment, I suppose we shou1d 
never hear the last of it. Now, I wish to say a 
word or two as to why this matter should be 
refe>Ted t,J a select cnrm;JittPe, Under ordinary 
circurnstttncces, the Bill would ha,·e been so com
mitted; but as it is proposed to do aw>ty with 
th:tt practice, I think it is only right that the 
peovle whose interests ru:<y be interfered with 
bv the cnnstrnction of this line should have " 
chn.tJce of stttioing their objection before a select 
committee. The other night we were told by 
the Home Secretary that there were certain laws 
alrl'ady in existence by which we might gain 
certttin emls; and as has been pointed out by 
the Cnrnmi"'ioner for Rttilways, under the Tram
waya Act, this cumpany cnuld, with the consent 
of the Government, construct this line. Clause 
(\of this Tramways Act reads-

1. ·when a conf.itrnetiug authority desire to undertake 
t 11C cnn~trnction of a trannvay, they shall apply to the 
:\linistcr for an 01 der-in-Conncil to con::;truct the same, 
and ~hall ea use tc. be prcpared-

(a) Plans, sections, specification, ancl book of ref~·r
mwe of the propost d tramw:~y; and 

(fJ) An eslimate of the cost of the same. 
~. A ceriifit d copy of sneh plans. seetiom:;, spceiflea.

tion, book of reference, anti estimate f'hall he deposited 
with the Jtinistcr, and in the omC'e of every C(,uncil or 
other local authority having jurisdiction ovel' the 
streets in which the tramway is proposed to be laid. 

ij. '\lrlwn the constructing' authority is a company 
they shall also deposit wjtil such plans--

(G) A certified cop_v of the memorandum and 
arLiclns of association; 

(d) A statement showing the name and place of 
residence of every shareholder, and the number 
of shares helll by him; 

(e) And a statement of the amount of capital paid 
up to date. 

4. The eompany shall also deposit in the Colonial 
Treasury a snm equal to one-twcntietl1 part of the 
estimated I'Of:t of 1he tl'nmway, whieh ~:mm shall he de
tained b\' the r.l'rt';;.tsurer as security for the dne com .. 
pletion of the same. 

5. A notice stating that such application, with plans, 
sections, specific~ttion, book of reference, and other 
documents (if any) have been deposited as aforesaid, 
and are at all reasonable times open to the inspection 
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of every ratepayer interested therein, shall, at the east 
of the eoustrueting authority, be pnblishml for one 
month at least-

(/) In some newspaper gcnm:ally eircu1atin£; in 
the district through which the tramway is in
tended to be laid ; 

(y) In the Ga:elte; and 
{h) In one of the Brisbane daily newspapers. 

6. A true copy of every newspaper containing snch 
notice, and a refL-rence to the dates and pages of the 
Ga::e/11:' contcdning the sa.me, shall be depo:;ited with 
the .J.linbter before he submits an ap _ lication to the 
Governor in Council. 

Clause 7 provides for petition ng<cinst the tram way 
by corpnrad•m or persons intc-reste<l. Then there 
is an opportunity given to any person to lodge a 
protest against the passage of this Bill. The 
Ministry seem a,nxions tn force the thing through 
the House with as little inform>ttion as po'sible. 
Even the route is not defined. Nn ono c:m say 
in this House what country this line will pass 
through. The schedule merely states approxi
mately. \Yell, "avpruximately " may mean 
anything-any indefinite limit that the Govern
ment may put upon the route. I think if this 
were referred to a select connnittee, a number 
of protests against thf: construction of this line 
would come in. Many rwople will have an 
opportunity of doing th·•t which they will not 
have if this Bill is rushed through the House. 
The bon. member for Carpentaria htts bid a good 
deal of stress upon the bet th:>t lYir. Cameron has 
rr1ade a report. 1\o\v, under ordinary circum
stances I think we ought to be willing to accept 
thA advice and inforrnation of Governn1ent 
officials; but Mr. Cam•Jron may have been uu
consciously biassed in f<wonr of this company, 
having seen th·1t the Governm:·nt were prer·ared 
to go beyond the opinion of the Commisoioncr 
for Railways. The Cummis ioner has told them 
the proper method thal; this com)•any should 
puraue to gl't their Bill through the House, and, 
having seen that the Government apparently 
were willing _to go beyond the Tramways \et, 
and were anxwus to get these concessions through 
for the company, is iG noG likely that Mr. 
C:tmeron waM unconscimiF:]y bi:"l:~-·H:·.d when he ga.ve 
that report? 'l'hat report in itself is not a very 
vahuLle one for the company. 1t merely 
states that there wiil have to be further 
development of the field l>efore it can be 
decided whether the min('S [tre likely to pay. 
A select commiGtce would be advantageous in 
this respect: It would ascert<>in whether there is 
any truth in the statements made by the peti
tioners, or whether the hon. rmm1ber for Cnrpen
t::trb is right in s>tying that the line would not 
I"'Y for greasing the wheels. I imrtf.(ine thr<t 
when a comp1ny is prepared to in,·est £140,000 
in constructing this line it me<>ns that the mines 
are likely to pay. This iR not only going to be a 
Inining line, but a paRtor£Ll and agricultnrnJ line 
as well, becauFe it is proposed to giv(~ the corn~ 
pttny power to conRtrnct branch lines up to 
twenty miles in length, and there is no limit to 
the number of such branch lines they may run 
from this line, which--ii ever cmmtructed
will be a trunk line. The hon. memb 'r for 
Carpentaria told us that mernlJers on this side 
would not vote fur the r:ti!way if it waa 
proposed to construct it with State money. 
Those who have followed the agitcttion in con
nection with these land-gr mt railways will 
have obsen-ed that the Government lmve 
endeaV<lllred to create a pulJHc ovininn that 
State money is unavailable ior this pur
pose. They first conspired t<> make our hst 
loan a failure, to lead people to believe that 
it is impossible for the State to g·et money; 
and then hon. me m ber,s opposite try to create the 
impres>ion that memhers on this side would not 
vote for the construction of the line with State 
money. They may succeed in convincing the public 

that it is impossible to raise a loan for this pur
pose, but we would be fah<'l to our ttust if we 
allowed their accusation that we would not vote 
for the construction of the line with State money 
to have any effect upon us. I am prepared, if 
this propooal goes before a select committee, and 
sufficient evidence is fnrthcoming that it is a line 
that will pay, to vote for its being constructed 
by the State. The hon. member has asked how 
is it possible to estimate the value of the conces
sions it is proposed to give to this company. How 
was the value of the concessions given to the 
Chillagoe Company estimated? How were those 
people :1ble to convince the public that they had 
concessions frorn this Governnwnt worth son1e
thing like £1,000,000? 'rhey were so successful 
in estimating the valne of the C<mces,ions that 
members of thi' House are said to have rrmde as 
much as £10,000 out of the Chi!bgoe concession. 

l\1r. DAWSON: Members of this House? 
1\ir. HIG<jS: Yes, members of this House. 

One gentleman is Hrtid to have ruade as rnuch a::; 
£10,000 out ,,f the Cbillagoe concessions. 

!Vlr. BOLES : Are you sorry you are not one of 
them? 

M r- BELL: A member of this Assembly? 
HoNOUHABJ,E IVfEMBEHS: Name, name! 
Mr. Hl!7GS: Oh, you all know his nc>me as 

well as I do. 
J\Ir. BnmGES: Then it mnst be Higgs. 
Mr. HlGGS: No. I make my money-well, 

never mind how I make my money, that is not a 
matter for the hon. member. Bnt I do not make 
my money out of concessions granted by the 
Government. It is evident to me that the gentle
men who are at the back of thi., ~·roposal-to con
struct a railway line under the title of this Bill 
-know full well the value of the concessions 
they are likely to get from the Government; 
otherwise they would not be prepared to put 
£140,000 into the construction of the line. 'l'he 
select committee would ascertain what is the 
value of the concessions which this Government 
is apparently willing to fore<e through this House, 
and the sdect committ"e might decide to recom
mend to the HouRe that it would be in the interests 
of the geneml pnblic not to grant the concession to 
the gentlerllen who know so well the run of the 
Government backstairs, but that it would be 
better to advertise the concessions tu the world 
and give them to the highest tenderer. 

Mr. LESINA : Sell them by public auction. 
Mr. HIGGS :Yes, sell them by public aucLion. 

\V e might lmnd them over to the firm repre,;ented 
by the Chief Secretary, an<i that gentleman 
might pos,;ibly get an imrnew· e amount of money 
for the general public by selling the conces•;ions. 
I am satisfied that he is so eloquent that he 
would make a much better b>trgain by that 
mear.s than by the means now proposed by the 
Government for parting with those conces~ions. 
The hc>ll. m ern her made a good deal out c>f our 
settled policy. Our settled policy is to endeavour 
to prevent tbe pa,;sage of bad legislation. Our 
settled policy is to endeo,vour to have the govern
ment administered in the best possible way, ltnd 
to prevent maladministration. 

'l'he SECUETAUY FOH RAILWAYS: That is your 
view of it, of course. 

IVIr. Hll>GS: That is onr view of our ]'Oliey, 
and we are be~ter judges of what is our policy 
than hem. members opposite. Possibly they may 
say the same thing of what we stty with reg<>rcl 
to theird. The lwn. mernbt.T who ,.,poke lat:ds 
' .ught to show that if we voted for th constrllc
tion of a private rail way we would be cast out as 
avostaLes who had denied the faith. But because 
we are willing to submit this railway proposal to 
a sd<oct CilmL itte , it does not follow that we nre 
going to vote for the construction of it as a 
private railway. \Ye •ay if you can produce 
evidence before a select committee to prove that 
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this will be a payable line, we are prepared to 
support a proposal to build it with Government 
money. If you refu;e to submit the matter to a 
select committee, then we do our duty in this 
House by pointing out how wrong it is to 
take the ~nurse proposed by the Government. 
Hon. gentlemen opposite must surely-as public 
men invested with the confidence of the pntllic, 
and as patriots who wish to do their duty to the 
country-see that it is their duty to try and 
protect those persons who have money to in vest 
>tnd who wish to invest it in sound businesses. 
lf they have no fear as to the success nf this line, 
why do they wish to do this thing in the <brk? 
\Vhy do they wish to establish a kind of rail way 
star chamber? The hnn. member for Mackay 
twits us with having ce·st ont as apo-tates men 
who denied the faith of the Lab•mr Opposition. 
Hon. members will rewember what the Minis
terial party have done, when any of their party 
has wished for one moment to question their 
politic"'! faith. I remember re·•ding a speech by 
the bon. member for Drayton and Toowoomba, 
Mr. Groom, when criticiaing the Queemland 
National Dank proposals. Having been twitted 
by the present Attorney-Genrwal with not 
having spoken' his mind, the hon. member, 
in effect, said that to have spoken his mind 
at that time would have meant ruin to him. 
For any man to have 'poken his mind at that 

time, a.nd to in any way disagree 
[8 p.m.] with the practice and methods of 

those who were ruling the country, 
would have meant that he woald have been 
depri vecl of his livelihood. That is the common 
belief round ab"ut the country now-th»t many 
men dare not question the political faith and 
practices of the hon. gentlemen opposite. Any 
man who a few years ago dared to get up and 
express a want of faith in the Ministerial Bank, 
in which hundred,; of thousands of public 
money--

Mr. ST~;wAm': Millions ! 
Mr. HIGGS: Yes, in which millions of public 

money had been placed, as it were, in a sink, 
would most probably have lost bis means of 
livelihood. 

l\1r. S'l'EWART: Of his life. 
Mr. HIGGS: Probably, if not deprived of his 

life, he would have been deprived of his living; 
so that, as far as the treatment of apostates goes, 
hon. members opposite are far more severe than 
our party. \Vith regotrd to the Mirani to Cattle 
Oreek Railway, that was opposed by this side 
because l·.be r•mte went right throngh the property 
of several legislator' in this Pnrliament, and the 
propos"'l fo enhance the value of their land was 
so barefacerl that the Government did not dare 
to go on with their proposal after these facts had 
been pointed ont. vVhen the main question 
~omes before the House, I m11y have a little 
more to say, but if the Government wish to get 
along with the business of the country, and do 
away with what hon. members opposite call "a 
waste of time," but which we consider only 
carrying- nut our righteous duty, they should 
refer this Bill to a belect committee so that the 
fullest information can be gained, and in order 
that those who wish to protest against the con
struction of this line may have an opportunity of 
giving their evidence and their opinions. 

Mr. STEW ART (RockhamptonNorth): I have 
very great p!eetsure indeed in supporting the 
amendment moved by the leaderofthe Opposition; 
and I am extrencely snrprised that the amenrlment 
has not been accet,ted by the hon. gentleman at 
the head of the Government. Now, what is our 
position in this Assembly ? I would like to ask 
hon. n;ernbers to seriously consider the position 
they stand in in this House. What are we here 
for? W bat is our business in this Chamber? Is 

1900-3B 

it not to look after the interests of the community? 
Are the interests of the people of Queensland not 
entrusted to our care? Are we not placed in the 
position of agent8 for the people of this c"lony? 
Is it not onr bounden duty to see that in every 
bargain, in every contract, and in every obligation 
enterecl into between any individual or number 
of individuals and the people of Queensland that 
the rights and interests of the people are 
conserved ? That to my mind is our hn"i
ness in this Chmnber, and that also a]'J>ears 
tu me to be onr duty. As far as I can see, hun. 
members on the other side do not care two 
straws--not a single rap-for the people. They 
are only concerned in getting a )~et of Ryndicators 
to fix their talons on the property of tlw people 
of (lueenslann. I am not in a hurry if hem. 
gentlemeu wbh to indulge in private conversa
tions-little quiet talks-in the corners of the 
Chamber. I can wait till they are ready. Our 
position is that we h:we to look after the 
interests of the people of the colony, and, as 
far as the party on this side of the House 
is concerned, we are determined to do so, no 
matter what insinuations may be thrown out 
by hon. members on the other side. Some 
hon. metnbers taunt us with \vasting tin1e. 
vVhy, I dare say that during the late war the 
Boers taunted Baden-Ptlwell with wasting time 
in his defPnce of Mafeking. I say we are in 
exactly the same position. vV e are holding the 
fort. \Ve are defending the community against 
the assaults of people who desire to introduce 
measure; which will be to the injury :md detri
ment of the people of the colony. And if we do 
not stand to our guns, and if we did not carry 
out the b9hests of the people, we would be 
traitors, and would be de 'erving of the severest 
punishment that could be inflicted upon us. Bun 
I don't believe there is a single traitor on this 
side of the House. "\Ve are determined to die 
in the breach if need be-to fight to the last 
against schemes which we consider will be 
ruinons to the country. \Vhy do hon. gentlemen 
opposite refuse to submit. this matter to a select 
committee? Certain indiriduals cmne along and 
ask for particular puwers. They say, "Here 
you have mines; we are dc>sirous of developing 
them; but we can't do t.hat without a railway. 
If you give us leases of these mint's and the 
power to construct a railway, "e will develop 
the mirws." But we want to know who you 
are; what you are; have you any capital ; and 
how much, or are you 1nere speculators--

An HoNOURABLJ<J :MEMBER: Adventurers. 
Mr. S'l.'E\VART: Ko, I will not say adven

turers. I will say speculators-tlmt reeks of 
the stock exchange--and it is p>trlimnentary, at 
any rate-speculators who only wish to raise the 
wind when they have failed in every other way. 
We want all that information. Why, in the old 
country, in the Parliament of Great Britain, 
when a rail way Bill is introduced, the share
holders, or those who propose to build the line, 
are compelled to disclose how much capital they 
have, the names of the shareholders, whether they 
propose to ask for more capital, also to "ay where 
the railway is to begin and end, and the plans of 
the entire route, and the specifications, have to be 
produced. All this infurmation is demanded 
from the people who desire to construct a rail
way. But here we ttre asked to act in the dark 
-go at it blindly-to open our months, shut our 
eyes, and swallow whatever the Government liked 
togiveus. Iwantmorelight. Tbatisourdemand. 
We desile more information with regard to this 
rail way, and we sincerely trmt that bon. gentlemen 
opposite will see the neces,ity of giving us that 
light. Now, as I wa" pointing out, we want to 
know who the shareholders are. We want to know 
who are "The Queensland Silver Lead Mines, 
Limited." Are they men of substance, or are 
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they men of straw? Have they got any capital, 
or have they not? Why are not these facts 
divulged to this Chamber? Why is everything 
attempted to be done in secret~ under cover? In 
the report of the Department of the Labour 
Bureau, the clerk of petty sessions in this district 
points out that the construction of a railway to 
these mines would cause a greater demand for 
labour in the district than there is at the present 
time, and he goes on to say~" The company 
has a Bill prepared to be submitted to Parlia
ment." That report was evidently written over 
six months ago. This agent of the Government 
knew what was going on, but the Parliament of 
the colony did not know anything about it. I 
doubt if the Secretary for Railways knew either. 
Probably the Premier did, as he appears 
to be the engineer-in-chief for the syndicator. 
In addition to the information I bave just 
hinted at, we want to know what is in those 
mines. '.V e want to know whether they will 
justify any syndicate in putting its money, if it 
has any, into them. We have no desire to see 
the foreign investor juggled out of his money. It 
is our desire that articles such as were written 
abnnt the colony of Queensland, and about the 
financiers of Queensland, in the Int•esto1'8' 
Review, some time ago, shall never again be 
written . in any British or other newspaper. 
What d1d they say about Queensland ? They 
said that the rulers of Queensland were a band of 
thieves--men who simply stole the money of the 
British investors--

The SPEAKE.R : Order, order ! 
Mr. STEW ART : I am not accu.sing anyone 

of theft, Mr. Speaker. I am simply repeating 
what appeared in an English newspaper. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. STEW ART: We do not want the like of 

that said now about the colony. We desire that 
the cnlony shall st"nd well with the :B~nglish 
inve5tors. "\Ve know perfectly well that we are 
not yet able to go alone, so far as borrowed 
money is concerned, and we want to keep our 
credit good, so that when we desire to borrow 
for works that are really needed, and which will 
be reproductive, we can go with the assurance of 
success to the people who have got the cash; 
and that is the reason why I say we should he 
extremely careful about allowing these men to 
invest their money. vVe know perfectly well the 
inflnence that flaming p1·ospectuses have. 

The SP B~AKER : Order ! The hon. member 
is now discus"ing the general question. The 
question before the House Is the amendment to 
refer the Bill to a select committee. 

Mr. STEvV ART : I was under the impression 
that I was discussing the amendment. The 
whole point of my contention is that we want 
more information. That is the only reason we 
can urge for referring the Bill to a select com
mittee, and I submit that I was perfectly in 
order in the line that I was pursuing. 

The SPEAKER : Order, order! 
Mr. STEW ART : Our objective is informa

tion ; and when I referred to the care we ought 
to take that the foreign investor should not be 
taken in, I was merely pointing out how neces
sary it was that we should get more information 
upon this point. This measure should not be 
permitted to pass through this House until 
we get more information. Does the hon. 
gentleman at the head of the Government 
imagine that we are a lot of children? Does the 
hon. gentleman think that he is going to brow
beat us into a.ccepting any measure he brings in, 
whether we like it or not~whether he gives us 
information, or whether he withholds it? Does 
he assume the role of a dictator? Has this 
colony relapsed into a state of barbarism, 
and is it now under the heel of a despot? Well, 
if that i~ the case, or if any attempt i~ made to 

do this sort of thing, it will be resented by every 
true citizen of the colony. I, for one, mean to 
resent this sort of thing; and, so far as I am con
cerned, th1s Bill will not pass its second reading 
until the hon. gentleman promises to give us 
more information. The procedure adopted by 
thP hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern
ment is in direct violation of the Constitution. I 
say he has outraged the Constituticn under 
whieh we live. 

Mr. LESINA: That is nothing; he is used to it. 
Mr. STBWAR'r: vVe have your ruling this 

afternoon, Mr. Speaker, that this is not a private 
Bill, that it has been properly introduced, and 
that it is a public Bill. "\Vel!, if it is a public 
Bill, why is it not treated as other public railway 
Bills are? Why are not the plans and specifica
tions of this railway laid on the table? Why is 
the CommitisionPr's report upon the line not laid 
on the table? Why are not the estimates of the 
cost of the line here ? vVhy all this secrecy? 
vVhy all this divergence from the common routine 
of dealing with such Bills? Will the hon. gentle
man give us the reasons for the procedure he 
has adopted in this case? There is only one 
reason that I can give for it, and that is, 
that there is something to co'nceal, and the 
hon. gentleman is desirous of concealing it. 
I say that this is no place for concealment. 
The business of this colony should be done 
in a fair and aboveboard manner. We have had 
too much concealment in the history of this 
colony. Why, this colony is in difficulties to
day because previous Ministers of the Crown 
have dealt in evasion and concealment, and, so 
far as the party on this side of the House are 
concerned, we wili not permit, if we are able to 
hinder it, this sort of thmg to go on. I again 
ask the hon. gentleman at the head of the 
Government, or his Secretary for Railways, to 
explain why the ordinary procedure has been 
departed from in the case of the present Brll? 
If it is a public Bill, why have we not got the 
documents that I referred to before us? 

Mr. LESINA: Ask the Secretary for Railways. 
Mr. 8TI~W ART : I might as well ask the man 

in the moon--if there is a man there; the 
answer would be jnst the same. The hon. 
gentleman does not know, and I do not think his 
le:1der knows, and I do not know if anybody 
knows. All hon. gentlemen opposite know is 
that they have got a majority, and that they can 
carry anything they please throng(! this Chamber. 

Mr. LESINA : Why? 
Mr. STEW ART: Why? The hon. member 

is surely not such a novice as not to know why. 
Mr. LESINA : I would like to know the reason. 
Mr. STEW ART: If the hon. member does 

not know the reason, then I invite him to ask 
some hon. gentleman opposite. They will be 
able, and perhaps w1lling, to enlighten him. I 
ttm not willing, however able I might possibly 
be. vVe are further told in the preamhle~and 
this is another very important reason why this 
Bill should be referred to a select committee~ 
that this rail way will open up large areas of pas
toral land. We want to know whether that 
pastoral land exists in reality, or whether these 
acres are merely creations of the imagination of 
the syndicate~whether they are merely stuffed 
in there for prospectus purposes, or whether 
they exist in reality, and are capable of carry
ing so many sheep to the square mile. If 
we had a select committee, we could get all that 
information. We do not know anything about 
it. We have no report from the Lands Depart
ment, or from any other department, or person. 
We eertainly do not know anything at all about 
the subject, and, being in that unfortunate posi
tion, we are asked to legislate upon the matter. 
What a ridiculous position to pun the chosen 
representatives of the people in ! We are sup. 
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posed to know all about everything. We are 
supposed to have the very fullest information 
upon every subject tho,t is brought before the 
House. The confiding public outside believe 
that we have that information. They think that 
we know all about it, but we do not· and the 
hon. gentleman oppo~ite, wh,, eithe; has the 
information and refuses to give it, or has not got 
it and refuses to get it, sits still in his seat and 
makes no sign. Well, I say our cry is still 
for more information and more lh>:ht, and I 
trust the Premier-notwithstanding hio majority 
-will agree to the very reasonable proposal 
of the leader of the Opposition. If he does not 
agree then we can come to no other conclusion 
t~an that he does not want to give any informa· 
twn-that he is si m ply going to force this 
me~sur~ through the House by brute force; that 
he 1s gomg to compel us to accept it, whether we 
know anything about it or not. \Vel!, it may be 
all very well for the hon. gentleman to take up 
that position, and perhaps he will be able to 
carry it through, but that will not make his action 
any more right. I say that any business in con
nection with this culony, or in connection with 
any community whatever, that will not bear to 
have the utmost light shed upon it, cannot be a 
business of an upright character. I say that 
fearlessly, and I challenge hon, "entlemen 
opposite to contradict it. If they ha;e nothing 
to conceal, why refuse the select committee? 
Hon. gentlemen wili say, "Oh, it will take up 
time; this amendment is simply brought forward 
for the purpose of obstructing the Bill, and 
for delaying the syndicate from getting into 
operation." The junior member for Maclmy has 
said this evening that this amendment was 
merely brought in for obstructive purposes, 
\Veil, if the hon, gentleman holds that opinion I 
believe he would hold the same opinion if we 
objected when it was proposed to dispense with 
the second and third readings of the Bill. I say 
it is quite a legitimate motion to move that the 
Bill b~ refe,rred to a select committee. It is a 
gl'eat deal more than legitimate. It is absolutely 
necessary in the interests of the country, ani I 
say we w<mld not be dning our duty towards the 
people who sent ns here if we did not ask for all 
the information which it is possible to obtain on 
the subject, \Ve find also that these gentlemen 
propose, in addition to going in for 1nining, to 
erect stores, warehouses, labourers' d. wellings, 
freezing, smelting, cro.mhing, and other works, and 
to build wharves, and provide wharfage accommo
dation. \Vel!, I want to know where it is 
proposed to erect these wharves, and wh8re the 
freezing works are to be, and all about the 
labourers' dwellings, and all about the ware
houses, and the stores-and all the rest of it. 
vVe want, in the interests of the country whose 
representatives we are, to get all the information 
it is possible to obtain on those points, and for 
that purpose we ask the hon, gentleman at the 
head of the Government to refer the Bill to a 
select committee, The hrm, gentleman has said 
that he will not do so, He refuses to give us the 
information, but he has not alleged any particular 
reason, so far as I am aware. 'fhat hon. gentle
man is usually very chary about giving informa
tion about anything. He has obtainer! a reputa
tion for wisdom by ze,Jously keeping his mouth 
shut upon most occasions. I think it extremely 
rlesirable, if the hon, gentleman will not accept 
the amendment, that he should tell the House 
and the country why he will not do so. Is he 
afraid that a select committee might discover that 
it would pay the Sta'e to build this railway? I she 
afraid that if that were the case the syndic;,t,ors 
would be burked of their prey? It appears to me 
that that is the position which the hon, gentleman 
takes up, He Js not the agent of the colony of 
Queensland, but the agent of syndicators, and I 

say that is a position which no Premier of any 
colony should hold. A mltn cannot serve God 
and Mammon at the same time. He cannot at 
once be the servant of the community and the 
servant of exploiters of the community. I would 
like the hon. gentleman to remember that, and 
perhaps he has not heard the last of it. It is 
just as well to be frank, and say what we think, 
and let the country know why we take up the 
stand we do, The ex-Minister for Public In 
strnction twitted us about the forty-one pla,nks in 
onr platform, and abont the State ownership and 
construction of rail ways being one of those 
planks. I observe that when hon. gentlemen 
opposite are in need of a platform they sneak 
over to this side of the Chamber, grab one of our 
planks, and rush back with it to the Treasury 
benches as fast as they can. 

The SPEAKBI~: Order! 
Mr. STEW AUT : If hon. gentlemen go on at 

the rate they have been going we will not have 
a plank left. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
l\fr. S'fEWAHT: We find further in the Bill 

that it i,; proposed to give this syndicate power 
to construct branch railways here, there, and 
everywhere. The only restriction imposed upon 
them is that no single branch shall exceed 
twenty miles in length. Well, now, surely if 
this syndicate asks for power to construct branch 
lines, it should have some idea where they are 
going to construct them ; and we want to know 
sumething about them as well as the syndicate. 
It will not do for the syndicate to have all the 
knowledge, and for us to have none. It is 
usually considered a fair thing, when two per
sons enter into a bargain, that one person should 
have as much knowledge of the subject matter 
of the contract as the other. That is all we claim 
now. \Ve waut to be put on a level with the 
syndicate ; and in the interests of the country the 
hon, gPntl•man at the head of the Government 
ought to put us on the same level as the syndicate 
so far as the terms of this bargain are concerned. 
The syndicate evidently know where they are 

going to build the rail way, what it 
[8'30 p,m,J will cost, where it will end, where 

the branch railways are to be built, 
where the freezing works and the wharYes are to 
be erected, and all the rest of it. They also 
know, I suppose, how much capital they have 
got, or how much they expect to float their com
pany for in tbe London market. We, being the 
other parties to this ]Jroposed contract, all we 
desire is to be placed on an equal footing with 
the syndicate, \Ve want to know just as much 
as the syndicate knows, and that is the reason 
why this »mendment has been moved by the 
leader of the Opposition, I do not suppose it is 
any use appealing to the Premier to do jnstice 
in this matter. Having adopted the policy of 
concealment that he has apparently adoptei in 
connection with these syndicate railways, I 
snppose he will pursue that policy to the bitter 
end. He has stated publicly--not in this House 
but elsewhere-that these ptivate railways he is 
determined to push through at all hazards. 

Mr. REm: \Vhere did he state that ? 
Mr. STE\V AR'f: J read it in a newspaper, 

It was at a shivoo. The hon, gentleman always 
seems to disclose his mind over the wine and the 
walnut~. This was on board a GPrman steamer. 
The hon. gentleman apparently went into foreign 
territory to disclose his policy, to tell the people 
of the colony exactly what he meant to do. He 
was afraid to do it under the British flag. He 
had to go under the Gc.rman flag, I only wish 
the hon, gentleman would betake himself to 
Germany, and become a subject of King Wil
liam, I do not know whether he would be much 
good to William, but I am certain of this ; that 



772 Albert River, Et('., [ASSEMBLY.] Tramwa.1J Bitl. 

Queensland would be very well rid of him. I 
do not know that I can say very much more on this 
subject. I think I have Ha id ag much in support of 
the amendment as I can. But I will not sit down 
without making one more appeal to the hon. 
gentleman at the head of the Government. I 
ask him to comider nothing that I may suggest, 
but only for the nke of the people of Queensland. 
There arA two parties interested in this matter
the people of (lueenshmd upon one side and the 
syndicate upon the other. The "yndlCate have 
all the information, and t.he representatives of 
the people of Queensland have not any. We 
want some of the information. I would just like 
to hint to the hon. gentleman that if he does not 
give the information, so far as I am concerned 
at all events, every device, every form of the 
House, will be exhausted in blocking the passage 
of this or any other Bill of a like character. I 
consider he is outraging the Constitution by 
adopting this method of procedure. I think 
he is acting in direct violation of the 
principles of representative government. He is 
withholding information that should be laid on 
the table of the House. He is asking the repre
sentatives of the people to act in the dark. He 
is endeavouring to blindfold us. He is inviting 
us to go into some dark chamber while he carries 
out his evil designs against the community. I 
hope we shall not act the part of the fly in the old 
fable about the spider-" Will you walk into my 
parlour?" We are not going to walk into the 
hon. gentleman's parlour, but we are going to 
knock down his front door if we possibly can. 
Perhaps we may not be able, but we will have a 
very good try, at any rate, unless the hon. 
gentleman climbs down from his high altitude 
and consents tc give us informati<m that we 
consider essential before this measure is read a 
second time. 

Mr. GIVENS (Cai1·ns) : While I do not desire 
to offer any factions opposition to the Bill, I 
should like to say a few words upon the amend
ment moved by the leader of the Opposition. In 
the first place I would like to point out that if 
the directors of a company decided to sell a 
portion of the property of that company, the 
shareholders would insist upon knowing what 
portion of their property the directors proposed 
to sell, and also what was the value of it. The 
present JYlini,try, in this case, occupy exactly 
the same position towards the country that the 
directors do towards a company. They are, for 
the time being, the directors of the property of 
the citizens of (lueensland ; and it should be 
their bounden duty, and their pleasure, to give 
to the citizens of Queensland, who own that 
property, the fullest information about any 
property they wish to dispose of to any 
syndicate. That is one of the reasons why 
I think it is e;;sential that this amendment 
should he acceded to by the Government. But 
I think the Premier, if he is really sincere and 
earnest in his desire to get on with public 
business, would have acceded to it gracefully 
long ago. The Minister without portfolio, Mr. 
Dalrymple, said a little while ago that the 
object of this amendment was simply to block 
business. I might point out that if the amend· 
ment is accepted it would greatly facilitate the 
passage of public business. While the select 
committee were engaged in collecting informa
tion on the matter and considering what recom
mendations they should make to the House, the 
House could be going on with other public 
business which io very necessary, and which the 
country has been clamouring for for years. 
Therefore, instead of being in any way obstruc
tive, or a waste of time, if the amendment were 
acceded to it would enable us to get on with the 
affairs of the country, which are of much more 
pres&ing import;;uce than this l3ill is, There is 

another reason why the amendment should be 
acceded to. It has been contended that the 
porti<>n of the colony in which it is proposed to 
give this conces,ion to the syndicate is in a very 
remote place. That is an indisputable statement 
of a fact which I, at any rate, do not propose to 
dispute. But the very fact that it is remote, the 
very fact that there are not many people in 
(lueensland who are at all acquainted .with its 
resources or the nature of the concession proposed 
to be handed over, should make it all the more 
neces8ary that a select committee should be 
appointed in order that we may have the fullest 
available information as to the value of the con
cession, as to the need for the rail way, as to the 
quality and quantity of the land, and all other 
matters in connection with it. .Again, I think 
before we give this concession to any syndicate, it 
is absolutely necessary we should know who 
those people are. The hon. member for Bulloo 
was asked during the caurse of the evening 
by the hon. member, Mr. Turley, if he, in the 
conduct of his private business, would be willing 
to ,treat for the disposal of property or f(ive a 
concession to an individual when he did not 
know that individual; and the hon. member 
for Bulloo said all he would require was the 
cash down. Did those gentlemen offer to give 
Queensland cash down to build a railw~<y, I 
am certain the people of (lueensland would be 
willing to build the railway for them. Those 
people try to make the House believe that they 
do not desire to get this concecsion to build a 
railway for speculative purposes; that their only 
desire to build a mil way is in order that they 
may be enabled to develop their mines. Let us 
accept the same conditions from those people that 
the hon. member for Bnlloo tells us he would 
accept from his clients; let them plank down 
their money, and the people of Queensland will 
build the railway for them without demur. But 
until we know who those individuals are with 
whom we are dealing, we might very reasonably 
suppose they might be certain individuals in this 
House. They might be the Premier, or the 
Secretary for Hail ways, or perhaps the hon. mem
ber for Bulloo. 

The PREMIER: I have not a farthing of interest 
in it. 

Mr. LEAHY: Nor have I. 
Mr. G IVI<~NS: I am not saying any member of 

this House has an interest in it, only that we have 
no proof to thecontraryuntil wpfind out who those 
people really are. Although the Premier, the 
Secretary for llailways, and the hon. member 
for Bulloo may not have a single share in this 
comp~<ny, yet there may be a dozen members of 
this House who have shares in it, and who are 
interested in the passage of this measure. In 
that case we W<Juld have the pitiable spectacle of 
members of this House voting concessions to 
themselves, and people outside, knowing that 
such things have indisputably happened in the 
past, may fear that the same thing is happening 
at the present time, until it is proved to the 
contrary. 

Mr. LEAHY: Do you say that they have been 
done in this House? 

Mr. GIVENS: I have spoken plainly enough, 
and I am not going to repeat what I said. I 
think that in the interest of the Ministry, in the 
interest of this House, for the purity of parlia
mentary government, and for the dignity of 
hon. members, the Premier might gracefully 
accede to this amendment and let us have a 
select committee, so that we may be able to get 
all the information available regarding the con
struction of this railway. The Secretary for 
Railways, in moving the second reading of this 
Bill, stated that there are valuable resources in 
that portiofi of the country which can only be 
developed by this milway. That is a bare 
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•tatement made by the hon. gentleman. vVe 
want to know what is the value of those mines, 
whether it is desirable that a railway should 
be built there, and whether, in passing this 
measure, we shall be acceding to a legitimate 
request on the part of the gentlemen who 
sfty they wish to build the railway to develop 
their properties; or whether on the· contrary we 
shall be offering facilities for a huge gambling 
transaction by which people in the other colonies 
and in the old country may be taken down by 
sharks. It is quite legitimate for hon. members 
to ask for that information. Indeed, I contend 
that before this measure becomes law, before it 
is proceeded with any further in this House, it is 
absolutely essential, in the interest of the Go· 
vernment and in the interest of the country, 
that we should have all the information avail
able on the subject. There are one or two other 
points in connection with this Bill which make 
it absolutely necessary that we should refer it to 
a select committee. It is proposed to hand over 
on lease for fifty years, without labour conditions, 
1,000 acres of certain mineral lands which may or 
may not be valuable. I think it is very desirable 
that we should know the approximate or pros
pective value of those leaseR at the present time. 
We may be handing over a second Mount l\1or
gan, which would certainly be too dear a price 
to pay for building this railway. But not only 
are we handing over the lease of 1,000 acres of 
mineral lands at the present time ; we are also 
going to give the company by this Bill a pre
emptive right to select another 1,000 acres any
where they like along the line nJterwards. 
vVould it not then be desirable to have a report 
from the Government Geologist as to the pro~
pective value of the lands along the route of the 
rail way? If they should be found to be good 
mineral lands there is nothing in this Bill to pre
vent the company from taking them up, or even 
from taking up good agricultural land. In fact it 
is expressly provided that they may take t1p good 
agricultural land. \Ve have no information 
before us as to whether there is a large quantity 
of mineral land in that district. Then, again, 
they may take up land for several purposes. As 
was r,ointed out by the hon. member for North 
Rockhampton, they may take up land for wharves 
and for several other things, It has been con
tended over and over again in this House that it 
is not desirable to give the foreshore to any 
person whatever, and there is no member in this 
House who has argued that more strongly than 
tha hon. member for Bulloo, and yet he is now 
assisting the Government to pass this measure 
which give" the company the privilege of taking 
up land for wharfage purposes. 

M.r. LEAHY : That is a matter of detr.il; we 
can fix that up in committee. 

M.r. GIVENS: I am not willing to trust the 
hon. member in committee any more than I am 
to trust him in the House. He would do exactly 
what he thought proper in committee in regard 
to this and any other matter. I want some 
aesurance that hon. members opposite will not 
go back on the principle they have enunciated in 
this House time after time simply when it suited 
themselves to do so. This Bill gives the com
pany power to erect w harve.s, and hon. m ern hers 
opposite have argued strongly, and I believe 
rightly, against the giving of such a concession 
to a private company. This might be a very 
valuable concession, and it is absolutely essential 
that we should know something of its prospective 
value. 

Mr. LEAHY : I do not think it gives the fore
shore away, does it? 

M.r. GIVENS : I do not think the hon. mem
ber has ever seen a wharf on the top of a moun
tain or anywhere but on the foreshore. 

Mr. LEAHY: Yes, I have seen places where the 
coast was perpendicular. 

M.r, GIVENS: It does not matter whether 
the shore is perpendicular or not; it is the fore
shore. 

M.r. LEAHY: No. 
M.r. GIVENS : I think the hon. member will 

find that it is so if he looks the matter up. That 
is one thing about which we want a little more 
infcrrrnation-the place where it is proposed to 
erect these wharves. Then, let the hon. mem
ber assist us to get a "elect committee to acquire 
that inform a tinn ; and he can give that evidence 
before the committee. 

M.r. LEAHY : Let ns go to a vote on the ques· 
tion ; it is nnnecessary to argue that. 

Mr. GIVEJ'\S: It is necessary to argue the 
matter from evE·ry point of view, >tnd to repeat 
our arguments over and over again, because hon. 
members O]J[J<Jsite are either so stupid or so 
obstinate that it takes a great deal to convince 
them. According to this Bill the company 
can not only lease mineral lands, but they can 
take up under a lease for fifty years land under 
any law fur the leasing of Cwwn lands, so that 
they may take up pastoral land or agricultural 
land. 'l'hat being so, it is desirable that this 
House should have information as to the quality 
of the agricultural land and the pa3toral land 
which the company may take up. We may be 
paying too dear for the privilege we are giving 
this syndicate. I submit that in order that we may 
acquire a fairly accurate knowledge of the value 
of the concession which we are giving them it is 
absolutely essential to have a select committee to 
take evidence on the subject, to collect and collate 
the facts, and to draw fairly accurate conclusions 
from those facts. If it required any arguments 
at all to convince us that a select committee is 
necessary, I think those arguments were supplied 
tons in snper.cbundance by hon. members oppo
site last year, when the Government staked their 
existence upon the passing of a measure provid
ing that all mil way proposals should be submitted 
to a parliamentary committee. 

Mr. LEAHY: Did you vote against that? 
Mr. GlVENS: I did vote against that last 

year, because it was proposed to ;tproint a _Paid 
committee. vVhat we propose B an entirely 
different thing. vVe propose a non-paid com
mittee, which would not have a tendency 
to debauch hon. members, and all that we 
ask is that this one particular railway Bill 
should be referred to a select committee. 
When Government railways are placed before 
this House, the plans, sections, and books of 
reference of those rail ways are placed on the table 
for the information of hon. members, but there is 
no such information in connect.ion with this Bill. 
If we look up the House of Commons practice, 
we find that railways involving millions instead 
of thousands are always submitted to the scrutiny 
of a select committee; and I contend that what 
is good practice for the House of Commons is 
good practice for us also in these matters. How 
do we know that the line will be built hy this 
company on proper conditions so as to safeguard 
the interests of the public? The only way we 
can get any information with regard to this 
mythical company, which we don't know-we 
don't even know whether it exists at all--

i'IIr. FISHER : They say there are some names 
that are not given. 

M.r. GIVE~S: If they know them and do 
not give them that shows that they have some
thing to conceaL We have no safeguard t~at 
this mythical company will ever build the hue 
under proper conditionR, or conduct it under 
proper conditions after it is built, unless we have 
a select committee to inquire into the bona.fides 
of the men asking for the concession. I remem
ber that in the case of another railway proposal 
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which came before the House the Government 
stated that the persons asking for the concession 
were in possession of all the necessary capital to 
build the line, and did not want the concession 
for speculative purposes; but those statements 
have since been amply disproved, because it 
was found when they got the concession that 
they did not have the money-or if they had 
the money they were not prepared to risk it 
-and they borrowed the money at a ruinous 
rate of interest to build the line. In this case 
we want to know whether the people asking 
for this concession are prepared to plank down 
the money to build the railway, or whether 
they are merely asking for a concession in order 
that they may take down the investors of this 
and other countries of the world. vV e were told 
by the hon. member for Bulloo the other evening, 
and by the hon. member for Mackay, Mr. 
Dalrymple, this evening, that hon. members on 
this side cannot help themselves, but must con
scientiously vote against the proposal under any 
circumstances. 

Mr. LEAHY: Not "conscientiously." 
Mr. G I VENS : I was told that by one of the 

most prominent members on the other side, and 
I don't mind giving his name. It was the hon. 
member for Mackay, Mr. Dalrymple. That 
hon. gentleman said that if we had any conscience 
at all we are bound to vote against it. 

1\!Ir. LEAHY: If you have any corscience. 
·Mr. GIVENS: The hon. gentleman seems to 

insinuate that we have not. I should certainly 
want a microscope to look for the conscience of 
hon. members opposite, and if I had any hope 
of catching it I should arm myself with a search 
warrant before I could hope to get it. There 
are private lines which might be favourecl by the 
Labour party and passed without demur. There 
are branch lines in connection with companies 
on Charters Towers which, I believe, would 
obtain the support of hon. members on this side 
of the House. The plank of the Labour plat
form is State ownership of railways, and nobody 
is better aware of that than the hon. member 
for Bulloo. There is nothing in the Labour 
platform to prevent :1n individual from build
ing a tramway for his own purposes, but if 
he proposes to build a railway for the ex
ploitation of r!uge tracts of mineral country, 
n.ot only for h1s own u;e, but for the exploita
tiOn of everybody else who may take up land 
in the vicinity, we most decidedly object. 
Again, though the party might be conscien
tiously opposed to the passage of any private 
railway Bill, as a matter of principle, neverthe
less, if it goes to a select committee, such a case 
may be made out in favour of a particular pri
yate line ~hat, thoue-h they might vote against 
rt, they m1ght not be prep:ued to oppose it with 
the same strenuous opposition which they would 
perhaps offer to oLher lines. 

Mr. LEAHY: Yon mean to say they woulcl 
compromise their principl8s. " 

Mr. GIVENS: Tht>re is no compromising 
principles in the matter. I have been opposed 
to some propositions brought forward in this 
Chamber. I have contented myself with speak
ing once on the subject, bec•use I found there 
":as very little hope, or perhaps not so much 
difference of opinion as to reqnire my speaking 
often er, and perhaps other members have thought 
the same, and the Bills or motions have pa~sed 
this Chamber without a great deal of trouble. 
It might be the very same way in this case. It 
might be that if a select committee took this 
matter ~n ha_nd, and brought up a strong recom
me':datwn m favour of the Bill, that would 
ohvrate to a very great extent the strenuous 
opposition that would be <rffered to it on this 
side; and I think from the point of view of hon. 
members opposite that would be a very great 

deal gained for them. The hon. member for Bris
bane South spoke of referring even Government 
measures to the scrutiny of a select committee, 
and I think it is a very good practice. Instead 
of having the whole House debating the matter 
in committee, and occupying a very long time, 
would it not be better to have five or seven 
members debate the matter in the privacy of a 
committee room, where they can consult authori
ties and make it their special business to ac
quaint themselves with the facts relating to the 
proposal and the details of the Bill? vVould not 
that greatly facilitate the pass~ge of business 
through the House, and the passing of this par
ticular Bill itself? The hon. member for Bullo.:J 
said the reason this Bill was brought in as a 
Government measure was that a Government 
measure was the result of mature consideration, 
whemas private measures are introduced with
out sufficient study. That does not always hold 
good. We know that time after time the 
Government have introduced measures tha.t have 
been submitted to the closest scrutiny of 
the committees, and have been discussed a long 
time by hon. members, and yet grave errms 
have been retained in those measures, and amend
ing Bills have been brought in soon afterwards. 
There have been cases of that kind without 

number, and yet hon. members 
[9 p.m.] opposite say that we have all the 

information available with regard to 
this Bill that it is possible to get; that we can
not get any more information ; and therefore we 
should proceed to place it on the statute-book 
almost without further considemtion. Now, we 
know that the experience of this House in the 
past is in direct contradiction to that statement ; 
and we cannot be too careful about the passage 
of this Bill, which will involve so grave and such 
large interests. And that is an im portantreason 
why it should be subjected to the scrutiny of a 
select committee. Notwithstanding that we 
have the Railway Commissioner's recommenda
tion for this Bill, I think it would be very wise 
to subject the Hail way Commissioner to the cross
examination of a select committee, in order to find 
out the value of his recommendation. I remem
ber the last thing he recommended-and not only 
recommended, but carried out as far as he was 
able to carry it out by the acts of the Railway 
Department-and that was the illegal contract to 
lease the Barron IPalls to a pril·ate syndicate. 
That is a matter of common knowledge of every 
member of this House, and I think it would be 
advisable to have the Commissioner for Railways 
subjected to the pressure of a select committee, 
in order to find out what the value of his recom
rr,endation is in this case. :Everyone knows that 
the Commissioner for Rail ways io not infallible. 
I do not suppose that he cbims that he is him
self. Is it not desirable that we should know 
what his motiveii are for recommending this
his reasons for recommending it, what he expects 
the Government to gain by it, .and what he 
expects the Railway Department to gain by 
it? \Ve may find out that it was entirely 
different considerations which animated the Com
missioner for Railways in recommending this, 
and I think that the colony and the House 
are entitled to find out what were his true 
motives, before they give absolute credence to 
his recommendations, unsupported, as they are, 
by evidence. Now it was also pointed out by 
the hon. member for North Roc'khampton that 
this company will not only have the right to 
build railways, but to take up huge areas of the 
best and richest mineral land in the colony fnr 
aught we know to the contrary, subject to differ
ent conditions to those under which ordinary 
goldminers have to work. They have also the 
right to build warehouses, workmen's dwellings, 
freezing works, smelting and crushing works, 
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and several other works. Why they may mono
polise a whole township, and say that they 
require it for workmen's dwellings, and farm 
it out. afterwards at enormous rents. 'fhey may 
constitute themselves l::tnd jobbers. I contend 
that it is only a fair thing that we should have 
a select committee to inquire fully into the 
matter and see exactly what the company pro
pose to do before we grant them these conces
sions. \Ve know. as a matter of fact, that 
some of the most vAluable buildings on the 
goldfields are placed on tenements of which 
they have only a bare tenure; and yet it 
is proposed to give this company a tenure of 
fifty years, eo that they may use it for land
jobbing purposes afterwards. I would like the 
Government to give evidence before the select 
committee as to the reasons that induced them 
to offer this syndicate of unlm'lwn persons, 
who may be the veriest stock exchange gamblers 
in the world, for all we know to the contrary, 
to offer these magnificent concessions to these 
people, while the honest working miner of 
Queensland can only get a mining tenement 
from year to year, and be has to fulfil labour 
conditions upon it, while these people are to 
get land for fifty years on any residential area, 
without any labour conditinns at all. I would 
like to know from the hon. mPmber at the head 
of the Government, who iR also the head of the 
Mines Department, and knows the working- of 
the Mines Department very well-I would like 
to ask him, what is the re~son which has 
induced the Government to offer these magni
ficent concessions to unknown persons, while 
the miner of the colony, who has borne the 
burden and heat of the day in the development 
of its mineral resources--

The SPI~AKER: Order, order! 
Mr. G I YENS : I would like to know from the 

hon. gentleman why he offers such magnificent 
concessions to these unknown persons, while he 
is not prepared to offer anything of the kind to 
the ordinary working miners of the colony, who 
have done so mnch to develop its resources? 

The SPEAKER : Order, ordRr ! 
Mr. GIVENS: Now, there is another matter 

which I wish to point out, and it is very grave 
and important in connection with this Bill, and 
in order that this House may be able to grasp 
the vast importance it is to the Bill, I would 
like to ~oin~ out the large quantity of pastoral 
land whwh 1s proposed to be appropriated. Now, 
a select committee, if it were appointed, might 
very reasonably inquire as to whether this pro
posed railway from Burketown to Lawn Hill 
may not form a portion of a main. transcon · 
tinental railway by and by; and if so, it is 
going to develop such a h~rge quantity of pas
toral and mineral and other areas-perhaps it 
may be the most valuable portion of the Gulf 
country-and it may be most essential for the 
transcontinental railway to be fully considered. 
That would be very desirable to know, and 
at present we have no means of finding it out 
whatever. There are, perhaps, only one or two 
members in the House who have ever been in 
the vicinity of the line at all, and there are 
very few men who know anything at all about 
the country who are at present available to 
inform hon. members on either side of this 
House at the present time ; and the only way in 
which we can get that information is to have a 
select committee, which will have power to send 
for persons and papers and examine them, and 
find out all the information that is to be 
obtained on the subject. Now, if this is going to 
be a portion of a transcontinental rail way line, 
I would like to know why a private syndicccte 
is to be allowed to forestall the Federal Parlia
ment? If there is any intention to build a 
transcontinental line, this House has a right to 

know it. It has a right to know what will be the 
probable route of the transcontinental railway, 
and the only way in which we can find out 
that, is to appoint a select committee and get all 
theavailable information there is upon the subject. 
That is another reason wbv a select committee 
should be appointed. I do no propose to occupy 
the House to any further length upon thi' matter. 
Probably at a later stage of the Bill I shall have 
a considerable amount more to say about it, but 
at the present time I shall only emphasise again 
one or two of the points that have been made 
about the appointment of a select committee to 
inquire into this matter. Speaking generally, 
the chief argument in fa your o£ the appointment 
of a select C<Jmmittee is that we require more 
information-we want more light. \Ve should 
not be asked to make a leap 'in the dark, nor 
should we be asked to do anything which after
wards we may be very sorry for domg. There· 
fore I contend with the hon. gentleman who has 
charge of this Bill, who is desirous to see it 
become law, that unless he wants this colony 
to take a plunge in the dark, unless the Go
vernment desire to part with property which 
may be very, very valuable in the near future, 
anci unless they are going to give a nul!lb~r 
of concessions to a number of unknown mdl
viduals about whose uoncc fides we have no 
guarantee-unless they are desirous or doing all 
these things, it is their bonnden duty to appoint 
a select committee, which will be able to collect 
all the available information on the subject. Is 
it an unreasonable thing to ask for information? 
h it an unreasonable thing to say that before 
we give away a valuable portion of the pro
perty of the citizens of this colony, that we 
should be placed in possession of information 
which will tell us the value of that property, 
which will tell us what is likely to he the 
n'<ult accruing from that railway? It would 
tell us what are likely to be the results of 
constructing the railway, and whether it is 
likely to benefit the people, or only the private 
syndicate which builds the line. Is that an 
unreason'tble request to make to the head of the 
Government? I submit that it is not. \Ve 
have marle the request and hon. members opposite 
sit and are silent in the matter. \Vithout any 
reason at all, and without themselves being 
accessible to reason, they are relying upon 
the strength of their majority to force thi~ 
matter through the House, without the House 
being in possession of the neces,,ary informa
tion. That is not a desirable or a proper 
attitude for any Government to take up. 
If they have that information-and presum
ably they have a good deal of information 
which they have not given to the House, other
wise they would not have brought in this Bill 
and urged it upon the attention of hon, members 
in the way they have-but if they have that 
information, it is their duty to give us that informa
tion, and allow us, who are the guardians of the 
property, welfare, and well-being of the people, 
to judge whether the railway proposed is desir
able or not. They say they have all the informa
tion they require. Probably they have, but why 
take up so unreasonable an attitude as to refuse 
to let us get that information also? For myself, 
I know absolutely nothing of the bona fides of 
the people who propose to bnild this line, 
and absolutely nothing of the value of the 
concession it is proposed to give them. I can 
only go upon the supposition that these people 
are coming along here to make money-that 
they see a good thing sticking out in front of 
them ; and that in order to induce the people 
of Queensland to give them that good thing, they 
refuse to give any information to the people of 
Queensland. If we had a select committee we 
could force them to give that information. It is 
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necessary that I, as a citizen of Queensland, 
before I give away any portion of my property 
to individuals of that d<>"cription. should know 
the vaiue of that property. Why ~hould they be 
allowed to bamboor,le me? :For that is simply 
what it amnunts to. They are trying to bam
boozle the people of Qlleensland into parting 
with a valuable conce,sion, without allowing 
them to kuow what the concession is worth. 
I contend that the people of Queensland are 
entitled to that knowiedge, and unleos the 
Government are prepared to concede the appoint
ment of a select committee to obtain that know 
ledge and make it gener,.,lly available, they are 
not dojng their duty either by the people of 
Queens.and or by the members of this House. 
It is unfair tu m,•rnbmB uf this House to ask 
them to take a le::tp in the dark ::tnd legi8late 
upon a nuttter u.bllu t which they know so 
little, and with the facts nbont wh,ich they are 
not fully seized. They Bhould not expect this 
House to cleal with n hrge portion of valuable pro
perty of the people in such a haphazard fashion. 

Mr. MAXWELL (BuTke): I presume the hon. 
gentleman at the head of the Government wishes 
to come to a vote to-ni~ht, and I do not intend to 
keep the House v.:aiting very long. I have gone 
through the report made by Mr. Cameron on the 
mines in this locality, and from the information 
gi vcn in tb::;t report I am more than ever of 
the opinion that thiH proposal is 11otbing but u 
huge, gigantic swimlle. I have no hesit,ation in 
saying that. In the first place, lVIr. Cameron 
says-

'l'lw fonr lodes described n.hovc are very ·well worthy 
of Yigorous development., as a means or aseert.:Lining. 
with some apprPaeh to certain1y, whether they are 
capable of tnrning out ore in sufTident quantities to 
warrant the expent:'c~ involved in proenring eheap tram.;it 
of ore to the roa~t, by mcnns of railway or tramway 
construction. 

I have followed mining for some time, and I 
contend tbat there has been no developing work 
wha~ever.done at these mines. The de, pest shaft 
we {md IS somewhere about 103 feet, and the 
average' rnn of the reef or lodes in that locality 
is two feet. I am sure, from the Prernier's own 
knowledge of mining, be !mows that a lead and 
silver lode of that size will never p::ty in that 
lccality, So far aR the country the ]\ne passeR 
through is concerned, there is some of the, hest 
cattle country in the whoh1 of Queensland on the 
route. At the end of the line there is nothing 
but the silver or lead mines to depend upon, anrl 
beyond that there is some f11ir Rh"ep conntry. If 
the Normantnn-Cloncurry RAilway is con
structed, it will draw the whole trade of wool 
from the border right up almost to the north
west part of the colony. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is dis
cussing the main question, which is not befure 
the House. '!'he hon. member mnst addresR 
himself to the amendment. 

Mr. 1\JAXWELL: I think the information 
supplied to us in the reports of the surveyor of 
the route and the assistant geologist is such as 
to warrant us in "''king for the appointment of a 
s"lect committee to further inquire into the con
struction of this railway. '!.'hen we may get »t the 
whole of the facts, and may know whether the 
Government a_re jtistified in handing thi" railw::ty 
over to a syndrcatf' to construct, or not. \Ve are 
not jn,tihed in sanctioning the conHtruction of 
this line by a syndicate without further informa
tion. It ha; been said that it does not matter 
because, if we hnnd it over to a syndicat.e, we 
~::tn lose no money ; but we are here to g-uard the 
mtere,ts of the tnx!Jayers, and, during the time 
I havtJ followed n1ining, I h'we noticed that. if 
you place on the market anything that does not 
give t.he speculating public an ample return for 
their money they tight very shy of further 

speculating in that locality or in that colony. I 
eau bring under the notice of the House no better 
instance of that than the various "wild cats" in 
the North of Queensland that have been floated 
on the English market. I contend that this 
House is not justified in trying to assist 
any party or syndic::tte in endeavouring to 
"lamb down" the British speculating public. 
Tbe.refore, Qn that one point alone, I contend 
that we have not sufficient information to justify 
the Government in asking hon. members to pass 
this Bill. I have no doubt my,elf that the 
general opinion in this Cham bcr is that this Bill 
will pass its second reading ; but I contend that 
it is the duty of hon. members on this side to 
V)ice whatever objections they have to this 
measure. I take it that the object of the 
amendment, as moved by the leader of the 
Opposition, is not only to a5"ist thio Hou.<e--

Mr. BoLRS : 'l'o block the Bill. 
Mr. MAXW:BJLL: No; not to block the Bill. 

'!.'be information that the hem. member for 
Croydon seeks is information which will lead us 
to come to some sort of a conclusion as to 
whether we are justified in granting this syndicate 
these conces,ions. and whether it would be to the 
best interests of the colony that thi" line Bhould be 
built. I may g·o a Iittlfl further. My own opinion 
is that, in getting this information we will also be 
assisting the speculating public. It will show 
them if there is anything to recommend this 
property which it is proposed to offer them. I 
confess I cannot see anything in the Government 
Geologist's report to recommend it. He has 
pumted out that in every claim he has inspected 
the reefs are srn::tll, and no developing work 
whatever has been done ; and at the finish of his 
rep(Jrt he even points out that not sufficient has 
been done there to warrant the building of any 
mil way there. This is a field that I would call 
a good field for fossickers if they bad the 
facilities for getting rid of their ore. 

'!.'he SPEAKER: Order! 
'rhe l'mmnm: '!.'hat can be dealt with in 

cmnmittee. 
Mr. MAX\VELL : I want to get one speech 

in and make it do the lot. I want to save time. 
As I understand the leader of the Government 
wants to get this busine"s over, I do not intend 
to go on any further now; but I will have some
thing more to "''Y on the main question when this 
amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. RYLAND (G!!mpic): It is with feelings 
of regret that I rise and make a speech at this 
period of the debate. 

Mr. REm: Don't apologise. 
Mr. RYLAND : I thought that with the 

evidence that has been given to this Houoe the 
Premier might have accepted the amendment. 
But seeing that the matter apf'ears to be still in 
the balance, I will just su,y a few words. \Vhat 
we now ask is no new idea in legislation of this 
character. It has been adopted before in Queens
land, and it is the common practice in similar 
legislation in the old country to refer such 
matters to select committees. The hon. member 
for Carpentaria, whr;n speaking to-night on the 
amendment, referred to the report of the Govern
ment Geologist, Mr. Cameron. He put it for
ward as containing evidence which should 
convince any "doubting Thomas" in the House 
with regard to the advisability of going on 
with this project. I have gone through this 
report, but I cannot see anything in it that 
gives us the information we desire. I think it 
is most nece,sary th::tt a select committee should 
he formed to go into the whole question. 
'!'his report only reveals information as to little 
pot-holes and smface workings. It give us no 
information as to what the resources of the 
district are likely to be ; in fact, the report 
really gives no information at all to justify this 
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House in passing this Bill. There are many 
things we want to find out before we can pass a 
measure of this character. We want to know 
the prospects of the success of this venture, and 
whether it will be beneficial to the colony gene
rally. 

Mr. BOLES : Y on can get that in committee. 
Mr. RYLAND: The matter does not only 

affect those in the immediate vicinity of the 
mines. We must consider the people in the 
country through which the line passe;. The 
map only shows dotted lines, and there is a lot 
of country that we want information about; and 
I don't think there is any better way nf getting 
this information than by appointing a select com
mittee. The line goes from Ballast Ground, 
through Burketown, West Burke, vVoods Lake, 
Red Cliff, Lawn Hills, anri other districts. vVe 
want to know the effect this line will have on the 
districts between Ballast Ground and the mines? 
We want to know if this syndic"te line will in any 
way hamper the industries of this country? vVe 
want to know who it is that i" going to build this 
line? In the preamble the company is only re
ferred to as "'l'he Queensland Silver Lead Mines, 
Limited," hereinafter called "the company." 
We want to know a little more about this com
pany-how much money they have to speJ!d, and 
how much they can afford to lose? It 1s very 
necessary to know that. vV e would not like to 
see a company losing their last shilling in any 
venture-to corr:e out of it absolutely poverty
stricken. How much money can this company 
afford to lose in the venture? 

Mr. J ENKINSON: Don't you think that syndi
cators are well able to look after themselves? 

Mr. RYLAND: No. 
Mr. JENKINSON: My experience is that they 

are. 
Mr. RYLAND : If this was to be a State 

railway we would have a Royal Commission, 
which would cost a lot of money. It has been 
decided that this is a public mil way-a national 
question·-and we should have All the pros and 
cons reHpecting it before a select committee. 
Then branch lines are going to be constructed. 
vVe want to know about them. 'rhere will be 
be stores there, and trades of all descrip
tions connected with the commerci~tl world. 

They will also be permitted t? erect 
[9'30 p.m.] warehouses. They are gomg to 

embark in all kinds of industries. 
They are to be given power to import their own 
labourers, and we want to know where they are 
going to g-et them from. The company is also 
going to build dwellings for its labourers, I 
presume. 

The RPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. RYLAND: It is very necessary that the 

committee should know a little more about that 
matter. As a mining member, I know there is 
a feeling among miners that they like to get a 
little home for themselves; but this company 
may erect dwellings for its employees, a~d let 
them at a high rent. If men are not willing to 
become tena~ts of the company they will not get 
work there, and, consequently, a good deal of 
their wages may have to go in paying high rents 
to the company. vV e have heen accused of 
changmg our tactics on this questi•m. Before 
we wanted a referendum, and now we ask for a 
select committee. vVell, I do not think that 
that is any detriment to this side of the House. 
It only shows our resourcefulness, and that we 
have more than one idea. Although I would 
prefer that all thase questions should be sub
mitted to a referendum, I think the next hest 
thing is to have this select committee, and get 
all the information possible on the question. 

Mr. 8TEPHENSON: You will get it. 

JI/Ir. RYLAND: We have been denied infor
mation. The Secretary for Railw>:ys hM told 
us that it is practically a waste of time to read 
books- that what he wants is practical experi
ence. He does not want to hear the views of 
men like Bryce, Henry George, and Joh~ Stuart 
Mill, and all those people who have wn~ten on 
the construction and management of raJ! ways. 
All that goes for nothing, in the opinion of the 
hon. gentleman, and he says, "Give me a. r;ran 
with practica.i experience." That is our po"'twn, 
and the proposed constitution of this select com
mittee could not be improved upon. Of conrse, 
we have to give up books, as the Secretary for 
Railways has told us that he knows more than 
all these men. "Behold a greater than all thrse 
is here." 

The SPEAKEU : Order, order ! 

l\Ir. RYLAND : I think that we require this 
committee to find out all that can be learned 
when such large interests are at stake. Referring 
to the personnel of the committee that is pro
posed by the hon. member for Croydon, there 
is, first, the hon. member for Maryhorough, M:. 
Bartholomew. He is a merchant, and ?e 1s 
connected with the timber industry, which IS one 
of the greatest industries in Queensland. I am 
sure that this tramway will prove of benefit to 
the timber industry, because every railway_ that 
is introduced in this House, we are told, Will be 
of great benefit to that industry, and, therefore, 
the connection of the hon. member for Mary
borough with that industry will enable the com
mittee to obtain valuable information on that 
subject. Be is also a native of the colony, and 
a general merchant, and, seeing that this colony 
is going into general trade, I think we s~ould have 
that matter investigated. Then there rs the hon. 
member for Brisbane North, 1\!fr. Macdonald
Paterson. vVbere could we get a better man 
to appoint to this committee than that hon. 
member? He has the legal faculty, and he 
is a man of great experience, being an ex
Minister of the Crown, and he is a man of 
whom the colony expects great possibilities, 
and consequently no better man C<JUld be chosen. 
Then there is the hon. member for Cunning
ham, 1\-fr. Kates. He has had great. experience 
in farming, and ~ am sure that th.Is t_ramway 
will be of great assistance to the far•r•mg rndustry 
up there. I am sure that up there the farming 
industry will he very extensive. An ho';'· 
member reminds me that the hon. member JS 

also a miller, so that he will be able to sift 
the wheat from the chaff, and will be able to put 
the question before the House in an intelligent 
manner. Then we have the hem. meml1er for 
Toowoomba, Mr. Groom. He is the "Father of 
the House," and consequently he has a g-ood deal 
of the wisdom of the House, and there is no man 
in this House whom I respect more than the hon. 
me111 ber for Toowoomba. Then, of course, there 
is the leader of this party, the hon. member for 
Croydon. He is a man with vast mining experi
ence and a man who has travelled over the whole 
of the Northern portion of this colony. He has 
not, perhaps, gone on picnic excursions, a~ son1e 
other hon. members have done when seemg the 
country. He has taken his pick and shovel in 
his hands, and with his tent and his blanket on 
his ba.cl< and his billycan in his hand he has 
gone out into the wilderness and prospect~d the 
country. He has lived for many years m the 
N orlhern parts of this colony, and he has cooked 
for himself and has built his own house and lived 
there. He will be able to give the benefits.of 
his experience to the committPe, ~nd I"':' _qurte 
confideht the committee will be m a positiOn to 
bring up a report from which not a single 
member would dissent, and which would greatly 
facilitate business. 
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Mr. KERR: Do you believe in this select com
mittee? 

Mr. RYLAND : I believe in the pdnciple, 
and I also ''elieve in the pc,•sonnel of the com
mittee. I have known committees appointed, 
and I would not give a snap of the fingerR for 
their reports, because they were composed of 
men of no experience. What is the good of 
sending a draper's assistant to report on a gold
field? We want men who know something 
about the subject. \V e would also like to know 
who are to be employed by this cnmpany. Of 
course we have been told that the construc
tion of this line will find employment for large 
numbers of men, ana we want to find out who 
these men are going to be. \Vill they be old 
hands in the colony, or will they be the im
migrants who are coming monthly to our shores? 
Or is it the dingoes of civilisation, as some hon. 
members called the bush workers, who are to be 
employed? Are the people who are going to get 
this emplayment the deserving members of the 
community? All these things would, of course, 
be discovered by a select committee. Under all 
the circumstan'ces, I think it would be a wise 
thing to consent to the appointment of the com
mittee. The construction of this railway is not 
a circumstance that is going to pass away in a 
yea.r or two. Such a line will have a lasting 
influence. Its effect will be felt for years and 
years, and even during our lifetimes the effect of 
our votes on this question will not be effaced 
from the hi,;tory of Queen,land. 

Mr. HARD A CRI~ (Le,ichhcmlt): I admit that 
in considering this question I am in an unfortu
nate position, for I venture to say that nine out 
of ten members in this House simply do not 
know anything at all about the question before 
us. 1'hey do not know whether this is likely to 
be a good or a bad bargain. They simply have 
no information whatever. I have no doubt that 
the Government think that in any case the 
appointment of a select committee wi:J be waste 
of time; that, broadly speaking, it. will not pay 
them to build the tramway, and that, seeing it 
will not pay them, they might just as well let a 
private company construct it; that it can rlo 
no harm, whilst it may po,sibly do good. But 
that is a position to take up which I think is 
not fair to members of this House, or fair to the 
public outside. It does not give a member a 
chance to justify his vote to his constituents 
one way or the other, and it is not even an 
honest method which the Government would be 
prepared to advocate with regard to other ques
tions that might come before us in future. 
Therefore I think, wit~1ont being biassed one way 
or another, that the appointment of a select com
mittee would be a very good thing indeed. \V e 
have been asked on this side if we would vote for 
the Government building this tramway. Well, I 
candidly say that I do not know anything abont 
it. Possibly I might be prepared to vote for the 
Government building such a line, but at present 
I do not know. I remember a few years ago the 
Government brought in a proposal to build a 
rail way from Croydon to Georgetown, for the 
purpose of opening up a very large mineral dis
trict, reputed to be extenRively auriferous, and 
that proposal was carried in the HonRe. I 
voted for it because I had heard a great deal 
about the district., and my opinion was that 
we would be justified in building such a line 
for development purposes. Now, if we were 
justified in voting for that railway, it might 
be that through information given to us by 
this proposed committee we might feel omselves 
justified in voting for the Government building 
this tramway. And even if we decided that it 
would not be wise to build the line with Govern
ment money, it might not be any more wi'e to 
allow a private company to construct it. In-

stead of advancing railway comtruction in that 
district, it might actually retard it: I under
stand that this company need not bmld the tram
way fot' five years, and, therefore, for at least 
five year< railway construction might be retarded 
instead of being advanced in that distnct. 

Mr. JENKINSON: But the company must 
build some portion of the line within that time. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: Not necessarily. They 
may take the whole five years to consider the 
rnatter. 

Mr, ,J >:NKINRON : Before starting? 
Mr. HARDACRI~ : Yes, before starting. 

Now, we have already this session sent to a select 
committee a Bill introduced by the Government 
-the i:>tore Cattle Brands Act-and, beit;g a 
member of that committee, it would not be nght 
for me to disclose the result of their labours, but 
I think I may say that their labours are very likely 
to lead to a modification of that measure. If, 
therefore we have a select committee upon this 
Bill, it U:ay, while not actual.ly going aga~nst t~e 
Bill, recommend certain modificatiOns whwh will 
assist us in tnaking it a more perfect measure. 
One of the str:l.llgest assertions made during 
the debate was made by the hon. member 
for Oarpentaria. In opposin!l' the appointment 
of the committee he said be thought there 
was no information to be obtained; that there 
were no experts who knew anything about 
it· and that there was no information with 
regard to the land which could be got. He 
aftenva.rd' tolrl us that if we got on to the 
main question he would give us information 
which we had not got before. Is that not a 
piece of ridicnlous nonsense? Does he mean to 
tell us, or does any member of this House think 
for one moment that the gentlemen who propose 
to builo this railway have not more information 
than we have got·? Are they goin'i to t.he 
British investor saying: "\Ve have no m
formation ; the mines are not developed; we 
do not know anything about them; we do not 
know what the charactPt of the land is, but we 
want you to lend us some money for the 
construction of the line." Is it not evident to 
every member that whatever knowledge we h"'ve, 
the company must have a great deal !'lore? 
And if they have got the knowledge to give to 
the BritiHh investor, why should we not have 
the same knowledge? I think that is but fair. 
If there is really no information to he obtained, 
then that is the best of all reasons, I think, why 
we should vote against the propos%1 altogeth.er. 
If there is no reason at all for the constructiOn 
of the tramway, then there is no reason at all 
for voting for the pas<ing of the Bill. \V e are not 
here to scatter about concessions wholesale for no 
reason at all. 

Mr. ,JE~KINSON: It looks very much like it. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: H does look very much 

like it. It appears as if the Government asl~ed 
us to build a railway to the moon, or to Tim
buctoo, or some other place about which '."e 
know nothing, we should be exnected to p~ss rt. 
No legislature in its senses would do anythmg of 
thP kind. and before we are asked to pass 
any legislatio~ it sho~ld l;e amply _justified by 
the informatwn w h!Ch Is supplied to us. 
My opinion is from the information afforded to 
us, that the r~al purpose of this Bill i~ not so 
much to enable them to construct the railway as 
to give thent certain conce~sions which would 
enable them to borrow money, not for the pur
pose of constructing; the rail --:ay, but. for the 
purpose of prospectmg the mmes wbwl: they 
have obtained. 'fhat is the only conclusiOn we 
can come to from reading the geologist's repor.t. 
There are quite a numht•r of lodes thrre, and m 
every case :M:r. Cameron tells us it is by no 
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means certain whether they will be remunerative 
or not. For instance, he says of Kant's Silver 
King-
South~we~t of the junction of the two reefs prospect

ing has disclosed several small veins of galena, but 
none of these have been more than bared for a few feet 
along the surface. 

With regard to another lode he says-
The work done has been mainly on the wider portions 

of the lode, and has not been sufficient to allow of more 
than a rough gue-.s being made at the prospertivc value 
of the lode as an ore producer. The lode without 
doubt occupies a true Hssurc, and may almost certainly 
be ~xp~c~ed .to carry a~ good mineral at any depth to 
Which 1t IS hkely to be worked as it does on the surface. 

This is mere surmise-a mere possibility. Then 
with regard to the Mended Hill mine he says-

~'he cap of the lode has been exposed for some 130 feet 
east of t.he trencbiug mentioned above, and shows 
patches of galena at many points, but none of anv 
considerable thickness. South of the shaft it fs 
obscured by surface accumulation. 
And he adds further on-

'rhe prospects of this mine are also very good, bnt, in 
~he pr~sent state of lack of proper development, it is 
Im~oss1ble to make anything like a ::n1tiRfactory estirr..ate 
of 1ts value. rrhe presence o1 good veins ot clean and 
valuable ore have already been proved, and the f:wt 
that they occupy a true fissure, 'vhich can be traced 
n:Iong the surface for some distance, gives hope of others 
like them being found with further prospecting. 

With regard to the Lilydale mine, he says-
. The lode in this mine shows a good body of ore, and 
1s well worthy of systematic development to test its 
value. 

And with regard to another mine, he says
'l'his lode is well worlhy of systematic prospecting. 

With regard to \Vatson'slode, he s<tys-
Scveral pntches of galena have heen found in the 

siliceous sandstone west of the shaft, but they have not 
been opened up as yet. 
Then, near the conclusion, comes the crux of the 
whole thing-

The lirst four lodes described above are very well 
worthy of vigorous development as a, menns of aseer
taining, with some approaelt to certainty, whether they 
are capable of turning out ore in snflieim1t ttnanti.ty to 
warrant the expense involved in procuring cheaper 
transit of ore to the coast by means of railway or tram
way construction. 
They want to find out whet her it would be 
worth while to build the railway or not. 

Mr. BoLES: Let the syndicate build the rail
way and develop the mines. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : That is not the position; 
it is the other way about_ Judging from his 
report, the object of the Bill is to give the com
pany a concession as a make-weight in order that 
they may go to the money market and borrow 
money-not to build a railway, but to prospect 
the mines. 

Mr. BOLES: What about the pastoral c01mtry 
it will onen up? 

Mr. HAROACRE: If the mmes are not pay
able there will be no opening up of pastnraJ 
country. Surely the hon. member does not sup
pose the company will build a railway if the 
mines are not payable. The development of the 
pastoral country can only follow on the paying- of 
the mines, and that will have to be proved before 
the company attempt to build the railway. The 
position is entirely different from that in the hon. 
member's district. In the case of the Callide 
Coal :B'ield it is now pretty well certain, from the 
geologist's report and general knowledge, that it 
will pay to build a railway there. There is not 
the slightest doubt that the mineral is there, and 
therefore as soon as the company in that caRe 
gets the concession and float it on the English 
market, they will commence the construction of 
the railway. But in this case they will have to 
test the n1ines before they can decide whether to 

construct the rail way ; and if the mines do not 
develop they can drop the whole thing and not 
build the railway at all. 

The SPI~AKER : Order ! 
Mr. HARD ACRE : I admit I am verging on 

the border of the main question, still I have in 
my mind the select committee. If this report is 
all we have to guide us, there certainly should 
],e no pas,ing of the Bill. 

Mr. JENKINSON: And the report is dated less 
than three weeks ago. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Surely the Government 
have more information than this. If they have 
not, then it is very necessary that the whole 
matter should be referred to a select committee. 
It is not my intention to stonewall the Bill, and 
I will only say in conclusion that the amend
ment ought to be adopted, so that we may get 
every available information on the subject. 

Question-'rhat the words proposed to be 
omitted-" now read a second 

[10 p.m.] time"- stand part of the question
put; and the House divided:-

A HS, 34. 
Messrs. Philp, Fox ton, RutJedge, Dickson, O'Connell, 

l\Iurray, Dalrymple, Moore, J. Hamilton, Ji'orrest, Tooth, 
IIanran, Newell, Armstrong, Petrie, T. B. Cribb, Stodart, 
J. C. Cribb, Camvbell, Bartholomew, Mackintosh, Story, 
Forsyth, Stcphens, Stephenson, Bell, Leahy, Boles, 
Curtis, Oallan, Bridges, l\Iacdonald-l)aterson, Cowley, 
and Lord. 

NoJo~s. 23 . 
Messrs. H&rdacre, Bro,vne, Fisher, Lesina, Kerr, Reid, 

Bowman,- McDonald, Dunsford, Jackson, Dibley, Givens, 
W. rnwrn, Tnrley Maxwell, Dawson, McDonnell, 
Ryland, Higgs, Stcwart, Jenkinson, Fitzgerald, and 
Kidston. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-1\Iessrs. Smith, G. Thorn, and Keogh. 
Noes-Messrs. Fogarty, \V. Hamilton, and Groom. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 
Question-That the Bill be now read a second 

time-stated. 
Mr. MAXWELL (Burke): I promised the 

hon. gentleman at the head of the Government 
that I would have something to say on the main 
question, and I now intend to ha,·e that say. I 
am very glad that the amendment has been dis
posed of to the satisfaction of the Government. 
In looking through the correspondence that has 
been placed before the House I find that it ron
tains various petitions. There :.re two petitions 
here praying that this railway from Burketown 
to the Lilydale silver, copper, and lead mines 
should be constructed. These petitions are about 
equal to other petitions which have been pre
sented to the House, and other petitions that 
we have seen throughout the country. Many 
people who sign petitions are not particular what 
they sign, and I find that on this petition there 
are two similar names for the town of Burke· 
town. It is a most remarkable thing that the 
population in the whole of that district is so 
small that they had to get the same man to sign 
the same petition twice. I see no reason in the 
correspondence laid on the table to lead me to 
alter the opinion I have held that the construc
tion of this line is not for the benefit of the 
district at all, but that it is simply for the 
benefit of some concession-mongers, who wish 
to take these mines to the Lond)n market, and 
float them on the strength of the concession 
g-ranted them by the Government of Queensland. 
The mines in that locality, as far as the size of 
the lodes and the quality of the ore are concerned, 
are not worth 3d. The agricultural products 
that will be carried on the railway are about nil. 
I do not see why Parliament should grant leave 
for any person or persons to hawk round on the 
English market the credit of Queensland. If 
we are going to g-ive these concessions to people 
to hawk round on the various continental and 
English markets, we shall find that it will be 
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almost impossible to approach the S!Jeculating 
public with even the very best of our claims. 
The po~ition Queensland 'oug-ht to take up is 
what is advocated in New Zealand to-day, to 
stop " wild cats" from being foisted on the 
speculating public. 

Mr. JENKINSON: How can you tell what are 
" wild cats"? · 

Mr. MAX\VELL: Things that are ]Jlaced on 
the market backed up with a fictitious report. 
1'hose are what I call wild cats. If the Govern
ment were prepared to do what is already being 
agitated for in New Zealand, that is, to make a 
report upon every property which is to be offered 
to the speculating public--

Mr. ,JENKTNSON: \Vho makes the report? 
Mr. MAXWELL: A Government inspector. 
Mr .• TENKINSON: Paid by the company? 
Mr. MAX\VELL: Paid by the Government; 

not paid h_y the company. That person would 
be respons1ble to the Government fur his report; 
and the sooner Queensland takes that stand in 
the matter and endeavours to offer to the British 
speculating puh:ic something that is at least a 
fair speculative chance the Letter it will be for 
Queemland. 

Mr. J!rsHER: You will interfere with private 
en terprii"e. 

Mr. MAXWI~LL: I don't care whether I 
interfere with private enterprise or not. I don't 
think for a moment that the Premier helie\'PS 
that this railway will ever be constructed by thn 
promotnrs. This concession is simply asked for 
to enable the promoter to get hold of Britioh 
money and lock up his pocket. There are other 
objections I have to the Bill in its present form; 
and when the Bill gets into committee I shall 
endeavour to amend it, so us to remove those 
objections if possible. The synrlicate is allowed 
to take up a large amount of laud under the 
present Bill, not under our present i\!Iineral Act; 
and what is to hinder this 'yndicate in the event 
of gold being got in that locality from also 
holding that land under their mineral license? 
\Ve are told that the promoters of this com
pany are prepared to give £1 per acre. That is 
only the rent already paid for goldfielrl leases. 
It certainly is lfls. an acre more than is given 
for mineralleasfls, but in the event of gold being 
found in that district-and there is every possi
bility of that being w-I don't see why the 
fossicker or the man who has carried his swag 
through the length and breadth of North 
Queensland looking for gold should be deba.rred 
from going on these people'• property, or their 
holding under mineral len.se, and endeavouring 
to better his condition by looking for ge>ld. 
Before this syndicatt> should be granted any 
concession in this matter they should first have 
been required to place a certain ttmount of money 
in the bands of the Governme.nt to pay the 
expenses that would arise out of drawing up 
Bills. The hon. gentleman said that these 
people have already paid that ; but there are 
various other charges. For instance, there is 
the gas-not the gas that is going to waste, but 
the gas that is burning here, to the cost of which 
those people should at least contribute some
thing. As to the class of country this railway 
is going through, I have alread'y said that I 
have a ve_ry fair knowledge of ·that country, 
and I agam contend that as far as the reefs in 
that locality are concerned there has not been 
enough development work done to give any· 
one confidence in building a rmlway up to those 
mines. As for the work that has been done 
in that locality, one train would take away all 
the ore that has ever been raised there ; and 
if that train service is to de pen :l on all that 
comes from the mines-and I will go fmther and 
say all the agricultural prodnce of that district, 
too-one train a year would be quite sufficient 

for all the tra,ffic that will go over that line. 
There is one clause under which the company 
will be allowed to take, use, and occUJ>Y all 
Crown land ; and included in the Crown land 
which the comrany are about to take, use, and 
occupy is the frontage to the Albert River: N nt 
lnng ago that question was brought up m this 
House by t.he hon. member for Bulloo in con· 
nection with our wharfage frontages in Bri,bane. 
I don't mean to say that ever the Lilydale mines 
are going to bring about a population on the 
banks of the Albert Hiver the same as we have 
in Brisbane; still, there is the granting of that 
concesshn to that syndicate, which I totally 
object to. 

.Mr. LEAHY: This Bill does not give it. It 
only says the Governor in Council "may." 

Mr. MAXWJ;;LL: That is an old dodge. It 
allows it; anr:! I am quite satisfied that anything 
this Bill will allow the Governor in Council 
would he prepared to grant, and probably more 
if wanted. \Ve have had the same thing crop 
up in c•mnection with the Chillagoe concessions. 
The very same queetion has cropped up time 
after time. The hon. member for Cairns has 
continn>~lly had to refer to the concessions which 
have been granted to the Chillagoe Company. 

Mr. DAWSON: The Barron Falk 
Mr. MAXWELL: Not only the Barron 

Falls, hut the wharfage frontage in Cairns, 
which the hon. member for Cairns has very 
often brought under the notice of this House. 
Besides that, we find out that the' concessions 
which h:we been granted to the Chillagoe Com
pany have been so numerous that it is probably 
impossible to mention all they have received 
from the Government, simply because the 
Governor in Conncil "may." 

J\h. lhwsoN: They are very fond 0f "may." 
Mr. MAXWELL : I think the hon. gentleman 

at th8 head of the Government, during the 
previous discussion of this Bill, said he was quite 
prepared to accept an ttmendment in the Bill to 
the effect that on the construction of the line 
from the ballast pit tn Burketown the Govern· 
ment may take over thttt portion. I do not know 
whether the hon. gentlemttn will be prepared to 
abide by that when the B;ll gets into committee; 
but I shall certainly feel it my duty to move an , 
amendment in that direction. 

The PREMIER: And I am prepared to accept it. 
JHr. BROWNE: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. MAXWELL : I am very glad to hear 

that the hon. gentleman is prepared to accept it. 
Mr. LEAHY: Sit down before you spoil it. 
Mr. MAXWELL: I know the bon. member 

for Bulloo has not a great interest in thiR rai]w;ty. 
He is quite cont!'nted with the little Chillagoe 
affair. He has one little baby to nurse, and that 
is quite sufficient for him. 

Mr. LEAHY : If I have " baby I don't run 
away from it. 

J'vlr. MAXWELL : I feel compelled to mttke a 
serious objection to the term for which this con
cession is to be granted-that ie, the fifty years. 
I do not think--

The Pmmmit: As you ttre quite satisfied that 
the line will never be built, why bother about the 
terms? 

i\Ir. l\IAXWELL : Why bother about the 
terms! I mean to make oLjection in any case to 
the terms upon which it is proposed to constrnct 
this line. These are terms under which they 
are endeavouring to bleed money from the 
speculating public. If any person comes here 
and builds a house on a piece of property, he 
will find at the expimtion of his lease that that 
house falls to the property-holder. I see no 
reason whatever, at the expirati•·n of fifty years, 
why this railway should not fttll to the State. 
It is tt fn.irly long term, a very long term indeed 
in the life of railways in any colony. :Fifty 
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years ago, what were the milways of this colony 
like? There was not one inch of rail way in the 
whole of the colony. 

The PREMIER : We had no colony at all fifty 
years ago. 

Mr. MAX\VELL : I grant there was no 
colony here, but there was a colony further 
south, and there was not an inch of rail way 
there fifty years ago; and in fifty years hence 
there is no saying what the railway poliey of 
this country may be. There is no saying when 
we may have a transcontinental railway. 

The PHEli!IER: They will probably go by 
balloons. They may have abandoned railways 
altogether fifty ye"rs hence. 

Mr. MAXWELL : I am quite satisfied that 
in fifty years hence it will be a big item in the 
railways of this country ; and probably we shall 
have a large population and a greater need for 
the rail ways of the colony to be in the hands of 
the Government. 'l'he whole history of railway 
construction- the whole history of private owned 
rail ways, as has already been referred to in this 
House-has shown that private railways have 
never been for the welfare of the colony in which 
they have been started. 

Mr. BoLES : \Vhat about the railways in 
America. 

Mr. MAXWJ<;LL: The hon. gentleman says 
what about the rail ways of America? \Vhy go 
to America? \Vhy not come nearer home? 
\Vhat about the rail ways in our own country? 
What about the railways in Tasmania? ·what 
about the railways in \Vestern Australia Y \Vhat 
about the railways in New South \Vales, coming 
nearer home? 

Mr. LEAHY: \Vhat about the railway to take 
us home to-night? 

Mr. MAXWELL: If the hon. gentleman 
wants to get into a tram to take him home, I will 
soon drop him, and let him go. I have certain 
other objections to this Bill. I have a batch of 
amendments drawn up already, and I certainly 
intend to endeavour to protect the interests of 
the public as well as it is possible for me to do in 
the matter of the construction of this railway, 
although, as I have previously said, I believe 
it will never be built. 

Mr. l<'ISHER: I beg to move the adjourn
ment of the debate. 

Question put anrl pa"sed; and the resumption 
of the debate made an Orcler of the Dav for 
to-rrwrrow. 

AD.TOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER : I move th"t this House do 

now adjourn. The business to-morrow evening 
will be the resumption of this debate; and I 
hope that memLers on both sides of the House 
will be quite satisfied to go to a division t<J
morrow night. We have had a good de:tl of 
private railway Bills during the last five or six 
weeks, and I think every member on both sides 
has pretty well made up his mind how he is 
going to vote. I hope the leader of the Oppo
sition will assist in coming to a division to
morrow night. 

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): I may say that so 
far as I can I will help the hon. gentleman to 
come to a divi,ion to-morrow night. We have 
had a good deal of discussion, but I do not think 
there can be any complaint as to the length of 
the speeches. I do not think the hon. gentle
man can say we have gone in for any stone
walling. I would like to a'k when he expects to 
go on with the Federal Elections Bill? 

Mr. HIGGS: A most import;lnt Bill that. The 
public are w11iting for it, 

The PREMIER: I hope that within a fort
night we ,,hall be able to table one Bill. 

Mr. DA WSON: When are you going to start 
the Estimates? 

The PREMIER: We will start the Estimates 
very likely next week. 

The House adjourned at thirty minutes past 
10 o'clock. 




